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COBETCKOM IOJUTUYECKOM CHCTEMBI B JTOBOCHHBIM IEepUOA. B LieHTpe BHUMaHUs AaBHUU U IIO-
MPEeKHEMY aKTyaJlbHbII BOMPOC O CIEHApUsAX OTOr0 pa3BUTHUS, BO3MOXKHOCTSAX U30€XaTh
KOHIEHTPALlUK BJIACTH B OJHUX DPYKax M «KyJabTa JUYHOCTH». [Ipu 3TOM aBTOpBI YXOZSAT OT
TpaaUIIMOHHON TMepcoHuduKanmuu nonutudeckoro mporecca B CCCP, oTBons Ha BTOpOW MIiaH
60pr0y B pykoBoacTBe BKII(6) B 1920-¢ rr. B 11eHTpe BHUMaHUS HAXOASTCS CIOXKETHI, KOTOPBIC Ha
MEpBBIA B3TJIS YacTO MOSBISIOTCS HA CTpAHUIAX HAayYHBIX W3/aHUN, HO Ha JeNie OCTaloTcsi Ha
nepudeprn Kak «M3ydeHHbIe» U MalOMH(POpMaTHUBHBIE, HAIPUMEP — «BCEHAPOJHOE 00CYKIIEHUE
Koncruryuuu 1936 1. unm B3rsinel B.M. Jlennna Ha nemokpaTtuio. MoHorpadus oTpaxaer
COBpPEMEHHBIE TEHJICHIIMH B UCTOPUOTpaguH U, HECOMHEHHO, Oy/IeT HHTEpPEeCHA KaK UCTOPUKaM, TaK
Y TIOJTUTOJIOTaM.
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Once again about Bolshevism and democracy

Review of Douds, L., J. Harris, and P. Whitewood, eds. The Fate of the Bolshevik
Revolution: Illiberal Liberation, 1917—1941. London: Bloomsbury, 2020.

Abstract. The authors of the volume under review consider the development of the Soviet political
system during the pre-war period. They focus on the long-standing and still relevant issue of the
scenarios for this development and the possibilities to avoid the concentration of power in a single
pair of hands and the cult of personality. At the same time, the authors move away from the
traditional personification of the political process in the USSR, relegating the struggle within the
leadership of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) (VKP(b)) in the 1920s to the
background. The authors spotlight the episodes that seem to be mentioned on the pages of scholarly
publications quite often but actually remain on the periphery of research, being considered as “well
studied” and “of little uninformative value,” for example, the nation-wide discussion of the
1936 Constitution or Lenin’s views on democracy. The monograph shows current trends in
historiography and will undoubtedly be of interest to historians and political scientists.
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Bompoc o ToM, kak OONBIIEBUCTCKUAN PEKUM MPOIIEIT MTyTh OT 0CBOOOIUTEIBHBIX
JIEKPETOB 70 MUKTATYPhl, HAXOAUTCS B IIEHTPE COBETCKUX HCCiemoBaHuii («Soviet
studies») B mociennue 100 ner. B cBoem Tpyne «ToranuTapHas AMKTaTypa
aBTokpatus» (1956 r.) K. ®punpux u 3. bxkesunckuii oxapakrepuzoBaiu PCIPII(6)
KaK «TOTaJUTApHYIO MAPTUIO», CTPYKTYpa U OTHOILIEHUS B KOTOPOH chopMUpOBaIv B
HeaanekoM OyaymeM ocHoBy auktatypsl B CCCP ', B 1950—1960-¢ IT. 5TOT B3I
JTOMUHHUPOBAJ B UCTOpUOTpaduui W JUTEpaType O COBETCKOW IMOJUTHIECKOM
crucreMe’. «PEBU3HOHHICTBDY ITOCTABHIIN IT0J] COMHEHHE B TOM YHCIIE U STOT [OCTYJIAT,
OBITasICh  HAWUTHM  OTTEHKM W  TOJyTOHA, TMPeXJIe BCEro — B  IEPBOM
MOCIIEPEBOIIOIIMOHHOM  AecatuwieTud. B 1970-1980-¢ rr. neHWMHU3M 3a4acTylo
MIPOTUBOIIOCTABIISIJICS CTAIMHU3MY, a B OOJBIIEBUCTCKOM PYKOBOJCTBE HaXOIWIJIHChH
«JIEMOKpAThl», KOTOpPhIE B WTOre OBUIM OTHAJICHBI OT BJIACTH WM BOBCE

' Friedrich C., Brzezinski Z. Totalitarian dictatorship and autocracy. Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1965. P. 46-47.

? Pipes R. The formation of the Soviet Union: communism and nationalism, 1917-1923.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1954; Shapiro L. The origin of the communist autocracy:
political opposition in the Soviet State, first phase, 1917-1922. Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1955.
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yHHUTOXKEHBI . OJHAKO B OCHOBE MCTOPHOrpaduM Oblia M OCTACTCS JMXOTOMHS
«JIEMOKpaTUN» U «TOTAJIUTApU3May», HE JIOMYCKAKOMAsA aK€ BO3MOKHOCTH HATUYHS
neMokparnueckux B3risanoB y B.M. Jlenwna, W.B. Cranuna, JI.J[. Tpouxoro u
APYTUX COBETCKUX pykoBoguTened. HecMoTps Ha OTKpbiTHE OONbIIEH YacTH
MIPABUTEILCTBEHHBIX apXUBOB B 1990-€ IT., 3TOT B3IJIsA OCTACTCS JOMUHUPYIOIIUM.
Bo MHOroMm 310 CBsI3aHO C TeM, 4To nepuon nocie 1917 r. sBasercs, B CYIIHOCTH,
YaCThI0 COBPEMEHHON POCCUNUCKON MOJUTUKU U B 0003PUMOM MEPCIIEKTHBE HE CTAaHET
ucropueir. OTcrofa TpoW3pacTaeT W3JUIIHAS TEPCOHUDUKAIUSA TMOTUTHICCKOM
OOpBOBI U B IIEJIOM HEIOCTATOYHOE BHUMAHUE K JACSATEIHHOCTH OPTraHOB BIIACTU B
CCCP Ha pa3HbIX YPOBHSX, 0OCOOEHHO B JIOBOCHHBIC JECATUIICTHS.

ABTOpBl TPEANPUHUMAIOT TOMbBITKY OTOUTH
OT YKa3aHHOM JMXOTOMHMU WM BBINTH HA HOBBIC
TOPU3OHTHI M3YYEHUSI COBETCKOW IMOJIMTUYECKOU
cucrembl. [lo wux mnpuzHaHuro, 3amada dTa
HeJIeTKas: HCCIIEI0BATEIN u CEeroHA
MPOJIOJDKAIOT paboTaTh B paMKaxX «IapagurMbl
XOJIOZIHOM BOMHBDY C YETKUM paACHPEACICHUEM
poJielt «J100pa» M «371a», 4TO 0 CUX TMOp CUIBHO 1011
CKa3blBaCTCsl ~ HAa  PE3yNbTaTaX  HAay4HBIX | . . SSEESEe =
uccaenosann. JI.  oyme, . Xappuc wu i rerel Kl
I1. YaliTByl mIpU3bIBAIOT AKTUBHEE BKIIOYATH
COBETCKMH TMPOEKT B KOHTEKCT «PEaIbHOIO
JEMOKpPAaTHUYECKOr0 pa3BuTus» B EBpone Hauana
XX B.* Camo 1o ceGe IpeIoKeHIe PACIIUPHUTH
B3IJIA], KOHEYHO, HE HOBO. Yike Ooiiee 20 jer
pa3BUBaETCsA «MOJIEpPHUCTCKAs IKOJIa, tio '

CTaBslllasi IO3JAHEUMIIEPCKYKD U  COBETCKYIO

Poccuto B pamku 0O1I€eBPONENCKUX MOJIUTHUYECKUX, SKOHOMUYECKUX U COLMAIbHBIX
nponeccoB’. C 3TOif TOYKM 3pEHHs, GOJBIICBUKAMHA B YCTAHOBICHHM AUKTATYPHI
PYKOBOJIMJIA HE TOJIBKO «3J1asi BOJIS», HO M BHEIIHUE o0cTosiTeNnbeTBa. Kazanocs Obl, 1
B OTOM MBICIM TOXE€ HET HMYero HoBoro. Kak m3BecTHO, nokyuieHue Ha JleHuHa u
youiictBa B. Bonomapckoro u M.C. Ypuukoro craad IOBOJOM [JIs Hauaja
«xpacHoro Teppopay. C Apyroi CTOPOHBI, «XPYIKOW» AEMOKpaTHs Oblja HE TOJIBKO B
no3nHeumnepckon Poccnmn, HO W BO Bcew EBpome: mamanm  KOaauLIMOHHBIE

LIBRARY.CF MODERN RU TN

Edited by
LARA DOUDS, JAMES HARRIS
& PETER WHITEWOOD

3 Cohen S. Bukharin and the Bolshevik Revolution: A political biography 1888—1938. London:
Wildwood House, 1974.

* The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution: Illiberal Liberation, 1917-1941 / edited by L. Douds,
J. Harris, P. Whitewood. London: Bloomsbury, 2020. P. 2.

> Russian modernity: Politics, knowledge, practices / edited by Y. Kotsonis, D.L. Hoffmann.
New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 1999.
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MPABUTENBCTBA, YCTAHABIUBAINCH AUKTATYPbl, CTPEMUTEIBHO POC MPABBINA U JIEBBIN
MOIYJIU3M.

B peBomtonnonnoit Poccun cpena asis ycTaHOBJIEHHS POYHOU JEMOKpaTHH ObLia
enie MeHee NMpuroaHou. Pa3Ban sxoHoMmuKH, ['pakgaHckas BOWHA M MHTEPBEHIIMS,
COXPAHSIIOIIASACS BHEUIHSASI yrpo3a, BOCCTAaHUS HAa OKpamHax M POCT cemapaTu3ma,
HU3KUW YPOBEHb TPAMOTHOCTH HACEJICHUS, ACPUIIUT PECypCOB M KaIpPOB — BCE ITO
yoenusio OONBIIEBUCTCKOE PYKOBOACTBO B TOM, YTO «PACHIUPEHHE MOTUTHIECCKOTO
YYACTHSI CHH3Y OBLIO TIPEKICBPEMEHHBIM» . ABTOpPHl MOHOTPAQHUH MBITAIOTCS
OpOCIeANTh, Kak «Bepxu» M obmiectBo B panHeM CCCP wuckanu KoMmnpoMucc B
MOBCEAHEBHOM KU3HU, IPUUEM HE TOJIBKO B MOJUTUYECKOM, HO U B COIMATBHOM, U B
KyJIbTypHOU cdepax. M3ydeHue 3TOro OmbITa CETOMHS MPEACTABISIETCS BeChMa
MOJIE3HBIM. B yCIOBUSIX 3KOHOMHUYECKOTO KpH3MCA, 3THUYECKHX M KIIACCOBBIX
AHTAarOHU3MOB U «CJIA0BIX TPAAUIMNA KOHCTUTYLMOHAIM3MAaY, JEMOKpPATHUSI CETOIHS,
KaKk U B IEpBOM IOJOBMHE XX B., «YaCTO TEPIUT Heyzxaqy»7. Ha »tom ¢omne,
CUMTAIOT aBTOpPbl MOHOTpaduu, OOJBLUIEBUCTCKAS PEBOJIOLUUS U PEBOJIIOIMOHHAS
JIEMOKpaTusi Kak (OpMbl «HEJIMOEpaTIbHOTO OCBOOOXKIEHUS» HE MOTEPSIIH
aKTyaJbHOCTb U MO-NPEKHEMY TPeOYIOT BCECTOPOHHETO aHAJIN3A.

Momnorpadus COCTOUT W3 MIECTH Pa3IENOB, KaXAbIH W3 KOTOPBIX BKJIIOYACT
HECKOJbKO  TJIaB, CBSI3aHHBIX oOmel mpoOnematukon. IlepBwiii  pazmen
(«bornplieBUCTCKAs UACOJIOTHS U MTPAKTUKA») — €IMHCTBEHHBIN, B KOTOPOM MOAPOOHO
OCBEIIAIOTCSl TEOPETUUYECKUE BOMPOCHL. J. BaH Pee mombITasics mo-HOBOMY MPOYECThb
counHeHnus JleHnHa, HaMMCaHHbBIE B MIEPHOJl ¢ MapTa 1o HosO0pb 1917 1. Ilpu Bceit
KPUTHKE KalMUTATUCTUYECKUX TOCYAapCTB, JICHMH ¢ 3HTY3Ma3MOM BCTpedana HOBOCTHU
00 ycUJIeHUH BIUSIHUS TOcyAapcTBa B EBpore, mpu3biBall COKPYIIUTh BJIACTh CTAPOTO
YUHOBHHMYECTBA, HO B TO K€ BpeMs Aymanl O co3aaHuu HoBoro. Ilo cyru, ero
KOHIETIIHUS colain3mMa ObL1a «OTKPOBEHHO OIOPOKpATUUYECKON u
TEXHOKpaTH4eckoi». OH AOMOIHII U YPaBHOBECHII CBOU MPEANOYTEHUS «IJIEMEHTOM
pPaANKaIbHO-IEMOKPATUYECKOTO  yTONMHU3Ma», HO €ro UAeH HaXOAWINCh TOJ
BIIMSHHEM «MOIIHBIX AMKTATOPCKUX, Ja)Ke THPAHHYECKUX HHCTHHKTOBY»'. CaMo MO
cebe yTBepkaeHue, yto JICHMH WMen AWKTATOPCKUE HAKJIOHHOCTH, HE SIBIISACTCS
HOBBIM W BIIOJIHE BIUCHIBaeTCs B moctpoenust Opuapuxa u bxesunckoro. I'opasno
MHTEpECHee M IoJjie3Hee BbIBOJ BaH Pee, uTo B3risiabl JIeHnHa Ha rocyaapCcTBEHHOE
CTPOUTEIHCTBO MPUHIIMIHAIBHO HE OTJIMYaIuch oT B3rsiaoB K. KayTckoro u apyrux
COBPEMEHHBIX €My HEMEIKMX TE€OpPETUKOB couuanuima. Kayrckuii eme B 1912 1.
OTMEYaJl, YTO MPOMBINIJICHHOE TPOU3BOJICTBO OIOPOKPATUYHO MO CBOCH CYTH, YTO
OIOpOKpaTHiO HEOOXOJAWMMO KOHTPOJIHMPOBATH, a HE COKpam@aTth W TeMm Ooree
VHHYTOKATh . JIGHHH MedTal o006 SKOHOMHKE, YIpPaBIsieMoil 3(GheKTHBHOI

% The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 10.
’ The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 10.
® The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 28.
? The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 20.
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Oropokpartueit, U eciiu Obl Bce €ro Tutanbl ObUTH peanm3oBaHbl, TO CoBeTckas Poccus
«rpeBpatuiack Obl B TOT K€ YJbTPAUEHTPAIN30BAHHBIA CUHAMKAT, KOTOPBIM OHA
cTana moxe» .

XOTs1T BO BBEIEHUM K MOHOrpaMu MHOTO TOBOPUTCS O MEXIYHAPOIHOM
KOHTEKCTE, (haKTUUECKH €My TOCBSIICHBI JIUIIb JBE riaBbl. B ogHol n3 Hux JI. Jlux
CPaBHMBAET ONBIT HEMELKHX COLMAN-IEMOKPATOB M OOJIBIIEBUKOB B OpPraHU3alUU
MaccoBoil nmaptuu. [leyaTs, OpraHM30BaHHbIE MUTUHIH, LIECTBUSI U KOHIIEPTHI — BCE
3TO aKTHUBHO INPUMEHsIa coluan-gemMokparuueckas naptus ['epmanum (CUII) u
BCEro 3TOro ObUIM COBEPIIEHHO JHUIICHBI OOJbIIeBUKH B mapckoir Poccuu. Ilocie
npuxoAa K BIACTM OHU B IIOJHOM Mepe pasBEepHYJU ITHU HHCTPYMEHTHI
«MacCOBU3ALMNY» MOJIUTUKHU, HO CYTh OblIa YK€ COBEPIIEHHO UHAs: €CJIM FEPMaHCKHE
COLIMAJ-IEMOKPAThl TaKUM IIYyTEM PpaCIpOCTPAHAIU CBOM HICH, TO OOJBLICBUKU
JIEraM30BbIBAIIA CBOKO BIIACTH

Bo Bropom pazgene («PabGouas neMokpaTtus U COBETCKOE TOCYIAapCTBEHHOE
CTPOMTENILCTBO») PpacCMaTpUBAaeTCs, KaK MJIEU «IIPOJETAPCKOW» J1EMOKpaTUH
[IPETBOPSIINCH B KU3Hb YEPE3 COBETCKOE I'OCYIapCTBEHHOE CTPOUTENBCTBO. ABTOPBI
OJYEPKUBAIOT, YTO OOJILIIEBUKH, BOIIPEKU CBOEH pemyTaluy, MOHAaYaly OXOTHO U
YMENO JIABUPOBAJIM, BCTYyNAJIM B TAKTHUYECKHE COKO3bl C CHJIAMU «CIIpaBa» U
YUUTBHIBAIA PETUOHAIBHYIO CIEIU(PHUKY. ITO XOpoIIo npoaeMoHcTpuposan J{. Upsun
Ha TpuMmepe peBomtonnoHHoro EkarepunOypra. MHTepec mnpenctaBisieT Takxke
uccienoanue Jlapel [loyac o ¢peHOMEHE «XOJIOKOB» B IEPBBIE T'OAbl COBETCKOU
BiacTu. [losiBuBIIMECS B CpelHHME BEKa «UEJIOOUTHBIE» TIyOOKO YKOPEHWJIHCH B
MacCOBOM CO3HAaHUHU KaK BO3MOXHOCTb MPSIMOTO OOpaIeHUs K «apro-0aTIOLIKE» CO
CBOMMH TpoOsieMaMu u HyK7Aamu. Jloyac NpUXOJUT K HHTEPECHOMY BBIBOAY:
OOJIBIIEBUKH HE TOJBKO HE MOTJIH, HO M HE XOTEJH MPEPhIBaTh TPATUIUIO MPSIMOTO
oOpanieHuss Hapoja K npaBuTeisM. [lapajgokcaibHbIM 00pa3oM OHa BIIMCHIBAJach B
JIOTUKY PaHHETO OOJbIIEBU3MA: YHUUYTOXKEHUE CTAPOT0 YMHOBHHUYECTBA O3HAYAJIO B
TOM 4YHCJIE U CTUPAHHME TPaHUL] MEXIY «HAPOAHBIMH MacCaMW» U PYKOBOJIUTEIEM
rocyapcTBa. OTO SpKUH HpHUMEp, JEMOHCTPUPYIOLIUN TIITyOOKHE HCTOPUYECKHE
KOPHH aBTOPUTapu3Ma OOJIBIIEBUKOB, KOTOPBIN HEBO3MOXKHO OOBSICHUTH «IIPOCTHIMH
37IBIMH HAMEPEHHSMH JTF000T0 BIACTOIIOOHBOTO JTHAEPa» .

5. Kokocasakuc OTMEYaeT HENOOLEHKY KAMIAHUM 110 <JIEMOKpaTHU3aLun»
naptun  Ha (¢Goue npuHATHS KoHcturyuum 1936 r. IlpusbiBBI K poTaluu
PYKOBOISIIMX JIMII M  BBEACHMIO KOHKYPEHTHBIX BBIOOPOB 4Halle BCETO
BOCIIPMHMMAIOTCA KaK JEeKopauus, 3a KOTOPOM CKpbIBaJoCh crpemieHue CrainHa
YKPEMUTH CBOIO BJIACTh M PACIpPaBUTHCS C OCTaTKaMu onmno3uiuu. He otpumas stux
HamepeHuid, Kokocamakuc yTBep:KIaeT, 4YTO <«JeMOKpaTh3alus» Oblla HWMEHHO
nenblo, a He jaekopamueil. Ee crour paccMaTpuBaTh Kak —«aMOMIIMO3HBIH

19 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 28.
' The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 45.
12 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 75.
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ITOJIMTUYECKUM TPOEKT», BIOXHOBICHHBIM MApPKCUCTCKO-JICHUHCKOM WIEOJIOTHEN.
ABTOp 3aKjrOyaeT, 4YTO JTa KaMmIaHusg OKas3aja 3aMETHOE BIIMSIHUE Ha
(DYHKIIMOHHPOBAHHE COBETCKOrO rocymapcta . OJHAKO INPEACTABIACTCSA, UTO
INPUBEJICHHBIX aBTOPOM APTYMEHTOB BCE K€ HENOCTATOYHO. POpMalbHBIM MTOBOJOM
IUIs OTMEHBl KOHKYPEHTHBIX BBIOOPOB cTano Hauano Benmkoit OTteuecTBeHHOMN
BOWHBI, HO JJISI ATOTO MOT MOPEACTABUTHCS U APYroil, Aa)ke BHYTPUMOJIUTUYECKUU
noBoa. K Tomy ke, Takas IOCTaHOBKa BOITPOCA BHOBb MOJBOJMT K H3BEYHOMY CHIOPY
O HaJU4YMHU WM OTCYTCTBUU Y «BOXIS HAPOIAOB» AEMOKPATUYECKUX B3IIIAIOB U
3aMBIKAEeT Ha €ro JUYHOCTH nosutuyeckue npoueccel B CCCP B 1930-€ rT.

B tperbem paznene («BHyTpunaptuiiHas 1eMOKpaTHs») aBTOPHI MbITAIOTCS HANTH
[JIyOMHHBIC TPUYUHBI TOSBICHUS CTAIMHCKOW MUKTATYphl. S. TATYEp MPUXOIUT K
BBIBOAY, uYTO Tpoukuid, mogoOHO JleHnHy, Tak W HE BBIBEN OaJaHC MEXIY
JeMOKpaTu3aluei u OIopOKpaTHU3aled, U3UIITHE TePCOHUPHUINPYS MOCIEAHION U
CUMTas €€ MPEeaaTeIbCTBOM HJIealioB peBoyirouu. C Apyroil CTOPOHBI, OH IPU3HABAJ
OIOpOKpaTHIO HEM30EKHBIM 3JI0M, a 3HAYUT M mnossieHue CranuHa — «iuaepa 0e3
Ka4yecTB» — Takke ObuIo Hen3OexHo. CBowo 0oprOy 1923-1929 rr. oH cuuTan
«Oe3Hane)KHOM, HO HEOOXOAMMON TMOMBITKOW MOJJAEepX aTh PEBOJIIOIMOHHBIC
Tpaauiuu GombiueBusMma» . Tardepa mommepxan JUk. Xappuc B cBoeif cTaThe O
BHyTpumnaptuitnoii  6oprbe  1920-x rr. HWurpuram  Crammna  Tpoukwuii
POTHUBOIIOCTABJIST «JI000BbIE aTaku» Ha 00NBIIMHCTBO B [lonuTOI0pO, 4TO YKe camo
no cebe oOpeKkaso JIEBYI0 ONIO3UIMI0 Ha MOpakeHHe. ABTOpP MOJYEPKUBAET, YTO
Tpoukwuii nmpourpan He croyibko CTaMHY, CKOJIBKO €ro cTopoHHUKaM B llonuT6ropo
u [IK. Ognako 00 3TOM cCroKeTe W BOOOIIe 00 OKPYXKEHUHU IBYX JIHJIEPOB aBTOP
YIOMHHAET BECbMa KPAaTKO.

UYersepTolii pazaen («Pempeccun u KOHTPOJBY)) TOCBSLIEH aHAIU3Y HCTOKOB
penpeccuBHbix Kamnanuit 1920-1930-x rr. A. Tertn, K npumepy, MNOIHSI
HEJOOLICHEHHYI0, HO BEChbMa MEPCHEKTUBHYIO TEMY POJIM PETHOHAIBHBIX BJIACTEH B
pO3BICKE U TMOUMKE «BparoB Hapoja». Ilo MHeHHIO aBTOpa, OOJBIIEBUCTCKOE
PYKOBOJICTBO OIIacajoCh pPEaNbHBIX MM BOOOpa)XKaeMbIX BparoB M IepeaaBalio
GYHKIIUN «y3aKOHEHHOTO HACWJIMSD MECTHBIM BJIACTAM U HACEJICHHIO, KOTOpHIE
TI0JTy4ay PaBO «PEIIaTh, KOTO U CKOIBKO youBaTh» . BMecTe ¢ Tem, I'eTTH He cTan
YXOJIUTh B KPAHHOCTh U B3BAJIIMBATh OTBETCTBEHHOCTh TOJILKO HA PETMOHBI, OTMETHB,
YTO B MPOBEJCHUU PENpPECCUBHBIX KaMmaHuit 1937-1938 rr. onu ropaszmo Oorblie,
YeM paHblle, «OoriapiBainch» Ha MockBy. O. BenukaHoBa Takke OTMETHIA
PaCTYIIYIO TIOIO3PUTENBHOCTD B 001ecTBe B cepeaune 1930-x rr. [Ipu obcyxaenun
HOBOW KOHCTHTYIIMH TpeOOBaHME pEalbHBIX TPAXAAHCKUX IPaB COCEICTBOBAIO C
«MacCOBBIM HEIOBOJIbCTBOM, HEOJOOPEHHEM HOBBIX CBOOOJ, MPEAYNPEKICHUSIMH O
MHOTOYMCJICHHBIX Bparax M TPeOOBAHMSIMHU MPOAOJIKEHHUS Cerperanuu ‘‘ObIBIINX

13 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 92.
4 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 106.
15 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 139.
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moneii”»'®. BenMkaHOBa MOJYEPKHBACT, UYTO BIMAHME TAKMX HACTPOCHHMI Ha
pemienre CTaJlMHA O Hayajle «YHUCTOK» HE CTOUT ymMaisTh. Cpeau HeIOOLEHEHHBIX
dakropoB pemnpeccuit O. BenukanoBa u II. VailTByg Ha3pBaloT U HaAvalo
rpaxaaHckoi BoiiHbl B Ucnanuu B 1936 r.

B msatom pasnene («MeXHalUMOHAIbHBIE OTHOIICHUS UM MEXIyHapOJHBIE
yrpo3bl») paccMaTpUBACTCS HAIMOHAJbHAS TOJUTUKA B TE€PBbIC JCCATUICTHS
coBerckoil Biactu. O. [1anko npuxoauT K BaXKHOMY BBIBOAY, 4TO MOAX0J MOCKBHI B
OTHOLIEHUSAX C OKpAaWMHAMHM pa3auyalics B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT MECTHBIX YCJIOBHI.
OdunmanbHple JeKIapaldd O CTHPAOLIMXCA TPaHUIAX MEXy HAIMOHATBHOCTAMU
COCEJICTBOBAJIM C TMPOIECCAMU «KOPEHU3ALUW» U TMOCTENEHHBIM (HOPMUPOBAHUEM
MECTHBIX HAllMOHAJIBHBIX AMHUT. B coBerckoil Ykpaune, ormeudaer [lanko, mpouecc
men OwicTpee, 4YeM B Jpyrux pecrnyoimkax. Yxke B 1920-e r1T. HOBBIC
HAIMOHAJM3UPOBAHHbIE  JJHUTHI  «HAYalduM  OpocaTh  BBI30B  IIEHTPAILHOMY
PYKOBOJICTBY, MHBITasICh MOJIYYUTh KOHTPOJIb HaJ CTPYKTYPOMl BJIACTH W MPUHSITHEM
pemeHHﬁ»”.

B mectom paznene («KynbTypa M 0OIIECTBO: 3KCIEPUMEHTHI U KOHTPOJIbY)
MOJIHUMAIOTCS BOIMPOCHI JIEMOKpPATHU3AlMd U YPOBHS CBOOOABI OOpa3oBaHUs H
KyJbTypbl B TI€PBbIE TOJbl COBETCKOM BJIACTH. ABTOPBHl MOJYEPKUBAIOT, YTO
OOJIBITICBUKH TIBITAJIUCh JIABUPOBATh B OTHUX BOMPOCAX, TOCTOSHHO MEHSS CBOH
MOAXOJbl B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT BHYTPU- M BHEIIHENOJUTHUYECKOTO TOJOXKECHUS.
O. YUWIIUMOT OTMEYaeT, YTO OOJIBIIIEBUCTCKOE PYKOBOACTBO B 1920-¢ IT. Tak U He
CMOTJIO HaWTU OallaHC MEeXAYy MOOILIPEHUEM OOIIECTBEHHBIX OpraHU3alMh U UX
YYaCTUEM B PEAJBHOM MPHHATHUU MOJUTUYECKUX pemeHnil. To ke kacanoch u
HapOJHOIO MPOCBEUICHHs, OTHOIICHHE K KOTOPOMY OOJBIIEBHKOB OBLIO CTPOTO
yruintapHbiM. [1o Muenuro 1. Koppuran, 3ambicen JIeHHHa — «yCTaHOBUTBH CBOOOY
MPECCHI MOCPEACTBOM MPOJETAPCKOTO KOHTPOJIS HAJl BCEU MEYATHON npoz[me/Ieﬁ»18
— OBLT TPYAHOOCYIIECTBUM, TaK KaK HE JaBaJl LEH30paM YEeTKUX TI'paHUIl
no3BosieHHoro. B 1930-e rr. »TO mpuBeENO K MapaJoKCAIbHOM CUTyalluH, KOTIJaa
(daKkTUYEeCKM  HEOrpaHMYEHHAas  IIeH3ypa  IOCTOSIHHO  KpPUTUKOBaJachb  3a
Hed(hPexTHBHYIO pabOTY M HETIOCIIE0BATEIIbHOCTb.

B nenom penensupyemass MOHOrpadusi BIIOJHE BIUCHIBAETCS B COBPEMEHHBIC
TEHJICHIIMU HW3YYEHHSI PAHHECOBETCKOro mnepuofa. OQHON U3 OCHOBHBIX SABISETCSA
IIOCTENEHHBIM OTXOJ OT XAPaKTEPUCTHUKHU peBosrouuu 1917 r. Kak «MCTOPUYECKOro
BOJIOpa3/ieaay, UAYIIEr0 Bpa3pe3 C MOJUTHYECKUMHU U KYJbTYPHBIMU TPAIULHUSIMU
poccuiickoro rocyxapctsa' . B IOCTeHHE TOABl TAKKe HAOMIOTACTCS OTKA3 OT
nepcoHuUKauu noJuTudeckux mporeccoB B panHeM CCCP. ABTopwl mpuBenu

' The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 151.

'7 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 170.

'8 The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution. P. 214.

! Rethinking the Russian revolution as historical divide / edited by M. Neumann, A. Willimott.
London: Routledge, 2017.
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SApKHUE MPUMEPbl TPEEMCTBEHHOCTH U BIUSHUS POCCUICKON MOJUTUYECKON TPaJAULINU
Ha OOJIBIIIEBUKOB TOCJIC UX MpUXoJa K BiaacTH. OIHAKO TOBECTBOBAHUE, 32 PEIKUM
MCKIIFOYCHHUEM, CTPOUTCS BOKPYT PyKOBoAWTENeH rocynapctsa — Jlennna, CranuHa,
Tporkoro. OTMETHB BaXXHOCTh MEXKIYHAPOJIHOTO KOHTEKCTAa Pa3BUTHS COBETCKOM
JIE€MOKpaTHH, aBTOPbI, TEM HE MEHEE, HE Y/ACNUIU €My JOJDKHOTO BHUMAHUS, JTUIIb
BCKOJIb3b YIIOMSIHYB T'PaXJIaHCKYyI0 BOiiHY B Mcnanuu, cmeny pexxumoB B ['epmanuu
u HWranuu. He BmomHe 0OOCHOBaHHBIM BBITJISIAUT OTPAHUYEHUE WCCIICTOBAHMS
JIOBOCHHBIM TMEePUOIOM. J[yMaeTcs, 4To SKCTpEeMalIbHbIE YCIIOBUS BOWHBI BBIHYKIAJIH
moJiel ObITh CaMOCTOSITENIbHEE M WHUIIMATUBHEE, YTO BIHUSAJIO M Ha JIEATCIHLHOCTH
MECTHBIX OpraHoB BiacTh. OOpa3HO roBOPs, «Cy/1b0a» OOIBIIIEBUCTCKON PEBOJIOIIUU
pemaniack He ToJbko mon [lapuneinom B 1918—-1919 rr., Ho u nox MockBoil u
Cranmunarpagom B 1941-1942 rr. HecmoTpst Ha yka3aHHbIE HEAOUYETHI, pelIEH3UpyeMast
MoOHOTpadus OINpEAeIeHHO JOCTOMHA BHHMaHHS Kak o0Opaser] B3BEIICHHOTO W
Pa3HOCTOPOHHETO U3YUYE€HUS COBETCKOM MOIUTUYECKOM cucTteMbl B 1920—1930-¢ rr.

=) (=) (=)
-ﬁlt*) 'ﬁlt,) 'ﬁlt,)

The question of how the Bolshevik regime | [Hu=—,
proceeded from liberation decrees to dictatorship
has been the focus of Soviet studies for the last
100 years. In their work Totalitarian Dictatorship
and  Autocracy (1956), C. Friedrich and
Z. Brzezinski described the Russian Social-
Democratic Workers’ Party (RSDRP(b)) as the 1011
totalitarian party whose structure and relations = . NSSEESES
within formed the basis for dictatorship in the i eerr Ao
USSR in the near future.' In the 1950s—1960s this
view dominated in historiography and literature on
the Soviet political system.” The revisionists
questioned this postulate as well, trying to find
shades and halftones, primarily in the first post- '

Edited by
LARA DOUDS, JAMES HARRIS
& PETER WHITEWOQOD

' C. Friedrich and Z. Brzezinski, Totalitarian dictatorship and autocracy (Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1965), 46—47.

> R. Pipes, The formation of the Soviet Union: communism and nationalism, 1917-1923
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1954); L. Shapiro, The origin of the communist autocracy:
political opposition in the Soviet state, first phase, 1917-1922 (Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1955).
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revolutionary decade. In the 1970s—1980s Leninism was often opposed to Stalinism,
and some “democrats” were found among the Bolshevik leadership who were
eventually removed from power or completely destroyed.” However, historiography
was and is still based in the dichotomy of democracy and totalitarianism, which does
not admit even the slightest possibility of Lenin, Stalin, Trotsky, and other Soviet
leaders holding democratic views. Despite the opening of the major part of the
government archives in the 1990s, this view remains dominant. In many respects, it is
connected with the fact that the period after 1917 in essence remains a part of
contemporary Russian politics and will not become history in the foreseeable future.
What stems from this is the excessive personification of the political struggle and
generally insufficient attention to the activities of the USSR authorities at various
levels, especially in the pre-war decades.

The authors made an attempt to move away from this dichotomy and to reach
new horizons for studying the Soviet political system. They admit that this task is not
easy: even today, the researchers still work within the framework of the “Cold War
paradigm” with a clear distribution of the roles of “good” and “evil,” which still
greatly affects the results of scientific research. Lara Douds, James Harris, and Peter
Whitewood call for the Soviet project to be more actively included in the context of
the real democratic development in Europe at the beginning of the 20" century.* Of
course, the proposal to expand this view is not new. The modernist school of thought
that places late imperial and Soviet Russia within the framework of common-
European political, economic and social processes’ has been developing for more
than 20 years. From its point of view, in establishing the dictatorship, the Bolsheviks
were guided not only by ill-will but also by external circumstances. It would seem
that there is nothing new in this thought either. It is known that the beginning of the
Red Terror was caused by the attempt on Lenin and the murders of V. Volodarsky
and M. Uritsky. On the other hand, democracy was “fragile” not only in late imperial
Russia but throughout Europe: coalition governments fell, dictatorships were
established, and right-wing and left-wing populism grew rapidly.

In revolutionary Russia, the environment was even less suitable for the
establishment of a stable democracy. The economic collapse, the Civil War and
intervention, the continued external threat, the uprisings in the borderline regions and
the growth of separatism, the low level of literacy of the population, the lack of
resources and personnel — all this convinced the Bolshevik leadership that that “the

3'S. Cohen, Bukharin and the Bolshevik Revolution: A political biography 1888—1938 (London:
Wildwood House, 1974).

* L. Douds, J. Harris, and P. Whitewood, eds., The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution: Illiberal
liberation, 1917—-1941 (London: Bloomsbury, 2020), 2.

> Y. Kotsonis and D.L. Hoffmann, eds., Russian modernity: Politics, knowledge, practices
(New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 1999).
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extension of political participation from below was premature.”® The authors of the
monograph try to retrace the ways how the supreme authorities and society in the
early USSR sought for a compromise in everyday life, only in the political but also in
the social and cultural spheres of life. The study of this experience appears to be very
useful today. “In contexts of economic crisis, ethnic and class divisions and weak
traditions of constitutionalism, transparency, consensus-building and compromise,
democracy can, and frequently does, fail”’” as it did in the first half of the 20"
century. The authors of the monograph believe that against this background, the
Bolshevik revolution and revolutionary democracy as forms of “illiberal liberation”
have not lost their relevance and still require a comprehensive analysis.

The monograph consists of six parts, each of which includes several chapters
related to the common subject matter. The first part (“Bolshevik Ideology and
Practice”) is the only one that covers theoretical issues in detail. Erik van Ree tried to
read Lenin’s focuses on Lenin’s writings in the months March to November in a new
way. In spite of the criticism of capitalist states, Lenin was enthusiastic about the
news on the growing influence of the state in Europe and called for crushing the
power of the old bureaucracy, but at the same time he was thinking about creating a
new bureaucracy. In essence, his concept of socialism was straightforwardly
bureaucratic and technocratic. He complemented and balanced his preferences with
“an element of radical-democratic utopianism,” but his ideas were “overshadowed by
powerful dictatorial, even tyrannical instincts.”® The statement that Lenin had
dictatorial inclinations is not new and fits well within the theories of Friedrich and
Brzezinski. Of much more interest and use is van Ree’s conclusion that Lenin’s
views on state-building did not fundamentally differ from those of Karl Kautsky and
other German theorists of socialism of that time. In 1912, Kautsky argued that it was
in the nature of modern production to fall under a “bureaucratic organization.”
Bureaucracies must be controlled, not reduced, let alone destroyed.9 Lenin dreamed
of the orderly socialist economy run by efficient bureaucracy, and if all his plans had
been realized, “Soviet Russia would have turned out the same ultra-centralized
syndicate it later became.”"

Although the introduction to the monograph gives much space to the international
context, only two chapters actually cover it. In one of them, Lars T. Lih compares the
experience of the German Social Democrats and the Bolsheviks in organizing a mass
party. The press, organized rallies, processions, and concerts were — all these
campaigning means were actively used by the Social Democratic Party of Germany

6 Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 10.
’ Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 10.
¥ Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 28.
? Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 20.
10 Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 28.
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(SPD), but the Bolsheviks in Tsarist Russia were deprived of them. After coming to
power, they fully deployed these tools of massification of politics, but the essence
was completely different. While the German Social Democrats pioneered the
techniques of the permanent campaign in order to spread their message, the
Bolsheviks used them in order to legalize their power.''

The second part (“Workers’ Democracy and Soviet State-Building”) examines
how the ideas of “proletarian” democracy were put into practice through Soviet state-
building. The authors emphasize that despite their reputation, at first the Bolsheviks
maneuvered willingly and skillfully, making tactical alliances with the right-wing
forces and took into account regional specificity. This was well demonstrated by
Dakota Irvin through a case study of revolutionary Yekaterinburg. Of interest is the
research into the phenomenon of petitioners (khodoki) in the early years of Soviet
rule conducted by Lara Douds. The practice of petitions (chelobitnaya) that emerged
in the Middle Ages were deeply rooted in the mass consciousness as an opportunity
to address “Father the Tsar” directly with one’s problems and needs. Douds came to
an interesting conclusion. The Bolsheviks could not break the tradition of directly
addressing the ruler by the people, and they had no intention of doing that either.
Paradoxically, they fitted into the logic of early Bolshevism. Among other things, the
destruction of the old bureaucracy meant the erasure of boundaries between the
masses and the leader of the state. This is a vivid example that illustrates the deep
historical roots of Bolshevik authoritarianism, which can hardly be explained by
“simple ill-intentions of any power-hungry leader.”'?

Yiannis Kokosalakis points out that the campaign for the democratization of the
party against the background of the adoption of the 1936 Constitution was
underestimated. Calls for the rotation of leaders and the introduction of competitive
elections are most often perceived as a decoration behind which Stalin’s desire to
strengthen his power and crack down on the remnants of the opposition was hidden.
Without denying these intentions, Kokosalakis argues that democratization was not
the decoration but the goal. It should be viewed as an “ambitious political project”
inspired by the Marxist-Leninist ideology. The author concludes that although not
spectacular, the campaign “did have some appreciable effects on the functioning of
the Soviet party-state.”’> However, the arguments given by the author may seem
insufficient. The outbreak of the Great Patriotic War served as a formal pretext for
the cancellation of competitive elections, but another, even internal political reason
could have been found for this. In addition, such a formulation of the 1ssue leads us
again to the eternal dispute whether the “leader of the peoples” had or had not

H Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 45.
12 Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 75.
' Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 92.
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democratic views and focuses the political processes in the USSR in the 1930s to his
personality.

In the third part (“Internal Party Democracy”), the authors try to find the
underlying causes of the Stalinist dictatorship. Ian D. Thatcher comes to the
conclusion that Trotsky, like Lenin, never managed to balance between
democratization and bureaucratization, overly personifying the latter and considering
it as a betrayal of the ideals of the revolution. On the other hand, he recognized
bureaucratization as an inevitable evil, and therefore the emergence of Stalin, “the
leader without qualities,” was also inevitable. In retrospect, “he described his
struggles of 1923-29 as a hopeless but necessary attempt to keep the revolutionary
traditions of Bolshevism alive.”'* Thatcher was supported by James Harris in his
article on the internal party struggle in the 1920s. Trotsky countered Stalin’s intrigues
with “frontal attacks” on the majority in the Politburo, which itself doomed the left-
wing opposition to defeat. The author emphasizes that Trotsky lost not so much to
Stalin as to his supporters in the Politburo and the Central Committee. However, the
author mentions this storyline and the entourage of the two leaders in general very
briefly.

The fourth part (“Repression and Moderation”) analyzes the origins of the
repressive campaigns of the 1920s—-1930s. J. Arch Getty, for example, raised an
underestimated, but very promising topic of the role of regional authorities in the
search and capture of “enemies of the people.” According to the author, the
Bolshevik leadership was afraid of real or imagined enemies and transferred the
functions of “licensing violence” to local authorities and the population who were
given “the power to decide whom and how many to kill.”"> At the same time, Getty
did not decide to go to extremes and shift the blame on the regions. He noted that in
carrying out the repressive campaigns of 1937-38 they “looked back™ at Moscow
much more often than before. Olga Velikanova also noted the growing suspicion in
society in the mid-1930s. When discussing the new constitution, the demand for real
civil rights “contrasted with mass discontent, disapproval of new liberties, warnings
about numerous enemies and demands for continuing segregation of ‘former
people’.”'® Velikanova emphasizes that the influence of such sentiments on Stalin’s
decision to start “purges” should not be underrated. Among the underestimated
factors of repression Olga Velikanova and Peter Whitewood also mention the
outbreak of the Spanish Civil War in 1936.

The fifth part (“National Tensions and International Threats™) examines national
politics in the first decades of Soviet rule. Olena Palko makes an important
conclusion. Moscow’s approach to relations with the outskirts differed depending on

" Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 106.
' Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 139.
16 Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 151.
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local conditions. Official declarations about the erasure of borders between
nationalities coexisted with the processes of korenizatsiya (literally, indigenization)
and gradual formation of local national elites. Palko notes that in Soviet Ukraine the
process was faster than in other republics. In the 1920s “the new nationalized elites
began challenging the central leadership, attempting to gain control over the power
structure and decision-making.”"’

The sixth part (““Culture and Society: Experimentation and Control”) raises issues
of democratization and the level of freedom of education and culture in the early
years of Soviet rule. The authors emphasize that as far as these issues were
concerned, the Bolsheviks tried to maneuver and were constantly changing their
approaches depending on the domestic and foreign political situation. Andy Willimott
notes that in the 1920s the Bolshevik leadership failed to find a balance between
encouraging public organizations and their participation in real political decision-
making. The same applied to public education, the attitude of the Bolsheviks towards
which was strictly utilitarian. According to Polly Corrigan, Lenin’s plan “to establish
freedom of the press through proletarian control of all printed matter”'® was difficult
to implement, since it did not provide the censors with clear limits of what was
normally allowed. In the 1930s, this led to the paradoxical situation when actually
unlimited censorship was constantly criticized for being inefficient and inconsistent.

In general, the monograph under review fits in the current trends in the study of
the early Soviet period perfectly well. One of these trends is the gradual shift from
the characterization of the 1917 Revolution as “historical divide” that runs counter to
the political and cultural traditions of the Russian state."” In recent years, there has
also been a refusal to personify political processes in the early USSR. The authors
cited vivid examples of the continuity and influence of the Russian political tradition
on the Bolsheviks after their accession to power. However, the narrative, with rare
exceptions, is built around the leaders of the state — Lenin, Stalin, and Trotsky.
Noting the importance of the international context for the development of Soviet
democracy, the authors, however, did not pay it due attention, making only a brief
mention of the Spanish Civil War and the change of regimes in Germany and Italy.
Limiting the study to the pre-war period does not appear entirely justified. The
extreme conditions of the war forced people to be more independent and proactive,
which also influenced the activities of local authorities. Figuratively speaking, the
fate of the Bolshevik Revolution was decided not only near Tsaritsyno in 1918-19
but also near Moscow and Stalingrad in 1941-42. Despite these shortcomings, the

" Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 170.

18 Douds, Harris, and Whitewood, The fate of the Bolshevik Revolution, 214.

9 M. Neumann and A. Willimott, eds., Rethinking the Russian Revolution as historical divide
(London: Routledge, 2017).
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monograph under review is definitely worthy of attention as an example of a
balanced and versatile study of the Soviet political system in the 1920s—1930s.
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