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The study of the Soviet Union as a multinational state and society has made con-
siderable strides since 1991, a consequence of the availability of new archival sources,
the careful work of Russian scholars at the center and in the regions, and the contribu-
tions of Western specialists. As the articles published in this issue attest, the range of
themes and theoretical and methodological approaches are such that it is difficult to
categorize all of this work together. Broadly speaking, however, we can divide the work
presented here into two clusters — that which seeks to understand developments in the
Soviet Union as a whole (Blitstein, Brandenberger, Kaplan) and that which traces deve-
lopments in particular republics and regions (Kamenskikh, Almaev, Uvarov, Seay).
Burnasheva and Ignat’eva’s piece reveals the ways in which these two possibilities
might be fruitfully joined through the study of one individual.

Mikhail S. Kameskikh’s article on the formation of the Komi-Permiak Autonomous
Region reveals a story that is consistent with research on other regions of the Soviet Union
in its early years. The establishment of national regions and republics, and their bounda-
ries, were the site of fierce political struggle between advocates of nationality policy and
other, primarily regional economic, interests, which the author describes as “cynical and
uncompromising.” Here the center played a mediating role and, perhaps because of its
weakness in the early 1920s, could not always make its impact felt. What is especially
notable in Kamenskikh’s research is the fact that authorities in the Komi region itself
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strongly supported the formation of a distinctive Komi-Permiak region, an intervention
which would have been unacceptable later in the decade, let alone the 1930s.

Rustam Z. Almaev picks up on themes discussed in Kamenskikh’s article in order
to examine the flip-side to Soviet nationality policy and indigenization — the national pur-
ges that struck non-Russian regions between 1937 and 1938. Almaev notes that charges of
“bourgeois nationalism” were common in Bashkiriia during these years within the sphere
of education for three reasons. First, teachers and education officials were targeted for ad-
vancing the teaching of the Bashkir language, literature and culture at the expense of the
Russian language, literature and culture. This occurred at a time when emphasis on Rus-
sian-language instruction, and Russocentrism generally, was on the rise. Second, Bashkir
party members, representatives of the intelligentsia and others were denounced for past
association with local political organizations associated with the Jadid movement or Sul-
tan Galiev, charges consistent with developments in other national republics and regions.
Third, many local party and state officials were charged with “bourgeois nationalism” for
otherwise unremarkable administrative transgressions, which usually amounted to generic
abuse of authority or a failure to meet plan targets. In other words, in each case, close at-
tention to the charges reveals that none of the alleged infractions were either “bourgeois”
or “nationalist,” per se, and only a fraction were linked in any way to actual violations
of Soviet nationality policy. “Bourgeois nationalism” instead became a code word for
regional, non-Russian deviation from central party and state diktat.

At first glance, Sergei N. Uvarov’s study of family and marriage patterns in Udmurti-
ia between the 1939 and 1959 censuses, might not seem clearly connected to our themes.
Relying on census data, including unpublished archival materials, he discovers both the
expected — a significant impact of the Great Patriotic War on all demographic indicators,
the growing disparities between rural and urban families — and the perhaps unexpected in-
crease in births outside of marriage; given the fact the Udmurt population remained more
rural at this time, this might be a notable fact worth further attention. His work reminds us
both that long-term trends affected all nationalities, and that the War itself did.

Nicholas Seay’s article on the first two generations of Tadzhik writers is the one
piece of this first group that examines a nation outside the Russian Federation and rep-
resents, with Isabelle Kaplan’s article, a focus on the arts and culture. In some ways,
the story of the emergence of a Tadzhik literary intelligentsia is unusual in the Soviet
context, in that it required the invention of a new identity and the support of a writer —
Lahuti — who was Iranian and internationalist, rather than Central Asian, per se. Yet it is
also consistent with a more typical Soviet story in which the second generation of the
republican intelligentsia, which was raised by Soviet power, produced (or, was required
to produce) national cultures which were bounded and autochthonous. Only Tadzhik,
rather than “Irano-Tadzhik,” literature would fit into the model of a Friendship of Peo-
ples that was bounded by the Soviet state.

According to Isabelle Kaplan, the USSR’s commitment to the Friendship of the
Peoples was epitomized by the dekady of national art that stretched from 1936—1940.
These 10-day events, celebrating everything from Ukrainian to Azerbaijani culture,
contributed in Kaplan’s view simultaneously to the cause of Soviet unity and diversity.
First, the dekady hybridized the Soviet cultural scene and contributed to internationa-
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list nation-building efforts by bringing republican culture to Moscow and the all-union
press. Second, the dekady demonstrated the persistence of Soviet priorities oriented
around ethnic differentiation and the Friendship of the Peoples by staging the dekady’s
celebration of the non-Russian arts in unapologetically vernacular forms. Ultimately,
the stress that the party leadership placed on the dekady indicates to Kaplan that the
party leadership spent the last years before the war reiterating its commitment to inter-
nationalist values to a degree previously unappreciated in the scholarship.

According to Peter Blitstein, Soviet interwar nationality policy is best assessed
in comparative context, insofar as the USSR confronted the challenges of ethnographic
and cultural diversity alongside the rest of the industrial and developing colonial world
at the outset of what is often called the era of mass politics. He notes that such com-
parative analysis yields intriguing results, especially if examined over time. When the
USSR is considered in relation to other states in Eastern Europe, Soviet nationality po-
licy appears during the 1920s to have stressed diversity and the promotion of minority
identities at a time when many of the USSR’s neighbors were pursuing nationalizing
policies at the expense of minority populations. That said, such Soviet policies of eth-
nic differentiation should be seen as distinct from similar British and French colonial
policies, which also stressed ethnographic, cultural and racial differences, insofar as
the Soviet leadership intended the USSR to function as an integral, unified state rather
than an empire. Toward the end of the interwar period, these Soviet tendencies toward
the creation of a more integral, unified state led the USSR to embrace policies that were
increasingly more reminiscent of its East European neighbors, although more national-
izing in form and function than actually nationalist.

In RUDN Journal of Russian History s interview with David Brandenberger about
the second Russian edition of his book, Stalinist Russocentrism, he discusses his analysis
of the USSR’s “search for a usable past” under Stalin. He argues that between the 1930s
and the 1950s, the party leadership sought to improve the USSR’s capacity to mobilize its
population for industrialization and war. Tracing a series of shifts in official propaganda
campaigns during the interwar period, Brandenberger explains how a series of false starts
and failures led the USSR to co-opt heroes, myths and legends from pre-revolutionary
Russian history in the name of popular mobilization. Focusing on an apparent about-face
from Marxist internationalism to Russian nationalism, he examines the nature of this offi-
cial russocentrism within the party elite, its dissemination via mass culture, and the popu-
lar resonance that it elicited in society at large. An analysis of mobilizational propaganda,
rhetoric and sloganeering, Stalinist Russocentrism also illustrates the key role that this
coup played in the formation of Russian national identity at midcentury.

It is interesting to note how Blitstein and Brandenberger differ in their analysis
of the russification of the USSR during the 1930s. Blitstein understands the emergence
of russocentrism as part of a long-term modulation in Soviet nationality policy that
began with early endorsement of ethnographic differentiation before shifting toward
russification in language, schooling and cultural policy. Extending the work of other
historians such as Yuri Slezkine, Francine Hirsch, and Terry Martin, Blitstein suggests
that this nationalization was a broad, unified, long-term program of administrative cen-
tralization that at its core aimed to extend the reach of the modern state. Brandenberger,
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by contrast, sees the russification of Soviet propaganda and self-representation to be
a more contingent policy development linked to the politics of social mobilization rather
than to the more institutional contours of nationality policy. In Brandenberger’s view,
russocentrism in Soviet propaganda and self-representation was not inherently connec-
ted to russification in language and educational policy and was much more of an ad hoc
exigency than the administrative reforms that Blitstein and others detail.

The relationship between the pieces by Blitstein, Brandenberger and Kaplan is also
worthy of mention. Kaplan argues in her piece that the dekady celebrating non-Russian
republican culture testify to a continuing commitment to internationalism and ethnic dif-
ferentiation in Soviet nationality policy toward the end of the interwar period. Her work
harmonizes well with that of Blitstein, insofar as he too sees the USSR as capable of
maintaining a commitment to ethnic diversity between 1936—1940 despite the increasing
priority afforded to russification in other areas. For Brandenberger, Kaplan’s dekady are
indicative of something else entirely — the newly tokenistic Orientialization of non-Rus-
sian culture in the USSR during a period of increasing russocentric ascendency. Russocen-
trism, in Brandenberger’s mind, linked Stalinist state and society to the prerevolutionary
political, cultural and artistic accomplishments of the Russian people and reduced the
non-Russian contribution to Soviet culture to an ornamental one — in this case, the dekady —
stripped of its political history and independent trajectory. How and whether this Orien-
talization could be compatible with the celebration of ethnic differences emphasized by
Kaplan and Blitstein would be a problem for the postwar decades.

How to bridge the distance between all-union studies like those of Blitstein,
Brandenberger, and Kaplan, with work on the individual nations of the Soviet Union
remains a thorny problem for studies of the multiethnic Soviet Union. Natalia N. Bur-
nasheva and Vanda B. Ignat’eva’s article on M.K. Ammosov represents one possible
answer to this problem. Ammosov was one of the few non-Russian Communist officials
to be posted outside of their home region in this period, and his impact on the history
of Kazakhstan is especially notable. Readers will decide for themselves whether Am-
mosov should be credited with developing a distinctive approach to Soviet regional
economic development in tension with the central planning favored by the Stalinist
state. Yet Burnasheva and Ignat’eva’s focus on a notable individual should be seen as
a possible model for fruitful research on the Friendship of Peoples that takes into ac-
count the particularities of individual nations of the Soviet Union.

RUS

Mzyuenne CoBerckoro Coro3a Kak MHOTOHAITHOHAIBHOTO TOCYIApPCTBA M OOIIIe-
CTBa ycIlenIHo pa3BuBaetcs ¢ 1991 r., uto sBisiercs ciieAcTBUEM JOCTyNa HccienoBare-
Jiel K HOBBIM apXMBHBIM MCTOYHHKAM, TILATEILHOW PabOThl POCCUHCKUX YUYEHBIX, KaK B
LEHTpPE, TaK M B PErMOHax, U BKJaJa 3amaJHbIX CICHUAIUCTOB. Kak CBHIETENBCTBYIOT
CTaTbu, OHy6.HI/IKOBaHHI)IC B 3TOM BBIITYCKEC, CIICKTP TEM U TCOPETUKO-MCTOAOJIOTMICCKUX
TMO/IXOJIOB TaKOB, YTO BCE ATU pabOThl TPYAHO OOBEIMHUTH B OAHY Kareropuio. OHaKo B
LECJIOM MbI MOXEM Pa3AC/IUTh IMPCACTaBICHHBIC pa60TBI Ha ABC I'PyHIIbI: TE UCCIICOOBA-
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HUSL, B KOTOPBIX aBTOPbI CTPEMSTCS OCMBICIUThL coObITHs B CoBeTckoM Coro3€ B LIETIOM
(I1. burcreiin, . Bpannenteprep, U. Kamnan), u Te, KOTOpble paccMaTpruBarOT COOBITHS
B OTJIENBbHBIX peciiyonukax u pernonax (M.C. Kamenckux, P.3. Anmaes, C.H. YBapos,
H. Cun). Crarps bypnamieBoii u IrHaTheBOI yKa3bIBaeT Ha TO, KAK 3TH JIBE BO3MOKHOCTH
MOTYT OBITh TIOAOTBOPHO OOBEANHEHBI ITyTEM U3yUeHHS OTAEIbHON JINYHOCTH.

Crarpst M.C. KameHnckux o ¢popmupoBannu Komu-IIepMsaIikoro aBToHOMHOTO
OKpYyTa pacKpbIBaeT UCTOPHUIO, KOTOpas COIIACYETCs C MCCIICIOBAHUAMU APYTUX PETHO-
HOB CoBetckoro Coro3a B NepBbIE TOABI €r0 cyliecTBoBaHuA. Co3aHNe HallMOHAIBHBIX
PETHOHOB U PecIyONiK W MX TPaHMI] HAXOIWIOCh B LICHTPE OKECTOYCHHOM MOIUTHYC-
CKOM OOpBOBI MEXIy CTOPOHHHKAMH COBETCKOW HAIMOHAJIBHOW MOJIUTHKH U APYTUMH
MIPEACTABUTEISIMHI, TIPEKIE BCETO PETHOHANBHBIX SKOHOMHYECKHUX HHTEPECOB, KOTOPHIE
aBTOP HA3bIBACT LMHUYHBIMH U OCCKOMIPOMHMCCHBIMIY. 37€Ch LIEHTP ChIrpall Mocpes-
HUYECKYTO POJIbh H, BO3MOXKHO, M3-3a CBOEH ci1abocTH B Hadase 1920-x IT. ero Bo3ieicTBre
He Bceraa ObuU1o ouryTMbIM. OCOOEHHO MprMedaTeIbHbIM B HccienoBannn KaMeHckux
SIBJISIETCS TOT (DaKT, 4TO BIacTu camoro peruoHa Komu permmtensHo nmogaepxain Gpop-
MupoBanue otaensHoro Komu-Ilepmsiiikoro pernona; ata Mepa Obuia Obl HepUEMIIEMOH
I03/IHEE, BO BTOPOH MOJIOBUHE JECATUIIETHS, He TOBOPA yxke o0 1930-x T

P.3. AnmaeB 3arparuBaet TeMbI, IOAHSITHIE B cTaThe KaMEHCKUX, paccMaTpuBast
00paTHYI0 CTOPOHY COBETCKOH HAIMOHAJIBHON MOJMTHKM U KOPEHU3AlMH — HalHo-
HaJbHBIE YHCTKH, TOPA3HUBILINE HAI[MOHAIbHbBIE PErMOHBI B iepuon ¢ 1937 mo 1938 .
AJMaeB OTMEUAeT, YTO B 3TU rofibl 0OBUHEHUS B «OyprKya3HOM HauuoHaiu3Me» B bami-
KupuHu B chepe 00pa3oBaHusi OBUTH OOBIYHBIM JIETIOM TI0 TPEM NpUunHaM. Bo-nepBhix,
yuuTens U paboTHUKU 00pa3oBaHus ObLTH HAIICJICHbBI HA Pa3BUTHE MTPETofaBaHusl Oar-
KHUPCKOTO $SI3bIKa, JINTEPATYPhl U KyJIbTYPbI 3@ CUET PYCCKOTO SI3bIKa. DTO MIPOU3OLLIO
B TO BpEMsl, KOTZa B LIEJIOM BO3pAcTall aKLEHT Ha PYCCKOS3BIYHOM OOYUYEHHH U PyCCO-
LeHTpu3Me. Bo-BTOpBIX, OalIKUPCKHE KOMMYHHUCTBI, IPEACTABUTENIN HHTEIUIUTCHIUH
U JIpyrue ObUIM OCY)KICHBI 32 COTPYIHHUYECTBO B HEJABHEM IPOLLJIOM C MECTHBIMH
MOJIUTUUECKUMH OpTaHU3allMsIMHU, CBA3aHHBIMU C JBMO)KEHUEM jkaauaoB wiu Cynra-
HoM ["anmeBbiM. [1o100HBIE OOBHHEHMS OBIIIM COTIOCTABUMBIMU C COOBITHSAMHU B IPYTHX
HallMOHAJBHBIX peclyOuKax U peruoHax. B-TpeTbux, MHOrue MECTHbIE NapTUIHbIE
1 TOCYIapCTBEHHbIC YNHOBHUKH ObUTM OOBHHEHBI B «OyprKya3HOM HALlMOHAJIN3ME) 3a
WHBIC, HHYEM HE NpUMeYaTeIbHbIC aJMUHUCTPATUBHBIC HAPYIICHHSI, KOTOPbIE OOBIYHO
CBOAMJIMCH K 00IIEMY 3J0yNOTPEOJICHUIO BIACTHIO WIIM HECTIOCOOHOCTH JIOCTHYD TLia-
HOBBIX MOKa3aresnel. /[pyruMu cioBamMu, B KaKIOM cilydae NpUCTAIbHOE BHUMaHHE K
O0OBHMHEHMSM YKa3bIBaeT Ha TO, YTO HU OAHO W3 MPENAIOJaraeMbIX IEHCTBHUI HE OBLIO
camo o cebde «OypxKya3HbIM» WM «HALUOHAINCTUYECKHM»; JIMIIb HEOOJbILAs MX
4acTh OblJIa KAKMM-JINOO 00pa3oM CBsi3aHa ¢ (PAKTHUECKUMHU HAPYIICHUSIMUA COBETCKOM
HAIMOHAJIBHOHN MOAUTUKU. BMecTo 3TOro «OypiKyas3HbIl HALIMOHAIN3MY CTall KOJOBBIM
CJIOBOM JJIs1 PETMOHAIBHOTO, HEPYCCKOTO OTKJIOHEHHUS OT MapTHIHOTO U TOCY/1apCTBEH-
HOTO JIUKTaTa.

Ha nepsriit B3, uccnenosanue C.H. YBapoBa mo MomensM cemMbu U Opaka B
Ynmyptrau B iepron Mexy repenucaMu 1939 u 1959 1. MokeT mokas3arbesl He COBCEM
CBSI3aHHBIM C HalIMMHU TeMaMu. Onupasich Ha JaHHBIC NEPENUCe U BKIIIOYAsl HEOIly-
OJMKOBaHHBIC APXUBHBIC MaTepHajbl, aBTOP OOHAPY)KMBAECT KaK OXKHUIAEMOE — 3HAYH-
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TenbHOE BiusHUEe Benmukoit OTeuecTBEHHON BOMHBI Ha BCe AeMorpaduiecKue mokasa-
TENH, PacTylIee HEPABEHCTBO MEXy CEITbCKUMH U TOPOJCKUMHU CEMbSIMH — TaK U, BO3-
MOXHO, HEOXKHJIAHHOE YBEIMYCHUE PO’KAAEMOCTH BHE Opaka; yUuThIBask TO, YTO B 3TO
BpeMsl yIMYPTCKO€ HacCeJIeHNE 0CTaBajIoCh B 3HAUUTENIbHON CTENEHU CEJIbCKUM — U 3TO
MOJKET OBITh IPUMeYaTeTbHBIM (PAKTOM, 3aCITy>KMBAIOIINM JTaJIbHEHIIIEr0 BHUMAHUS HC-
cienosareneil. JlaHHast cTaThsl HAMOMUHAET HAM O TOM, 4TO JOJITOCPOYHBIEC TEHACHIUN
3aTPOHYJIM BCE HAMOHAJIILHOCTH U YTO camMa BOWHA HMelia TOT ke 3D (DeKT.

Cratbst Hukonoca Cumst 0 IEpBBIX JIByX MOKOJEHUAX TaJKUKCKUX MUcaTenen
OTHOCHTCS K TOM rpymme, kotopas uccienyer Hauto 3a npeaenamu PCOCP, u napsny
co crarbeii M. Karnan nenaer akieHT Ha HCKYCCTBE U KyJbType. B HekoTopoM cmbIcie
WCTOPHS TIOSIBIICHUS TaJDKUKCKON JINTEPaTypHON MHTEIUTMTEHIIMN HEOOBIYHA B COBET-
CKOM KOHTEKCTE, TaK Kak OHa TpeOoBaja CO3aHusl HOBOM UICHTUYHOCTH U MOIAEPKKU
nucarenst JlaxyTu, KoTopsiii OblI MpaHIIEM M HHTEPHALIMOHAINCTOM, a HE IPEICTaBUTe-
nem LlentpanpHoit A3un kak TakoBoil. OHAKO 3TO TaKKe coriacyercs ¢ Oonee TUIHY-
HOW COBETCKOHM MCTOPHUEH, B KOTOPOIi BTOPOE MOKOJICHNE MHTEIUTUTCHIIUH PECITy 0K,
BOCIIUTAaHHOM COBETCKOMU BJIACThIO, TPOU3BENO (FITH JOJHKHO OBLIO TPOU3BECTH) HAIHO-
HaJBHYIO KYJIBTYPY, KOTOpast OblLIa OrpaHIYeHHON 1 aBTOXTOHHOM. TOBKO Ta/KUKCKas,
a He «MPaHO-TaLKUKCKash» JUTEpaTypa Morya Obl BIUCATHCS B MOJEIb APYKObI Hapo-
JIOB B IPaHUIaX COBETCKOIO TOCYIapCTBa.

B crarse M3abens Kamnan nokasano, xak npusepxxkennocts CCCP npysxbe Ha-
pomoB Oblila BOIJIONIEHA B JeKaJaX HAUMOHAJbHOIO MCKYCCTBa Ha MPOTSHKCHUHU
1936-1940 rr. 11 nexazns! (10-1HEBHBIE MEPOTIPUATHS), TOCBSIIEHHBIE BCEM KYJIBTY-
pam — OT yKpauHCKOW 10 azepOailKaHCKOW — CITOCOOCTBOBAJIM, [0 MHEHHUIO aBTOPA,
JIeNly YKpPEIIJIEHUSI COBETCKOTO €IMHCTBA M OJHOBPEMEHHO COXPAHECHMS HAI[MOHAIIb-
HOro MHOrooo0Opasus. Bo-nepBbIX, nekaasl cozgany TuOpuj COBETCKOM KyJIbTypHOM
CLIEHBl U BHECIM CBOM BKJIaJ B YCHJIUS HMHTEPHALMOHAIMCTOB IO HALMOHAIBHOMY
CTPOUTENILCTBY, MPUBHOCS PECIyOIMKAHCKYIO KyJIBTYpY B MOCKBY M OOIIECOI03HYIO
npeccy. Bo-BTOpBIX, €Ka bl TPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAIIN COXPAaHEHUE COBETCKUX MPUOPHUTE-
TOB, OPUCHTUPOBAHHBIX Ha dTHUYECKYI0 AuddepeHuanuio u apyx0y HapogoB, opra-
HU30BaB MPa3HOBAHHE JI€KaJ HEPYCCKOIO MCKYCCTBAa B YHCTO HALMOHAIBHOU (opme.
B koHewHOM cueTe Te HaAeKAbl, KOTOPble MAapTUITHOE PYKOBOJACTBO BO3JIarajio Ha Jie-
KaJIbl KyJIbTYpBl, CBUAETEIBCTBYIOT O TOM, UTO U B MOCIJIEAHNE TOJbI NIEPE]] BOWHONW OHO
MOATBEPKAAJIO CBOIO MPUBEPKEHHOCTh MHTEPHALMOHAIUCTCKUM LIEHHOCTSIM 1O TOH
CTeTIeHH, KOTOpas paHee Hel00leHNBaJIach B UICTOPUUECKOI HayKe.

Crares [Iutepa briinrcreiina mocBsieHa COBETCKOM MEKXKBOCHHONW HAITMOHATEHOM
MTOJINTHKE, KOTOPasi, IO MHEHHUIO aBTOPA, JIydIlle BCETO OLICHUBAETCS B CPAaBHUTEILHOM
koHTeKcTe, mockoibKy CCCP B paccMaTpruBaeMBblii TEpHOJT CTOIKHYIICS ¢ TIpoOIeMaMu
3THOTpaUIecKOro v KyIbTYPHOTO MHOTO0O0Pa3ns Hapsily € OCTalbHBIM HHAYCTPHAIIb-
HBIM U Pa3BUBAIOIIMMCS KOJIOHMAJBHBIM MUPOM B Hayaje TOro, YTO YacTO Ha3bIBAIOT
3MOXOM MacCOBOU NMOMUTUKHU. [1. BIUTCTEHH OTMEUaeT, 4TO TaKOM CPaBHUTEIILHBIN aHa-
JIU3 JTaeT UHTPHUTYIONINE PE3yJbTaThl, 0COOCHHO €CJIH MTPOBOJAUTH €0 C TEYCHUEM Bpe-
menn. Ecimm paccmarpuBate CCCP B cpaBHEHHH ¢ IPYTUMH TocymapcTBaMu Boctou-
HOH EBpOIIBI, TO €ro HallMOHAJIbHAs NOJUTUKA B TeueHHue 1920-X IT. neMOHCTpUpoBaa
MHOTr000pasue U MpoIBMKEHHE HJICHTUYHOCTH MEHBIIMHCTB B TO BPEMsl, KAK MHOT'HE
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cocean CCCP npoBoauIIM MONUTHUKY HAITMOHAIM3ALMHU 33 CUET MEHbIIUHCTB. [Ipu 3TOM
JaHHAsl COBETCKAsl MOJMTUKA STHUYECKON AndepeHIraniy J0JKHa pacCMaTpUBAaTh-
csl, M0 MHEHMIO aBTOPa, KaK OTIAMYHAs OT aHAJOTHYHON OpPUTAaHCKOH M (paHIly3CcKOn
KOJIOHHAJILHOM MOJIMTHKH, B KOTOPOH TaKKe MOJUYEPKUBAIHCh dTHOTpapUIeCKHe, KyJb-
TYpHBIE U PACOBBIE PA3INYMsI, TIOCKOJIBKY COBETCKOE PYyKOBOJCTBO IPEIOarajo, 4To
CCCP Oyner (hyHKITMOHHPOBATH KaK IEJIOCTHOE, €AMHOE TOCYIapCcTBO, a HE KaK MM-
nepust. K KOHITy MEKBOSHHOTO TIeproJa 3TH TEHJCHIIMHA B HAIIMOHAIBHOW IOJHUTHKE
CCCP, nanpasneHHbIe Ha co3gaHue Ooliee LeN0CTHOr0, 0ObEINHEHHOTO rOCy1apCTBa,
3aCTaBUIIU COBETCKOE PYKOBOJICTBO MIPUHSATH MOJIENb, KOTOPast Bce OOIbIIe HATOMUHATIA
MOJIUTUKY €r0 BOCTOYHOEBPOIIEHCKUX COCEeH, XOTs ¥ ObliIa HAIIMOHAIBHOM 110 hopme
1 QYHKIHAM, HO HE HAIMOHAJTUCTHYECKOM.

B unTepsrio xyprary «Bectauk PYJIH. Cepust: Mcropust Poccum» o Bropom
pycckoM m31aHuu cBoel KHUTH «CTanmuHCKuH pycconeHTpu3m» [[aBun bpannenodeprep
paccka3piBaeT 00 aHanmu3e «moucka moje3noro npouutoro» CCCP npu Cranuhe.
OH yTBepkaeT, uto B nepuos ¢ 1930-x mo 1950-e rr. pykoBOACTBO MapTUH CTPEMUIIOCH
yayamuTh criocodHocts CCCP MoOMIM30BaTh HaceleHHe Uil UHIYCTPUATH3ALUN H
MIOATOTOBKM K BoifHe. IIpocnexuBas cepuro m3MeHeHHH B OQHUIIMATBHBIX MPOIAraH-
JTUCTCKUX KaMITaHUSIX B MEXBOCHHBIN riepuos, bpannendeprep oObsACHSET, Kak depena
HEYCIeNTHbIX HaunHaHui 1 Heynad npusena CCCP k o0bequHeHnto TepoeB, MU(OB 1
JIETEH]I U3 JOPEBOJIOLMOHHON POCCUIHCKON HCTOPUM BO MMS HAPOIHONH MOOMIU3ALNU.
CocpenoTourB BHUMaHUE HAa KOPEHHOM M3MEHEHNH Kypca OT MapKCUCTCKOTO HHTEpHa-
UOHAIN3MA K PYCCKOMY HaIlMOHAJIN3MY, YUCHBIH MCCIEAYET MPUPOAY O(HUIIHATIHHOTO
PYCCOLIEHTpU3Ma BHYTPU MapTUMHOW 3JIUTHI, €r0 paclpoCTPAHEHUE YEPE3 MACCOBYIO
KYJIBTYPY U OOIIIECTBEHHBIN pe30HAHC, KOTOPHIN OH BBI3BAJ B OOIIIECTBE B IIEJIOM. AHa-
JTU3 MOOWJIM3AIIMOHHOW MPOTIATaH/Ibl, PUTOPUKHA U JIO3YHTOB CTAJIMHCKOTO PYCCOIICH-
TpHU3Ma TaKXKe WIIIOCTPUPYET KIIOYEBYIO POJib, KOTOPYIO 3TOT IEPEBOPOT ChIrpall B
(hopMHPOBaHHMHU PYCCKOH HAIMOHATBHON HJCHTUYHOCTH B CEPEIHHE BEKa.

WHuTepecHo orMeTuTh, kKak aBropsl [1. biimrcreitn u JI. Bpanaenbeprep otinua-
10TCs B cBoeM aHaju3e noiautuku pycuduxanun CCCP B 1930-¢ rr. biumureiin nonu-
MaeT TOSIBIIEHUE PYCCOIEHTPHU3MAa KaK 9acTh JOJITOCPOYHBIX M3MEHEHHH B COBETCKON
HaI[MOHAJIHHON MOJHUTHKE, KOTOpast Hadaylach ¢ OBICTPOTO 0J100peHus dTHOTpadu-
yeckoil auddepeHranum, npexae YeM NpOoU30ILIeN Hepexon K pycupHUKauuu B s3bI-
KOBOM, LIKOJIBHON M KyJbTYpHOH monuTHKE. Pa3zBuBas uieu, 3ajiokeHHbIe B paboTax
Takux HcTopukoB, kKak 0. Cneskun, ®. Xupm u T. Maprun, I1. biutcreitn mpeamno-
Jlaraet, 4yTo 3Ta HaIMOHANM3alus ObUIa NIMPOKOH, CUHOM, TOITOCPOYHON Mporpam-
MOH aIMIHUACTPATHBHOM IICHTPAIN3AIIIH, KOTOpas TI0 CBOCH CyTH ObljIa HallpaBJIeHa Ha
pacimpeHre oxBaTra COBpeMEHHOTO rocynapctsa. J|. bpanmenOeprep, HarpoTHB, pac-
CMaTpUBaeT PyCH(PHUKAIMIO COBETCKOM MpoNaraHibl H CaMOIIPE/ICTaBICHUS KaK Oolee
YCIOBHOE pa3BUTHE MOJUTHKH, CBSI3aHHOE C MOJUTHKOM COLHMAIbHON MOOMIM3aLnH,
a He ¢ OoJiee MHCTUTYIMOHATEHBIMHA KOHTYPaMH HAIIMOHAJIBbHOM nonuTHky. [1o MHEHHIO
Bpannenbeprepa, pycCOEHTPHU3M B COBETCKOMW MPOIAran/e M CaMOIPEACTaBICHUH 110
CBOCH CyTH HE OB CBSI3aH C pycu(HUKaIel B S3IKOBOM 1 00pa30BaTeIbHOM ITOTHTHKE
1 OBLT TOpa3no Oonee CrerUPUIHON 3a1a49eid, 4eM aJIMIHUCTPaTHBHBIE PePOPMBI, KO-
Topbie bautcrelin u npyrue 3apyOeXHbIE aBTOPBI OJPOOHO OMUCHIBAIOT.
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3acmyKuBaeT yIOMUHAHUS U CBA3b MeX1y pabotamu biaurcreiina, bpannenoep-
repa u Kannan. Kannan B cBoell cTarbe yTBEPKIAET, UTO AEKAJIbl, IPOCIABIISIOLINE
HEpYCCKHE pecyOInKaHCKUE KyIbTypbl, CBUAETEIBCTBYIOT O HEU3MEHHOM MpHUBEP-
JKEHHOCTH MHTECPHALMOHAIN3MY U STHUYECKOW AudepeHraniu B COBETCKONW HaIH-
OHAJILHOW TOJTUTHKE B KOHIIE MEKBOEHHOTO nieproaa. Ee pabora xoporio coracyercst
¢ paboroif brauTmrTelina, MOCKONBKY OH Takke cautaeT, 94T0 CCCP ObuT crioco6eH co-
XpaHATh MPUBEP)KEHHOCTh 3THUYECKOMY pa3zHooOpa3uto B iepuox ¢ 1936 o 1940 rr.,
HECMOTPS Ha PACTYILUI NIPUOPUTET, IPUIABAEMBIN PyCU(DUKALIMK B IPYTUX O0JIACTAX.
[To muenuto bpanaenOeprepa, nekaasl B padore Kamnan cBUIETEIbCTBYIOT O YE€M-TO
COBEPILIEHHO APYTrOM — O HOBOWM CUMBOJIMYECKON OPUEHTAIN3ALUY HEPYCCKON KYJIBTYPBI
B CCCP B mepuop HapacTaroIIETro PyCCOEHTPUIECKOTO TOCTIOACTBA. PyccoreHTpusm,
o MHeHUI0 bpannen6eprepa, CBA3BIBAI CTAIMHCKOE TOCYIapCTBO M OOIIECTBO C I0pe-
BOJTIOIIMOHHBIMH MOJTUTHYECKAMH, KYJABTYPHBIMU H XYI0KECTBEHHBIMH JI0CTHKECHUSIMHU
PYCCKOTO Hapoza ¥ CBOAMJI BKJIAJ] HEPYCCKUX HAPOAOB B COBETCKYIO KYJIBTYPY K HEKOMY
JIEKOpPaTUBHOMY MOMEHTY (B JIaHHOM Cilydae K JAeKagam), JUIIEHHOMY TOJUTHYECKOH
HCTOPHUM M CaMOCTOATENbHON TpaekTopuu. KakuM 00pa3oM U MOXKET JIM 3Ta OpHUEeHTa-
Ju3amus ObITh COBMECTUMOM C MPOCTIABIEHUEM dTHHUECKHUX Pa3Induil, MOJYEPKHYTHIX
Kamman u biurmrefinom, siBisieTcst MpoOIeMoii B TTIOCIICBOCHHBIE T CATHUIICTHS.

Kak npeononets paccrosiuue mexay uccnenoBanusiMu Bcero CCCP, npennpuns-
ThiMH brintcreitnom, bpannendeprepom n Karuian, 1 paboramu 1o oTIeIbHBIM HApOIaM
Cogerckoro Coro3za? OTBeT Ha JaHHBIN BOIIPOC OCTACTCS CIIOKHOM MPOOIEMOi JIst U3y-
yeHus uctopun MHoronarronansHoro CCCP. Crarest H.H. bypnamesoii u B.b. Urnars-
eBoif 0 M.K. AMMOCOBe TIpeI0CTaBIISAET JIUITH OJHY BO3MOXKHOCTh. AMMOCOB OBLIT OTHIM
13 HEMHOTHX HEPYCCKUX MapTHHHBIX YMHOBHUKOB, KOTOPHIE HAXOMWINCH 32 MpeaeIaMu
CBOETO PETHOHA B 3TOT MEPHO]], U €T0 BIHsHME Ha ucTtopruto Kazaxcrana ocoOeHHO 3a-
MeTHO. YnTarenu caMmu pemiat, ciaeayeT Ju OTAaTh JODKHOE AMMOCOBY 3a pa3paboTKy
0c000r0 MoIX0/1a K COBETCKOMY PErHOHATBHOMY SKOHOMUYECKOMY Pa3BUTHUIO B IPOTHBO-
BEC [ICHTPAILHOMY TUTAHUPOBAHHIO, OJJOOPEHHOMY CTaJIMHCKHM rocyaapcTBOM. M Bee xe
BHUMaHUe bypHameBoil u IrHaTheBOil K M3BECTHOMY YEJIOBEKY CIIEJyEeT pacCMarpuBaTh
KaK BO3MOXKHYIO MOJIEINb TSl TUTOJJOTBOPHOTO MCCIIEIOBAHUS IPY>KOBI HAPOIOB, KOTOPOE
YYUTBIBAET 0COOCHHOCTH OTeNbHBIX Harmii CoBeTckoro Coro3a.
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