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Abstract: David Brandenberger holds a doctorate in history (PhD.) and is professor of Rus-
sian and Soviet history in the Department of History at the University of Richmond (USA). He is also
an associate researcher at the National Research University “Higher School of Economics” in Mos-
cow. He is the author of books on the formation of Russian national identity during the Stalin era and
on the influence that party propaganda and mass culture had on that process. In this interview, David
Brandenberger discusses the arguments and methodologies that contributed to his monograph that
was initially published in English and then in two Russian editions: National Bolshevism. Stalinist
Mass Culture and the Formation of Modern Russian National Identity, 1931-1956 (Cambridge: Har-
vard University Press, 2002), Natsional-bol shevizm: stalinskaya massovaya kul tura i formirovani-
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ye russkogo natsional 'nogo samosoznaniya, 1931-1956 gg. (St Petersburg: Akademicheskiy proekt,
2009) u Stalinskiy russotsentrizm: Sovetskaya massovaya kul tura i formirovaniye russkogo natsio-
nal’nogo samosoznaniya, 1931-1956 gg. (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2017). Among other things, the author
discusses how his thoughts on the topic of this book have evolved since its first publication in light of
scholarly debate and the increased availability of primary and secondary sources.
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AnHoTtanmsa: [[»Bun bpannenGeprep — nokrop ucropudeckux Hayk (PhD in History), mpodec-
cop poccuiickoll 1 coBeTckoil ucropuu kadeapst ucropuu Puumonnckoro yHusepcurera (CILIA),
ACCOIMMPOBAHHBIA HAyYHBIH COTPyIHMK HaIMOHAIBHOTO MCCIIEOBATENbCKOTO yHHBEpPCHTETa «BhIc-
IIast IIKoJIa SKOHOMHKI» B MockBe. ABTOp KHHT 0 (QOPMHPOBAHHHI PyCCKOTO HAIIMOHATBEHOTO CaMo-
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Horpaduu, BblLIeAIICH HAa aHIIMHCKOM sA3bIke, — «National Bolshevism: Stalinist Mass Culture and
the Formation of Modern Russian National Identity, 1931-1956» (Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 2002) 1 MOTOM B JIBYX POCCHUCKHX H3aHUsIX — « HallmoHAI-00JIBIIIEBU3M: CTAJIMHCKAsT Mac-
coBasi KyJlbTypa U (POpMHUPOBAHHE PYCCKOTO HAIIMOHATIBHOTO camoco3Hanus, 1931-1956 rr.» (CII6.:
Axanemuueckuil mpoext, 2009) u «CranuHckuii pyccoueHTpusM: CoBETCKas MaccoBasi KylbTypa U
(hopMHpOBaHHE PYCCKOTO HAIIMOHAJIBHOTO camoco3Hanus, 1931-1956 rr. (M.: POCCIIOH, 2017).
ABTOp ZIENUTCS MBICISIMU O TOM, KaK ¢ MOMEHTA IOSBICHUS NEPBOH MOHOIpaduu MOA BIUSHUEM
MPOXOJHBIINX TUCKYCCHH M PaCHIMPEHUS NCTOYHUKOBOH Oa3bl MCCIECIOBAHMS IBOIIONHOHNPOBAIIH
€TO B3INIA/IBI HA H3YYaeMyIo Ipooiemy.
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0 BTOPOM poccuiickoM u3anuu ero MoHorpaduu «National Bolshevism: Stalinist Mass Culture and
the Formation of Modern Russian National Identity, 1931-1956» (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univer-
sity Press, 2002. viii, 378 p.) // Bectuuk Poccuiickoro yuusepcutera apyx0st Hapomos. Cepust: Mcro-
pust Poccun. 2020. T. 19. Ne 1. C. 214-239. https://doi.org/10.22363/2312-8674-2020-19-1-214-239

- Dr. Brandenberger, could you begin the interview by telling us a bit
about yourself?

—1I grew up in an academic family in provincial America in a district that elected
the notorious red-baiting anti-communist Joseph R. McCarthy to Congress in 1947. Per-
haps for that reason, I cannot claim that my interest in Russian history and culture were
initially piqued by the classics like F.M. Dostoevskii or L. N. Tolstoi. Instead, it was
the Cold War, lan Fleming’s James Bond and Ronald Reagan that initially drew my atten-
tion to things Russian. In this vein, one of my first moments of mature political commen-
tary came in 1983 when I protested Reagan’s labeling of the USSR as an “evil empire.”
“Evil,” I precociously declared to my father at the time, wasn’t an analytical category.
Worse, Reagan’s choice of words amounted to deliberately inflammatory rhetoric that
would not contribute to mutual understanding or the easing of international tensions.
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Amused by my adolescent leftist sympathies, my father encouraged me to start
learning Russian while still in high school at the local university where he taught phys-
ics. His advice proved transformative for me. Beginning Russian in 1986 or 1987,
I continued to study the language at Macalester College, where I majored in history
and wrote my senior thesis on the historiography on medieval Kyiv. Studying abroad
in Moscow in 1991, I returned after college in 1992—-1993 to teach English at Moscow
State Linguistics University (the former Thorez Foreign Language Institute) while ap-
plying to US doctoral programs in History. Entering Harvard University shortly there-
after, I continued to study Russian while researching and writing my doctoral disserta-
tion, spending some 15 months in Russia between 1996-1997.

Defending my dissertation and earning my doctorate in 1999, I then worked at
Harvard between 1999 and 2003 as a lecturer and researcher. Since 2003, I’ve taught
at the University of Richmond, but have continued to spend roughly a month in Russia
every year. ’'m am presently affiliated as a researcher with the National Research Uni-
versity “Higher School of Economics” in Moscow.!

—How did you arrive at the subject of your first monograph, National Bol-
shevism?

— The origins of National Bolshevism — which was based on my doctoral disser-
tation — stem from my long-standing interest in Russian national identity. At Harvard,
I spent a year in graduate school studying 18" and 19" century Russian intellectual
thought under Richard Pipes, where I found myself captivated by the Slavophiles and
Panslavs. At the same time, I was working under Roman Szporluk on the modern scho-
larship on national identity formation, both in Eastern Europe and in comparative per-
spective. These studies proved to be very influential for me.

Eager to write my dissertation on the national question in theory and practice,
I spent a lot of time thinking about how best to apply the writing of Ernest Gellner,
Benedict Anderson, Miroslav Hroch and others to the history of Russian-speaking so-
ciety.” Resisting Pipes’s advice to focus on 19" century Russian conservative thought,
I instead looked for an opportunity to study the emergence of Russian national identi-
ty at the grass roots under the influence of ideology, high politics and mass culture —
an approach inspired by the work of Ronald G. Suny, Terry Martin, James von Geldern,
Richard Stites and Jeffrey Brooks.> After months of reading, I finally stumbled upon

! David Brandenberger, “The ‘Short Course’ to Modernity: Stalinist History Textbooks, Mass
Culture and the Formation of Popular Russian National Identity, 1934-1956” (PhD. Thesis, Harvard Uni-
versity, 1999).

2 Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalism (Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1983); Benedict Anderson, Imagi-
ned Communities: Reflections on the Spread of Nationalism, rev. ed. (New York: Verso, 1991); Miroslav
Hroch, The Social Preconditions for a Rational Revival in Europe: A Comparative Analysis of the National
Composition of Patriotic Groups Among the Smaller European Nations (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1985); Hroch, “From National Movement to the Fully-formed Nation: The Nation-Building Process
in Europe,” in Mapping the Nation, ed. Gopal Balakrishnan (New York and London: Verso, 1996), 78-97.

> Ronald Grigor Suny, The Revenge of the Past: Nationalism, Revolution, and the Collapse of the
Soviet Union (Stanford: Stanford UP, 1993); Terry Martin, The Affirmative Action Empire: Nations and Nationa-
lism in the Soviet Union, 1923—1939 (Ithaca: Cornell UP, 2001); Mass Culture in Soviet Russia, eds. James
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a little-known article by A.N. Artizov, the present director of Rosarkhiv, on the writing
of a key Stalin-era public school history textbook — A.V. Shestakov’s 1937 History of
the USSR. This article provided me with clues that helped me to identify the precise mo-
ment when the party leadership began to interpolate russocentric thematics into public
education, the press and official mass culture.*

With Artizov’s insights in mind, I began archival research on my topic in Moscow
in 1996-1997. Over the course of many months, I conducted work in a number of for-
mer party and state archives and refined my thesis. During this time, I also learned a lot
from collaborative work that I conducted with A.M. Dubrovskii while writing an article
together for a British scholarly journal.’ This co-authored article became the first of my
significant publications on the topic.

—What’s the basic argument of the book?

I begin the book with the contention that a modern sense of national identity formed
later in Russia than in other European industrialized countries. A constructivist, I cite scho-
larship that suggests that a mass sense of national identity at the grass roots is a relatively
recent occurrance in world history and forms as a byproduct of mass politics, the popular
press, widespread literacy, near-universal schooling and social mobility. Such scholarship
suggests that such institutions and societal phenomena were able to homogenize parochial
identities on the local and regional level into truly national ones only in the 19" century or
at the beginning of the 20™.

In the Russian case, I note that although intellectuals in the 18" and especially 19" cen-
tury spent a lot of time debating the question of what it meant to be Russian, they proved
unable to reach a consensus. Their inability to answer this all-important question — combined
with the tsarist empire’s low enthusiasm for democratic social movements — stymied
the consolidation of an integral, coherent national community in Russia before 1917. Even
the relatively late appearance of nationalist propaganda during the First World War did
little to galvanize the society around a unified notion of what it meant to be Russian.

If the imperial tsarist government had little interest in nurturing a mass sense of
Russian national identity, the early Bolshevik state was determined to suppress what it
regarded as Great Power chauvinism in society. Among Russians, they were interested
fostering a broad sense of class identity rather than national identity.®

In looking at the early Soviet “propaganda state,” I periodize early mobilizational
propaganda in the 1920s and 1930s into three phases. During the first phase — the early to
mid 1920s — the Bolsheviks attempted to rally the society to industrialize and defend
the USSR through a materialist style of propaganda. That propaganda stressed class conflict,

von Geldern and Richard Stites (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1995); Jeffrey Brooks, When Russia
Learned to Read: Literacy and Popular Literature, 1861-1917 (Evanston: Northwestern University Press, 2003

4 AN. Artizov, “V ugodu vzgliadam vozhdia [konkurs 1936 g. na uchebnik po istorii SSSR],”
Kentavr [Voprosy istorii KPSS] 1 (1991): 125-135. See also Istoriia SSSR: Kratkii kurs, ed. A.V. Shestakov
(Moscow: Gos. uchebno-pedagogicheskoe izdatel’stvo, 1937).

> D.L. Brandenberger and A.M. Dubrovsky, *“ ‘The People Need a Tsar’: The Emergence of Na-
tional Bolshevism as Stalinist Ideology, 1931-1941,” Europe Asia Studies [Soviet Studies] 50, no. 5 (1998):
873-892.

¢ Indigenization programs (korenizatsiia), of course, did not apply to Russian-speaking society.

HAYYHA XN3Hb 217



RUDN Journal of Russian History 19, no. 1 (2020): 214-239

anonymous social forces and other Marxist structuralism. The propaganda was predictably
schematic and focused on idealized but generic representations of class. Attention was cast
on groups of protagonists instead of individual heroes; and internationalism rather than na-
tionalism or patriotism. The formation of a community based on a united, coherent sense
of Russianness was discouraged during this time, insofar as the Bolsheviks saw such sen-
timents as a vestige of the ancien régime. Devoted Marxists, the Bolsheviks instead at-
tempted to build a new community around class identity and revolutionary internationalism.

I contend that the test of this new propaganda line occurred in 1927, during
the so-called war scare with Great Britain. During this diplomatic rupture with Britain,
I argue that the Soviet leadership expanded its bid to mobilize society for industrializa-
tion with talk of war and defense of the USSR. But instead of stimulating a surge of po-
pular support for the regime, this war scare instead inspired panic, hording, and defeatist
rumors that swept across the country. Some peasants reportedly even looked forward to
a British invasion that would topple the Bolsheviks and restore the monarchy.

I argue that this debacle, on the tenth anniversary of the October 1917 revolution,
forced party ideologists and propagandists to look for new ways of increasing the ac-
cessibility of their schematic, bloodless, class-based propaganda. The transition to new
forms of mobilization was not immediate, however. Between 1927 and the early 1930s,
there appears to have been quite a bit of confusion over what might be more effective,
but not involve ideological compromises. In the end, I believe part of the answer came
not from the ranks of professional party ideologists and propagandists, but from journa-
lists working in the youth newspapers and then the central party papers.

— So, does this mark the transition to a second phase of Soviet interwar mo-
bilization?

— Yes. Exactly. By the early 1930s, Soviet journalists had demonstrated to Agit-
prop that a better approach to mobilizational propaganda would come from a renewed
focus on individual heroism.” Generic, anonymous class analysis was to be replaced by
individual, identifiable heroes of the revolution, civil war and socialist construction.
These heroes were deployed in such a way as to serve as practical, accessible role mo-
dels for admiration and emulation, first in the press and then slowly in other forms of
party propaganda and mass culture.

By 1934, strident individuals dominated what I call the second phase of Soviet
mobilizational propaganda. This new stress on dynamic role models and heroes was
complemented by a new-found emphasis on patriotism. Patriotism in the 1920s had
been dismissed as a bourgeois surrogate — something that the capitalist world used as
a masking ideology in order to distract workers from their class interests. During
the early 1930s, however, at the same time, that individual heroism was being revived,
we see a hesitant rehabilitation of the idea of patriotism as well, now called “Soviet
patriotism.” Stalin argued in 1931 that if Marx had been right in 1848 that the workers
did not have a fatherland, the situation in the USSR had changed since 1917, now that

7 My analysis here runs parallel to an argument advanced in Matthew Lenoe, Closer to the Masses
Stalinist Culture, Social Revolution, and Soviet Newspapers (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2004).
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there was such a thing as a workers’ fatherland. Patriotism was, therefore, a legitimate
emotion for the proletariat to feel in relation to the USSR.

So circa 1935-1936, I argue that the second phase of Soviet mobilizational pro-
paganda was proving to be much more effective and accessible than the first. New ma-
terial revolving around heroism and patriotism, based on concrete material from the re-
volution, civil war and socialist construction, was finding real popular resonance within
society for the first time.?

— So, what then was the third phase of Soviet interwar mobilization?

— The third phase of interwar mobilizational propaganda is something I date to
the second half of 1936 — the outset of the Great Purges. It’s well known that the purges
had a devastating effect on the party, the military, the intelligentsia, and so on. What
I argue is that wave after wave of purges between 1936—1938 also undermined the new
mobilizational propaganda focusing on heroes and patriotism, as this witch hunt ex-
posed many of the protagonists and heroic role models as enemies of the people.

As the purges consumed the new heroes and patriots, Soviet propagandists were
forced to recall the films, theatrical productions and books celebrating them. This para-
lyzed much of the propaganda line. Attempts were made to recut the films, airbrush
the pictures and rewrite the books.’ But this was an unpredictable process, as the Terror
proceeded in waves, rather than all at once. A book or film reworked today might need to
be recalled again tomorrow.

In the end, party propagandists, led by Stalin, were forced to retreat from their
new emphasis on heroes and patriotism in party propaganda and return to the bloodless
schematicism and anonymous social forces of the 1920s. This is most clear in the launch
of the famous Short Course on party history, released in 1938." Stalin attempted to
justify this new emphasis on schematicism and anonymous social forces during the re-
lease of the Short Course, averring that the average party member and executive needed
to have a better grasp on Marxist theory and that party history, therefore, ought to be
grounded in more orthodox Marxist-Leninism."

At the same time, that Stalin was attempting to redirect well-educated party members
toward Marxist theory, he was encouraging propagandists and educators working within so-
ciety at large to look to the prerevolutionary past for new sources of authority and legitimacy.
Earlier stress on the classics in literature and the arts (as forerunners of Socialist Realism)
was now flanked by the rehabilitation of political and military greats of the pre-revolutionary

8 T examine this popular reception of Soviet mobilizational propaganda from the mid-1930s
through letters, diaries, memoirs, secret police reports, as well as the popular consumption of new novels,
plays, operas and films, in my second major book, David Brandenberger, Krizis stalinskogo agitpropa:
Propaganda, politprosveshchenie i terror, 1927—-1941 (Moscow: RoOssPEN, 2017). Originally published
as Brandenberger, Propaganda State in Crisis: Soviet Ideology, Indoctrination and Terror under Stalin,
1928-1941 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2011).

? See, for example, David King, The Commissar Vanishes: The Falsification of Photographs and
Art in Stalin’s Russia (New York: Metropolitan Books, 1997).

10 Istoriia VKP(b): Kratkii kurs (Moscow: Gospolitizdat, 1938).

" See Stalin’s Master Narrative: A Critical Edition of the Short Course on the History of the Communist
Party (Bolsheviks), eds. David Brandenberger and Mikhail Zelenov (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2019).
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period. Leaders such as Aleksandr Nevskii, Dmitrii Donskoi, Ivan the Terrible and Peter
the Great were revived as examples of progressive leadership and hailed for their support of
the centralization of state authority; military heroes such as Aleksandr Suvorov and Mikhail
Kutuzov too were revived in order to recognize the precursors to Soviet martial pride.

This, I argue, marks the third phase of Soviet mobilizational propaganda — the os-
sification of the party line and its replacement with an array of mobilizational exigencies
focusing on the Russian national past. One might also note here other mobilizational
exigencies of the period, particularly the party leadership’s continued expansion of Sta-
lin’s personality cult.

It bears mentioning at this juncture that this new historical line was officially called
the “History of the Peoples of the USSR” and theoretically included the prerevolution-
ary histories of the other non-Russian peoples in its new grand narrative. In practical
terms, however, these intentions went largely unrealized during the interwar years. Part of
the reason for this stemmed from the purges, which made it difficult to write non-Russian
republican history without being accused of “bourgeois nationalism.” But equally important
is the unavoidable conclusion that the development of these auxiliary narratives was just
not a high priority. Indeed, the only non-Russian heroes to really receive public attention
in the prewar period — those concerning Ukraine and Belarus — were discussed in the press
only when the annexation of Polish territories in 1939 required historical justification.'?

After surveying this major russocentric shift in mobilizational propaganda be-
tween 1917—-1937 in the first three chapters of the book, the next four chapters examine
how this new propaganda line was popularized within the public schools and mass cul-
ture and received within Soviet society. Such an approach foregrounds the complexities
involved not only in the formulation of mobilizational propaganda, but in its transmis-
sion to the popular level as well as its reception at the grass roots.

Insofar as this set of dynamics underwent changes after the start of the Second
World War in 1941, chapters eight through eleven trace the contours of the party’s mo-
bilizational propaganda through 1945. Chapters twelve through sixteen, in turn, follow
these processes into the mid-1950s.

—What does the emergence and trajectory of this form of mobilizational pro-
paganda say about official russocentrism under Stalin?

—Good question. My study of the politics of mass mobilization in Soviet society
between the late 1920s and mid-1950s reveals that the deployment of Russian national
heroes, legends and myths during this time was fundamentally pragmatic and etatist in

12 Although some historians have recently argued that Ukrainians and Belorussians were also elevated
to the status of “great peoples” between 1939 and 1941, this would seem to be a component of the campaign to
justify the Sovietization of eastern Poland rather than an independent ideological development bent on valorizing
the Ukrainian or Belorussian people, per se. Not only does the timing of the campaign point directly to the 1939
partitioning of Poland, but the historical parables that received the most publicity (e.g., 1654, Bogdan Khmel! nitskii,
and the Polish Yoke) are too convenient to be merely coincidental. Of course, regardless of the reasons behind
the promotion of “the great Ukrainian people” and “the great Belorussian people” between 1939 and 1941, these
developments should be seen as fully compatible with the Russian people’s official designation as “the first among
equals.” See Serhy Yekelchyk, Stalins Empire of Memory: Russian-Ukrainian Relations in the Soviet Historical
Imagination (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2004), 21-26; Amir Weiner, Making Sense of War: The Second
World War and the Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2001), 351-352.
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nature. It was an attempt to augment the arcane and inaccessible aspects of Marxist-Le-
ninism with populist rhetoric designed to bolster Soviet state legitimacy and promote
a society-wide sense of allegiance to the USSR.

Two points are worth noting in regard to the intention and design behind this of-
ficial russocentric line. First, Stalin’s recourse to Russian historical heroes and symbols
was far from inevitable and should be seen as a byproduct of historical contingency
stemming from the failure of more thoroughly “Soviet” propaganda during the purges.
Second, even pervasive russocentrism after 1937 should not be confused with official
support for Russian state- or nation-building, much less nationalism, inasmuch as all
three would have required a degree of institutional, political and cultural autonomy that
the Bolsheviks never had any intention of granting the Russian people.

Instead, Stalin-era russocentrism should be regarded as instrumental and popu-
list in design — gestures designed to mobilize rather than enfranchise. Noticeably ab-
sent, after all, was the creation of an independent institutional identity for the RSFSR
that was separate from that of the USSR as a whole.” This discouragement of Russian
state-building was mirrored in the party’s stance on Russian nation-building. Although
a vast array of heroes, symbols and myths associated with the Russian national past
were revived after 1937, these efforts were selective and cautious, being designed to
bolster the Soviet present rather than to encourage independent historical inquiry into
the Russian national past. Tsarist centralization and empire-building were styled as ne-
cessary precursors to Soviet state-building, while leaders from Ivan the Terrible to Peter
the Great were used to legitimate the party’s preference for charismatic one-man rule.
Age-old anxieties served to inform the new concerns of the 1930s, whether concerning
the Oprichnina’s “just” suppression of internal enemies or Aleksandr Nevskii’s defen-
sive struggle against an invasion of Teutonic knights. Prerevolutionary triumphs on the
battlefield, as well as in science and the arts, provided Soviet-era commanders, artists
and thinkers with a historical pedigree of sorts.

According to the quasi-Marxist paradigm that governed this revisionism, all of
these historic individuals, reputations and accomplishments had been progressive with-
in their historical periods and thus could now be rehabilitated in order to illustrate,
explain and justify similarly progressive aspects of Soviet state and society. As I note
above, these were rhetorical bids to mobilize rather than to enfranchise or nationalize.

— But if reinforcing the authority and legitimacy of the state was the goal,
why rehabilitate heroes, symbols, legends and myths that were chiefly Russian,
rather than drawn more broadly from the history of the peoples of the USSR?

—Excellent question. This quixotic relationship with the Russian national past
is best understood as a function of Stalin’s peculiar regard for the Russian people as

13 Importantly, russocentrism after 1937 did not redress the profound institutional imbalance that lay
at the heart of the Soviet system. As is widely known, the RSFSR was originally incorporated into the USSR
without the bureaucratic institutions established elsewhere in Ukraine, the Transcaucasus or the other union
republics. This denial of a separate party organization, central committee, academy of sciences, etc. had been
a deliberate strategy to limit Russian influence in Soviet society during the early 1920s. Tellingly, this imbal-
ance was retained after 1937 despite official paens to the Russian people as “the first among equals.”
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a whole. Although famous for his valorization of the Russian people, Stalin was not
a Russian nationalist and had historically opposed all efforts to promote Russian self-rule.
Instead, Stalin saw the Russians as a “state-bearing people” who unified the society
and served as the “first among equals” and the “elder brother” within the Soviet family
of nations. In Stalin’s mind, Russian culture, history and demographic strength was
uniquely capable of reinforcing the authority and legitimacy of the Soviet state — much
more so than that of the more particularistic national identity of the Ukrainians, Arme-
nians, Georgians, Kazakhs, etc. etc."

— What, then, is the connection between Stalin’s russocentrism and the for-
mation of a modern sense of Russian national identity among Russian speakers on
the mass level of society?

— This issue relates to what 1’d rather immodestly call the second major contri-
bution of my book. I argue that that despite the fact that Stalin deployed the Russian
national past in the USSR exclusively in the name of popular mobilization, this russo-
centric propaganda had an unpredictable, unintended effect within Russian speaking
society at the grass roots. While doing my research, I found letters, diaries, secret police
reports and postwar émigré interviews to reveal that many Russian speakers eagerly
consumed Stalin’s celebration of Russianness and the Russian national past without
connecting those issues to the broader subject of the Soviet present or future.

Indeed, many actively differentiated beloved Russian heroes, myths and legends
from the more schematic, arcane Marxist-Leninist values and principles that they were
paired with. This selective reception and internalization of russocentric propaganda and
imagery during the Stalin era meant that by 1953, Russian speakers were in possession
of a much more coherent and articulate sense of who they were as Russians than they
had enjoyed in the years before 1937.

Put another way, the party’s attempt to reinforce the authority and legitimacy of
the Soviet state through the selective co-option of Russian heroes, myths and legends
resulted in something Stalin never anticipated: the formation of a mass sense of Rus-
sian national consciousness quite independent of Soviet socialist trappings. As such,
although the emergence of this sense of national identity is tied to one of the greatest
propaganda campaigns of the mid-20™ century, it should also be regarded as an uninten-
tional and even accidental byproduct of the general secretary’s populist flirtation with
the mobilizational potential of the Russian national past.

— What’s the methodology behind your study?

—Because I am interested in questions concerning group identity and public
opinion, I contend that the study of mobilizational propaganda requires more than just
a focus on the production of the official line on high. A thorough investigation of pro-
paganda requires attention to the agency behind not only its creation and production,
but also a focus on its projection and dissemination in society. This is because one can-

4 Erik van Ree, “Heroes and Merchants: Stalin’s Understanding of National Character,” Kritika
8:1(2007): 41-65.
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not just assume that messages from above are effectively communicated into society
below without actually tracking them into educational institutions, the press and mass
culture.

Were that not complicated enough, I also argue that it is also imperative to look
at the popular reception of this mobilizational propaganda. Audiences are notoriously
fickle and often selectively remember or misunderstand what they hear from authorities.
So rather than to assume that the official line is transmitted effectively to the mass level,
I actually track the reception of the line, using letters, diaries, memoirs, secret police
reports and other sources offering glimpses of popular opinion. This, in my view, gives
the best possible data on the popular reception of official propaganda

Of course, it is necessary to concede from the outset that my claims in this inves-
tigation of popular opinion are necessarily modest — I only claim to present glimpses of
the way the Soviet populace reacted to official mobilizational propaganda.

In our day and age, people have gotten very used to modern opinion polling, which
provide huge amounts of data correlated according to rigorous social science methodo-
logy on all sorts of subjects, and segmented by race, class, educational background, pro-
fession, etc. There is no way, of course, to obtain such data for the Soviet 1930s — or any
other part of the world in the 1930s, for that matter. That said, I argue that in studies of
mobilizational propaganda, it remains important to make an attempt to gauge popular
reception, even if the results are necessarily limited or fragmentary.”* | argue that glimpses
of popular opinion can be obtained if one harnesses letters, diaries, memoirs, and party
and secret police reports, and if one conscientiously triangulates these sources against one
another to reduce problems that each genre presents on its own.

Again, I’ll concede the limitations of this approach and the fact that the best anyone
can expect is mere glimpses of opinion. Nevertheless, I argue that it is far superior to pure-
ly speculative approaches to the study of official propaganda and its popular reception.

—How would you say that the original arguments in National Bolshevism changed
between 2002 and 2017, when the book reappeared as Stalinist Russocentrism?

— During my revisions to both the 2009 and 2017 Russian editions, | made many
minor editorial changes to improve both the content of the monograph and the language
in which it was expressed.'s I also updated the text in order to bring it into alignment with
new scholarship that has emerged in recent years. This was a task that [ frankly dreaded,
especially in regard to the 2017 edition, as I expected that as I re-edited the book, I’d find
an array of errors or obsolete perspectives that I would need to adjust or rewrite in order
to reflect new discoveries in the field. Instead, I found that aside from routine updating,
I didn’t need to alter any major elements of the book. Most of the literature on the subject
published in the past decade in English, Russia, German and French either follows the ar-
guments that I originally developed in the 1990s or advances positions that are completely

15 In this sense, I disagree with criticisms of my efforts to track reception in my books — see, for instance,
Viacheslav Menkovskii, [Retsenziia na Krizis stalinskogo agitpropa), Ab Imperio, 4 (2018): 380-389, esp.

16 K.A. Boldovskii, A.S. Konokhova, A.M. Dubrovskii, S. Maksudov and others helped with the
text’s editing.
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compatible with my findings. I found this positive resonance in the scholarly literature
very satisfying. Pundits and journalists have not always been so kind."”

When the first Russian edition appeared in 2009, it contained a new chapter
in which I linked the contours of russocentrism to the purge of the third largest par-
ty organization in the USSR in 1949 — the so-called Leningrad Affair.*® In it, I argue
that although there are a variety of factors that explain the purge of A.A. Kuznetsov,
N.A. Voznesenskii, P.S. Popkov, M.I. Rodionov and a number of other prominent party
officials, their fate is partially explained by mistakes made regarding postwar russo-
centrism. It turns out that Kuznetsov and his comrades-in-arms misunderstood this
mobilizational propaganda as encouraging a variety of nationalistic projects oriented
around expanding the RSFSR’s institutional sovereignty (including the founding of
a republican-level Russian communist party and the transfer of the republican capital
to Leningrad). Stalin, of course, had no intention of supporting Russian nationalism,
sovereignty or self-rule and purged the Leningraders in order to preclude any institu-
tional challenge to the USSR.

The first Russian edition also corrected a major mistake in the book’s English
edition. In the original 2002 book, I credited A. A. Zhdanov with much of the editing
of Shestakov’s 1937 History of the USSR. 1 did this because in the late 1990s, I found
a heavily-edited copy of the Shestakov text in Zhdanov’s fond at the former Central
Party Archive and searched in vain for anything similar in Stalin’s fond. I concluded
that Zhdanov had been tasked by Stalin with curating Shestakov’s work and editing his
text. Unfortunately, after the English edition had already gone to press in 2000-2001,
I learned several more copies of the Shestakov text had been found in the newly-
declassified 11™ inventory of the Stalin fond. Subsequent analysis revealed that most
of Zhdanov’s editing had been derived directly from Stalin’s work on the textbook —
something that forced me to reassign credit for a number of important alterations to
the Shestakov text in 2009.

In the second Russian edition of the book, published in 2017, I added another
new chapter on dissent expressed between 1937—1937 about the emerging russocentric
line. This chapter, based on an article published in Kritika: Explorations in Russian and
Eurasian History, demonstrated that members of the Soviet creative intelligentsia had
strongly objected to the party’s new mobilizational propaganda, as it contradicted their
moral commitment to the revolution and internationalism." In this edition, I also made
a number of revisions to the book’s account of the Leningrad Affair in order to ensure
that it reflects my thinking on the subject after a decade of further work.

17" See, for instance, S. Beliakov, “Harus ex nihilo,” Novyi mir 10 (2010): 194-199; E. Politdrug,
“Russkikh pridumal Stalin,” Sputnik i pogrom, 20 June 2014, October 1, 2019, https://sputnikipogrom.com/
society/14545/made-by-stalin/; etc.

8 The article was based on David Brandenberger, “Stalin, the Leningrad Affair, and the Limits of
Postwar Russocentrism,” Russian Review 63:2 (2004): 241-255.

¥ David Brandenberger, “ ‘Simplistic, Pseudo-Socialist Racism’: Ideological Debates Over
the Direction of Soviet Socialism within Stalin’s Creative Intelligentsia, 1936-1939,” Kritika: Explorations
in Russian and Eurasian History 13, no. 2 (2012): 365-393.
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— What can explain the change in title from National Bolshevism to Stalinist
Russocentrism? Was it changed at the request of ROSSPEN?

—Good question. The decision to change the title of the book was entirely mine.
Let me explain. In English, the term “National Bolshevism” is eye-catching and provoc-
ative. As a title, it captured my overall thesis about the intrinsically Marxist, socialist
nature of this Stalin-era mobilizational propaganda, while at the same time distinguish-
ing russocentrism from anything more genuinely nationalistic. Broad audiences read the
book in English and found the term useful and enlightening.

Russian-speaking audiences, however, found the term “National Bolshevism”
confusing and objected to its cooption from earlier authors such as N.V. Ustrialov,
M.N. Riutin and M.S. Agurskii. Some specialists also found “National Bolshevism” to
be difficult to distinguish from the “national communism” practiced during the 1920s
in places like Ukraine and Belarus. Others found the term unnecessarily provocative,
perhaps in connection with the controversial “National Bolshevik” movement headed
by E.V. Limonov between 1992-2007.

Frustrated by the distracting nature of the term in Russian, I retitled the book in its
second edition in order to frame the entire book around my ‘“russocentrism’ neologism.
Perhaps even better than its forerunner, this term captures key elements of my thesis while
also distinguishing Stalin-era mobilizational propaganda from more genuine nationalist ag-
itation. My hope is that the term “russocentrism” will ultimately be naturalized into Russian
academic discourse in the same way as it has been in English over the past 15 years.

— How would you say that National Bolshevism | Stalinist Russocentrism chal-
lenges reigning impressions of Stalin and Stalinism in the historiography?

—In my study, Stalin is considerably less prescient as a historical agent than he is
often described in the literature. Interested in indoctrination and popular mobilization, Stalin
struggled to articulate a clear vision of how his Agitprop apparatus was to win Soviet hearts
and minds in society during the 1930s, especially among his more ill-educated citizenry.

Agitprop as an institution, too, appears surprisingly clumsy as it stands at the
helm of what is often referred to as the world’s first “propaganda state.” This is a theme
that I highlight in my second book — Propaganda State in Crisis.>

In the end, National Bolshevism / Stalinist Russocentrism presents a strikingly
contingent history of Stalinist mobilizational propaganda between the early 1930s and
the mid-1950s, in which the official deployment of russocentric but non-nationalistic
mobilizational propaganda has the unintended consequence of precipitating the forma-
tion of a mass sense of Russian identity among Russian speakers within Soviet society.

2 David Brandenberger, Propaganda State in Crisis: Soviet Ideology, Indoctrination and Terror

under Stalin, 1928—1941 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2011). Published in Russian as D. Bran-
denberger, Krizis stalinskogo agitpropa: Propaganda, politprosveshchenie i terror, 1927—1941 (Moscow:
Rosspen, 2017).
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RUS

— IIpodeccop bpannendeprep, He moriin Ob1 Bbl B HauaJie MHTEPBbIO pac-
CKa3aTh HEMHOI0 0 cede?

— 51 BBIpOC B c€MbE YUEHBIX B MPOBUHIMAILHON AMepuUKe, B paliloHEe, KOTOPBI B
1947 romy u3bpain B KoHrpecc npecioByToro npoTuBHUKAa KOMMYHHCTOB J[xo03eda Mak-
KapTH. BO3MOXXHO, 110 3TOM IPUUYMHE 51 HE MOTY YTBEPKIATh, YTO MO MHTEPEC K POCCHUI-
CKO MICTOPUH | KYJIBType ObLT H3HAYAILHO BBI3BaH KiIaccukoi, Hampumep, @.M. JlocTo-
eBckuM i JI.H. Tonctemm. [lepBoHagansHO 51 00paTiil BHUMaHUE Ha BCE PYCCKOE M3-3a
xoJjiomHoi BoiHbl, Ponanbna Peiirana n Jlxeitmca bonma u3 kuur Slna ®@nemunra. Tak,
s BIIEPBBIE MIPOSIBUII CBOIO 3PEITYIO MOJUTUYECKYIO Mo3uuio B 1983 roxny, korna Bocmpo-
TuBMIICS ToMy, uTo Petiran Hazean CCCP «umnepueit 3ma». B To Bpemst 51 3asIBUIT OTILY,
YTO 3710 HE SIBJSICTCS aHAUTHUECKOUW Kareropueil. Xyxe Toro, BeIOOp cioB Peiiranom
MIPEACTAaBILT COO0I HAMEPEHHO TTO/ICTPEKATEIECKYIO PUTOPHKY, KOTOpas HE CIIOCOOCTBO-
BaJia B3aUMOIIOHUMAaHUIO WJIH OCIIAOIEHUI0 MEXKTyHAPOTHON HAPSHKEHHOCTH.

VYIUBICHHBI MOMMHU CUMIIATUSIMH JIEBOTO TOJKA OTELl MOATOJNKHYJI MEHS HAYaTh
YUUTh PYCCKHI SI3bIK B MECTHOM YHUBEPCUTETE, TJIe OH MpErojiaBall (PU3MKY, eIie Kor-
Jla 1 y4WiIcs B CTapIUX Kiaccax MIKoJbl. Ero coBeT chirpall MoOBOPOTHYIO POJib B MO
*u3HU. HagaB yuuts pycckuil si3p1k B 1986 mnmu 1987 romy, S IpOJOIDKII €ro u3y4arh B
MakasnecTepcKoM KOJUIEIDKE, [IE CIEUATM3UPOBAJICS B ICTOPUU U HAITKCA AUITIOMHYIO
paboty 1o ucropuorpaduu cpeaaeekoBoro Kuesa. B 1991 romy s yumncs B8 Mockse u
BepHyJIcs nocie Koiwtemka B 1992—-1993 romax, uyToObl npernogaBarh aHITMACKUHN S3BIK
B MOCKOBCKOM TOCY/IapCTBEHHOM JIMHI'BHCTUYECKOM YHUBepcuteTe (ObiBmui MHCTHTYT
HMHOCTPAHHBIX A3bIKOB UM. Mopuca Topesa), OTHOBPEMEHHO MOCTYITUB B aMEPUKAHCKYIO
JIOKTOPAHTYPY O HAIpaBJIeHHIO «UCTOPHsH. Bekope mocie atoro s moctymui B ['apBapsa-
CKUIl YHUBEPCUTET, INI€ NPOJOKMAI U3ydaTh PYCCKUM SI3bIK, [TOKAa MUCAJ JOKTOPCKYIO
nuccepranuio. B nepuoa ¢ 1996 o 1997 roaw! st mpoen 15 mecsitieB B Poccun.

3alUTUB TUCCEPTALIUIO U MTOTYUYHB JOKTOPCKYIO cTeneHb B 1999 rony, s paboran
B ['apBapae no 2003 rozna B Ka4ecTBE JIEKTOPa U HAYYHOTO COTPYIHUKA; 3aTEM I YCTPO-
WJICS HA TIOCTOSTHHYIO paboTy B Puumonsckuil yausepcuteT. C TeX TOp s MPOAOIIKAL0
MIPOBOJIUTH B Poccuu exeroiHo MprMEepHO MECSIII U B HACTOSIIIEe BpeMs SBIISIOCH aCCO-
LUAPOBAHHBIM HAYYHBIM COTPYIHUKOM HalMoHaapHOro UCCie0BaTeabCKOro YHUBEP-
cuteTa «BpIcias nKona S3KOHOMUKH» B MoCKBe'.

— Kaxk Bl peminiim HanucaTth CBOIO epBy10 MoHOrpaduio « Hannonan-00/1b-
HIeBU3M» ?

— Momnorpadus «Harmonan-601p111eBU3M» OCHOBaHa Ha MOEH JTOKTOPCKOH Auc-
ceprauuu. KopHU 3TOro KporoTcsi B MOEM JIaBHEM MHTEPECE K PYCCKON HAIIMOHAIBHOM
uaeHtTuuHocty. B TapBapae Bo BpeMst acnupaHTyphl s nposed rox y Puyapna Ilaiinca,
n3ydasl pyCccKyro HHTeIUIeKTyanbHyr Meichb X VIII u XIX BekoB, u ObUT 04apoBaH cia-
BssHO(MIIaMU M aHcHaBucTaMu. B To ske BpeMs 51 pabotan mox pykoBoncTsoM Pomana

' Brandenberger D. The ‘Short Course’ to Modernity: Stalinist History Textbooks, Mass Culture
and the Formation of Popular Russian National Identity, 1934-1956. Harvard, 1999.
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[mop:roka HaJt COBPEeMEHHOM HAyYHOU JTUTEpaTypoit 0 pOpMHUPOBaHUH HAITOHAIBHOM
HWJIEHTUYHOCTH, Kak B BocTounoil EBpomne, Tak U B cpaBHUTEIBHON MEPCIEKTHUBE.
OTH HcClieIoBaHus OKa3anyd Ha MEHsI OOJIbIIOE BIHUSIHHUE.

Crpemsich HanucaTh AUCCEPTALIMIO 110 HALIMOHAILHOMY BOIIPOCY, 51 TPOBEN MHO-
T'O BPEMEHH, Pa3MBILIUIAA O TOM, KaK JIydIlle BCETO MPUMEHHUTH paboThl DpHecTa [ emtHe-
pa, benenukra Angepcona, MupocnaBa Xpoxa U JIpyrux K UCTOPUU PYCCKOS3BIUHOTO
obmiectsa’. S conporusisiics coBety P. [laiinca cocpenoTodnThest Ha pyccKoit KOHcep-
BatuBHOM MbIciu XIX Beka. BMecTo 3TOro s uckan BO3MOKHOCTh U3y4aTh BO3HUKHO-
BEHHUE PYCCKOM HAIlMOHAJIbHON HACHTUYHOCTH HAa HU30BOM YPOBHE, T10/1 BIUSHUEM UJle-
OJIOTHH, BBICOKOH MOJINTUKU M MacCOBOM KyJBTYpBI — K 3TOMY ITOJXOJY HOATOIKHYIIH
pabotel Ponansga Cynn, Teppu Maptuna, Jxeitmca dhon I'ensaepra, Puaapna Craidt-
ca u Jlxepdpu bpykca’. Mzyuas mmupokue Macchl HAyIHOU JTUTEPATYPhl B TCUCHUE He-
CKOJIBKUX MECSIIEB, HAKOHEII, 1 HATKHYJICS Ha MaJIOU3BECTHYIO cTaThio A.H. ApTH3oBa,
HBIHEIIHETO JUpeKTopa PocapxuBa, 0 HamMCcaHUM KIIIOYEBOrO yuyeOHHUKA 110 UCTOPHH
JuIs cpenHell mkossl ctanuHckol anoxu — «Mctopus CCCP» A.B. Hlecrakosa 1937
roza. DTa cTaThs Jana MojCcKa3Ku, KOTOpbIe TIOMOIIIA MHE OIPEAEIINTh TOYHBII MOMEHT,
KOTJIa PYKOBOJICTBO MApTHUH Hadajo MHTEPIIOINPOBATh PYCCOLEHTPUUIHYIO TEMAaTHKY B
rOCyIapCTBEHHOM 00pa30BaHMM, TI€YaTH M O(UITHATEHON MAaCCOBOM KYIIBTYpe*.

Ucxonst u3 uneid ApTu3oBa, s Hauajl UCCIEIOBaHUS MO0 MOoed TemMe B MOCKBe B
1996—1997 rogax u npoBes MHOTO MECSILIEB B OBIBIIMX MAPTHHHBIX U TOCYAapCTBEHHBIX
apxuBax. 3a 3TO BpeMs sl TaKyKe MHOTOMY Hayduyicsi Onarojapsi COBMECTHOU paboTe,
koTopyro Bel ¢ A.M. JIyOpoBCKKM, KOT/la Mbl BMECTE IHCAJIU CTAThIO JIJIsl OPUTAHCKOTO
Hay4YHOTO JKypHaja’. DTa COBMECTHAs CTaThs CTaja MEPBOM M3 MOWX 3HAUYMTEIIbHBIX
TyOTUKAIIAi Ha 3Ty TEMY.

— KakoBbI I'1aBHBIC HAeH Ballleii KHUru?

— KHura HauynHaeTcs ¢ yTBEPKACHUS, UTO COBPEMEHHOE YYBCTBO HAIMOHAILHON
UICHTUYHOCTH chOpMHUpPOBAIOCH B Poccuu mo3ke, yeM B JAPYrUX €BPOIEHCKUX IMPO-
MBITINIEHHO Pa3BHUTHIX CTpaHax. byaydn KOHCTPYKTHBHCTOM, SI CCBHUIAIOCH HA MBICTD,
KOTOpas MPEAIOIaraeT, 9TO MAaCCOBOE TYBCTBO HAITMOHAIHLHON HACHTUYHOCTH Ha HU30-
BOM YpPOBHE SIBIIIETCSI OTHOCHTEIHHO HEJTABHUM SIBIIEHUEM B MUPOBOI HCTOpUH 1 (hop-
MUPYETCsI KaK MOOOYHBIN TPOYKT MAaCCOBOH MOJIUTHKH, TIOMYJSIPHOM MTPECCHI, ITUPOKO

2 Gellner E. Nations and Nationalism. Ithaca, 1983; Anderson B. Imagined Communities: Reflec-

tions on the Spread of Nationalism. New York, 1991; Hroch M. The Social Preconditions for a Rational
Revival in Europe: A Comparative Analysis of the National Composition of Patriotic Groups Among the
Smaller European Nations. Cambridge, 1985; Hroch M. From National Movement to the Fully-formed
Nation: The Nation-building Process in Europe // Mapping the Nation. New York; London, 1996. P. 78-97.

> Suny R.G. The Revenge of the Past: Nationalism, Revolution, and the Collapse of the Soviet
Union. Stanford, 1993; Martin T. The Affirmative Action Empire: Nations and Nationalism in the Soviet
Union, 1923-1939. Ithaca, 2001; Geldern J. von, Stites R. Mass Culture in Soviet Russia. Bloomington, 1995;
Brooks J. When Russia Learned to Read: Literacy and Popular Literature, 1861-1917. Evanston, 2003.

4 Apmusoe A.H. B yrony B3nsigam Boxas. Konkype 1936 r. Ha yue6Huk o ucropun CCCP //
Kenrasp. 1991. Ne 1. C. 125-135; llecmaxoe A.B. Ucropust CCCP: Kparkuii kypc. M., 1937.

5 Brandenberger D.L., Dubrovsky A.M. ‘The People Need a Tsar’: The Emergence of National
Bolshevism as Stalinist Ideology, 1931-1941 // Europe Asia Studies. 1998. Vol. 50. Ne 5. P. 873-892.
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pacnpocTpaHeHHOH TPAaMOTHOCTH, TTOYTH YHUBEPCAIHHOTO IIKOJILHOTO 00pa3oBaHus U
COLIMAJIbHONH MOOWJIBHOCTH. DTa MBICIIb MIPE/IIONATaeT, YTO TAKUE UHCTUTYTHI U 00IIe-
CTBEHHBIE SIBJICHUS CMOTJIH OOBEIMHUTHh MECTHUYECKNE WACHTUYHOCTH Ha MECTHOM U
pETMOHAIBHOM YPOBHE B NIOJJIMHHO HalMOHAJIbHbIE TOJIBKO B XIX — Hayane XX B.

B cryuae ¢ Poccuetit st ormedaro, 9to, XoTs nHTeuIekTyansl B X VIII u ocobenHo B
XIX B. mpoBenu MHOTO BpeMeHH, 00CY1ast BOIPOC O TOM, YTO 3HAUUT OBITh PYCCKUM,
OHU HE CMOIVIM MPUHTH K KOHCEeHCcycy. X HecmocoOHOCTh OTBETUTH Ha ATOT Ba)KHEH-
W BOMPOC B COYETAHWH C HEOOJBIINM DHTY3Ma3MOM IapCKOW UMIIEPUHU B OTHOIIIE-
HUU JIEMOKPAaTHYECKHUX OOINECTBEHHBIX JBMKCHUN MPENSATCTBOBAIM KOHCOJUIAINN
LIEJTOCTHOTO HAallMOHAJILHOTO coodmiecTBa B Poccuu 10 1917 rona. Jlaske OTHOCUTEIBLHO
MO37HEE MOSBICHUE HAIMOHATUCTHUECKON Mpomnaransl, a UMeHHO BO BpeMs [lepBoit
MHUPOBO# BOWHBI, HE OYCHb CHJIBHO aKTUBU3UPOBAJIO OOIIIECTBO BOKPYT €AMHOIO MPEJI-
CTaBJICHUS O TOM, YTO 3HAYUT OBITH PYCCKUM.

Ecan nMmnepckoe mapckoe mpaBUTENbCTBO Mall0 HHTEPECOBAIOCH BOCITUTAHUEM
MacCOBOTO YYBCTBa PYyCCKOM HallMOHATHLHOW MIACHTUYHOCTH, TO PaHHEEe OOINBIIEBHCT-
CKO€ TOCYIapCTBO OBLJIO PEIIUTENIEHO HACTPOCHO MOJAaBHTh B OOIIECTBE TO, YTO OHO
CUMTAJIO MMOBHHU3MOM BEJIMKOH nepykaBbl. OHU OBUTH 3aMHTEPECOBAHBI B PA3BUTHH Y
POCCHSIH HIMPOKOTO YYBCTBA KJIACCOBOH, a HE HALIMOHANBHON UIACHTUYHOCTHS.

PaccmarpuBasi paHHee COBETCKOE «IIPOMATAHAUCTCKOE TOCYIAPCTBOY, S JCIIO
paHHIOI MOOMIM3aMOHHYTO porarany B 1920-1930-x ronax Ha Tpu dTana. Ha mep-
BOM 3Tare — ¢ Hadaja J1o cepeiuHbl 1920-X T0/10B — OOJIBIIEBUKH IBITAUCH CIUIOTUTh
obmecTBo st mHIycTpranu3anuy 1 3amuTel CCCP ¢ momornsio mpornarasasl MaTepH-
anu3ma. JTa Mporaranjia moa4epKuBalia KIacCoBble KOH(IUKTHI, O€3bIMSHHBIC COIHU-
aJbHBIC CUJIBI U APYTHE MApPKCUCTCKHUE CTPYKTYpHL. lIpomaranma Obpuia mpeackazyemMo
CXEMaTUYHON W OPUEHTHPOBAHHON Ha MIeaTU3upOBaHHbBIE, HO OOIIHE MPECTaBICHUS
kiacca. BHuMaHue ObUTIO OOpaIIeHO HA TPYIIbI [IABHBIX JIEHCTBYIOIIMX JIUI[ BMECTO
OTJENbHBIX T€POECB U HAa MHTEPHALMOHAIN3M, a HE HALMOHAIU3M WIM MATPUOTU3M.
dopmupoBaHue OOIIHOCTH, OCHOBAHHOW Ha €MHOM, MOCIIEI0BATEILHOM YyBCTBE PyC-
CKOCTH B TO BpeMs HE TMOOIIPSIIOCH, MMOCKOJIBKY OOJIBIIEBUKH PAacCMAaTPUBATU TaKHE
HACTPOEHUS KaK MEePEeXUTOK CTaporo pexxnma. [IpenaHHbIe MApKCHUCTBI, OOIBIICBUKA
BMECTO 3TOTO MOIBITAIMCH IIOCTPOUTH HOBOE COOOIIIECTBO BOKPYT KIIACCOBOW MJICHTHY-
HOCTHU U PEBOJTIOLMOHHOIO UHTEPHALIMOHATIN3MA.

Sl monararo, 4TO UCHIBITAHKUE ITON HOBOW MPOMAraHIUCTCKOM JIMHUU MTPOU3OILIO
B 1927 romy, Bo BpeMs Tak Ha3pIBaeMOM «BOCHHOHU TpeBorm» ¢ Benmukoopuranuei. Jly-
Malo, 4TO BO BpEMsI 3TOTO JUILIOMAaTHYECKOTO pa3pbiBa ¢ BennkoOpuranueit coBeTckoe
PYKOBOZICTBO YCHJIMJIO CBOIO 3asiBKY Ha MOOMIIM3AIIMIO OOIIECTBA JIJIsl HHIAYyCTpUaIn3a-
LIUU ¢ pazroBopamu o BoitHe u 06opone CCCP. Ho BMecTO TOr0, 4TOOBI CTUMYJIHPOBATH
MIOAJIEPIKKY PEKUMa CO CTOPOHBI HACEIICHHUS, 9Ta «BOCHHAS TPEBOTa» BhI3Baja MAHUKY
1 MOPAKEHYECKHE CITyXH, KOTOPbIE OXBAaTUIIM BCIO cTpaHy. [10 HEKOTOPBIM CBEACHUSM,
OTJCIIbHBIC KPECThSHE JIAXKE C HETEPIICHUEM OXHJIaIi OPUTAHCKOTO BTOPIKEHUS, KOTO-
poe CBEpTHET OOJIBIIIEBUKOB U BOCCTAHOBUT MOHAPXHIO.

¢ TIporpaMMmbl KOPEHH3ALUH, KOHEYHO, HE PACHPOCTPAHSIINCH HA PYCCKOSI3BIYHOE OOIIECTBO.
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S monararo, 4TO 3TOT HEYJAUHBII X0/ B AECATYIO FONOBLIMHY peBoouuud 1917
ro/ia BRIHYIWJ TAPTHUHHBIX HJICOJIOTOB U MPOIAraHUCTOB NCKATh HOBBIE CIIOCOOBI TO-
BBIIIICHUS JIOCTYITHOCTH UX CXEMAaTUYHOH, OCCKPOBHOM, KJ1acCOBOM mpomnaranel. Og-
HAaKO Mepexojl K HOBBIM (popMaM MOOMIU3AMU He ObLT ObICTphIM. Mexay 1927 u Ha-
gasoMm 1930-x To70B, MOX0KE, BO3HUKIIO HEKOTOPOE HEJOYMEHHE T10 TIOBOY TOTO, YTO
MOKET OBITE OoJtee 3(pPEeKTUBHBIM, HO HE CBI3aHHBIM C UICOTOTHIECKUMH KOMITPOMHC-
camu. B KoHIle KOHIIOB, 1 IOJIarar0, 4YacTh OTBETA MPHUIIIA HE OT MPO(hecCHOHATBHBIX
MapTUHHBIX HJEOJOTOB M MPOIATraHIUCTOB, a OT KYPHAJIHCTOB, pabOTABIINX B MOJIO-
JISKHBIX Ta3eTax, a 3aTeM U3 IIEHTPAIbHBIX MAPTUHHBIX Ta3eT.

— Tak o3Ha4yaeT JiM 3TO Mepexo]l KO BTOPOMY 3Taly COBETCKOIl MeKBOEHHOI
Moouu3anuu?

— Ha, umenno tak. K Hauamy 1930-x roioB COBETCKHE KYPHAIUCTHI IPOJEMOH-
ctpupoBanu padorHukam otaena [[K BKII(0) «Arutnpomay, 4To JIydmiui MOAXoI K
MOOMIM3AIIMOHHON IPOIIAraH/ie BO3HUKHET M3 BO30OHOBICHHOTO BHUMAHHS K WHJIH-
BUIyallbHOMY Tepon3my’. OOumii Oe3bIMSIHHBIN KIaCCOBBIM aHaJIN3 JO0JKEH ObLIT OBITh
3aMEHEH WHANBHUIYaJbHBIMU, Y3HABAEMBIMHU T'€POSMHU PEBOJIOINH, TPAKIAHCKON BOM-
HBI U COITUAIMCTHYECKOTO CTPOUTEIHCTBA. JTH repor OBLIH TTOKAa3aHbI TAKIM 00pa3oM,
YTOOBI CIYKHUTh MPAKTHIECKUMHU, JTOCTYITHBIMU POJIEBBIMUA MOJICIISIMU IS TIO/IPasKaHUs
Y BOCXWIIIEHUS CHavyaJia B IPecce, a 3aTeM IMOCTENeHHO B JAPYTUX GopMax mapTUHHON
MPOTAaralbl U MaCCOBOU KYJBTYPHI.

K 1934 rony sipeie oT/ienbHbIE INYHOCTH JOMHUHUPOBAIU B TOM, YTO 51 HA3bIBAIO
BTOPBIM ITAIlOM COBETCKOW MOOWIIM3AIIMOHHOHN TPOIAarafabl. ITOT HOBBIM aKIEHT Ha
TUHAMHYECKHAX POJIEBBIX MOJIEISAX M TeposiX OBLIT OTOJIHEH HOBBIM aKIIEHTOM Ha Tia-
tpuotu3me. [larprotusm B 1920-x rogax OBLT OTBEprHYT Kak OyprKyas3HBIi cypporar —
TO, YTO KAIUTAIUCTUYECKUI MUP UCIIONB30BAN B KAUECTBE MACKUPYIOLIEH UICOJIOTHH,
4YTOOBI OTBJICYh PA0OYHX OT UX KJIACCOBBIX HHTEepecoB. OnHako B Havase 1930-x royos,
KOTJIa BO3POXKJIAETCsl MHIUBUAYAIbHBIM Tepou3M, MbI TaKKe€ BUIUM HEPEIINTEIbHYIO
peabuIuTaNIo HJIeU TaTPUOTH3MA, TeNeph Ha3bIBAEMOT0 «COBETCKUM ITaTPHOTH3MOM.
B 1931 roxy Cranun yTBepKaai, 9To, eciiu Mapkc Obut 1ipaB B 1848 romy, 3asBIissi, 9T0
y pabounx He ObLTO oTedecTBa, cutyarws B CCCP m3mennnach ¢ 1917 rona, xoraa mo-
SIBUJIOCH TaKOE IMOHATHE, KaK 0Te4ecTBO pabounx. [larpuorusm, crnemoBareiabHO, ObLT
olpaBaHHON sMonuei nposjerapuara no orHomenuto k CCCP.

[To moemy MHeHuto, mpuMepHo B 1935-1936 rogax BTOpOit 3Tar COBETCKOM MO-
OMJIM3aIMOHHOW TIpOIIaraHbl OKa3alcs ropasno Oonee 3PPEKTUBHBIM H JAOCTYITHBIM,
yeM nepBblil. HOBBIN MaTrepuall, Kacaroluics repousMa 1 narpuoTu3Ma, OCHOBaHHBIN
Ha KOHKPETHOM MarepHalie PeBOIIOIHH, TPaXXTaHCKOW BOWHBI U COIMATUCTHYECKOTO
CTPOUTEINLCTBA, BIIEPBBIC 00PEs HACTOSIIMI PE30HAHC B 00IIIECTBE?.

7 3neck g comtaced ¢ BeiBogamu komuieru. Cm.: Lenoe M. Closer to the Masses Stalinist Culture,

Social Revolution, and Soviet Newspapers. Cambridge, 2004.

8 51 n3yuaro 0OLIECTBEHHOE BOCHPHSATHE COBETCKON MOOMIN3AaLMOHHON nponaranasl 1930-x ro-
JIOB C TIOMOIIBIO TTIHCEM, THEBHUKOB, MEMYapOB, CBOIOK OPTaHOB I'0COE30IIaCHOCTH, a TAKXKe IOITYIIIPHBIX
B TO BpeMsI Xy/[0’KECTBEHHBIX ITPOU3BE/ICHNII — POMAHOB, IIEC, OIep U (GUIBMOB — B MOEH BTOPOH MOHO-
rpaduu Brandenberger D. Propaganda State in Crisis: Soviet Ideology, Indoctrination and Terror under
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— Tak kakoii ’e Obli1a TPeThs (pa3a coBeTCKOIl MeKBOCHHOI MOOHIH3anNu?

— Tpetbs haza MeKBOCHHONH MOOHIIM3AIMOHHOM MPOTaraHbl — 3TO TO, UTO 51 IaTH-
pyto BTopoi mosoBuHO# 1936 1. — HavanoM «bomnbIioro Teppopa». XopoIo U3BECTHO,
YTO YUCTKHU OKAa3ajM Pa3pylINTEIbHOE BO3/EHCTBUE HA NAPTHIO, BOOPYKCHHbIE CHJIbI,
WHTEJUIMTEHIUIO U TaK jaaiee. S mosararo, 4YTO BOJIHBI YHCTOK Mexay 1936—-1938 rr.
TaKXXe TOJIPHIBAIM HOBYIO MOOMIM3AIMOHHYIO MPOMAraniy, COCPeJOTOUCHHYIO Ha re-
POSIX M ATPHOTHU3ME, MTOCKOJIbKY 3Ta OXOTa Ha BEIbM BBICTABMIIA MHOTUX H3BECTHBIX
JIIofiel ¥ repoeB JUTs MoJIpaykaHusl BparaMy Hapo/a.

[To mepe TorO, KaK «UYMCTKM» YHUUTOXKAIW HOBBIX T'€POEB M MAaTPHOTOB, COBETCKUE
IPOIAraHAMCThI ObLIN BBIHYKIEHBI 3aIIPeIaTh (PUIbMbL, TEATpaIbHbIC IOCTAHOBKU U KHUI'H,
MPOCIABILIIOINE UX. DTO 3HAYUTENILHO OCNIAa0MIIO IPONaraHMCTCKY 0 JIMHUIO. bbun mpen-
MPUHSTHI MOMBITKY NEPECHATH (DUIIBMBI, MieperiesiaTh KapTHHbI U nepercars kuury’. Ho ato
ObLT HeTIPeICKa3yeMBblIii IPOLEeCcC, TIOCKOJIBKY TEPPOP MPOUCXOIMI BOIHAMY, a He cpasy. KHu-
ra win (GUIbM, TIepeJieSIaHHbIN CETO/IHS, BO3MOKHO, CHOBA IIPUTOIUIICS ObI 3aBTpA.

B KoHIIe KOHIIOB, MAPTHUIHBIC MPOMAraHAUCThI BO TaBe co CTanrHbIM OBUTH BBI-
HYKJICHbI OTCTYIIUTbH OT CBOETO HOBOI'O AKLIEHTA HA F'ePOsIX U IaTPUOTU3ME B IAPTUHHOM
[Iporaranje 1 BEPHYTbCS K OECKPOBHOMY CXEMaTH3My M O€3bIMSHHBIM COLIMAJIbHBIM
cwitaM 1920-x rofoB. D10 HanboJee OUEeBUIHO TIPU BBEICHUU 3HAMEHHUTOTO «KpaTKoro
Kypca» 10 UCTOPUU MapTuH, BbITyLIeHHOro B 1938 1. CTanuH melTaics onpaBaarh 3TOT
HOBBIH aKIIEHT Ha cXeMaTu3Me M Oe3bIMSHHBIX COLMAJbHBIX CHJIAX BO BPEMsl BBHIITyCKa
«Kpatkoro xypca», yTBepkaas, 4To psSI0BOH UJeH MapTUU U PYKOBOAMUTENb JOJKHBI
Jyd4llle IOHUMAaThb MAPKCUCTCKYIO TEOPHIO, M YTO II03TOMY MCTOPHUS NApTUM JOJDKHA
OCHOBBIBAThCS Ha 00JIee OPTOOKCATIBHOM MapKCH3Me-JIEHUHU3MeE .

B o xe Bpems, korna CTamuH MbITAICS HepeHANPaBUTh XOPOIIO 00pa30BaHHBIX
YJICHOB NApTHU B CTOPOHY MapKCHUCTCKOW TEOPHH, OH HANPAaBISLI MPONAraHIuCcTOB H
Mearoros, paboTaBUIMX B OOLIECTBE, UCKATh B JOPEBOJIOIIMOHHOM MPOILIOM HOBBIE
WCTOYHUKH BIUSHUS M JETUTUMHOCTHU. [IpexHnii yrmop Ha KJIaCCHKY B JIUTeparype u
HCKycCTBE (KaK MPEIIIeCTBEHHNKA COIlpean3Ma) TeIepb COMPOBOXKIATICS peadbminTa-
[ued NONUTUYECKUX U BOSHHBIX JeATeNel JOPEBOIIUOHHOrO epuona. Takue ucro-
pUYecKue TUYHOCTH, Kak Anekcanap Hesckuii, Jmutpuit Jounckoit, Usan I'po3Hblil u
[lerp Benukuii, OblIM BO3POXKACHBI B KQYECTBE MPUMEPOB MIPOTPECCUBHBIX JIUIEPOB,
1 MPUBETCTBOBAIN HUX MOAJEPKKY LEHTpaIM3alMM rocyaapcTBEHHON BiacTu. Taxxke
BHUMaHHe o0paTuiu Ha Anekcanpa CyBopoBa n Muxania KyTy3zoBa, 4ToObI TpHU3HATH
UX MPEAIIeCTBEHHUKAMKU COBETCKOM BOMHCKON TOP/IOCTH.

S monararo, 9TO 3TO 3HAMEHYET COOO0H TPETHii ATAIl COBETCKON MOOMITN3AIIIOHHOMN
poraraH/ibl — KOHCEPBATUBHOCTh MAPTUIHON JIMHUM U €€ 3aMEHa MHOXXECTBOM MOOWIIH-
3alOHHBIX TPEOOBAHUI, OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIX HA POCCHUICKOE HAMOHAIBHOE MPOLILIOE.

Stalin, 1928-1941. New Haven, 2011 (Ee poccuiickoe uznanue: bpanoenbepeep J{. Kpusnuc cTalmHCKOTO
arutnporna. [Ipomaransa, monurnpocsemenue u reppop, 1927-1941. M., 2017).

° King D. The Commissar Vanishes: The Falsification of Photographs and Art in Stalin’s Russia.
New York, 1997.

19" Hcropus BKII (6): Kparkuii kypc. M., 1938.

""" Brandenberger D., Zelenov M. Stalin’s Master Narrative: A Critical Edition of the Short Course
on the History of the Communist Party (Bolsheviks). New Haven, 2019.

230 SCIENTIFIC LIFE



Becmuux PYJ[H. Cepusa: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2020. T. 19. Ne 1. C. 214-239

MO’KHO TaKKe OTMETUTb U JIpyrHe MOOMIN3ALMOHHBIC MEPHI TOTO NIEPHO/a, B YACTHOCTH,
MIOCTOSHHOE YCHJIEHHE TAPTUIHBIM PYKOBOJCTBOM KYJIbTa JIMYHOCTH CTanuHa.

Ha nannoM stane ciemyeT yrmoMsiHy Th, 4TO 3Ta HOBAsi HICTOpHYECKast JIMHUS ObL1a o(H-
pabHO HazBaHa «Vcropueit HaponoB CCCPy» 1 TeopeTHyecKky BKITFoUalia B ce0st I0PEeBOITIO-
LIMOHHBIE NCTOPUH JPYTHX HEPYCCKUX HapOIOB B HOBOM BEJIKOM ITOBECTBOBAHHH. B mpaxTu-
YECKOM IUIAHE, OHAKO, B MEXXBOCHHBIE TO/IbI 3T HAMEPEHMS ObLIN B 3HAUYMTEIBHOMN CTEIICHH
HeocyIecTIeHHbIMU. OJIHOM M3 NPUYMH 3TOr0 ObUIM YMCTKH, KOTOPbIE 3aTPyAHSUIN Hauca-
HUE UCTOPUH HEPYCCKHX PeCITyOIMK Oe3 0OBUHEHHUH B «OyprKya3HOM HarmoHanmm3Me». Ho He
MeHee BayKHBIM SIBIISIETCSI HEM30€KHBIN BBIBOJI O TOM, UTO PA3BUTUE 3THX BCIIOMOTaTEIbHBIX
HappaTHUBOB He ObLIO MPHUOPUTETHBIM. JIeHCTBUTENBHO, €MHCTBEHHBIE HEPYCCKHE TePOU, KO-
TOpBIE TIPUBJIEKIIN OOIIIECTBEHHOE BHIMAHUE B JIOBOGHHBIN MEPHO — T€, KOTOPHIE KacalliCh
VYkpauns! u benopyccrun — 00Cy>K1aanch B e4aTy TOIBKO TOLAA, KOIIa aHHEKCHS MOJIbCKUX
TeppuTopuii B 1939 romy TpedoBaiia HICTOPUYIECKOTO OTMPaBIaHU " .

[Tocne 0630pa 3TOro 3HAYUTENBHOTO PYCCOLIEHTPUYHOTO CIIBUTA B MOOMIIH3ALIU-
OHHOI nponaranyae Mexay 1917-1937 . B nepBbIX Tpex INaBax KHUTHU B CIETYIOMINX
YeThIpeX IVIaBax MCCIEAyeTCs, KaK 3Ta HOBasl MpOIaraHaucTcKas JUHUAS TOMYJISpPU3H-
poBajiach B IIIKOJIAX M MacCOBOM KyJIbType W BOCIIPHHUMAJIACh B COBETCKOM OOIIIECTBE.
Takoli moAXoz BbIABUTAET Ha MEPBbI IIaH CII0KHOCTH, CBSI3aHHbIE HE TOIBKO C OpMYy-
JMPOBaHUEM MOOMIN3AIIMOHHON MpONaranbl, HO 1 C €¢ paclpocTpaHeHHeM Ha oO1e-
CTBEHHOM YPOBHE, a TAKXK€E C €€ BOCIIPUATHEM Ha HU30BOM YPOBHE.

[Tockonbky 3Ta nuHaMuUKa mperepriena u3MeHeHus B 1941 romy, Bckope mocie
Havajia BTopoii MUpOBOi1 BOMHBI, ¢ BOCBMOM 10 OJJMHHAJLATYIO [JIaBbl KHUTU ITPOCIIE-
JKUBAIOT KOHTYPHI MOOMIIN3AIIMOHHOM Mpomnaranasl mapTuu 10 1945 rona. B cBoto oue-
pelb, ¢ IBEHaAaTON MO MIECTHAALATYIO IIaBbl OTCIICKUBAIOT 3TH IPOLECCH 10 cepe-
bl 1950-X roxosB.

— Kakum o0pa3om nosiBjieHHe U TPaeKTOPHUs 3TOH (pOPMBI MOOHIM3AIUOH-
HOJ nponaranbl roBOpAT 00 opuIHaIBLHOM pycconeHTpU3Me npu Crajaune?

— Xoporu#i Borpoc. Moe uccieoBaHre MOJUTHKH MacCOBOH MOOWIIM3ALUU B
COBETCKOM 0011ecTBE B repuoy ¢ koHma 1920-x mo cepenunsr 1950-x TomoB moka3bIBa-
€T, YTO UCIOJIh30BAHNE PYCCKUX HAIMOHAIBHBIX TEPOEB, JIETeH ] 1 MH(OB B 3TO BpeMs
HOCHJIO B OCHOBHOM IParMaTny4ecKuil U 3TaTUCTCKUI XapakTep. DTO ObLIa IMOMbBITKA

12 XoTs1 HEKOTOPBIC UCTOPUKH YTBEPIKIAIOT, 4TO B nepuox Mexay 1939 u 1941 rr. craryc ykpa-

HHIEB ¥ 0eJI0pycOoB Takke OBLT MOBBIIICH JI0 CTAaTyCa «BEIUKUX HAPOJOBY, 3TO, IIO-BUIIMOMY, SIBISIETCS
YacTHIO KAaMITAaHUH 10 OTIPABIAHMIO COBETH3ALMK BOCTOUHOM [TobIy, a He He3aBHCHMOM HJIC0JIOTHIeCKOH
HMHHIMATUBOH IOBBICUTH CTAaTyC YKPAaHHCKOTO WM OeJI0OpyCCKOro HapoJoB Kak TaKOBBIX. Maio Toro, 4To
BpeMsI IPOBEACHHS] KaMIIAaHUH yKa3bIBaeT HEIOCPECTBEHHO Ha paszel [lomsmm B 1939 1, ncropuueckue
COOBITHS, KOTOPBIE TOIYYMIIN HAaNOOJBIIYI0 OorIacKy (Hampumep, 1654 r., bornan XMenbHUNKUI U MONb-
CKO€ HT0), SIBISIFOTCS CIIUIIKOM yIOOHBIMH, YTOOBI OBITH IIPOCTO coBITaiIeHneM. KoHeuHO, BHE 3aBUCHMOCTH
OT IIPUYUH NPOJBIKEHHS «BEIUKOTO YKPAHHCKOTO HAPOJa» M «BEIHKOTO OSIOPYCCKOTO HapoIa» MEkKIy
1939 u 1941 rr., 5TU COOBITHS CIEMYeT PacCMaTPUBATH KaK IOJTHOCTHIO COBMECTHUMBIE C O(UIHATBHBIM
OIIPE/ICJICHHEM PYCCKOTO Hapoja KaK «IIepBOTO Cpeau paBHBIX». CM. B CBs3M ¢ dTUM: Yekelchyk S. Sta-
lin’s Empire of Memory: Russian-Ukrainian Relations in the Soviet Historical Imagination. Toronto, 2004.
P. 21-26; Weiner A. Making Sense of War: The Second World War and the Fate of the Bolshevik Revolu-
tion. Princeton, 2001. P. 351-352.
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JIOTIOJIHUTB CKPBITBIE U HEAOCTYIIHBIE aCIEKThl MapKCU3Ma-I€HHHU3MA MTOMYJINCTCKON
PHUTOPHUKOH, MPU3BAaHHON YKPENUTh JISTHTUMHOCTD COBETCKOTO FOCYIapCTBa U CIOC00-
CTBOBATh paclpoCTpaHeHHIO B odmecTBe yyBcTBa npeaanHocti CCCP.

CTOUT OTMETHUTH JIBa MOMEHTA, KaCAIOIINXCSl HAMEPEHHUSI U 3aMbIciia 3ToH opu-
LMATBHON PYCCONEHTPUYHON JMHUU. Bo-mepBrix, oOpamenne CramuHa K PyCCKUM
HUCTOPUYECKUM I'epOsSM M CHMBOJIAaM OBLIO JAJEKO HE HEM30EKHBIM, H €TO CIEAyeT
paccMarpuBaTh Kak MOOOYHBINA MPOLYKT HCTOPUUYECKOTO 0OCTOSTENbCTBA, BBI3BAHHOIO
IIPOBAJIOM PAIUKAIBHON «COBETCKOI» MpOIaran/isl BO BpeMsi YUCTOK. Bo-BTOPEBIX, Haxke
BCceoObEeMITIOLINI pyccolleHTpu3M nociie 1937 roga He crnenyeT myTarh ¢ OQHUIHaIbHON
MOJIJIEPIKKOM POCCUICKOTO TOCY/IapCTBEHHOTO WJIM HAIIMOHAJIBHOTO CTPOUTEIHCTBA,
HE TOBOPS YK O HAIIHOHAIIM3ME, TIOCKOJIBKY BCEM TpeM MoTpedoBanachk Obl OmpeiesieH-
Hasi MHCTUTYLIMOHAIbHAS, TOJIMTUYECKAasl U KYJIbTypHasi aBTOHOMHUSI, KOTOPYO OOJbliIe-
BHKH 1 HE HAMEPEBAIUCH NPENOCTABUTH PYCCKOMY Hapoay.

BwmecTo 31010 pyccoueHTpusM CTaIMHCKOM 3MI0XH CIIETyeT pacCMaTpUBaTh Kak HH-
CTPYMEHTAJIbHBIN M MOMYJIUCTCKUH MO 3aMbICITy ILIar, MpeaIHa3HauYeHHBIN U1 MOOMIn3a-
LY, a He JJIS IPeI0CTaBJIeHNUs MpaB. B KOHIIe KOHIIOB, CTAHOBUTCS OYE€BUAHBIM, UTO PEUb
T2 HE O CO3MaHUU HE3aBUCUMON MHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHOU naeHTHIHOCTH 711 PCDCP, ot1-
nenbHoM oT maeHTHaHOCTH CCCP®. D10 pazoyapoBaHHe MOCTPOCHUEM POCCHHCKOTO T0O-
CyaapcTBa ObUIO OTPaKEHO B MO3MLUM MApTUH 10 MIOCTPOCHUIO PYCCKOM HalMU. XOTs
OIPOMHOE KOJIMYECTBO repoeB, CUMBOJIOB M MU()OB, CBSI3aHHBIX C PYCCKMM HallMOHAJIb-
HBIM MPOLTBIM, OBLTIO BO3pOXkAEHO mocie 1937 roga, aTu ycuiust ObUTH BHIOOPOYHBIMH U
OCTOPOYKHBIMHU, OHH OBLIN HAIIPABJICHBI HA TO, YTOOBI TIOJ/IEPXKATH COBETCKOE HACTOSIIIIEE,
a HE CTUMYJHPOBATh HE3aBUCHMOE UCTOPHUECKOE HCCIIEIOBAHNE PYCCKOTO HAI[MOHAIIb-
Horo npouuioro. Llapckas neHTpann3anys 1 HOCTPOSHUE UMIEpUN ObLIN MPECTaBICHbI
Kak HeOOXOJMMBbIE MPEIIECTBEHHUKH OCTPOECHHSI COBETCKOIO TOCYAapCTBa, B TO BPEMs
kak uaeps! ot MBana ['po3noro no Ilerpa Bennkoro mcnonb3oBanuch, 4ToObI ONPaBAaTh
MPEANOoYTeHNEe apTHEl XapU3MaTHYHOIO €MHOJIMYHOTO IpasieHus. /laBHue TpeBorn
MIOCITY>KUJIM OCHOBOM J1J1s1 HOBBIX omaceHuil 1930-x romoB — OyIb TO «CHPaBEATIUBOCY
nofasnenrne ONpUYHNHON BHYTPEHHUX BPAroB WM OOOpPOHHUTENbHAs O0pbba AJlekcaH-
npa HeBCKoro MpOTHB BTOPSKEHUS TEBTOHCKUX phITIapeil. J[opeBOTIOIMOHHBIC TTOOSTBI Ha
1os1e OUTBBI, @ TAKKE B HAYKE M HCKYCCTBE IIPEJOCTABIIIN BOCHAYAIBHUKAM, XyI0KHUKaM
1 MBICITUTENSIM COBETCKOM 3MOXHU CBOETO PO UCTOPHUUECKYIO POIOCIOBHYIO.

ComnacHO KBa3sUMapKCUCTCKOM Mapajnurme, KoTopas YIpasisiia 3TUM pEBU3NO-
HU3MOM, BCE JaHHBIE HCTOPUYECKHE JIMYHOCTH, CJIaBa U JTOCTHIKECHUS OBUIN Mporpec-
CUBHBIMU B CBOM MCTOPHYECKHE NMEPUOJBI M, TAKUM 00pa3oM, TeTleph MOTIIN OBITH pe-
aOMIUTUPOBAHBI, YTOOBI MPOMJUIIOCTPUPOBATh, OOBACHUTH M ONPABIATh AHAJIOTHYHO

13" BaXHO OTMETHUTB, YTO PyCCOLCHTPH3M mociie 1937 roxa He ycTpaHui riybOKOro HHCTUTYIHO-

HAJIBHOTO AUCOaIaHca, KOTOPBIH Jiexkall B OCHOBE coBeTCKOM crctembl. Kak m3Bectno, PCOCP nznavanbHo
obuta BriroueHa B cocraB CCCP 6e3 0ropokpaTn4ecKuX HHCTUTYTOB, MMOJJOOHBIX T€M, KOTOPBIC OBUIN CO3-
JIaHBI B YKpauHe, B 3aKaBKa3be WIN APYTHX COFO3HBIX PECITyONMKax. DTO OTPUIIAHUE OTACIBHON MapTHii-
HOW OpraHM3alliH, IEHTPAIFHOTO KOMUTETA, aKaJ[CMUU HayK H T. . ObUIO IPEIHAMEPEHHON cTpaTerneit
OTPaHUYCHHS PYCCKOTO BIUSHHS B COBETCKOM oOmiecTBe B Hadaine 1920-x romoB. YTo xapakTepHO, 3TOT
micOananc coxpaHmics mociie 1937 roma, HecMOTpst Ha OQHIIMATBFHOE BBIICICHUE PYCCKON HAIMU Kak
«IIEPBOM CPEN PaBHBIX».
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IIPOrpeCCUBHBIC ACIICKTBI COBETCKOI'O rocyAapCTBa U 06H.IeCTBa. Kak s ormeuan BBIIIIC,
9TO ObLIU PUTOPHUYCCKUC 3a9BKU Ha MO6I/IJ'II/ISaLII/IIO, a HC Ha NPCAOCTABJICHUC ITPaB UJIN
HallMOHaJIM3alluIo.

— Ho, ecin nenpio 0b1JI0 YKpenJieHHe BIMSHUS W JerHTUMHOCTH Tocyaap-
CTBa, 3a4eM peadUJIUTHPOBATH IepoeB, CUMBOJbBI, JereHabl U MH(bI, KOTOPbIe
WIEeHTH(PUIHPOBAINCH, B OCHOBHOM C PYCCKHMU, 2 He ObLIM B3SITbl U3 HCTOPUHU
HaponoB CCCP B 0oJiee IIHPOKOM cMBbICTe?

— OTnu4HBI BONpOC. DTa HJICATHCTUYECKAs CBSI3b C PYCCKUM HAI[MOHAIBHBIM
MPOIUIBIM JIy4llIe BCEr0 MOHUMaeTCs Kak (QyHKIUs ocoboro oTHomenus CrajwHa K
pycckomy Hapojay B 1iesioM. XoTs CtajauH ObUT H3BECTEH CBOMM ITPEBO3HECCHUEM PYC-
CKOTO Hapoja, OH He ObUT PYCCKUM HAIIMOHATMCTOM M BCET/a BBICTYIAI MPOTHB BCEX
YCUJIMH TI0 TIPOBIKEHUIO POCCUHCKOTO camoympanieHust. BmecTo atoro CraiuH cuu-
TaJl PYyCCKUX «TOCYIapCTBOOOPA3YIOLUIMM HAPOAOM», KOTOPHIA OO0BEIUHSI O00IIECTBO
1 OBUI «IIEPBBIM CPEIM PABHBIX» U «CTApIIUM OpaTOM» B COBETCKOW CEMbE HAIIMIA.
[To muenuro CranuHa, pycckasi KyJIbTypa, HCTOPHS U ieMorpaduueckas MOUlb HUMEIH
YHUKAJIbHYIO CIOCOOHOCTH YKPCIUIATDh BIIUAHUE U JICTUTUMHOCTb COBETCKOI'O rocyaap-
CTBa ropasno OombIie, ueM Ooee crierupuaeckasi HanoOHaTbHAS HISHTHIHOCTh YKpa-
WHIIEB, apMSIH, TPY31H, Ka3aXx0B U T. 1. "

— KakoBa e Torga cBsi3b MeKAy CTAJIHHCKHM PYCCOLIEHTPU3MOM U (popmu-
POBaHNEM COBPEMEHHOI'0 YYBCTBA PYCCKOIi HAIMOHAJIBLHOM WIEHTHUYHOCTH CpeIu
PYCCKOSI3bIYHBIX HA MACCOBOM YpOBHE 00111ecTBa?

— Dra npobiemMa cBsi3aHa C TEM, YTO s JIOBOJIBHO HECKPOMHO HAa3bIBAaI0 BTOPBHIM
KPYITHBIM BKJIaJJOM MOe€il KHUTH. Sl monaraio, 4To, HeCMOTpsl Ha TOT ¢akT, yro Cranun
ucnosbs3oBai B CCCP pycckoe HalMoHaIbHOE MPOLUIOe UCKIIOUUTEIBHO BO MMSI MOOH-
JU3alMU Macc, 3Ta PYCCOLEHTPUYHAS MpoIarania uMesna HerpeacKa3yeMblid, Hempe-
HamMepeHHBIN 3P (EeKT B pyCCKOSI3BIYHOM O0IIIECTBE HA HU30BOM ypoBHE. [IpoBost cBoe
HCCIIeIoOBaHue, s OOHAPYKWII, YTO MHCHbMA, THEBHUKHU, CBOJIKH MPABOOXPAHUTEILHBIX
OPTaHOB U MOCJICBOCHHbIE MHTEPBBIO C COBETCKUMH IepeOexUNKaMu Ha 3amnaje moka-
3bIBAIOT, YTO MHOTHE PYCCKHE B COBETCKOM OOILIECTBE OXOTHO BOCHPHUHHMMAIN BOCXBa-
nerre CTaluHBIM PYCCKOCTH U PYCCKOTO HalMOHAJIBHOTO MPOLLIOT0, HE CBSI3bIBAs 3TH
BOIIPOCHI ¢ DoJiee MHUPOKOH TeMol HacTosmero niu Oynymero Coserckoro Corosa.

JelicTBUTENBHO, MHOTHE OTHACISIIHN JIIOOMMBIX PYCCKHX TepoeB, MU(]HI U JIereH-
IIbl OT 00JIee CXEMaTUYHBIX, MAPKCUCTCKO-JICHUHCKHX [IEHHOCTEH W MPUHIIHIIOB, C KO-
TOPBIMH OHU OBUIN CBS3aHBL. DTOT N30MpaTENbHbINH IPUEM U YCBOCHHUE PYCCOLIEHTPUY-
HOM Tporarasjsl 1 00pa3oB B CTATMHCKYIO ATIOXY O3Haudaid, 9To K 1953 roay pycckue
cTany o0ajgars ropaszo 0osee MoCciIeaoBaTeIbHBIM U YeTKUM IPEICTaBICHHEM O TOM,
KEM OHH ObUIM 0 HAIMOHAJILHOCTH, YEM O TOM, YTO OHU UMeH A0 1937 roxa.

WHupIMU crioBaMU, TOTIBITKA MTAPTUN YKPETIUTh BIUSHUE W JISTHTUMHOCTH COBET-
CKOTO TOCyJIapCTBa IMyTeM M30HMpaTreIbHONH KOONTAlMU PYCCKUX repoeB, MU(DOB U Jie-

4 Ree E. van. Heroes and Merchants: Stalin’s Understanding of National Character // Kritika:
Explorations in Russian and Eurasian History. 2007. Vol. 8. Ne 1. P. 41-65.
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TeH/]I TIpuBeNa K Tomy, yero CTaluH HUKaK HEe OXKHJIAT: K (QOPMUPOBAHUIO MacCOBOTO
YyBCTBa PYCCKOTO HAI[MOHAIBHOTO CaMOCO3HaHWs, Ooliee WM MEHee HEe3aBUCHUMOIO
OT COBETCKHX COIMATUCTUYCCKUX aTprOyToB. Takum 00pa3oM, XOTs TOSBICHUE ITO-
ro 4yBCTBa HALIMOHAJIBHON MJEHTUYHOCTHU CBA3AHO C OJHOM M3 BEJIMYAWIIKX MpOIa-
FaHAMCTCKUX KaMIaHUM cepelnHbl XX BEKa, €ro TakKe CIELyeT pacCMaTpuBaTh Kak
HeTIpeTHAMEPEHHBIN U IaKe CIyIalHBIA MOOOUYHBIH 3PGHEKT MOMyITHCTCKOTO 3auTPhI-
BaHUs | eHeparbHOTO CeKpeTapsi ¢ MOOMIIN3allMOHHBIM ITOTEHIINATIOM PyCCKOTO HAITHO-
HaJIbHOTO MPOIILIOTO.

— KakoBa meTomos1orust Bauiero uccijieaoBanus?

— IockoibKy MEHS MHTEpPECYIOT BOIPOCHI, Kacarolrecs IpynioBOi HISHTHY-
HOCTH ¥ OOIIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHS, S TI0JIaraio, 4YTo N3ydeHue MOOMIM3AIIMOHHON MPO-
marasjsl TpeOyeT He TOJIBKO COCPENOTOYSHHI BHUMAHHUS Ha CO3aHUN O(PHIINaTHHON
JIMHUK HaBepXy. TuiarenpHOE UCCIe0BaHIE MPOIIAraH bl TPeOyeT BHUMAHUS K CTPYK-
Type, CTOSIIICH HE TOJIBKO 3a €€ CO3JaHUeM M TPOU3BOJICTBOM, HO TAKXKE U aKI[CHTOM Ha
€ro MPOCIUPOBAHNHU U PACTIPOCTPAHEHHH B 00IIeCTBE. DTO MOTOMY, YTO HENbB3sI MPO-
CTO TIPEAIOJIararb, 4To MocCIaHus cBepXy d(G(HEKTHBHO INepeiatoTcsl 00IeCTBY BHUY,
HE pacmpoCTpaHss UX B yIeOHBIX 3aBe/IEHHX, IIPECCe M MaCCOBOM KYIBTYpeE.

S momararo, 9TO TaKke HEOOXOMUMO B3MISHYTH HA MacCOBOE BOCIIPHUATHE ATOM
MOOMJIM3AIIMOHHON TIpOTaraHibl. AyIUTOpUs HETOCTOSHHA W Kalpu3Ha W 4acTO W3-
OuMpaTenbHO 3alIOMHHACT WU HENPABHIBHO MOHUMAET TO, YTO CJIBIIIMT OT BIIACTEH.
[TosTOMy BMECTO TOTO, YTOOBI MPEAIIONAraTh, 4YT0 OpHUIMATbHAS JTUHUS dPPEKTUBHO
repe/IaeTCsi Ha MAaCCOBBIA YPOBEHb, s (PAKTUUECKU OTCIICKHMBAIO BOCTIPUSITHE ITOH JTH-
HUH, UCTIONB3Yys MUChMa, JTHEBHUKH, MEMYaphl, CBOKH ITPABOOXPAHUTENBHBIX OPTaHOB
W pyTHe UCTOYHUKH, YKA3hIBAIOIINE HA OOIIECTBEHHOE MHEHHUE. DTO, HAa MOW B3I/,
JTaeT HAWIYYIINE JAHHBIE 00 OOIIECTBEHHOM BOCIIPUATHH OPUIIMAILHON IpONaraHbl.

Koneuyno, He0OX0IMMO € caMOro Havasia MPU3HaTh, YTO MOU U3BICKAHUS B 3TOM
HCCIIeIOBaHUH OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHSI, 0€3yCIIOBHO, SIBISIFOTCS CKPOMHBIMH — 51 JINIIb
JIar0 HEKOTOPOE MPEJICTaBICHUE O TOM, KaK COBETCKOE HACEJICHHE pearupoBalio Ha opu-
IUAThHYI0 MOOMIM3AIIMOHHYIO TIpoTaradry. B Haiie BpeMs JTIoan MPUBBIKIN K COBpe-
MEHHBIM OTIpOCaM OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHUSI, KOTOPBIE TIPE0CTaBISAIOT OTPOMHBIE 00b-
€MBI JIaHHBIX, COITOCTABIEHHBIX M0 CTPOTOW METOJOJIOTHH COLUAIBHBIX HAyK MO BCEM
BH/JIaM MPEIMETOB U CETMEHTHPOBAHHBIX 110 HAIIUU, KJIACCY, 00pa3oBaHuIo, podeccun
u T. 1. KoHeuHo, HEBO3MOXKHO MOTY4YuTh Takue nanubie 3a 1930-e ronst mo CCCP unu
mo0oit mpyroi wactu cBeTa. TeM He MEHee, S 1Mojaraip, 9YTo B HCCICAOBAHUIX MOOHU-
JU3AIMOHHON MTPOTaraH/bl MO-NPEKHEMY BaKHO MOTBITATHCS OIIEHUTH OOIIECTBEHHOE
BOCIIPHATHE, JaXKE €CJIA Pe3yNbTaThl 0e3yCIOBHO OTpaHWYEHBI WU (parMeHTapHBI".
S cuuTaro, 4TO HEKOTOPOE MpPECTaBlIEHUE 00 OOINECTBEHHOM MHEHHH MOXKHO IOITY-
YUTh, €CIM HUCIIOIH30BaTh MUChMa, JTHCBHUKH, MEMYyaphbl U OTYETHI MMAPTHU U CEKPET-
HOU TMOJIUIINU, U €CJIA T0OPOCOBECTHO CBEPUTH ITH UCTOYHHUKHU JIPYT C APYTOM, YTOOBI
YMEHBIIUTH ITPOOJIEMbI, KOTOPBIE MPEACTABIISICT KX IbIi JKaHP.

15 3,[(er s HC COIIaCCH C KpI/ITI/IKOﬁ I10 MMOBOAY BO3MOKHOCTHU XapaKTCPU30BaATh 06IIIeCTBeHHOG

BOCIIpUSITHE MOOMIH3aoHHOH npornaranasl npu Cramuue. Cm.: Menkosckuii B. Penensust Ha «Kpusuc
cTanuHCKoro arutpomnay // Ab Imperio. 2018. Ne 4. P. 380-389.
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OmnsTh Ke, s NIPU3HAI0 OTPAaHUYEHHUS 3TOTO MOAX0Aa U TOT (aKT, 4yTo Jyuuiee,
Ha 4TO MOKHO PacCUUTBIBATh, ITO JINIIb HEKOTOPOE MPEICTABICHNE O MHEHUU. TeM He
MEHee, s [oJIarato, 4TO 3TO HAMHOTO IPEBOCXOAUT YHCTO YMO3PUTEIbHBIE MTOJXOABI K
M3y4YeHHI0 0(pUIIabHON ponaral/isl U BOCHPUSTHS €€ 00IIeCTBEHHOCTBIO.

— Kak, no Bamemy MHeHMI0, IepBOHAYaAIbLHbIEe apryMeHTbl B KHure «Ha-
LHHMOHAJI-00/1b1IeBU3M» U3MEeHWINCh B nepuoj ¢ 2002 mo 2017 roabl, Koraa KHUra
ObLiIa mepen3aaHa noJ Ha3paHneM «CTaJIHHCKUNA PycCOEeHTPU3M»?

— Bo Bpems nepecmotpa pycckux uznanuii 2009 u 2017 rogoB s BHeC MHOTO He-
OONBIINX PEJAKIMOHHBIX M3MEHEHHH, YTOOB! YIYYIIHTh COJCP)KaHWEe MOHOTpaguu H
A3BIK, HA KOTOPOM OHa ObLTa HamucaHa'’. 5| Takke OOHOBHI TEKCT, YTOOBI TIPUBECTH €TO
B COOTBETCTBHE C HOBBIMH HAay4HBIMH paOOTaMu, MOSBUBIIUMHUCS B HOCJIEIHHE IOIbI.
D10 ObLIa 33/1a4a, KOTOPOU ST OTKPOBEHHO OOSIICS, 0COOCHHO B OTHOIICHWH n3nanus 2017
roja, MOCKOJIbKY 51 OKWJAJ, YTO, MEpeu3IaB KHUTY, s Haliy MHOXXECTBO OIIMOOK HJIH
yCTapeBIINX B3IVISIOB, KOTOPhIE MHE HYXHO Oyl€T CKOPPEKTHPOBATH WM TEPENHCarh,
4TOOBI OTPA3UTh HOBBIC JIOCTHKEHUSI B 3TON 00s1acT. BMecTo 3TOro st 0OHApy»KuI1, 4uTo,
KpOMe PYTHHHOW TIpaBKH, MHE He OBIJIO HEOOXOANMO M3MEHATh KaKHe-TH00 OCHOBHBIE
aneMeHThl KHUru. K MoeMy ynuBieHHro Oomblias 4acTh JIMTEPAaTyphl MO 3TOMY BOIPO-
CY, OIIyOJIIMKOBAaHHOH B MOCJEAHEE ACCATUICTHE HA AHITIMHCKOM, PyCCKOM, HEMELIKOM U
(paHILy3cKOM SI3bIKaX, MO0 ciIeayeT apryMeHTaM, KOTOpbIE 51 HEPBOHAYAILHO pa3pado-
tast B 1990-x rogax, 1100 BBIIBUracT MOJOKEHHUS, TOTHOCTHIO COOTBETCTBYIOLIME MOUM
OTKPBITUSIM. 5] TOBOJICH MOJOKUTENILHBIM PE30HAHCOM, KOTOPBII MOsI paboTa BbI3Baja B
HayYHBIX Kpyrax; KOMMEHTATOPbI ¥ KYPHAIHCTHI HE BCerlia ObUTH HACTOILKO TOOPHI'.

Korna B 2009 rony mosiBUIIOCH MEPBOE PyCCKOE M3JaHKE, B HEM CO/IeprKaiach
HOBasl IN1aBa, B KOTOPOH s CBSI3a]l KOHTYPBI PYCCOLEHTPU3Ma C YHUCTKOM TPEThEl IO
BennuuHe naptuitnoi oprannzannu B CCCP B 1949 rony — tak Ha3piBaeMoe «JIeHuH-
rpajackoe zeno»." B 9Toil m1aBe s yTBepKAalo, UTo, XOTs CYIIECTBYET psia (HaKkTopoB,
obwpsacusromux penpeccun A.A. Kysnemosa, H.A. Bosuecenckoro, I1.C. Ilomnkosa,
M.U. PoaroHoBa 1 IPYTHX BHIHBIX MAPTUHHBIX ACSITEICH, HX Cynb0a YaCTUIHO OOBsIC-
HseTCs OMIMOKaMH, JOIYLIEHHBIMU B IIOCJIEBOCHHOM pyccoueHTpu3me. OxasbIBaercs,
4yro Ky3HEeoB 1 ero COpaTHUKM HENPaBUJIBHO MOHSIIM MOOMIM3ALMOHHYIO IIPONAaraHLy
KaK MOOIIPEHNE MHOXKECTBA HAllMOHAJINCTUYECKHUX IPOEKTOB, HAIIPAaBIEHHBIX HA pac-
LIIMPEHNE HHCTUTYHOHaIbHOTO cyBepenuteTa PCOCP (Bkirouast cozaanue peciryonu-
KAHCKOTI'O YPOBHSI POCCHUICKOM KOMMYHHMCTHUECKON MAPTUU U NEPEHOC CTOJIULBI pe-
cny6nuku B Jlenunrpan). CranuH, KOHEYHO ke, He COOMPAJICS MOAIEPKUBATh PYCCKHUI
HAIlMOHAJN3M, CYBEPEHHUTET WIH CaMOYIIPABIECHUE U PENPECCUPOBAII JICHUHTPALEB,
YTOOBI IPEOTBPATHTD JTFOOBIE HHCTUTYITMOHAThHBIE BRI30BEI CCCP.

16 K.A. Bonbnosckuii, A.C. Konoxosa, A.M. JIyOpoBCcKuii U Apyrue 1oy4acTBOBAIM B PEIAKIMU

IIepeBoIa.
17" Bensxos C. Hauus ex nihilo / Hossiit mup. 2010. Ne 10. C. 194-199; ITorumopye E. Pycckux
npuxyman Cramus // Criytauk u orpoMm [caifr]. URL: https://sputnikipogrom.com/society/14545/made-
by-stalin/ (zara obpamenns: 01.10.2019).
8 Brandenberger D. Stalin, the Leningrad Affair, and the Limits of Postwar Russocentrism // Rus-
sian Review. 2004. Vol. 63. Ne 2. P. 241-255.
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Braronapst nosiBNeHN0 EPBOIO PyCCKOIro M31aHusl Tarkoke ObUIa UCIpaBiIeHA 00JIb-
mras omnOKa, oOHapyXeHHasi B aHIIMHCKOM W3aHUM KHUTH. B OopurnHanbHON KHHTE
2002 roga s nmpunucan A.A. XXnaHoBy 3HaUMTENbHYIO YacTh pefakTupoBanus «Mcro-
puu CCCP» IllecrakoBa 1937 roma. Sl caenan 3To motoMy, uto B KoHue 1990-x rogos
HAIlleJI 3HaYUTEIbHO OTPeAaKTUpoBaHHYH0 Komuio Tekcra IllecrakoBa B donne Kna-
HoBa B ObIBIIEM [{eHTpanbHOM HapTUHHOM apXUBE U TIIETHO MCKAJ YTO-TO ITOXOXKEE B
¢onne Cranuna. 5l HUUero He Halesl B JaHHOM (hoHIe M mpHIel K BbiBoay, uto Cra-
JIMH, HaBepHoe, nopy4yuia XKxanoBy Kypuposarh padoty lllecTakoBa u peaakTUpOBATH
ero TekcT. K coxxanenuro, mocie Toro, Kak aHIIMICKOe U3/IaHUE YK€ HaXOAUIIOCh B Ie-
yatu B 2000-2001 rogax, s y3Ha, 4TO elie HECKOIBKO IK3eMIUIsIpoB Tekcta [llecTakoBa
ObUIM HaWJIeHBl B HEJaBHO paccekpedenHoil 11-it omuen Cranuuckoro ¢onna. [Tocme-
JYIOLIMH aHAJIN3 [T0Ka3aJl, 4To 0oJIblast 4acTh pefakTupoBaHus JK1aHoBa mporcTexasa
HETNOCPEACTBEHHO U3 TNYHON paboTsl CTannHa Hajl y4eOHUKOM — 3TO 3aCTaBHIIO MEHS
BHECTH psiJl BaXKHBIX U3MeHeHul B Texkcte 2009 rona.

Bo Bropom pycckoM u3nanuu KHUrY B 2017 rony s 1oOaBui elie OAHY HOBYIO
aBy 00 WHAKOMBICIHH, BbICKa3aHHOM B 1937-1939 rogax, o mosIBUBIICHCS pycco-
[IEHTPUIHON JIMHUK. DTa IIaBa, OCHOBAaHHAS Ha CTaThe, OMYOJMKOBAHHOW B JKypHaJe
«Kputukay, TpoJeMOHCTPUpOBaia, YTO MPEICTABUTEIN COBETCKOM TBOPYECKOW HH-
TEJUTUTCHIIUH PELIMTEIEHO BO3PAXKaId HIPOTUB HOBOH MOOMIM3aLIMOHHON MPOIaraH/ibl
MapTHH, TOCKOJIBbKY OHA MPOTHBOPEYMIIa UX MOPAJIbHON NPUBEPKEHHOCTH PEBOIOLIIH
1 MHTEpHAIMOHAIU3MY". Sl Takke BHEC psi/i U3MEHEHUI B HOBOE M3aHNE KHUTH B Ya-
CTH ONHMCcaHus «JIeHUHrpaJICKOro /ea», B COOTBETCTBUH C 3BOJIIOLIMEN MOUX B3IJIAI0B
CIyCTS IeCATUIIETHE C Hadaja paboThl HaJl TEMOH.

— YeM MO:KHO 00BSICHUTH U3MeHeHHe Ha3BaHusl ¢ «Haunonan-0obuieBusmay
Ha «CTanuHCKHii pycconeHTpu3M»? bbliio i 310 cnesano no npocsoe POCCIIOH?

— Xopommwmii Bonpoc. Perienre n3MeHUTh Ha3BaHUE KHUTY OBUIO TIOTHOCTHIO MOHM.
[To3BonbTe MHE 00BSICHUTH. B anrniickom a3pike TepMuH «HarnmoHan-60b11eBU3M»
SBIISICTCS OPOCKUM W TIPOBOKAITMOHHBIM. JIaHHBIN 3aTr0JIOBOK OTpakasl COAEp KaHUE
MOEH THUCCepTaIiy O MApKCHCTCKOHM, COIMMATNCTHICCKON TIPUPOIE MOOMITH3AIIMOHHOM
MpOMaraHpl CTAJUHCKOW 3MOXH, B TO K€ BPEMS OTIMYAsl PyCCOLEHTPU3M OT YEro-TO
OoJiee MOATMHHO HauuoHasucThdeckoro. lupokas aynuropusi nmpourTanga KHUTY Ha
AHITIMICKOM SI3BIKE M COYJIa 3TOT TEPMHH TOJIE3HBIM U HH(OPMATHBHBIM.

OpHako pycckos3bIYHAs ayJUTOPHUS MOCYUTaiIa TEPMHUH «HAIMOHAII-OOJIbIIIe-
BH3M» COMBAIOIIMM C TOJKY M BO3pakajia MPOTHB €ro 3aMMCTBOBAHUS Y MPEIBIAYIINX
aBTOpoB, Takmx, kak H.B. Ycrpsuos, M.H. Protur m M.C. Arypckwuii. Hexotopsie
CTETIMAITUCTHI TaK)Ke COWIH, UYTO «HAITMOHAJ-0O0IBIIEBU3MY» TPYIHO OTIHYUTH OT «HA-
LMOHAII-KOMMYHU3May, KOTOPBIN TpakTUKoBaiics B 1920-x roxax, HarpuMep, B YkpanHe
u benopyccun. Jlpyrue nocuuranu 3ToT TEPMHUH U3IHUILIHE TPOBOKAIMOHHBIM, BO3MOX-
HO, B CBSI3U CO CIIOPHBIM «HAIIMOHAI-OOBIIEBUCTCKUMY TBHKEHHEM, BO3IJIABIISIEMbBIM
3.B. JlumonoBsM B Tiepuoz ¢ 1992 mo 2007 roxsr.

" Brandenberger D. “Simplistic, Pseudo-Socialist Racism”: Ideological Debates Over the Di-

rection of Soviet Socialism within Stalin’s Creative Intelligentsia, 1936-1939 // Kritika: Explorations in
Russian and Eurasian History. 2012. Vol. 13. Ne 2. P. 365-393.
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O0ecIoKOCHHBIN TeM, YTO MOJJOOHOE Ha3BaHHUE Ha PYCCKOM sI3bIKEe COMBAET C TOJ-
KY, sl TIEPEMMEHOBAJI KHUTY BO BTOPOM H3/IaHWH, YTOOBI MPETOJIHECTH €€ Ha OCHOBa-
HUU MOETO HEOJIOTH3Ma «PYCCOLCHTPU3M». BO3MOXKHO, 3TOT TEPMUH Jake Ty4llle, YeM
npexxauii. OH oTpakaeT KIFOYEBBIC AIEMEHTHI MOETO TE3UCa, B TO YK€ BPEMs OTINYast
MOOMIM3AI[MOHHYIO MPOIAraH/y CTATMHCKOW 3M0XH OT 00JIee MOAJIMHHON HAI[MOHAIH-
CTHYCCKOW aruTaruu. Sl Hajerch, YTO TEPMHUH «PYCCOIICHTPU3M» B KOHEYHOM HTOTC
MIPIKUBETCS. B POCCUIICKOM aKaJeMUYECKOM JUCKYPCe TaKXkKe, KaK U B aHTJIMICKOM 3a
nocienaue 15 ner.

— Kakoe Biusinue oka3spiBaet, no Bamemy muenuio, «Haunonan-6osabiie-
BU3M» / «CTAJMHCKHUIl PyCCOLEHTPU3M» HA TOCMOACTBYIOILYI0 B HCTOPUOrpaduu
TOUKY 3peHusi 0 CTajmHe U cTATUHU3Me?

— B moem nccnenmoBannn CtanuH mpeicTaeT 3HAYUTEIHHO MEHEee JalbHOBHI-
HBIM KaK UCTOpudecKas (urypa, o CpaBHEHHIO C T€M, KaK €ro 4acTO ONHMCHIBAIOT B
auTeparype. 3aHHTEPECOBAHHBIN B HICOJOTHYECKON 00paboTKe M MOOHMITU3AIINH MacC,
CrajvH M30 BCEX CHJI MBITAJCS C(HOPMYINPOBATh YETKOE BHJICHHE TOTO, KaK €ro pa-
OOTHUKH ATHTIpONA MOHKHBI OBLIIM 3aBOCBATh COBETCKUE CEP/Ila M MBI B OOIIIECTBE
1930-x rooB, 0COOCHHO Cpeau ero MeHee 00pa30BaHHBIX TPaXKIaH. ATHTIIPON KaK WH-
CTUTYT TOX€ BBITVISIIAT YAUBUTEIHHO HEYMEJBIM, KOTJIa CTOUT y PYJsS TOTO, YTO 4acTo
HA3bIBAIOT [IEPBBIM B MUPE IIPOMATaHJIUCTCKUM TOCYIapCTBOMY. DTO TeMa, KOTOPYIO 5
BBIJICTISIIO BO BTOpoii kHUTe — «Kpu3uc cranmuuckoro arutnpona: [Iponaranna, nomaur-
MpocBelIeHne u Teppop, 1927-1941».

B xonie koH1oB, «Harnuonan-0osbiieBu3m» / « CTaTMHCKUE PYCCOLCHTPU3M»
MIPEACTABIIAECT COO0H COBEPIICHHO HEMPEIOTPEACIICHHYIO UCTOPUIO CTATTMHCKONH MOOH-
JIN3aLMOHHOM nponaranasl ¢ Havana 1930-x ronoB no cepeaunsl 1950-x ronos, xorna
oUIMaTHFHOE HCIIOIb30BAaHUE PYCCOLEHTPUYHOH, a He HAIIMOHAIUCTHYECKOW MOOMITH-
3aIMOHHON MpoNaraHbl MPUBEJIO K HEMPETHAMEPEHHBIM MOCIICICTBUSIM YCKOPEHHOTO
(hopMUpOBaHKSI MACCOBOTO YYBCTBA PYCCKOW MJICHTUUHOCTH CPEIH PYCCKOS3bIUHBIX B
COBETCKOM OOIIECTBE.

Pyxonuch nocrynuna: 3 okrsiops 2019 r.
Submitted: 3 October 2019
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