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THE SOVIET COLLAPSE:
CONTRADICTIONS AND NEO-MODERNISATION

Richard Sakwa

Twenty years after the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 the debate over the causes
and consequences is far from over. The nature of the phenomenon is itself contested.
What exactly ended in 1991? We know that the Communist order was formally dissolved,
with the banning of the Communist Party in Russia on 22 August 1991, in the tumultuous
days following the failed coup of 18-21 August. Yet the dissolution of Communist power
had begun much earlier, and in effect the reforms conducted under the moniker of
perestroika by Mikhail Gorbachev since 1985 had achieved an astonishing self-
transcendence of the earlier political system. In other words, by 1991 the traditional
Soviet-style communist system had already given way to something else. The
organisational power of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) had been
destroyed by the abolition of the traditional branches of the Secretariat in September
1988, in the wake of the various reforms launched by the Nineteenth Party Conference in
June-July 1988. Equally, the disintegration of the Soviet Union in December 1991 had
already been presaged by a qualitative change in the nature of the country, reflected in
continuing debates over changing the name of the new entity to something along the lines
of a Union of Sovereign States. The ‘what collapsed’ question could be indefinitely
extended to include, inter alia, long-term processes such as the collapse of empire in
Russia and the exhaustion of the communist ideal in the world at large.

In examining the Soviet collapse there is a permanent search for an interpretative
framework. While there is no doubt that the Soviet Union collapsed as a result of its own
contradictions, the nature of these contradictions needs to be explored, something that |
will explore later. The contradictions that led to ‘1989’ (taken as the symbolic date for the
collapse of the Soviet ‘empire’ in Eastern Europe), moreover, were different from those
that precipitated 1991 (the combined dissolution of the communist system and the
disintegration of the Soviet state). It is now clear that the ‘meaning’ of 1989 is very
different from that of ‘1991°. The ‘revolutions’ in 1989 in Eastern Europe shrugged off
Soviet power and influence (even though by then the Soviet Union was reforming itself
out of existence), the structures of communist rule, and reoriented the countries to the
path of Western integration. The ‘return to Europe’ represented a powerful ideal, but it
was a spatial rather than a philosophical programme.* The meaning of 1991 is far less

! On this, see Tony Judt, Postwar: A History of Europe since 1945 (London, Pimlico, 2007).
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The Soviet Collapse: Contradictions and Neo-Modernisation ~ 1(

clear. The former Soviet republics could not share the spatial (geopolitical) orientation of
1989, except for the Baltic republics and possibly Moldova, and it was precisely the
attempt of some other countries to shift from the problematic of 1991 to that of 1989 that
in the end provoked conflict, notably the Russo-Georgian war of 2008. Russia always
considered itself to be a distinct geopolitical pole of its own and later perpetuated ‘1991’
as a separate project, while the countries in the ‘new Eastern Europe’ along the Soviet
Union’s western borders remain trapped between 1989 and 1991.

The fundamental contradiction that precipitated the Soviet fall was that between
the attempt to create a ‘modern’ society, defined as one characterised by industrialisation,
secularisation, urbanisation and rationalisation, and the simultaneous attempt to create an
alternative modernity. The central features of this alternative modernity included the
abolition of the free market, the attempt to achieve the direct expression of popular
sovereignty as represented in the party-state, the inversion of typically modern forms of
class hierarchy (which in the event allowed a bureaucratic class to predominate), and a
permanently revisionist stance in international affairs, defined as the aspiration to revise
the existing international order, even though in practice the Soviet Union became in
effect a status quo power. The contradiction in international affairs, as in all other aspects,
was never resolved. In the next section | briefly examine some of the immediate factors
precipitating the fall, and then I turn to some of the broader questions associated with
modernisation, democratisation and the larger phenomenon of the communist collapse.

The ‘why’ question

At the heart of debates over 1991 is the ‘why’ question. Why did a system that had
defeated the world’s most powerful military force in 1941-45, that had launched the
world’s first artificial satellite (Sputnik 1) into earth’s orbit on 4 October 1957, achieved
the first circumlocution of the globe by Yuri Gagarin on 12 April 1961, gained strategic
parity with the United States in the mid-1970s, and attained standards of living typical of
a mid-level developed country, collapse so precipitously? The answers can typically be
categorised into short, medium and long-term factors, but at all levels the various factors
are contested. Let us look at some of the immediate factors.

a) There is no simple answer to the question about the economic viability of the Soviet
order. Although by the late 1980s there were clear signs of economic strain, with a
long-term decline in economic growth rates and stagnating standards of living,
accompanied by declines in economic competitiveness, productivity and rates of
investment and innovation. Very few sectors or industries were internationally
competitive. Nevertheless up to 1989 growth continued at some 3 per cent. This may
well have represented a fall from what had been achieved earlier, but in part the
decline reflected a maturing of the economy. The sharp fall in the price of oil, from
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The Soviet Collapse: Contradictions and Neo-Modernisation 11

$66 a barrel in 1980 to $20 a barrel in 1986 (in 2000 prices), as Saudi Arabia released
a surplus onto a saturated market, provoked a severe budgetary crisis. Yegor Gaidar
in his End of Empire stresses the distorted nature of the Soviet economy, and in
particular the catastrophically high proportion of resources devoted to serve the needs
of the military-industrial complex. # The economy had become ‘structurally
militarised’, with at least 18 per cent of GDP devoted to servicing its needs. However,
Michael Ellmann and Vladimir Kontorovich take a more sanguine view, arguing that
although under strain there was no terminal crisis of the Soviet economy.®

Others refuse to contrast the Soviet and Western systems as two discrete orders.
The status of the Soviet Union as an alternative was increasingly eroded. Immanuel
Wallerstein notes that Western radicals after 1968 ‘attacked the role of the Soviet
Union, which they saw as a collusive participant in US hegemony, a feeling that had
been growing everywhere, since at least 1956°.* Wallerstein and others argue that it
was precisely Soviet, and even more Eastern European participation in the world
economic system, that provoked their collapse.® This would lead to the region
becoming ‘third worldised’, which Frank intimated was the purpose of Western
‘assistance’.

A different type of structural perspective argues that the Soviet system was unable
to make the transition from a Fordist-Keynesian industrial system of mass production
and mass consumption to what David Harvey calls a ‘flexible accumulation regime’,
no longer dominated in the West by the old triad of big state, labour and capital or in
the East by the monolithic planning system.® In other words, the Soviet collapse was
in part precipitated by the challenge of globalisation, although this could well be to
confuse cause and effect: it was only after the fall of communism that globalisation
theory became the dominant paradigm of our age.’ Indeed, the removal of the
European communist challenge allowed a triumphal capitalism to emerge, that was in
the end beset by its own contradictions once bereft of the disciplining and
constraining effect of the Soviet experiment.

2 Egor Gaidar, Gibel’ imperii: uroki dlya sovremmennoi Rossii (Moscow, Rosspen, 2006).

® Michael Ellman and Vladimir Kontorovich (eds), The Destruction of the Soviet Economic System: An
Insiders' History (New York, M. E. Sharpe, 1998).

* Immanuel Wallerstein, ‘Dynamics of (Unresolved) Global Crisis’, in Craig Calhoun and Georgi
Derluguian (eds), Business as Usual: The Roots of the Global Financial Meltdown (New York, New York
University Press, 2011), p. 76.

® André Gunder Frank, ‘Nothing New in the East: No New World Order’, Social Justice, Vol. 19, No. 1,
1992, pp. 34-61.

® David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity: An Inquiry into the Origins of Political Change (Oxford,
Blackwell, 1990). For an application of these ideas to Eastern Europe, see Katherine Verdery, What Was
State Socialism, and What Comes Next? (Princeton, NJ, Princeton University Press, 1996).

" For a systematic deconstruction of the ‘theory’ see Justin Rosenberg, ‘Globalization Theory: A Post-
Mortem’, International Politics, Vol. 42, No. 1, March 2005, pp. 2-74. See also his The Follies of
Globalisation Theory: Polemical Essays (London, Verso Books, 2001).
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b) The same division of views applies when it comes to political factors. The
fundamental contradiction in the political sphere was the attempt to implement
elements of ‘commune democracy’: the fusion of executive and legislative functions
in the soviets, and the absence of the separation of powers (despite constant carping
against podmena, the excessive intervention of party structures in state organs).
Commune democracy assumes that the interests of the principal (in this case, the
sovereign people) and the agent (communist political structures) were one and the
same, thus denying any space for political pluralism or even socialist forms of
contestation. The Tsarist claim to embody the deepest interests of the people was
perpetuated in new forms by the CPSU, and thus this archaic form governance was
reproduced by the Soviet counter-modernity, and thus it became, in this respect at
least, anti-modern. The pseudo-constitutionalism of the late Tsarist era gave way to
the sham constitutionalism of the Soviet epoch.® Gorbachev’s initial attempts to
revive commune democracy during perestroika only exacerbated the problems rather
than resolving them.’

Political reform had long been urged on the Soviet leaders, but although long-
delayed, when it came it was in a tumultuous rush that refuted the arguments of those
who argued that the Soviet Union was incapable of political reform. Since at least the
late 1950s a generation of more critical and open-minded individuals worked in the
system itself, notably those advanced by Yuri Andropov when he was head of the
CC’s International Department under Nikita Khrushchev such as Alexander Bovin,
Yuri Shakhnazarov, Georgy Arbatov and Nikolai Shishlin. A range of critical
institutshchiki appeared based in the Soviet Academy of Sciences, notably in
IMEMO. The problem was that that the reform tsunami was too much, too late;
overwhelming the system’s ability to absorb innovation and rupturing existing
political ties and systems of governance. Stephen Cohen is certainly right to stress
that there had always been historical alternatives within the Soviet order, not from the
perspective of counter-factual history but ‘alternative possibilities that actually
existed at turning points in Soviet history’.** From the very days of the Bolshevik
revolution there had been alternative political currents to the one represented by the
Leninist leadership. Cohen makes a powerful case for the Bukharinist alternative,
but at various points there were others, notably the Democratic Centralists in the early

8 Richard Sakwa, ‘Liberalism and Neo-Patrimonialism in Post-Communist Russia’, in William Simons
(ed.), Private and Civil Law in the Russian Federation: Essays in Honor of F. J. M. Feldbrugge (Leiden &
Boston, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2009), pp. 327-46.

% Richard Sakwa, ‘Commune Democracy and Gorbachev’s Reforms’, Political Studies, Vol. 37, No. 2,
June 1989, pp. 224-43.

1% Roderic Pittey, ‘Imagining Liberation: Russian Critiques of Stalinism’, Debatte, Vol. 17, No. 1, April 2009,
pp. 99-116.

' Stephen F. Cohen, Soviet Fates and Lost Alternatives: From Stalinism to the New Cold War (New York,
Columbia University Press, 2009), p. X.

2 His classic recovery of the Bukharinite line in Soviet politics is Stephen Cohen, Bukharin and the
Bolshevik Revolution: A Political Biography, 1888-1938 (New York, Vintage, 1975).
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days who fought for a more participatory form of commune democracy. The
alternatives, however, after the ‘ban on factions’ in 1921 could never take
institutionally articulated forms, and thus inevitably appeared as démarches when
launched from above, and ‘oppositions’ and ‘deviations’ when arising from below. In
other words, there appeared to be no evolutionary mechanism for intra-systemic
political change, and instead change came in the form of shocks and ruptures. The
programme of ‘reform communism’ advanced during the Prague Spring in 1968
represented a qualitative change whose radicalism lay precisely in opening up a
historical space for communist evolutionism, but the invasion by Warsaw Pact forces
on 21 August of that year closed off this option for the communist counter-modern
project.

Change in ideological perspectives and public politics is one thing, but the destruction
of communist governance mechanisms is another. The main charge that may be laid
against Gorbachev as leader is that he lacked an effective strategy of statecraft: the
mobilisation of resources to make a country more self-confident, more powerful,
more respected and more prosperous. Instead, Gorbachev frittered away the
governmental capital accumulated by the Soviet regime, and in the end was unable to
save the country which he had attempted to reform. This is the fundamental
difference with the Chinese reformers since the death of Mao Zedong, who have been
masters at the art of managing the Chinese state while nurturing its prestige and
strength. From the perspective of statecraft, as Machiavelli long ago taught us,
democracy is dispensable; whereas for Gorbachev by the end it became an end in
itself, even if it came to be seen by his opponents as sacrificing the state.

The institutional destabilisation prompted by Gorbachev’s reforms is undoubtedly
one of the central factors provoking the collapse. The attack on the nomenklatura as a
class provoked a mass defection, compounded by cack-handed economic reforms that
opened the door to opportunistic entrepreneurs while stifling the opportunities for the
development of legitimate businesses. The destruction of Party management, notably
in the September 1988 reforms to the Secretariat, cut the managerial spine of the
whole system, provoking what Steven Solnick calls an extended bank run, in which
the state was ‘stolen’.™® Governance swiftly disintegrated, with executive decrees left
unfulfilled as the country became increasingly ungovernable. This decay of
governance has still not been entirely reversed.

The exhaustion of communist ideology is often suggested to be one of the key
elements in the Soviet collapse. Put simply, people no longer believed in the ideal of
building communism, and were no longer willing to endure sacrifices to support

3 Steven L. Solnick, Stealing the Soviet State: Control and Collapse in Soviet Institutions (Cambridge, MA,
Harvard University Press, 1998).
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Soviet ‘internationalist’ ambitions abroad. Already in 1974 Alexander Solzhenitsyn
had urged the Soviet leaders to give up what he claimed to be their erroneous and
exhausted ideology, and devote themselves to the national good.* In other words, he
called on them to retain power by giving up their ideology. Andrei Sakharov in 1968
gave this argument a new inflection,™ and a whole generation of “dissidents’ sought
to live by ‘conscience’ rather than by what were perceived to be the increasingly
irrelevant nostrums of the regime.’® If the Soviet leaders had taken these ideas on
board as a fresh analysis of facts rather than a challenge to their power, history would
no doubt have taken a very different turn and the Soviet Union could well be in
existence today. The modernist challenge of rationalisation in the Soviet form of
counter-modernity took the form of technocratism and managerialism, and failed to
sustain a systemic process of public reasoning. In other words, the system could have
saved itself if it had been able to absorb critique to adapt its own governing
mechanisms.

Instead, the Soviet leadership under Leonid Brezhnev appeared to do everything
possible to undermine the internal sources of renewal, a process watched over by
Mikhail Suslov, the Vladislav Surkov of his day. Indeed, Suslov’s unremitting war
against theoretical innovation and his dogmatic interpretation of ideology renders him
the prime candidate to the title of ‘gravedigger of the revolution’. Even the
development of the innovation centre in Akademgorodok in Novosibirsk, which
appeared to offer the prospect of the renewal of Soviet science accompanied by
greater openness, gradually succumbed to the stifling of initiative and relative
pluralism that was taking place elsewhere.'” Given the remarkable ability of the
capitalist system not only to survive but also mightily to prosper in the post-war years,
and the USSR’s rather grubby reality of increasing social stagnation, it appeared to
many that the revolutionary socialist challenge to market democracies had failed.
Belief in the inherent superiority of the socialist system to deliver public and
commodity goods in greater abundance and quality once the contradictions of
capitalism had been overcome was no longer credible.

The reappraisal of the ideological foundations of the regime had begun even
before Gorbachev came to power, notably with the December 1984 ‘ideological
conference’ convened by Gorbachev, accompanied by the paper on the ‘living
creativity of the people’.18 Gorbachev began by espousing the principles of ‘reform

1 Alexander Solzhenitsyn, Letter to the Soviet Leaders (London, Collins/Harvill, 1974).

> Andrei Sakharov, Progress, Coexistence and Intellectual Freedom (New York, W. W. Norton, 1968).

16 See Philip Boobbyer, Conscience, Dissent and Reform in Soviet Russia (London, Routledge, 2005);
Robert Horvath, The Legacy of Soviet Dissent: Dissidents, Democratisation, and Radical Nationalism in
Russia (London, Routledge, 2005).

" The vision of plenty and its disappointment is well-described by Francis Spufford, Red Plenty: Inside the
Fifties’ Soviet Dream (London, Faber and Faber, 2010).

18 Mikhail Gorbachev, ‘Zhivoe tvorchestvo naroda’, in Mikhail Gorbachev, Sobranie sochinenii (Moscow,
Ves’ mir, 2008), Vol. 2, pp.77-112.
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communism’ but this soon evolved into an even more contradictory programme for
the ‘reform of communism’: a project that sought to combine reform communism
with the transcendence of communism itself, a hopelessly utopian project (in the
worst sense of the term) that failed to enthuse the masses while alienating loyal
communists. Reform communism is predicated on the maintenance of the communist
alternative modernity, whereas the reform of communism is a syncretic project
seeking to combine the Soviet experience with elements of liberalism, democracy and
— ultimately — the free market. Gorbachev hoped to create a ‘humane, democratic
socialism’,'® but he was unable to provide a coherent rationale or discussion of how
communism was to be both reformed and transcended.

At the heart of perestroika was the attempt to shift from a legitimation based on
the rhetoric of building some sort of socialism, accompanied by notions of socialist
democracy, to one based on incorporating a more liberal and pluralistic view of
democracy into the project of renewing socialism.?® As Pierre Hassner notes,
‘Communism was dying from its lack of legitimacy, but its death came when it
attempted to acquire democratic legitimacy. As soon as it submitted itself to free
elections, it was repudiated almost everywhere’.?" During perestroika a distinctive
subaltern form of democracy took shape, still subject to an extrinsic purpose (the
achievement of a humane, democratic socialism within the nomos of reform
communism), and not one in which democracy is removed from a teleological
perspective entirely, which is the characteristic feature of liberal democracies.

Thus, the contradiction between reform communism and a communism of reform
created an abyss into which perestroika fell. Gorbachev by the end appeared to be
completely lost, and even earlier he seemed to lack the political experience to
anticipate the results of his actions. It is for this reason that some speak of the
‘suicide’ of the Soviet system.”” The decay of belief in the Soviet future and political
mismanagement has carried over into the post-communist era. Russia still does not
have a viable model of its own future, caught in a perestroika-like contradiction of
achieving liberal democracy on the western model and some sort of Russian-visaged
democratic liberalism.

Ethnic and federal problems are often adduced as central factors that condemned the
Soviet mode of state construction to failure. This is certainly a highly contested
argument, and as Henry Hale stresses, very special circumstances have to come into

19 K gumannomu, demokraticheskomu sotsializmu’ Pravda, 13 February 1990; ‘K gumannomu,
demokraticheskomu sotsializmu’, Pravda, 15 July 1990.

% Neil Robinson, Ideology and the Collapse of the Soviet System: A Critical History of the Soviet
Ideological Discourse (Aldershot, Edward Elgar, 1995).

2 pierre Hassner, ‘Communism: A Coroner’s Inquest’, Journal of Democracy, Vol. 1, No. 4, Fall 1990, pp.
3-6, at p. 5.

22 Charles H. Fairbanks, Jr., “The Suicide of Soviet Communism’, Journal of Democracy, Vol. 1, No. 2,
Spring 1990, pp. 18-26.
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play to precipitate a breakdown of the system.?® In conditions of democratisation
where a number of republics were as wealthy or even wealthier than Russia, and with
a rich arsenal of potent symbolic and actual grievances, the shift from coercion to
consent in the management of federal relations proved too wide a chasm to be bridged
by the methods of perestroika. The ethno-federal structure in all three communist
federations (USSR, Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia) provided the catalyst for
disintegration, with the splits following the lines of republican division.?* The Soviet
Union had in effect been confederal, with the unitary CPSU acting as the integrative
factor. Valerie Bunce stresses that the structures provided the fracture lines of
disintegration, but these had been present for decades: it took a particular set of
political circumstances set in train by the specific form of Gorbachev’s liberalisation
to provoke the global disintegration of the system. As Mark Beissinger has
demonstrated, it took a peculiar set of circumstances for the ‘impossible to become
the inevitable’.?> This raises the question about the precise point that disintegrative
processes became irreversible.

Hale stresses that Gorbachev came remarkably close to pulling off the renewal of
the Soviet Union, and that there was nothing inevitable about the disintegration until
the August 1991 coup. As late as 1 August 1991, in his infamous speech in Kiev
President George H. Bush had warned the Ukrainians against ‘suicidal nationalism’
and wraned of the risks of independence. Gorbachev himself now argues that he
should have begun the reform of federal relations earlier, since by the time he sought
to give more power to the 15 republics, the three Baltic states had already declared
independence.?® However, a strong case could be made that the tipping point was the
Soviet Union’s first (and last) referendum held on 17 March 1991. The question itself
was posed in a complex way: ‘Do you consider necessary the preservation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as a renewed federation of equal sovereign
republics, in which the rights and freedoms of persons of all nationalities would be
fully guaranteed’. Although over 70 per cent of those who participated voted in
favour, six of the fifteen republics refused to participate (the Baltic republics plus
Armenia, Georgia, and Moldova). Five republics (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Armenia and Georgia), moreover, held their own referendums in which the people
voted overwhelmingly for independence. Elsewhere the question was subtly changed,

% Henry E. Hale, ‘Divided We Stand: Institutional Sources of Ethnofederal State Survival and Collapse’,
World Politics, Vol. 56, No. 2, January 2004, pp. 165-93; Henry E. Hale, The Foundations of Ethnic
Politics: Separatism of States and Nations in Eurasia and the World (Cambridge, Cambridge University
Press, 2008).

# Valerie Bunce, Subversive Institutions: The Design and the Destruction of Socialism and the State
(Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1999).

 Mark Beissinger, Nationalist Mobilization and the Collapse of the Soviet State (Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 2002).

% Jonathan Steele, ‘Twenty Years on from the End of Empire, Gorbachev Looks Back’, The Guardian, 17
August 2011, p. 16.
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as in Kazakhstan where the people were asked ‘Do you think it is necessary to retain
the USSR as a union of equal sovereign states’, and in other places a supplementary
question was added. In Russia a motion to create a separate Russian presidency was
overwhelmingly carried, and it was clear that anyone elected to become chief
executive of a quasi-sovereign Russia would come into conflict with the Soviet state.
In Ukraine the people were also asked: ‘Do you think Ukraine should be part of the
union of soviet sovereign states on the basis of the declaration of state sovereignty of
Ukraine?’. The crisis of the USSR was above all a crisis of federalism, and by this
time sovereignty had effectively become a synonym for independence. The
referendum process demonstrated that the federation was over, and the USSR would
continue at best as a confederation, a particularly unstable form of territorial
governance.

f) Leadership is obviously a central factor in the fall. Even before coming to power
Gorbachev demonstrated a propensity for Faustian bargains that would later shape his
period in office. An early indication of the compromises to come occurred even
before he became leader. In October 1984, at the height of the miners’ strike in the
UK, Soviet miners donated over a million dollars from their wages to support their
British comrades in the National Union of Miners (NUM). Soviet officials tried to
channel the money into the NUM’s bank account in Zurich but for some reason the
money bounced back. Margaret Thatcher, who at the time was committed to the
destruction of the miners’ union, was furious. Gorbachev was intent on improving
relations with western powers and thus hoped to put an end to the ‘second cold war’.
Three days before his planned visit to the UK in December she applied enormous
diplomatic pressure on the Soviet authorities, demanding to know whether they had
sanctioned the transfer of funds to Zurich. During his visit Thatcher confronted
Gorbachev, insisting that the funds represented interference in British domestic
matters and that they would help prolong the strike. Gorbachev stonewalled and
claimed to know nothing about the matter, even though a month earlier he had
personally signed the papers authorising the transaction. In the end Gorbachev
decided that cultivating the British government, in anticipation of later reforms in the
Soviet Union, was a price worth paying, even if it meant sacrificing solidarity with
British workers.?’

2" Rob Evans and David Hencke, ‘The Iron Lady and the Red Gold: How Soviet Aid for UK Miners was
Blocked by Thatcher’, The Guardian, 30 August 2010, p. 3. Material clandestinely obtained by the young
Russian historian Pavel Stroilov from the Gorbachev Foundation is purported to show other instances of
what could be interpreted as Gorbachev’s duplicity, including his knowledge of and involvement in the
killing of unarmed civilians on the night of 8-9 April 1989 in Georgia, and then in the Baltic republics on
13 January 1991. See Christian Neef, ‘The Gorbachev Files: Secret Papers Reveal Truth Behind Soviet
Collapse’, Der Spiegel, 11 August 2011; in Johnson’s Russia List, 1ssue 145, ltem 30, 2011.
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Much has been made of the disastrous consequences of the personal conflict
between Gorbachev and Yeltsin. Archie Brown®® and Cohen suggest that without
Yeltsin Gorbachev would have gained a historically significant breathing space to
have pursued his reforms to the point at which a new political equilibrium could have
been established. This is denied by Leon Aron, who argues that the Gorbachev
reforms were doomed to fail by their very nature.?® The Russian leadership around
Yeltsin recognised this failure as inevitable, and from this perspective, that was their
major achievement. The key was Ukraine, since once that country prepared to defect
from the Soviet Union, then Yeltsin realised that the Soviet national project would no
longer be viable. The leadership factor is clearly crucial, focusing in particular on
evaluations on Gorbachev’s qualities as a leader. He was certainly a ‘magnificent
failure’, but he was also a ‘tragic success’. His unstable mix of reform communism
and communism of reform failed to achieve the aspirations of either, while his
statecraft failed to keep the country together; but he presided over the internal
transcendence of the Bolshevik system that avoided civil war, oversaw the
disintegration of the country without inter-state war, and achieved the end of the Cold
War without international conflict.

This brings us on to the role of the August coup as precipitating the disintegration.
Gorbachev had clearly shown poor judgment in selecting his final team, picking a
group who in the end almost entirely betrayed him: Gennady Yanaev as vice-
president, his former university friend Lukyanov, and the new prime minister,
Valentin Pavlov. Even before the coup his former associates, notably Eduard
Shevardnadze and Alexander Yakovlev, had been marginalised. In that context it
would probably be an exaggeration to argue no coup, no disintegration. Yet, to
balance this, if the new Union Treaty had been signed as planned on 19 August
(admittedly, by only 8 out of 15 republics), then the prospects for the continuance of
sort of union would have immeasurably increased. As Gennady Burbulis (president
Yeltsin’s state secretary) argues ‘The failure of the August coup was both ironic and
tragic. In taking the extraordinary measures they believed were necessary to hold the
union together, the putschists ensured its destruction. Without the coup, the union
would likely have endured, albeit in a form that might eventually resembled the
European Union more than the old Soviet Union. But the three-day stand-off in

Moscow exploded that possibility’.30

8 Archie Brown, The Gorbachev Factor (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 1996): and for a collection of
his essays, see Archie Brown, Seven Years that Changed the World: Perestroika in Perspective (Oxford,
Oxford University Press, 2007).

 This is one of the themes of his forthcoming book on the subject.

% Gennady Burbulis with Michele A. Berdy, ‘Meltdown’, Foreign Policy, July/August 2011.
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h) The role of the West is no less contested. The argument up to now is that the demise
of the USSR was largely a result of endogenous factors, yet there is a view that
exogenous pressures provided the final push over the edge. In America there is a
triumphalist discourse which suggests that the Soviet demise was a deliberate act
plotted and executed by president Ronald Reagan, notably through engineering lower
oil prices and then by launching the Star Wars initiative, accompanied by the arming
of the mujahadeen in Afghanistan with Stinger rockets and by forcefully pressing
ahead with an irreconcilable human rights agenda. In West Berlin in 1987 Reagan
was uncompromising: ‘Tear down this wall, Mr. Gorbachev’. A contrary view,
adumbrated by Stephen Cohen, Raymond Garthoff and Archie Brown, holds that the
role of the West in the collapse was minimal.>* When Gorbachev in July 1989 made it
clear that he would no longer defend the Eastern European communist regimes, their
fate was sealed.*” Indeed, President George H. Bush sought to keep the Soviet Union
together, although he was not forthcoming with the massive economic assistance that
could have provided a short-term lifeline to keep the Soviet enterprise afloat.

i) Internal decay was accompanied by an increasing proportion of resources devoted to
the military-industrial complex, with little benefit for the rest of the economy. As
David Reynolds notes, ‘... the “iron curtain” between its [the USSR’s] military
system, on the one hand, and its civilian economy and society, on the other, was a
significant factor in the Soviet collapse’.®* No less important was the increasingly
bold initiatives undertaken by the this complex, as the Soviet leadership became
increasingly geriatric, in intervening militarily, initially indirectly, in Angola and the
Horn of Africa, and then finally in the most direct manner possible in the invasion of
Afghanistan in December 1979. The American withdrawal from Vietnam in 1975
gave an impression of exaggerated American weakness, which raised expectations in
Moscow that the West was on the retreat and that the perceived advantage should be
pressed home. This provoked ‘imperial overstretch’ on a grand scale.>*

The paradox still remains: how could a major world power, with a full armoury of
conventional and strategic weapons and with pretensions to act as an alternative
civilisation to that practised in the West and the second pole in a bipolar world order,

%! Stephen F. Cohen, Failed Crusade: America and the Tragedy of Post-Communist Russia (New York, W.
W. Norton, 2000); Raymond L. Garthoff, Détente and Confrontation: American-Soviet Relations from
Nixon to Reagan, revised edition (Washington, DC, Brookings Institution Press, 1994); Raymond L.
Garthoff , The Great Transition: American-Soviet Relations and the End of the Cold War (Washington, DC,
Brookings Institution Press, 1994); Archie Brown, ‘Perestroika and the End of the Cold War’, Cold War
History, Vol. 7, No. 1, February 2007, pp. 1-17.

%2 Garthoff , The Great Transition, p. 400.

% David Reynolds, ‘Science, Technology and the Cold War’, in Melvyn P. Leffler and Odd Arne Westad
(eds), The Cambridge History of the Cold War, Vol. 3, Endings (Cambridge, Cambridge University Press,
2010), p. 399.

% paul Kennedy, The Rise and Fall of the Great Powers: Economic Change and Military Reality from
1500-2000 (London, Fontana, 1989).
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collapse so swiftly and conclusively. In his study of the role of ideology and foreign
policy, Nick Bisley argues that the Cold War gave meaning and purpose to the Soviet
state, and when the country retreated from confrontation with the West, the rationale
for its continued existence was removed. According to Bisley, the various stages and
manifestations of the Cold War had become internalised into the institutional-
structural fabric of the Soviet system. Gorbachev during perestroika tried to remove
the Cold War fighting aspects of the Soviet system to leave what he believed would
be a truer form of socialism and a more effective and dynamic society and economic
system. Instead, he removed what turned out to be the essential core of the system,
leaving it vulnerable to collapse.

Bisley repudiates what he considers the rather simplistic arguments of authors
such as Mary Kaldor or Noam Chomsky, who suggest that the Soviet leaders used the
Cold War as a way of exercising control over its population. Things were far more
complicated than that. He does not suggest that removal of the Cold War prop on its
own caused the collapse, but he does argue that this was an important part of the story.
In essence, during perestroika the Soviet Union could no longer perpetuate itself as
system of values or institutional structures. However attenuated the class war aspect
of Soviet power may have been by the end, the structure of values that it represented,
including the prohibition on private ownership of the means of production, was
essential for the normal functioning of the communist system. Take that away
(through the communism of reform), and all that was left was a power system, naked
and greedy. With its system of legitimation gone, its demise would only be a matter
of time. Under the three-fold blows of elite fragmentation, economic crisis and
nationalism the system disintegrated. Bisley seeks to transcend the typical stark
contrast between domestic and international by redefining the characteristics of
both.®

The role of popular mobilisation, reflecting according to some the maturation of a
Soviet civil society, is also a key factor. The role of the labour movement was crucial
at decisive turning points.® The mobilisation against the coup, moreover, was
impressive, given the speed with which the attempted putsch unravelled. Harley
Balzer takes issue with those who suggest that the coup was met with widespread
passivity, except for some limited resistance in Moscow and St Petersburg, and
examines the politics of memory which has distorted the true scale of resistance. He
places this in the context of the potential for collective action, and concludes that
‘Russians mobilized to resist in August 1991 in greater numbers and with more
positive effect than populations in Europe and Latin America who were faced with

* Nick Bisley, The End of the Cold War and the Causes of Soviet Collapse (Basingstoke, Palgrave
Macmillan, 2004).

% For a larger review, see Walter D. Connor, Tattered Banners: Labor, Conflict, and Corporatism in
Postcommunist Russia (Boulder, Westview, 1996).
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military coups’.®” By the end an astonishing 200,000 people had gathered to defend
the Russian White House against the putschists.

k) Ultimately, the system may have been retrievable if Gorbachev had been willing to
use extensive coercion. The Soviet Union had multiple layers of security forces,
ranging from various KGB specialist forces, a whole MVD army as well as a newly-
established specialist riot police, the OMON, and several layers within the Soviet
Army itself. Given these forces at its disposal, it is astonishing that the political
leadership simply gave up without a fight. The absence of sustained coercion in part
derived from Gorbachev’s fundamental refusal to operate within the framework of
Petr Stolypin’s well-known injunction that ‘in Russia liberal reforms can only be
possible if the regime first clamps down, because for a Russian any relaxation in the
system represents weakness’. This, however, is an injunction which Vladimir Putin
appears to have taken to heart.

I) The lack of will to fight emerged from what has often been described as the total
corruption of the elite, accompanied by their total incompetence. The system, from
this perspective, was so corroded from within that it lacked the capacity to resist. The
nomenklatura system had become a corrupt, piratical, privileged and corrupt elite,*®
incapable of evolving into an active middle class, let alone an entrepreneurial
bourgeoisie. The collective ownership of the means of production, Milovan Djilas
argued, had spawned a ‘new class’, and although industrialisation and other
modernist projects could be achieved be achieved under its aegis, the fundamental
features of the counter-modern programme could not. As Djilas puts it, “The
Communist revolution cannot attain a single one of the ideals named as its motivating
force’.*® This was accompanied by popular disillusionment after several years of the
corrosive effect of the glasnost’ revelations about the crimes of the past and the
incompetence of the present. These came to a head over the initial attempts to
suppress news about the explosion at the Chernobyl nuclear power station on 26 April
1986, with the May Day marches proceeding as normal in nearby Kiev a few days
later as if nothing had happened.

m) Perestroika generated a range of social movements and proto-parties, described at the
time as the rebirth of civil society. However, a notable feature of oppositional
movements at the time is what we may call their ‘terminal discourse’, the belief in the

% Harley D. Balzer, ‘Ordinary Russians? Rethinking August 1991°, Demokratizatsiya, Vol. 13, No. 2,
Spring 2005, pp. 193-218, at p. 214.

% The outstanding example of this genre of literature is Michael Voslensky, Nomenklatura: Anatomy of the
Soviet Ruling Class (London, Bodley Head, 1984).

¥ Milovan Djilas, The New Class: An Analysis of the Communist System (New York, Praeger, 1957), pp.
30-31.
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irremedial nature of the Soviet project and its inevitable collapse.*® The inability to
adapt and incorporate elements of ‘Soviet anti-communism’ into an evolutionary
form of reform communism, introduced terminality into the practices of the
communism of reform.** In other words, the fall was prefigured in the behavioural
patterns of the political process. It was balanced, of course, by the obdurate belief in
the system’s survivability by a rump of the old elite.*?

It is clear from the above that no single condition can be identified in precipitating the fall,
and that a combination of factors came together in an unpredictable combination to create
the ‘perfect storm’ that swept the Soviet Union away. The most sustained attempt to give
institutional form on a national scale to aspirations to achieve a counter-modern society
went with it, leaving a ‘ground zero’ in social consciousness.

Modernisation, modernity and the fall

Having examined the ‘why’ issue, we will now look at the ‘what’ question, which
extends our temporal horizon to long-term factors.*® Standard accounts of the transitions
from authoritarianism to democracy examine the preconditions necessary for the emergence
of a stable social order. The central problem is the dynamics of social and economic change,
processes that can be summed up as modernisation (and the obstacles to it), however
ambivalent and questionable the term might have become. There has long been a debate
over whether development is a prerequisite for democracy, and by the same token,
whether democracy is a precondition for development. This debate is part of the larger
literature examining problems of ‘transition’, a term which is at best no more than a code
word for the processes shaping accelerated and conscious transformation of a society
from one type of social order to another, and can thus be contrasted with normal
evolutionary development. The politics associated with a ‘transitional’ period will by
definition contain elements of the extraordinary and the emergency, even when the
transition is intended to create a liberal democratic order in which these features are
sublimated into the operative codes of the order itself. In the transition to communism, by
contrast, the extraordinary measures remained extrinsic to the norms of the desired

“ This was reflected vividly in the writings of Alexander Tsipko, for example his Is Stalinism Really
Dead? (New York, Harper Collins, 1990).

! For an interesting late discussion, see Vladimir Kutyrev, ‘Smysl i perspektivy sovetskogo
antikommunizma’, Dialog, No. 6, April 1991, pp. 21-29.

“20n the eve of the collapse a large-scale survey of views within the CPSU argued that the party had a
great future since its members had adapted to ‘general civilisational values of freedom of conscience, civil
society, and the market economy’, Vladimir Boikov, ‘Monitoring obshchestvennogo mneniya: Partiya’,
Dialog, No. 6, April 1991, p. 3.

*® This section draws on my ‘Modernisation, Neo-Modernisation and Comparative Democratisation’, part
of the Special Issue “Why Democracy for the Post-Socialist States’ edited by David Lane, for Journal of
Communist Studies and Transition Politics (East European Politics from March 2012), forthcoming 2012.
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society and thus were visible and exposed, and hence vulnerable to the special type of
terminal critique practiced in the Soviet regime’s declining years and during perestroika.

Modernisation and development

The fundamental premise of modernisation theory is that there is some essential link
between economic development and political change, yet the nature of this link remains
contested. In the Soviet case, Isaac Deutscher and others had long argued that Stalinism
was its own gravedigger, in that it was creating a modernised society that would
ultimately throw off the archaic forms of rule represented by the Communist dictatorship,
yet few were able to predict the timing and dynamics of the fall.**

As far back as 1969 Zbigniew Brzezinski observed that ‘the effort to maintain a
doctrinaire dictatorship over an increasingly modern society has already contributed to a
reopening of the gap that existed in pre-revolutionary Russian society between the political
system and the society, thereby posing the threat of the degeneration of the Soviet system;
... transformation of the bureaucratic communist dictatorship into a more pluralistic political
system — even though a system of one-party rule — seems essential if its degeneration is to be
averted’. ® Lucian Pye argued with equal conviction that authoritarian regimes were
undermined by modernisation processes.*® As a recent study notes,

Modernization is a syndrome of social changes linked to industrialization. Once set
in motion, it tends to penetrate all aspects of life, bringing occupational
specialization, urbanization, rising educational levels, rising life expectancy, and
rapid economic growth. These create a self-reinforcing process that transforms
social life and political institutions, bringing rising mass participation in politics and
— in the long run — making the establishment of democratic political institutions
increasingly likely.*’

Thus the Soviet case only added to the long debate about the various modes of causality
and appropriate methodologies. In the West there had been a general turn away from
modernisation theory, on the assumption that ultimately the whole model was grounded
on hieratic westernising logos. Instead, for some three decades the field of comparative
democratisation overshadowed modernisation as the dominant paradigm through which

* For a discussion of the role of prediction and political scientists, see Michael Cox (ed.), Rethinking Soviet
Collapse: Sovietology, the Death of Communism and the New Russia (London and New York, Pinter,
1998).

% Zbigniew Brzezinski (ed.), Dilemmas of Change in Soviet Politics (New York, Columbia University
Press, 1969), chapter. 1, ‘The Soviet System, Transformation or Degeneration?’.

“®- Lucian W. Pye, ‘Political Science and the Crisis of Authoritarianism’, American Political Science
Review, Vol. 84, No. 1, March 1990, pp. 3-19.

*" Ronald Inglehart and Christian Welzel, ‘How Development Leads to Democracy: What We Know About
Modernization’, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 88, No. 1, Jan.-Feb. 2009, pp. 33-48, at p. 34.
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the process of accelerated change has been examined. The Soviet collapse forces us once
again to ‘bring back’ modernisation theory, but as we shall see below, no longer in the
old form.

The comparative democratisation approach focuses attention on the mechanics of
political transition, the actors and agents involved, and the broad process of the creation
of new democracies, accompanied by analysis of the reasons for ‘failed transitions’. The
central issue of the political economy of transforming societies, however, was too often
subsumed the notion of civil society as the determinative variable, *® or into glib
applications of ‘globalisation theory’. Out of the debris of classical modernisation theory
and its successors a new focus on political economy, the power relations of transforming
societies, and the possibility of alternatives within the transition to democracy, have
emerged. While linear versions of modernisation theory have been discredited, the
creation of capitalist democracies on the western model has encountered resistance in
both Russia and China. This ‘resistance’ is both particularistic (appealing to the
distinctive traditions and world role of the two countries), and universalistic, in that the
shift to sublimated coercion and neoliberal forms of governmentality encounter
civilisational obstacles in societies where the exercise of state power has traditionally
been extrinsic to the operative norms of the society itself, generating in Russia a whole
literature on the historical gulf between state and society.*

Although there are many different aspects to modernisation theory, there is one
fundamental feature that occurs throughout in its many manifestations, namely that in one
way or another there is a causal link between economic and political development.
Jeffrey Alexander identifies four stages in the trajectory of modernisation theory.>® The
first is the classical period, from the 1940s to the 1960s, which suggested a staged
process of development,™ the ‘evolutionary universals’ of Talcott Parsons, accompanied
by a strong relationship between economic modernisation and political democratisation.
In numerous studies Seymour Martin Lipset analysed the relationship between the level of
economic development and the emergence of democracy, concluding that there remains a
positive (but not deterministic) correlation.>® In a later re-evaluation of the issue he made a

“8 For example, in the Soviet case Moshe Lewin, The Gorbachev Phenomenon: A Historical Interpretation
(Berkeley, University of California Press, 1988).

“R. C. Tucker, ‘The Image of Dual Russia’, in R. C. Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind (London, George,
Allen & Unwin, 1972), pp. 121-42.

% Jeffrey C. Alexander, ‘Modern, Anti, Post and Neo’, New Left Review, No. 210, March/April 1995, pp.
63-101.

> W. W. Rostow, The Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist Manifesto (Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 1960).

°2 Seymour Martin Lipset, ‘Some Social Requisites of Democracy’, American Political Science Review,
Vol. 53, No. 1, March 1959, pp. 69-105; Seymour Martin Lipset, ‘Economic Development and Democracy’,
in S. M. Lipset, Political Man: The Social Bases of Democracy (London, Mercury Books, 1963), pp. 45-76;
Seymour Martin Lipset, ‘Reflections on Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy’, Journal of Democracy,
Vol. 4, No.2, 1993, pp. 43-55; Seymour Martin Lipset, ‘On the General Conditions for Democracy’, in Lisa
Anderson (ed.), Transitions to Democracy (New York, Columbia University Press, 1999).
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point of direct relevance to the Russian experience: ‘In many countries during the 1980s and
early 1990s, political democratization occurred at the same time as a profound economic
crisis’.>® These arguments have now been incorporated, often in an uncritical manner, into
the core postulates of democratisation theory.>* Another implicit feature of modernisation
theory has also seeped into comparative democratisation studies, namely the contrast
between some sort of negatively-characterised traditional society and more positively
charged modern (or democratic) society. The fact that the key features of a modern society
are almost entirely drawn from the repertoire of actually-existing modernity in the western
world (particularly America) was a key criticism of classical modernisation theory, yet when
the same trope re-emerged in the guise of comparative democratisation, it has been subject
to less comment. At the heart of both is a concept of modernity defined in terms of
individualism, secularism, science, incremental progress, all tending to some sort of
universal model and convergence on a single model of industrial society.

From the late 1960s the classical model was challenged by a range of radical
theories, focusing in particular on the relationship between the core and periphery of the
world capitalist system. While classical theory assumed linearity in development that
precluded the need for radical disjuncture, radical theories once again restated the
centrality of the concept of revolution as a mode of social progress. The classical model
was inverted, and capitalist modernity was condemned as exploitative and in peripheral
settings as de-developmental. Under-development could only be overcome by a radical
break that would instate some form of social control over the means of production. The
Soviet Union was both a model and a warning, hence the emphasis in much of this
literature on a more humane and democratic form of socialism. As we have seen, notable
challenges to the classical model came from André Gunder Frank and Immanuel
Wallerstein.>® Many of these were rooted in a neo-Marxist structural materialism that was
susceptible to empirical challenge, as well as lacking a multiple dimension that could
incorporate agency and ideology.

It is for this reason that a challenge to modernisation theory was launched from
another flank, often allied to radical theories but refusing to be limited by its rather
limited structuralist intellectual imagination. These are dubbed post-modern theories by
Alexander, and they remain influential to this day. Instead of the emphasis on formally
organised systems, post-modernism emphasises the contingent and the fluid in a

%% Seymour Martin Lipset, ‘The Social Requisites of Democracy Revisited’, American Sociological Review,
Vol. 59, No. 1, February 1994, pp. 1-22, atp. 1.

* For example, Terry L. Karl and Philippe C. Schmitter, ‘Modes of Transition in Latin America, Southern
and Eastern Europe’, International Social Science Journal, Vol. 128, 1991, pp. 269-84; Dankwart A.
Rustow, ‘Transitions to Democracy: Toward a Dynamic Model’, Comparative Politics, Vol. 2, No. 3, 1970,
pp. 337-63; Axel Hadenius, Democracy and Development (Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1992).
>® André Gunder Frank, Latin America: Underdevelopment or Revolution. Essays on the Development of
Underdevelopment and the Immediate Enemy (New York, Monthly Review Press, 1969); André Gunder
Frank, Capitalism and Underdevelopment in Latin America: Historical Studies of Chile and Brazil, revised
and enlarged edition (New York, Monthly Review Press, 1969); Immanuel Wallerstein, The Modern
World-System (New York, Academic Press, 1974) and later volumes in the series.
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representation of reality that is fragmented, privatised and commaodified. The exhaustion
of the old model of industrial society and the development of consumer capitalism, the
decline of traditional forms of collective representation is accompanied by a shift from
government (of the old statist sort) to governance, which operates according to new forms
of governmentality in which the citizen effectively becomes the subject of self-
disciplining. The onset of more liberal social policies, and greater acceptance of social
and personal diversity represents a model of late capitalism that in its social forms is very
different from the rigidities of the capitalism analysed by Marx and Engels. As Terry
Eagleton argued, late capitalism appeared to have negated all opposition to itself: the
citizen was rendered a consumer, and greater social and personal freedoms were
accompanied by the marginalisation of the political in its entirety. *® By contrast,
Alexander argues that in fact postmodernism is little more than another version of
classical modernisation’s emphasis ‘on the private, the personal, and the local’. Both
deflated grand narratives of critique and collective empowerment: ‘The resemblances to
radical antimodernism, then, are superficial and misleading. In fact, there is a much more
significant connection between postmodernism and the period that preceded radicalism,
that is, modernization theory itself”.”’

Neo-modernisation theory

This brings us to the fourth stage of modernisation theory, which Alexander and others
dub as neo-modernisation theories. In response to fragmentation and the amorphous
circularity of post-modern theory the paradigm of neo-modernisation, dubbed
‘Modernisation II’ by Edward Tiryakian, took shape.”® The paradigm took issue with the
emphasis on exogenous factors stressed by dependency and world system theories by
focusing once again on endogenous factors as well as the scope for agency (‘the
voluntaristic basis of action theory’ as Tiryakian puts it), but in contrast with earlier
theories of modernisation argues that ‘It seems patent that “modernisation” in the world
today means more than upgrading the conditions of economic production, although it
means that also. It also means upgrading the conditions of the life space of individuals
and collectivities which have been circumscribed by political arrangements of the state
that are viewed as illegitimate’. > The main charge against earlier versions of
modernisation was that they lacked at their core a developed notion of ‘modernity’, to be

*® Terry Eagleton, ‘Where Do Post-Modernists Come From?’, The Monthly Review, Vol. 47, No. 3, July-
August 1995, pp. 59-70.

> Alexander, ‘Modern, Anti, Post and Neo’, p. 82.

% Edward A. Tiryakian, ‘Modernization: Exhumateur in Pace (Rethinking Macrosociology in the 1990s)’,
International Sociology, Vol. 6, No. 2, June 1991, pp. 165-180, at p. 171, and who outlines some of the key
propositions of the paradigm at pp. 172-5. Alexander calls this period ‘neo-modernism’.

> Tiryakian, ‘Modernization’, p. 172.
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distinguished from mere contemporaneity. ® They also lacked reflexivity and an
embedded notion of critique.

Further, as Tiryakian states in a rebuke to those who succumbed to post-
communist triumphalism, ‘Part of the delusion of Westernisation is that there should be a
model of development exportable, applicable everywhere, and superior morally and
technically to all other forms of societal development’. He goes on to take aim at
Parsonian structuralists and partisans of the ‘end of history’: “What makes the delusion
pernicious is when this model of modernity is equated with a contemporary empirical
society, viewed as the culminating point, the summum bonum, of societal evolution, and
imposed by coercive means (military or economic) on other societies’.®* Rather than the
fall of the communist systems denoting an end stage of modernity, the modernisation
perspective was itself modernised to treat ‘personality, society and culture as interactive
dimensions of societal change. ... eschewing presuppositions of a single model of
development or the primacy of any sector’. °> Neo-modernisation contains a dimension of
immanent critique lacking in standard theories of comparative democratisation.

Marxist historicism, the view that the revolutionary communist movement had
somehow unlocked the key to history and all that revolutionaries had to do was help events
along, in the post-communist era was replaced by a powerful liberal historicism, in which
the real subjects of change were represented as walk-on actors in a play written by others.
This was indeed a type of ‘inverted Marxism’ in which Francis Fukuyama and others
practiced an ‘idealist version of historical materialism’.%® Instead of active subjects being
engaged as agents in the making of their own history, historicism irreducibly reduces a
people and political agents into little more than subjects of a historical process whose inner
workings are understood by no more than a select few. In his critique Karl Popper ‘refutes
the possibility of predicting historical developments to the extent to which they may be
influenced by the growth of our knowledge’.64 As the post-communist ‘transitions’ began,
the sentiment was repeated by Ralf Dahrendorf, who advocated a piecemeal and incremental
process of change based on open-ended negotiations between civic associations and
governments.®® This is neo-modernisation at its best.

There are two versions of neo-modernisation theory. The first, which in this paper
will be dubbed ‘critical neo-modernisation’, arose in response to the perceived

% Ipid., p. 174.

® Ipid., p. 173.

%2 Edward A. Tiryakian, *The New Worlds and Sociology: An Overview’, International Sociology, Vol. 9,
No. 2, June 1994, pp. 131-48, at p. 142.

% Alex Callinicos, Reflections on the Philosophy of History (Cambridge, Polity Press, 1995), pp. 17, 18.

% Karl R. Popper, The Poverty of Historicism (London, Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1961), p. vi. Popper’s
central argument is that ‘the belief in historical destiny is sheer superstition, and that there can be no
prediction of the course of human history by scientific or any other rational methods...’, ibid., p. iv. It is for
this reason that Popper, together with Friedrich von Hayek, supported ‘piecemeal social engineering’
against ‘utopian engineering’, ibid., pp. 58, 64-70.

% Ralf Dahrendorf, Reflections on the Revolution in Europe (London, Chatto & Windus, 1990); see also his
After 1989: Morals, Revolution and Civil Society (Basingstoke and London, Macmillan, 1997).
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inadequacies of classical theories; while the second, which in this paper will be called
‘civilisational neo-modernisation’, deals with issues that transcend narrow interpretations
of both modernisation theory and the concerns of much of the comparative
democratisation literature. Critical neo-modernisation seeks to overcome the
shortcomings of classical theories of modernisation, with its linearity and assumed
convergence on a western-type model. The second, civilisational neo-modernisation,
takes a much broader view of the modernisation process to place it in the long-term
context of cultural adaptation of civilisational complexes to the challenges of modernity.

Critical neo-modernisation theory reasserts the grand narratives and the logic of
causality of classical modernisation theory, although in a more reflexive form. This was
given a major boost by the collapse of communism in 1989-91, which appeared to
confirm that the western form of modernity was, after all, the only viable one, and thus
gave rise, as we have seen, to the liberal historicism of the ‘end of history’ type.®® The
three key sub-systems of western modernity became the subject of endless theorising in
the democratisation literature, all of which confirmed their centrality: the market
economy, the liberal democratic polity, and a Tocquevillean representation of civil
society. At the heart of this neo-modernising model, which shaped the intellectual
foundations of the whole field of comparative democratisation, was the notion that the
market could act as an instrument of emancipation through privatisation, competition,
individualism and contract; all beliefs reinforced by the failure of Soviet-style
collectivism and solidarity. Globalisation theory then emerged as a way of generalising
these principles on a universal scale. Globalisation theory restored a linear trajectory for
the modernisation of markets and societies based on convergence with the model devised
in the advanced centres of global modernity.

A second key aspect of critical neo-modernisation theory reformulated earlier
debates about the need for the appropriate ‘civic culture’ to sustain democracy in terms of
the notion of ‘social capital’ as the intervening cultural variable between path dependent
and continuous economic modernisation and democratisation.®” The debates of the 1960s
about the role of civic culture and popular orientations to politics had never gone away,®®
and indeed, Harry Eckstein devoted his academic life to the study of the question.®

% Francis Fukuyama, ‘The End of History’, The National Interest, Summer 1989, pp. 3-17; Francis
Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last Man (New York, Free Press, 1992). The paradox is that just at
the point that Marxian materialist historicism hit the buffers of history, it was replaced by a powerful liberal
form of materialist historicism (typically taking the form of globalisation theory).

%" The doyen of the field is Robert D. Putnam, Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy
(Princeton, NJ, Princeton University Press, 1993). See also Robert D. Putnam, (ed.), Democracies in Flux:
The Evolution of Social Capital in Contemporary Society (Oxford, Oxford University Press 2002).

% The key work is by Gabriel A. Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Culture: Political Attitudes and
Democracy in Five Nations (Boston, Little, Brown, 1965), followed by the reconsiderations in Gabriel A.
Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Culture Revisited (Newbury Park, CA, Sage, 1989).

% For a collective review of his ideas from a Russian perspective, see Harry Eckstein, Frederic J. Fleron Jr.,
Erik P. Hoffmann, and William M. Reissinger, Can Democracy Take Root in Post-Soviet Russia?
Explorations in State-Society Relations (Lanham, MD, Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 1998).
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However, during the ‘third wave’ era of comparative democratisation these debates
assumed a peculiar inflection, focusing on the idea of ‘social capital’ and related issues of
trust. The notion of social capital purported to explain why societies at similar levels of
development, and even with similar institutional arrangements, can have such diverse
democratic outcomes. Terms such as patrimonialism, clientelism and corruption have
been enlisted to explain the persistent personalisation of power and deinstitutionalisation,
the absence of generalised trust, and the lack of differentiation between the public and
private spheres. A vast literature developed discussing the supposed cultural basis for
Chinese economic success, and indeed, the role of Chinese diaspora communities in
Southeast Asia’s development. '° Thus, critical neo-modernisation reasserted the
tangibility and relevance of the modernisation project; that is, a theory of neo-modernity,
together with elements of linearity and the isomorphism of social forms on a convergent
trajectory.

This time, however, in contrast to earlier modernisation theory, it was the
democratic revolution itself that was exalted, as a form of social renewal as much as a
developmental model. This was accompanied by the moral drama of the fall of
communism in 1989-91, the struggle on Tiananmen Square in 1989, all the way through
to the North African and Middle Eastern revolutions in 2011. Thus the sacred goal of
neo-modernism is no longer represented as ‘modernisation’ but ‘democratisation’, which
is now the form in which universal goals can be couched in particularistic forms."
Contradictions however remain, since it has been precisely Russia’s demand that the
hegemonic powers in the international system apply their universal principles in a
genuinely general manner that has rendered it something of an outsider;’? accompanied
by Russia’s own selective and partial incorporation of the fundamental norms underlying
its engagement with European and international society. ® By the same token,
engagement with the agenda of universalism renders Russia part of the neo-modern
project.

Neo-modernisation restored the primacy of the civilisational complex that had
been devised in the west and which had thereafter transformed the rest of the world. The
narrowness and linearity of the original modernisation paradigm, however, gave way to a
broader appreciation of the contradictions of western modernity while reinstating the
centrality of its key features such as openness and uncertainty. It is precisely these issues
that are at the heart of civilisational neo-modernisation, an approach that tempers the
particularistic limitations of the critical version. The concept of ‘civilisation’ in this

" For example, Peter L. Berger, The Capitalist Revolution: Fifty Propositions about Prosperity, Equality
and Liberty (New York, Basic Books, 1986), p. 166 and passim.

™ Alexander, ‘Modern, Anti, Post and Neo’, p. 93.

"2 For a general consideration of the problem, see Raymond Geuss, Philosophy and Real Politics (Princeton
and Oxford, Princeton University Press, 2008).

8 Richard Sakwa, ‘Russia and Europe: Whose Society?’, special issue, loannis Stivachtis and Mark
Webber (eds), ‘Europe After Enlargement’, The Journal of European Integration, Vol. 33, No. 2, March
2011, pp. 197-214.
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context is contrasted to other ‘social formations as political regimes, different forms of
political economy or collectivities like “tribes”, ethnic groups or nations, or else religions
or cultural traditions’, and instead represents ‘the combination of ontological or
cosmological visions (visions of transmundane and mundane reality), with the definition,
construction, and regulation of the major arenas of social life and interaction’.”®

At the heart of civilisational neo-modernisation is the idea of multiple
modernities; or put another way, countries can be modern in different ways, and thus the
equivalence between westernisation and modernisation is challenged. Shmuel Eisenstadt
described the emergence of a ‘civilisation of modernity’ that was first devised in the West,
but which from the first was beset by contradictions and antinomies. As he notes, ‘This
gave rise to continual critical discourse and political contestations which focused on the
relations, tensions and contradictions between its premises and the institutional
developments in modern societies’. " These tensions, combined with international
pressures, in his view gave rise to ‘multiple modernities’, and by implication, multiple
routes to modernity. ”® For him, Japan ‘crystallized the first successful non-western
modernity’. " Japan ultimately was able to create a hyper-modern society cast in
traditional forms. Although for modernising societies ‘the original Western model of
development represented the crucial (and usually ambivalent) reference point’, the
various life worlds of modernity (ranging from the family, urbanisation, economic
organisation, political structures, media spheres and individual orientations) were defined
and organised in many different ways. Thus the idea of ‘multiple modernities’ is best
seen ‘as a story of continual constitution and recoconstitution of a multiplicity of cultural
programs’.78

It is this combination that eluded the Soviet Union and which contemporary
Russia is now looking for. The Tsarist regime failed to incorporate economic
modernisation into the procrustean bed of the autocracy, and when faced by the pressure
of world war, the system collapsed in 1917. Despite its internationalist revolutionary
origins, Soviet communism under Stalin sought to fulfil certain Russian national goals;
but unlike China (or Japan), the Russian subject was embedded in a larger Soviet ideal.
This precluded the evolutionary adaptation of the revolutionary socialist ideal to a narrow
nation-centred modernisation project. As | argued above, the Soviet developmental
experiment represented an attempt to create an alternative modernity, but in the end failed
to sustain itself as a coherent alternative social order.”® Arnason dismisses those who

S N. Eisenstadt, ‘The Civilizational Dimension in Sociological Analysis’, Thesis Eleven, Vol. 62, No. 1,
2000, pp. 1-21, atp. 2.

" Shmuel N. Eisenstadt, ‘The Civilizational Dimension of Modernity: Modernity as a Distinct Civilization’,
International Sociology, Vol. 16, No. 3, September 2001, pp. 320-340, at p. 325.

®' S N. Eisenstadt, ¢ Multiple Modernities’, Daedalus, Vol. 129, No. 1, Winter 2000, pp. 1-29.

" Eisenstadt, ‘The Civilizational Dimension of Modernity’, p. 328.

"8 Bisenstadt, ¢ Multiple Modernities’, p. 2.

™ Johann P. Arnason, The Future that Failed: Origins and Destinies of the Soviet Model (London,
Routledge, 1993).
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argue that the communist episode represented ‘a failed revolt against modernity’, and
instead argues that the Soviet system was ‘a distinctive but ultimately self-destructive
version of modernity, rather than a sustained deviation from the modernizing
mainstream’.?® It was thus not anti-modern but mismodernised.

Soviet-style communism represented a signal case of mismodernisation, not
because of any essentialist view that there is one correct way of achieving modernisation,
but simply because this form of modernity was ultimately unsustainable.® Soviet
adaptation to the challenges of modernity, while responding to some of its contradictions,
failed to develop a coherent model to cope with the whole ensemble of challenges
represented by modernity. The Soviet system was founded on the notion of emulation of
the western form of modernity while claiming to resolve its defects, but ultimately was
unable to find a way of achieving similar goals by different methods.?® Soviet Russia
failed to pull off the Japanese trick of achieving an evolutionary form of neo-
modernisation that could adapt ‘the civilisation of modernity’ with Russian particularistic
traditions, let alone the universalistic concerns of Soviet-style socialism. The Soviet
system was thus a failed model of modernity because of its limited adaptive potential; yet
this is not to deny its substantial modernising achievements, albeit at great cost.

The Eisenstadt version of civilisational neo-modernisation rejects the
isomorphism that underlies classical and in a more attenuated form in critical neo-
modernisation and democratisation theories. Instead, his work sought to give valance to
diversity of experiences and differences in cultural forms. Already historical sociologists
like Theda Skocpol had restored the framework for diverse paths to modernity, while re-
examining the basis of what it means to be ‘social’.?* The fall of communism, of course,
re-asserted a liberal form of historicism, but the simplifications of this approach could not
long endure the diverse and harsh realities of the post-communist world. In a rather
different way Samuel Huntington made an analogous case when he talked about the
‘clash of civilisations’, although his work remained firmly at the level of superficial
cultural analysis, with no discussion whatsoever of the socio-economic or ideational
foundations of diversity.* The “varieties of capitalism’ paradigm, which had long been at
the heart of discussions of ‘embedded capitalism’ and the state-led modernisation paths

8 johann P. Arnason, ‘Communism and Modernity’, Daedalus, Vol. 129, No. 1, Winter 2000, pp. 61-90, at
p. 61.

8 Richard Sakwa, Communism in Russia: An Interpretative Essay (Basingstoke, Palgrave Macmillan,
2010), pp. 15-16, 94-99, and passim.

8 piotr Sztompka calls the result ‘false modernity’, containing a large element of pre-modernity. Piotr
Sztompka, ‘Devenir social, néo-modernisation et importance de la culture: quelques implications de la
révolution anticommuniste pour la théorie du changement social’, Sociologie et sociétés, Vol. 30, No. 1,
1998, pp. 85-94, at p. 89.

% For a discussion of the issue, see Theda Skocpol (ed.), Vision and Method in Historical Sociology
(Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1984).

# Samuel P. Huntington, ‘The Clash of Civilizations?’, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 72, No. 3, Summer 1993, pp.
23-49; later reworked as a book The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order (New York,
Simon & Schuster, 1996).
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devised by Germany and Japan, was now applied to the post-communist world to analyse
the very different types of capitalism that have emerged from a similar starting point.®

Conclusion: 1991 and neo-modernisation

The debate over what really happened in 1991, and what it signifies, is far from over. The
focus in this question focuses to the long-term. In certain respects the Soviet
disintegration is not over, with the emergence of Abkhazia as an independent state, and
possibly South Ossetia as well. Equally, the dissolution of the communist order in the
Soviet Union does not betoken the end of the communist ideal, as Alain Badiou, Slavoj
Zizek, and many others now argue.® Contrary to the arguments of the liberal historicists,
the dissolution of the communist project is not over, and neither is the communist
challenge. The fate of communism after communism has become more relevant with the
passage of time since the problem of the radical critique of the market and liberal
democracy is far from over. While the comparative democratisation literature analyses
how to create and to consolidate democracy in specific countries, the fundamental
question may be how to ensure the fundamentals of justice in new combinations — the
core of the original communist challenge to Western modernity.

While the Soviet collapse may have been inevitable, it was no less unpredictable.
The old debate about the failure of Sovietologists to predict the systemic collapse is
misleading. From the very beginning of Soviet power there had been voices proclaiming
the system’s inherent lack of viability; but to anticipate the system’s collapse is not the
same thing as to be able to predict the precise timing of the end of a particular order.
Andrei Amalrik and Emmanuel Todd are considered the most prescient in this respect,
but they too failed to identify the fundamental dynamics of the collapse.?’ In the end
Beissinger’s impossible becoming the inevitable took place in the blink of historical time.
Or, as Alexei Yurchak puts it, ‘Everything was forever, until it was no more”.® The
debate on the alleged failure of Soviet experts has clear ideological resonance, since it is

% David Lane and Martin Myant (eds), Varieties of Capitalism in Post-Communist Countries (Basingstoke,
Palgrave Macmillan, 2007).

8 Alain Badiou, The Communist Hypothesis (London, Verso, 2010); Costas Douzinas and Slavoj Zizek
(eds), The Idea of Communism (London, Verso, 2010).

8 Andrei Amalrik, Will the Soviet Union Survive until 1984? (Harmondsworth, Penguin, 1970);
Emmanuel Todd, La chute finale: Essai sur la decomposition de la sphere sovietique (Paris, Robert Laffont,
1990).

® The same strictures of course apply to a possible collapse of the USA. For example, Ted Rall in his The
Anti-American Manifesto (New York, Seven Stories Press, 2010) argues ‘But we’re not here to talk about
the vague possibility of collapse at some point in the future. We are here — in this book and within this
historical moment — because the collapse feels as though it is currently in progress’; excerpted on
www.alternet.org/story/148796, posted 16 November 2010.

The 3™ International Conference of the HK Russia - Eurasia Research Project


http://www.alternet.org/story/148796

The Soviet Collapse: Contradictions and Neo-Modernisation 33

alleged that ‘revisionist’ scholars ‘tended to exaggerate the Soviet system’s stability and
legitimacy’.® The political resonance of this historiographical debate is far from over.

This applies equally to the modernisation debate. The civilisational neo-
modernisation debate about the viability of alternative socio-economic systems has been
revived in connection with the ‘rise of China’, and in general with the emergence of what
has been called the model of ‘authoritarian capitalism’.®° However, the view that the
spread of capitalism can be accompanied by profound political incompatibilities has been
challenged on the grounds that ‘the classic indictment of illiberal government is
essentially correct’, giving rise to unchecked corruption and other pathologies.91 In a
ringing endorsement of modernisation theory, Deudney and Ikenberry argue that
‘Looking at the overall situations in Russia and China, there is little evidence for the
emergence of a stable equilibrium between capitalism and autocracy such that this
combination could be dignified as a new model of modernity’. % The argument is
reinforced by Inglehart and Welzel, who reprise the classical modernisation case that ‘the
conditions conducive to democracy can and do emerge — and the process of
“modernization”, according to abundant empirical evidence, advances them’. % They
concede that ‘modernization does not automatically lead to democracy’, but they insist
that ‘in the long run [it] brings social and cultural changes that make democratization
increasingly probable’.®* Thus, while classical modernisation theory was more concerned
with the problem of ‘backwardness’ and how to achieve development, neo-modernisation
shifts the emphasis to the consequences, above all in opening up the potential for
democracy. It also makes possible different appreciations of how that democracy can be
achieved and the different forms of social order in which it can be sustained.

Gorbachev sought to ‘derevolutionise’ the system, just as Deng Xiaoping had
done, but whereas in China this opened up the potential for massive economic growth
and the country’s ‘quiet rise’, in the Soviet Union it had the opposite effect. The long-
term effects of the Soviet fall remain debated. The West had long lived in the shadow of a
communist ‘other’, which in part shaped the West itself. The development of social
welfare systems and inclusive labour processes in the post-war era can in part be ascribed
to the existence of the Soviet Union, and the Cold War threat posed by a powerful
protagonist. With the Soviet demise a new quality of historical time has been introduced.
Already in 1934 Andrei Platonov had written, ‘A world without the USSR would

8 Leon Aron, ‘Everything You Think You Know about the Collapse of the Soviet Union is Wrong: And
Why it Matters Today in a New Age of Revolution’, Foreign Policy, July/August 2011.
% Azar Gat, ‘The Return of the Authoritarian Great Powers’, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 86, No. 4, July-August
2007, pp. 56-69.
%! Daniel Deudney and G. John Ikenberry, ‘The Myth of the Autocratic Revival: Why Liberal Democracy
9VZVill Prevail’, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 88, No. 1, January-February 2009, pp. 77-93, at p. 84.

Ibid., p. 86.
% Ronald Inglehart and Christian Welzel, ‘How Development Leads to Democracy: What we Know About
é\fodemization’, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 88, No. 1, January-February 2009, pp. 33- 48, at p. 34.

Ibid., p. 38.
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undoubtedly destroy itself of its own accord within the course of the next century’.95 The
Soviet collapse betokens a broader challenge to the modernity to which it had posed itself
as the alternative.

% Andrei Platonov, ‘On the First Socialist Tragedy’, New Left Review, No. 69, May-June 2011, pp. 31-32,
atp. 32.
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The Soviet Collapse and a Study of the History of Korean-Russian Relations

Min, Kyounghyoun

It has been twenty years since the Republic of Korea and the Soviet
Union normalized their diplomatic relations on September 30th, 1990. The di
plomatic links between the two countries had been severed as a result of
Russo-Japanese War that followed the 1905 Protectorate Treaty, which deprived
Korea sovereignty of the Chosun Dynasty. Russia established formal relations
with North Korea forty years later, and it took another half century to do so
with Republic of Korea. Since then, Russia has achieved constructive cooperation
with the two Koreas.

In November 1992, President Roh Tae-Woo signed a pact known as ‘A
Treaty on Basic Relations between the Republic of Korea and Russia’ and
Presidents Kim Young-Sam and Kim Dae-Jung of the Republic of Korea and
President Vladimir Vldimirovich Putin of Russia visited the other party’s country.
Summits between them had resulted in various agreements on international issues
such as ‘A Treaty on Economic Cooperation,” ‘A Treaty on Criminal Justice
Cooperation,” ‘A Treaty on the Peaceful Use of Nuclear Power,” and ‘A
Memorandum of Understanding on the Industrial Production Sector.” These
treaties showed that important changes had occurred in the Russo-South Korean
relations.

On the other hand, after a couple of conflicts, North Korea and Russia
improved their relationship in the 1990s. In the middle of this decade Russian
leaders rejected the one-way line policy toward South Korea. In April 1996,
Russia and North Korea held the first meeting of ‘The Committee on the
Inter-Governmental Level Cooperations of Trade and Scientific Technology,” and
in the following autumn they signed ‘The Treaty on the Cultural and Academic
Cooperation between North Korea and Russia.’

As such, the Russo-North Korean relations had achieved remarkable
progress. In February 2002, after long talks, Russia and North Korea signed ‘A
Treaty on Friendship, Good-Neighbourhood, and Cooperation.” Since then leaders
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from both countries, President Vladimir Vldimirovich Putin and Chairman of the
North Korean National Defense Commisssion, Kim Jung II, visited each other
and resumed formal relations.

It deserves attention that the South Korea-Russia and North Korea-Russia
talks led to discussions on the prospects of the three countries cooperation in the
economic sector and other areas. This progress was influenced by the
reconciliatory atmosphere derived from the first-ever summit between South and
North Korea held in Pyongyang in 2000. From this historical summit the two
countries signed ‘The Joint Communique between South Korea and North
Korea.’

The positive and reconciliatory change among these three countries
stimulated new issues such as Russia’s foreign policy toward Korea, which is
mainly concerned with the independence of Korea and the maintenance of a
unitary nation-state. The inviolability of territory due to various causes and
history of Russo-Korean relations also needs to be examined thoroughly and
investigated objectively. In addition, it is necessary to do away with past
stereotypes. By these works, Russia can exercise its historical rights as a country
of North-East Asia to engage actively with issues on the Korean Peninsula

including peaceful reunification of Korea.

IL

In can be said that Russo-Korean relations started in earnest back in
1860 when they shared borders. The historiography of the relationship during the
pre-Soviet period has characteristics of ideal description of the Tsar’s despotic
rule over Korea and other Asian countries. Russian scholars conferred legitimacy
to the Tsar’s foreign policy and criticized other powerful nations' colonial
policies. Those researchers condemned the Chinese and Japanese policies in
Korea, while glorifing the Tsar. During the Soviet Union period, an in-depth
study of the policy toward Korea had emerged. In the 1920s and 1930s, many
papers on the history of Russia’s policy in the Far East were published, and

some of them covered the Korean Peninsulal). In 1948 Nihamin completed his

1) B.A.PomanoB. Poccus B Manpuwxypun. OuepkH II0 UCTODHM BHEITHeM IOJUTHKU CaMoep:KaBHUd B DIIOX
y mmmepraansma (1892-1906).-J1., 1928; B.S1.ABapun. Umnepuaiusm B Mambwiypun. T. 1-2. — M.-
JL, 1931-1934; A.JLIlomos. OT Bochopa k Tuxomy oxeany //Wcropmk-MapkcucT.—1934.-#3; A.JLIIomo
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PhD thesis, ‘The Russo-Japanese Relations from 1894 to 1898 and the Korean
Peninsula.” This dissertation analyzed diplomatic activities in the Korean
Peninsula where Russia and Japan competed with each other during the
Sino-Japanese War. Nihamin dealt vast amounts of foreign relations documents
and other materials from ‘The Foreign Relations Archives under the Soviet
Union Department of Foreign Affairs (Currently it is referred ABIIPI)’. In his
works, Nihamin described Russia’s position on the Japanese invasion into Korea,
the Korean royal refuge at the Russian legation from 1896 to 1897, and
activities of Russian military instructors and financial advisors during 1896 and
1898. In 1951 Galperin attempted to prove the thesis that Russia was the only
world power which continuously supported Korea’s independence after the
Russo-Japanese War?).

International relations scholars on the Far East from the Soviet Union
period contributed significantly to the research on Russo-Korean foreign
relations. Their collective work, The Foreign Relations in the Far East3), and
A. Narochnitski’s seminal work4) deserve attention. These two books disclose
Russia’s policy toward the Chosun Dynasty during periods when great powers
forcefully coerced the dynasty to open her ports to trade and when tensions
between China and Japan on the Korean Peninsula escalated. = Narochnitski
argues that “Russia attempted to persuade Ching Dynasty not to collaborate with
the United States at the time of ‘The Chosun-the U.S. Friendship and Commerce
Treaty of 1882." Also on December 4th, 1884, the Gapsin Coup took place
when China, Japan, the Great Britain and other powerful nations engaged in a
heated competition. After the coup Russia defended the principle of Chosun’s
independence and inviolability of territory. In his work, revealed China’s
reactionary policy on the Korean Peninsula and focused on the attitude of

Chosun’s ruling class between 1885 and 1895.

B. JlaJIBHEBOCTOUHAS IIOJIMTHKA IapusMa B 1894-1901rr.// Hcropuk-mapkcucr.—1935.~-KauraXl; A.JL
ITonoB. Kpusuc maJIbHEBOCTOUHON IIOJMTHKHM IIapuaMa HakaHyHe pesoJiormu 1905 r.//VcTopuk—Mapkc
ncT.—1935.-KuuraXII.

2) AJLTasbuepun. Kopelf KU BOIPOC B MeXIyHApPOAHBIX OTHOLICHWIX HaKaHyHe aHHekcnu Kopen S0
mwmeit (1905-1910)// Bonmpochb! neropum.—1951.-#2.

3) A.JLHapounumknit , A.A.I'y6ep, M.W.CoagkoBknit , W.51.Bypymarac. MexayHapomHble OTHONIEHNS Ha [l
aJgpHeM Bocrtoke. Ku. meppag. C xonma XVIB. mo 1917r.-M.,1973; T".B.EbumoB, A.M.dy6unckuit . Me
IyHapoAHble oTHomeHUs Ha JaiabHeM Bocroke. KH. BTopas. 1917-1945rr.-M.,1973. #%.

4) A.JLHapoununxuit , A.A.I'y6ep, M.W.CiragkoBkuti , 1.5 Bypimarac. MexayHapogHble OTHONIEHUS Ha [
asbpHeM Bocroke. Ko. mepsag. C xorma XVIB. mo 1917r.-M.,1973; T'.B.Ebumon, A.M.dy6unckuit . Me
XOyHApoOHble oTHomeHnns Ha JajibHeM BocToke. Ku. Bropas. 1917-1945rr.-M.,1973. Z=.

The 3™ International Conference of the HK Russia + Eurasia Research Project



The Soviet Collapse and a Study of the History of Korean-Russian Relations 38

B. Romanov®) sheds lights on the role of Korea in the competition
between Russia and Japan in the Far East from 1895 to 1907 through his major
works on the history of foreign relations during the Russo-Japanese War
(1904-1905). L. Kutakov®) published a paper on Russia’s diplomatic efforts to
protect Korea’s independence during ‘The Treaty of Portsmout,.” and S.
Grigortsevich?) conducted research on Russia’s position toward the Korean
Peninsula when Japan began its preparation for the annexation of Korea.
Moreover, papers on the Russo-Chinese relations®) and other foreign policy?)

dealt with Russia’s policy toward Korea.

Russian scholars of Korean studies during the Soviet Union period
contributed to researches on Korean social, economic and political history!®) and
the colonization process of Korea by Japan and national independence
movements under Japanese rule. With these research results, understanding of the
economic basis of foreign policy pursued by Korea’s feudal regime and the
factors that influenced to the power struggle within the Korean ruling class
advanced. The motivations for Korean people’s migration to Russia from the late
19" century to the early 20" century also became clear. The research papers
mentioned above provide a great deal of important information on Russo-Korean
relations!D) and Russia’s policy toward Koreal?) during this period, as well as

the relations between the peoples of the two countries!3).

5) B.A.PoMmanoB. OuepKH OUILJIOMAaTHUECKOX HCTODHH PYCCKO—SIOHCKOM Boit HBI (1895-1907).M.,1955.

6) JLH.Kyraxos. IlorcmyTckuii mupHbIM gorosop. (M3 mcropum orHomeHnmit dmonuu ¢ Poccmeit m CCCP.
1905-1945).-M.,1961.

7) C.C.I'puroprennu. JlaJbHeBOCTOUHAs IIOJIMTHUKA HMIEDHAJIUCTAUECKAX mepxaB B 1906-1917rr.—Tomc
k.1965.

8) WN.B.Bectyxen. Boppba B Poccum 1o Bompocam BHemmHeid moJmrukw. 1906-1910.-M.,1961.

9) I'.B.EdumoB. Bremmnag nommrrka Kurag. 1897-1899rr.-M.,1958.

10) 10.B.Banun. OxoHomuueckoe passurue Kopen B XVII-XVII Bexax.—-M.,1968; M.H.ITax. Ouepk u3 moJu
THUeCKOd wucTopru Kopen BO BTOpod 1oJioBuHe XIXB.// HOKJIagbl U COOOIIEHMS MCTOPMUECKOro (GaKy
Jgibrera MI'Y. Bpmn 8.-M.,1948; M.H.ITak. K xapakTepuUCTHKE COIIMAJIbHO—OKOHOMUUECKUX OTHOIIEHMH
B Kopee B XIXB.// C60pHUK cTaTedl 10 MCTOpUH cTpaH JaspHero Bocroka. —M.,1952; M.H.ITak. Kopes
B cepemuHe XIXB.// Beemmpnas ucropusa. T.6.-M.,1960; I'.J1.Tarait . Ouepk ucTopun Koperm Bo BTOpPOIL
noJioBuHe XIXB.—M.,1960; I'.J0.Tsarait . ObmiecTBeHHass MbICJIb Koper B 5II0XY HO3ZHEro (beomasImsMa.—
M., 1971; T.O.Tarai , B.H.ITak. HamuwonasbHad umes X IIPOCBETHUTEJIHCTBO B Kopee B Hauasle XXBEK
a.~M.,1996.

11) I".[.Tarait . Kpectpanckoe BoccTarme B Kopee 1893-1895rr. —M.,1953-C.66-72; VcTOpHS POCCHIL CKO
¥ myxoBHOM Muccuu B Kopee. C6opHHK craTeif .—M.,1999.

12) B.M.IumaeB. KoJioHWaIbHOe 3akabasieHue Koedm SIOHCKUM uMIeprasmsmoMm (1895-1917).-M.,
1964.-C.72-77.

13) I.®.Kum, ®.J.Ila6mmHa. [lposieTapcKuil MHTEPHAIMOHAJIM3M K PEBOJIOIIMA B CTpaHaX BoCTOKa.—
M.,1967; ®.JM.1lla6muHa. JIeHUHU3M U Iobeda HapoLHO-AeMOKpaTHueckoll pesoJionuu B Kopee// Jlen
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The first volume of The History of Korea, a collective work, includes
invaluable materials. In this book, the authors tried to provide an analysis of the
development of Korean society’s socio-economic, domestic and foreign policy for
the first time in the Soviet Union period. However, Korea’s relations with Russia
and China were not considered as research topics to experts on the history and

economy of Korea in the Soviet Union.
IIL

The establishment of the Russo-Korean diplomatic relations in 1990 and
the development of relations between the two countries in almost every sector
provided new stimuli to the research on Russo-Korean relations. The research

mainly consisted of 3 areas:

1. Comprehensive research on economic, political, and cultural relations
between the two countries. On this issue, Mihail Pakl4), Iu. Rosaliefl5), Bella
Pakl6),  Bolohoval?), S. Kurbanov!®), G. Tiagay!®) have published academic
papers. ITu. Piskulova20) also published PhD dissertation, ‘The Foreign Relations
Academy under the Russian Federation Ministry of Foreign Affairs.” This
dissertation aims to provide comprehensive characterization of the Russo-Korean
relations from the late 19" century to the early 20" century based on
historiography by Russian historians and new historical materials from archives in

both Russia and Korea.

2. Studies on ‘Russian foreign policy and Korea,” and ‘Korean diplomats in

WH ¥ HallMOHAJIBHO—0CBOOOAUTEJIbHOE ABIKEHNe B cTpaHax BocToka.—M.,1970.-C.235-242.

14) M.H.Ilax. Bsruisig Ha WCTOPHIO POCCHi cKo—Kpett ckmx oTHomenntt (XIX-XXBB.)//Poccus m Kopes:Mozep
HHU3AIHs, pedopMbl, MeXAyHapogHble oTHomeHus. —M.,1997.

15) 10.H.Posasmes. W3 ncTopun pocchit cKO—Kope# ckmx oTHomeHwm# .—M.,1998.

16) B.B.Ilak. Pyccko—Kopeil cKHe OTHOIIeHUS: ypoku ucropuu //Poccus m Koped Ha Iopore HOBOIO CTOJIET
ug. Marepuasibl [l Hayunoit xoHdepenrmu. MockBa. 25-26.03.1999.-M.,1999.-C.105-125.

17) A.A.BojoxoBa.ld3 MCTOPHH DOCCHIL CKOH IIOJIATHKX Ha JaibHeM Boctoxe: MUJI, MuHHCTepcTBO (QHHA
HCOB M yupexzeHHe Poccuil ckofi pgyxoBHoH Muccuum B Kopee//TIpo6sieMbl JaiapHero BocTok
a.—1998.-#1.

18) C.0.Kyp6anos. Poccusa u Kopes//Poccus m BocTok: Yue6Hoe mocobme.—CII6.,2000.-C.356-388.

19) I'.J.Tarait . Y HCTOKOB pyCcCKO—KOpel CKUX KyJIBTYPHBIX cBi3ell //CO0pHUK cTaTell K BOCHMUIECITHIL
eTHIO CO OHS poxmenus mpobeccopa M.H.ITaka.—M., 1998.-C.297-308.

20) I0.E.IluckyJoBa.Poccrit cko—Kopelt CKre OTHOIIeHHWs B KoHIle XIX- HauasseXX BexoB. ABTopedepaT Ka
g, muce.~M.,2002.
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Russia.” subjects not dealt with enough yet. The topic of the Russian foreign
policy and Korea‘ was mainly conducted by Bella Pak, a senior scholar from
"The Institute of East Asian Studies of Russian Scientific Academy,” who edited
a series of papers published in the 1990s into a book, The Foreign Relations of
Russia and Korea in 1998. This work covers the Russian diplomatic activities
around the establishment of foreign relations between Russia and Korea from
vast amounts of diplomatic documents. It especially sheds light on treaties made
in 1884 and 1888, and Russia’s diplomatic struggle, which stood against the
active infiltration by western countries and Japan, demands from China, and
supported the status quo of the Korean Peninsula. On this topic, A. Hohlov2D),
A. Salishev?2), O. Sukovichin23), and M. Ryjenkov?4) also published papers.
Meanwhile, the topic of “Korean diplomats in Russia’ was out of Russian
scholars’ interests. However, in recent years, interesting research papers have
been written about Korean diplomats such as Min Young-Hwan, Lee Beom-Jin,
Lee Wi-Jong by Boris Pak2?%), Nishilov26), Bella Pak27), and Piskulova2?®).
3. Research on the basic concepts, approach, and main points in the history
of Russo-Korean relations from the mid-17th century, when the two countries

encountered each other for the first time, until the annexation by Japan. needs

21) A.H.Xoxuos. ILA.JIMATPHEBCKAN —pocchil CKUi  gumiioMaT U BocTokoBez//Kopesd. COOPHHMK cTaTell K
BOCBMUIECATUIIETHIO cO OHs poxzenus rpodeccopa M.H.ITaka.—M.,1998.-C.284-296.

22) A.CasmmeB. KoHTaxkTel pycckmx u kopei meB(1860-e rompr) // Ilpo6irembl JlasibHEero BocTok
a.—2000.-#4.-c.128-135.

23) 0.B.CyxoBurnmza. Kapis Bebep u ero BKJIAZ B PasBUTHE DyCCKO—Kopell CKUX OTHOIeHuM //Poccuit cko
# xopeeBemenue. Bpir.2.-M.,2001.-C.128-132.

24) M.P.PbrkeHKOB. JlokyMeHTBI Poccif CKOro IoCYZapcTBEHHOIO BOCHHO~HMCTOPAUECKOIO apXHBa II0 HCTO
pun Kopen u pyccro—kopelt ckux oTHomeHuit B XIX-Hauajie XXB.//BocTok.—2000.-#2.-C.26-31.

25) B.JLIlak. )KU3HD I IedTeJIbHOCTD BBIHAIOIIErocs Kopel CKOro IMOJIUTHKAa W AWILIOMaTa JIu BoMmxuH
a//JIm Bommxun. CocraBuresib B.J1Ilak-M.,2002.-C.30-66; B.J.ITak. Kopeit ckuit IocJIaHHUK B Pocch
u Jlu Bommxun//Boctor.—2002.-#4.-C.25-33;B./0.I1ax. JumsiomMaTuueckas HesdTeJIbHOCTE JIu BoMmxuH
a (Im Ilom UYmnaa) B Poccum//BecTHHK MeXOYHApOOHOIO II€HTPAa a3WaTCKUX HCCJIeJOBAHULL .
-2002.-#9.-Upkyrck,2002.-C.221-230.

26) M.A.HacuioB. HexoTopble HoZpobHOCTH IpebbiBanud B CanxT-IleTepbypre UpesBbluail Horo m 11oJIHO
MouHoro mocjia Kopen Jln Bomuxuna//Borpockl uctopun Kopen. IleTep6yprckuili HayuHBIN —ceMMHAPp.
C6opuuk crarett .—CII6.,1997.-C.56-77.

27) DB.B.Ilak. Kopei ckags wmuccus Mun FEmxsama B Poccmio Jietom1896 1./ Bella B. Park. Min
Young-hwan's Mission to Russia in the summer of 1896//BecTHHK IieHTpa KOpei CKOIO 3bIKa U KYJb
Typbl. Bbir.2.-1997.-CII6., 1997.-C.213-224; B.B.Ilax. Jlu BoMIxuH: HOCJIeQHUE OHU XU3HMA (110 Ma
TepHajlaM pocchit ckux raset) // Jlm Bommxun. CocTaBuTelnb B.JI.Ilax.—M.,2002.-C.67-79.

28) I0.E.IluckyJsosa. Kopeif ckuit mosmTur u mumsioMaT Jlu Ilom Uumn //Ilpo6ieMbl HasibHero BocTok
a.—2000.-#6;10.E.ITuckysoBa. Jlu IloM UMH-TIOJINTHK, AUILJIOMAT,Kopeii ckuil maTpuoT//CoTpyHIuecT
Bo. Marepuasbl VI MexzayHapomaor xoHbepenmuu.— M.,2001; FO.E.Iluckysosa. Jlu Bumxon(Jln Birag
nvup CepreeBuu). Kopeit cKuif TIpUHII U KpacHbIM xoMamzup//Jlu Bommxunn. CocTaBuTesb B.J.Ilak.—
M.,2002.-C.80-97.
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to be studied. T. Simbirtseva’s papers are quite often referred to on this issue.
She submitted ‘The Modern Korean Historiography on the Early Russo-Korean
relation (pre-1895) from 1984 to 2011°29 as her PhD thesis to the Institute of
East Asian Studies of Russian Scientific Academy. This dissertation thoroughly
investigates positions of Korean historians on the 17" century ‘Albajin Battle’,
an encounter between Russia and Chosun, the 1854 expedition of Putyatin
fleet, on the problems of border settlement and Russia’s intention on the
acquisition of an ice-free port within Korean peninsula, immigration of Chosun
people into border areas in Russia, treaties in 1884 and 1888, reactions of
Russia on the occupation of the Hamilton Island by British Navy, and foreign

relations between the two countries from 1885 to 1887.
Iv.

The first research product on the chronological history of Russo-Korean
relations is Russia and Korea published by Boris Pak publsihed in 1979. He
was a student of Narochnitski, who was the first scholar who presented the
status quo thesis on Russia’s policy towards Korea from 1854 to the
Sino-Japanese war. According to his argument, the goal of this status quo policy
was to prevent the threat on stability and peace of the Russian side of the Far
East, which could have been de-stabilized once one powerful nation held
initiative in the Korean Peninsula.

Boris Pak inherited the thesis and applied it to Korea. He argued that Russia’s
plan to secure an ice-free port within Korean territory, which was often
presented as evidence of a threat by Russia to Korea in foreign historiography,
was nothing more than an analysis-level exercise by Russian military. Pak
maintained that Russia never invaded Korea unlike the United States, France,
Great Britain, Japan, or China, and relations between Russia and Korea had been
peaceful since the mid-19th century. Pak emphasized neighboring territory,
common political and economic interest, and many Korean immigrants living in
Russian territory.

Pak also evaluated that Russia cooperated with Korea’s independence goal

29) T.M.Cumbuprena. Cospemennasa(1984-2001rr.) 10KHOKOPEH CKasd MCTOPHOrpadHsd 0 XapaKTepe DPaHHero
IIeproa PYCCKO—Kopel cKux oTHomeHni (mo 1895r.). ABropedepar kamz.mucc.—M.,2002.
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accepting Korean government as a sovereignty, and was against Japanese
ambitions in Korea. In 2004, Boris Pak published a revised edition of Russia
and Korea, and expanded on 50% of the original version. He explained that
while in the first edition he tried to elucidate the reactionary element of the
Tsar's regime, which pursued expansionary policy to strengthen its control over
East Asia, the new edition puts Russia as a successor of Korean policy by
showing its active participation on the settlement of the Korean Peninsula
problem and peace. In the first edition, Boris Pak endorsed Bolshevik’s role in
the opposition of the imperialistic policy by the Tsar regime, but in the second
edition he admitted the Tsar regime’s role to intensify the economic, political,

and cultural relations between the two countries.
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"U3yyenue ucropuu Poccuu nocae pacnaga CCCP:
TPpaaAMIMHU U HOBbIE TeueHus "' .

Kawenko C.I.

[Tepectpoeunbie mpouecchl U nocnenoBabmui 3arem pacnag CCCP npuBenu K
HACTYIUICHUIO KapAMHAJIbHBIX 3KOHOMHUYECKHX, MOJUTUYECKUX M COLUAIbHBIX NEPEMEH B
o0miecTBe, CIOCOOCTBOBAIM Ba)KHBIM M3MEHEHHUSM B Pa3BUTHU Psiia TYMaHUTApHBIX HayK.
CeroiHsi ¢ YBEpEHHOCTBIO MOXHO CKa3aTh, YTO BO BTOpoM mosoBuHe 1980-x- Hayane 1990-x
IT. JCCATUICTHSAMH NUIM(OBABIIUKCSA MOHOJHUT, KOTOPBIM HAa3bIBAICS  COBETCKOUN
HMCTOPUYECKOM HAYKOM, 3aliarajics M pacnajics Ha JCCATKH OCTPBIX «HAIMOHATBHBIX)
OCKOJKOB. (OJHAKO M BHYTPU OOpPa30BABIIUXCS CETMEHTOB HE ObUIO eauHCTBA. BombIryio
POJIb B 3TOM CBITpai OBICTPO PA3BUBABIIUNCS TEOPETUKO-METO0JIOTMIECKUN PACKOJI.

B pesynbTare nemokparuzanuu oOIIecTBa, B XOA€ MOJHOW WM YaCTUYHOM OTMEHBI
LIEH3YPHBIX OIPAHMYEHUN, paHEe CYIIECTBOBABLIME JaKyHbl B M3YyYEHUHU IMPOILIOTO CTPaHbI
CTalli 3aMoJHIAThCS pabOTaMH, HAMMCAHHBIMM Ha OCHOBE MaTE€pHAIOB apXHUBHBIX (OHJIOB,
4acTh KOTOPBIX NpexAe OblJa  MPaKTHYECKH 3aKpbiTa Ui uccienoBaTeneil. OnHaKo
MUCAIKCH 3TU PabOTHI HE TOJBKO, & YACTO U HE CTOJBKO C aKaJIEMUYECKHUX MO3UIUI, CKOJIBKO
MCXO/ISI M3 TTOJIMTUYECKHUX B3IJISIZIOB HA HCTOPHUIO CO CTOPOHBI PA3JIMUHBIX COIUATBHBIX TPYIIIL.
Hcropus crasia NpOCTPAaHCTBOM MOJUTHUYECKHUX CTOJKHOBEHHMH. B cuiy 3TOro mosepue
oOmecTBa K  HMCTOPHYECKMM  HWCCIEJAOBAaHHEM  3HAUUTENBHO  CHU3WJIOCH — W3-32
KOHBIOHKTYPHBIX MEPEOIEHOK Y3JI0BBIX MOMEHTOB OT€UECTBEHHON UCTOPUH.

Bwmecte ¢ TeM, nHTEpEC K POCCUHCKOW HCTOPHUM H, IIPEXKIE BCErO, K HOBOM MCTOPUU
OKasaJiCsl B TIOCJIETHHE I'OJibl HACTOJIKO BEJIMK, YTO BBI3BAJ HACTOSALINHN MH(OPMAIIMOHHBII
B3pPbIB, XapaKTEpU3YIOIIMiIiCS HEObIBANIbIM 4YHCIOM HW3JaHHBIX MOHOrpaduii, crared,
COOpPHUKOB JOKYMEHTOB, HAay4YHO-TIOMYJSPHBIX pabOT, KOTOpPHIH HE HMEET aHaJOroB B
HCTOPHUH TIPEANICCTBYIOMNUX AECATHICTUNH. IJTHU pabOTHl MPEACTABISIOT COOON CIIOXKHBIN
KOHIJIOMEpAaT  HUCCIEAOBAHMM  Pa3HOr0  HAy4yHOTO  YpPOBHS,  HAIMUCAaHHBIX U
npodeccuoHaTbHBIMU UCTOPUKAMHU, U «JTFOOUTEIAMI Y.

Ha sTtom (one Bompoc 0 COBpeMEHHOM Pa3BUTHH POCCUICKON MCTOPUYECKON HAYKH B
MOCTEHEE JBAALIATUIIETHE OKA3bIBAETCS HACTOJBKO CIIOXKHBIM W MHOTOCTOPOHHUM, YTO
paccMOTpeTh €ro ILEeTMKOM B HEOONbIIoi paboTe MpakTUYeCKH HEBO3MOXKHO.  boree
pCaJIbHBIM H 00OCHOBAaHHBIM Ka)KeTCS aHajan3 HauboJiee 3HAYMMBIX AacIIEKTOB pPa3sBUTHA
HUCTOPUYECKUX UCCIEAOBAHUM B OJHOM M3 BEAYILIUX POCCUMCKUX HAYUHBIX aKaJEMUUYECKUX
U YHHBEPCUTETCKUX IIeHTpoB, CankT-IlerepOypre, rie MOXHO JIeTadbHO MPOCICAUTHh U 3a
TPaaULHAMU, CKJIAJBIBABIIMMUCS HA MPOTSIKEHUH MHOTMX MPEALIECTBYIOIINUX AECATHIETHH,
" 3a HOBallMsMMU, 6ypH0 MMpOrpeCCUpOBaBIIMMU B IMMOCJICIHUC I'OABI.
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B coBpemenHoit Poccun nmpu3HaHHBIM LEHTPOM HUCTOPUYECKHX HCCIEIOBAHUM, KaK,
BIIPOYEM, U B COBETCKOE BpeMs, ocTaeTcsi MOCKBa, C €€ KPYIHEWUIINM YHUBEPCUTETOM,
TYMAaHUTApPHBIMU BY3aMH U aKaJIEeMHUYECKUMU yupexJIeHUsIMU. OIHAKO, OJIUH U3 CTapeHIINX
yHHUBEpCUTETOB cTpanbl, CaHKT-IleTepOyprckuii, oka3biBal U OKa3bIBACT BECbMa 3aMETHOE
BJIIMSHME HA CTAHOBJIEHHE W PA3BUTHE PA3JIUYHBIX HANpPABICHUN B OTECYECTBEHHOMN
ucropuyeckoir Hayke. OH Bcerga HMeNl «COOCTBEHHOE JIMIIO» M YIOPHO OTCTauBall
COOCTBEHHbIE MHEHHS HE TOJHKO B JOPEBOJIOINMOHHBIA MEPHOJ, KOrJa OH SBISUICS
CTOJIMYHBIM YHMBEPCHUTETOM, HO U B COBETCKOE BpEMSs, KOIJa €ro BIHUSHHE CYIIECTBEHHO
CHU3WJIOCh. 3HAYUTENBHYIO POJb 37ech uUrpaer U ToT (akt, yto B Caukr-IlerepOypre
pacmonaraeTcss psA  KPYMHEHIIMX POCCUUCKHX (enepalibHbIX, TOCYIapCTBCHHBIX U
BEJIOMCTBEHHBIX apXHMBOB, NpPEXAe Bcero, POCCHICKHMII TOCyIapCTBEHHBIA HCTOPUYECKHIA
apxuB, Poccuiickuil rocygapcTtBeHHbll apxuB BoenHo-Mopckoro ®nora, LleHTpaibHbIil
roCyJ1apCTBEHHBIN HUCTOPUYECKUI apXxXuB Cankr-IlerepOypra, enTpaibHbII
rOCyJapCTBEHHBIM apXWB MCTOPUKO-TIOJIUTUYECKUX JTOKymMeHTOB Cankt-IlerepOypra u ap.,
KOTOpbI€ NPEAOCTABISAIOT HMCTOPUKAM  IIUPOKHME BO3MOXKHOCTH  JUIsl  MHPOBEJIEHUS
WCCJICIOBaHMI, OCHOBAHHBIX HE Ha JIOMBICIIAX, a Ha ()aKTHYECKOM apXHUBHOM MaTepHale.

Uctopuueckuii ¢pakynbprer Cankr-IleTepOyprckoro rocyiapcTBEHHOTO YHUBEPCUTETA
SBJIAETCS CErOAHs OJHUM M3 KPYNHEHMIIUX POCCUMCKMX HAy4YHBIX M y4eOHBIX LIEHTPOB B
cdepe UCTOPUU U UCKYCCTBOBEACHUS .

Hcropuueckas Hayka B IlerepOypre uMmeeT JIaBHUE TPAaJULMH, BOCXOISIIUE K
ocHoBaHHOMY umrieparopoM Ilerpom | B mepBoit uerBept XVIII B. Axagemuueckomy
yHuBepcuTeTy B coctaBe [lerepOyprckoit Axkagemun nayk. B XVIII B. ona Owina TecHo
CBsI3aHa C IMEHAaMU KPYITHBIX €BPONEHCKHUX yueHbIX: mpodeccopoB M.broprepa, I'.3 Baiiepa,
I'.®.Munnepa.

B 1804 r. B ctonume Obi1 OTKpHIT Ilenarorndeckuii MHCTUTYT, MpeoOpa30OBaHHBIN B
1819 r. B VYuuepcurer. Cpemu mpodeccopoB-UCTOPUKOB TepBoi moioBuHBl XIX B.
BOXHYIO pOJb B Pa3BUTHH POCCUHUCKOM HCTOPUYECKOM HAYKH CBHITPAIA  aKaJIEMUK
H.I.Yerpsnos u unen-koppecnionfieHT IlerepOyprekoii akagemuu Hayk M.C.Kyropra.
3aMeTHbII ciiel B JI€ATEIbHOCTH HCTOPUKO-(UIOIOTHYECKOro (aKyapTeTa OCTaBUIU
Brnocinenctsun H.M.Kocromapos, H.I1.Konnakos, K.H.becryxes-Promun. Ilocnennuii 6bi1
HauOoyiee SPKUM TPEACTABUTEIIEM MCTOYHUKOBEIUECKOTO HAMpaBICHUS B PYCCKOU
HCTOPUYECKOUN HAyKeE.

Vxe B cepeaune 60-x rr. XIX B. TpaguIMOHHBIM Yy TNETEpOYPrCKUX HCTOPUKOB
CTaHOBHTCS NMPHUCTAITBHOE BHUMaHUE K BOMPOCAM TEOPHH W MPAKTUKH MCTOYHHKOBEICHHUS.
HenocpenctsenHnoe Hauano sromy nonoxun K.H.bectyxeB — ProMuH, KOoTOphIii, OTMETHB
3acIyrd CBOMX HpPEeIIIeCTBEHHUKOB, ocoOeHHO H.M.Kapam3una, B 3apokIeHHM HayKu
KPUTHKH UCTOYHUKOB, chopmynupoBai B 1865 r. o0s3aTenbHbIe, 0 €10 MHEHHIO, TPUHIIUIIBI

ITonpobuee 00 wucTopuveckold yHUBepcUTeTckol Hayke B IlerepOypre  cm.. Bamk C.H.
Hcropudeckas Hayka B JleHuHrpajackom yHuBepcutere 3a 125 ner // Bank C.H. M30paHHbBIe Tpymbl TIO
ucropuorpaduu U ucrounukosenenuto. CI16.,2000. C.7-106. (nepBoe m3ganue - Tpyasl r0OMICHHONW ceccuu
JITY. Cexuust ncropmueckux Hayk. JI.,1948. C.3-79); Uctopuueckuii daxynsrer Canxr-IleTepbyprckoro
yHuBepcureta, 1934—2004 : Ouepk ucropuu. CII6., 2004.
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paboTbl ¢ HUMU. OH cyHTala HEOOXOAUMBIMU M3YYCHUE UCTOPHUHU MTPOUCXOXKIICHUS HCTOUHHUKA,
00BsICHEHHE OCOOEHHOCTEW ero (OpMbBl U COJIEpXKaHHS OOCTOSTEIHCTBAMU BPEMEHU U
HAMEPCHUSIMU €T0 aBTOPA, BBIABJICHHE CTEIICHU JOCTOBEPHOCTU CBUJIETENHCTB MCTOYHUKA,
COITIOCTABJICHUC Pa3JIMYHBIX HOKYMCHTOB. Ot MNPUHOUIIBI OOJIKHBI ObLIH OIpCACIIATL HC
TOJIBKO METOJIbI PA0OThI HICTOPUKA, HO ¥ €T0 HPABCTBEHHYIO TIO3UIIMIO B OTHOIICHHHU 3aHATHH
I/ICTOpHCﬁ BO UM OTBICKAaHUA UCTHUHBI.

C 1888 r. Ha (hakynbTeTE HaYaI CBOO JACATEIHHOCTD OJUH M3 KPYITHEHIITUX POCCHHCKUX
uctopukoB C.®.Ilnaronos, B 1890-e rr. — Hayasie XX B. 3aech untan jgexkuuu A.C.Jlanno-
JlanuneBckuii (aBTOp JBYXTOMHON «METOHOJOTUU HCTOPUU»), B TPYAAaX KOTOPBIX HJIEU
bectyxeBa-Promuna nonyuniiv ganbHeunIee pazsutue. BrocneacTBUM 3TU B3IJIsAbl HALLIU
OTpaXEHHE B KOHKPETHBIX HMCTOYHHMKOBEIYECKUX TpyAax MeTepOyprckux HMCTOPUKOB
A.E.IlpecusikoBa, A.A.lllaxmarosa, C.®.Ilnatonosa, C.H.Banka.

B 1919-1934 rr. yHuBepcuTeTCKHE UCTOPUKH NEPEKUBAIU TPyIHOE BpeMs. DaKkyabTeT
MIOJIBEPraJicsl Pa3IUYHbIM TpaHchopMalusIM, MpodeccopcKo-NpenoaaBaTeabCKiil cocTaB
MIOHEC TspKEJble moTepu. HekoTopele menaroru ymepiu, Ipyrue - SMUTPUPOBAIM, TPEThU -
ObUIM BBIHYXKIECHBI OCTaBUTh IPENOJaBaTeIbCKyt0 padoTy. OCOOEHHO TSDKENO CKa3ajloch Ha
COCTOSIHUY JICHUHTPAJICKON ncToprueckoi Hayku chadpukoBanHoe OI'TIY «Akagemuueckoe
7Ie7I0», B pe3ylbTare KOTOPOro ObUI apecTOBaH psii  BBIJAIOUIMXCS HCTOPUKOB —
C.®.Ilnaronos, E.B.Tapne, M./[.Ilpucenkos u np. C nera 1929 r. 6buin yBosieHsl cbiie 100
IITaTHBIX COTPYAHMKOB Akanemuu Hayk (oHa no 1934 r. maxomwnace B JleHuHrpane),
KOHIIA 3TOT'0 K€ I0Jla HaYaJIUCh apecThl, B OCHOBHOM MCTOPUKOB- apXUBUCTOB. ApecTam, a
3aTeM 3aKioueHuto M ccbulke mnojsepriuck C.D.I11aToHOB M COTPYOHMKM M3  €ro
OnvKaiIero OKp}I)KeHI/IﬂZ, E.B.Tapne, H.I1.JIuxaueB, M.K.JIro6aBckuii, F0.B.I'oThe 1 11enbIit
P APYTUX BBIIAIOMIMXCS pOCCUIICKMX T'yMaHuTapueB. Penpeccuun npogomkuiauch u B 1931 1.

B mae 1934 r., mosBunocs nocranosnenue [[K BKII (6) u Couapkoma CCCP «O
npenojaBaHuu rpaxaanckoil ucropuu B mkojax CCCP» B COOTBETCTBUM € ITHM U
HEKOTOPBIMH JIPYTUMU paHee MPUHATHIMU JOKYMEHTaMU B CTOJIMYHOM MOCKOBCKOM H
JIeHMHTpaJICKOM YHUBEPCUTETAX ObUIM OTKPHITHI UCTOPHYECKHE (DAKYTHTETHI.

Cnenyet oTMeTUTb, 4TO B 1935-1937 rr. Ha ncTopuyeckuil pakyabTeT JIEeHUHIpaICcKOro
YHUBEPCUTETAa BHOBb OOpPYIIMJIUCh pENPEcCCHH, B  pe3yabTaTe KOTOPHIX  OBLIN
MOCJIeI0BaTeNbHO apeCTOBAHbl TPU IMEPBBIX JIeKaHa HOBOro (pakynpreTa. ['OHEeHMsAMHU
nojBeprest psan Beaymux mnpodeccopoB  dakymbrera. [Ipoxoamimn «4MCTKH» M cpelu
cTyaeH4deckoi moiozaexu. [Ipodeccus ucropuka B 3TH rojisl Obl1a cMepTeabHO onacHoi. Ho
Jake B 9TH rojbl (hakylIbTeT MOT TOpPIUTBHCS TeM, YTO Ha ero kadeapax pabortana uenas
IUiesiia BBIIAIOIIMXCS MCTOPUKOB. 37€Ch YMTAIM JIEKIUU M MHCATU CBOM HAay4UHbIE TPYJIb
b.JI.I'pexoB, M./I.ITpucenxos, B.B.Maepoaun, C.H.Bank, b.A.PomanoB u MHOTHE ApyrHe
KpYITHBIE CIIELUAINCTHI B 00s1acT uctopuu Poccuu.

Benukaa OreuectBeHHas BoitHa 1941-1945 rr. BHecna CBOM JKECTOKHE KOPPEKTUBHI B
pa3BuTHe (akynbreta. bonee TpexcoT mpenojaBarenel, acNMpPaHTOB U  CTYAEHTOB

IMonpo6uee cm. nanpumep: [Tnaronos C.®. Cobpanue counnenuii: B 6 T. M., 2010. T.1. C.9-11.
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(dakynpTeTa cpakaanch B IEHCTBYIOIIEH apMuH, O0jiee cTa - MOruOIU Ha MOJISAX CPAKEHUN U
B OsiokagHoM JleHuHrpane.

[lepBble mOCIEBOEHHBIE TOJbI BHOBb OKa3alHMCh [JIsl JICHUHIPAJICKUX HCTOPHKOB
TSKENNBIMU, MOCKOJBKY HAYaJlUCh IPECIEIOBAHUS YUYEHBIX IO HACOJIOTHUYECKUM MOTHBAM.
[IpenogaBaTenu OOBUHSUIMCH B «HU3KOIMOKJIOHCTBE Mepesl OypKya3HOW 3amajHoil HayKon»,
pE3KOW KPHUTHKE MOJABEprcst KpymHeummii poccuiickuii apxeorpad C.H.Bank, B 1949 r. B
cTeHax (akyibreTra ObUTa OpraHu3oBaHa KoH(EpeHIMs, LeIbl0 KOTopol Oblia Oophba ¢
Oyp>Kya3HbIM KOCMOIIOJINTH3MOM B MCTOPUYECKOW Hayke. B xojae ee pabOThl MOABEPTIIHCH
HarajgKkaMm KpymnHeiime yuyeHnble yHuBepcuteTa akagemMuk B.B.CtpyBe, uieH-KOPpEeCTIOHIEHT
AH CCCP B.U.PaBnonmkac, psg npodeccopoB dakyiabTeta. B xome «JleHuHrpamckoro
nenay (1949-1952 rr.), HHCIUPUPOBAHHOTO C IIENIBIO OCIAOUTH MAPTUHUHYIO OPTaHU3AIUIO
JlenuHrpana, penpeccupoBaTh psj TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX AesTeNled, BBIABHHYBUIMXCS B TOJIbI
Benukoit OteuecTBeHHOW BOITHBI, (haKylIbTET HCHBITAN HOBBIA ynap. bbut oTcTpaHeH oT ero
pykoBojcTBa npodeccop B.B.MaBpoans, 3aKkpbITO apXe0JIOTHYECKOE OT/ICTICHHE.

[TonmoxkeHne cradmM3HpPoBAIOCHh ¢ 1960-xX rT., KOrma OBUT OTKPBIT PSJT HOBBIX Kadep,
3aMETHO aKTHBU3HPOBAIACh HAYYHas JIEATEIbHOCTh. B 3TH rojbl B yHUBEpcUTETE 00Yy4aIuCh
He TosbKo cTyaeHThl u3 CCCP, HO u cTyneHThl U3 psaa crpad EBponbl, A3un, AMEpUKH U
Adpuku. Ha xadeape ucropun CCCP mox pykoBoactBoM mpodeccopa B.B.Maspoauna
CO3/1aI0TCS. KalUTalbHBbIE TPYAbl IO HUCTOPUM CpEIHEBEKOBOM Pycu, KOIJIEKTHUB mOf
pykoBoactBoM mpodeccopa A.JLIamupo paboTaer Haj HANMHCAHUEM arpapHON HCTOPUU
Cesepo-3anannoii Pycu, miogoTBopHO paboTaeT HaJl M3YyYEHHUEM CPEIHEBEKOBOW HCTOPUU
Poccun npodeccop P.I'.CkpbIHHUKOB.

CeroaHst pa3inMyHble acleKThl POCCUICKOW HCTOpUM Ha (akyiabTeTe H3Yy4aloT Ha
kadenpax uctropun Poccuu ¢ npeBHeimnx BpeMeH 10 XX Beka, HoBewiei ucropuu Poccun,
HUCTOYHUKOBEJIEHUS HUCTOpUM PoccuHM, HMCTOPUYECKOTO  PErMOHOBEIEHHUs, HCTOPUHU
3anaJHOEBPOIECHCKON u pyccKoit KYJBTYpHI, HACTOPUH MEHEKMEHTa u
MpeANPUHUMATENbCTBA, ATHOrpadUU M aHTPOMOJIOTHH, apxeorpaguu M apXUBOBEIEHUS,
UCTOPUU PYCCKOTO HCKYCCTBA, MY3€0JIOrMH. BOJBIIMHCTBO M3 HHUX OBUIO OTKpBHITO B
rocnenHee asaauaruietTue. Kpome Toro, co3narTcs Ciequaln3npoOBaHHbIE HAYYHBIE LIEHTPHI,
YTO MO3BOJISIET OOBEAWHUTH MPHU H3YyYEHUH aKTyalbHBIX MPOOJEM HCTOPUYECKON HayKH
YCWIHS HE TOJIbKO YHUBEPCUTETCKMX YYEHBIX, HO M IIPEICTABUTEIIEH IPYTUX BY30B
[lerepOypra u akageMUUECKUX YUPEKICHHI.

Kak yxe ynomuHaioch BbllI€, OJHONW U3 MPOOJIEM COBPEMEHHON MCTOPUUECKON HAYKU
ocraercs npobdiaemMa METO 00T HH.

Jns poccuiiCkOM HMCTOPUYECKOM HayKd, TOYHEE JUII TOM YacTH €€ HCTOPHUKOB,
KOTOpBIE CTPEMSTCS MOTYYUTh OOBEKTUBHYIO KapTUHY MCTOPHYECKOTO IMPOIIECCa, BOMPOCH
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METOJIOJIOTUM BCErJa UIPald HUCKIIYMUTEIbHO BAXXHYIO pOJIb. * Tlo CyTH Jiena,
METOAOJIOTHYECKHE TTOCTPOCHHS CO3/IAI0T CTEPKEHb Uil UICTOPUYECKOTO MCCIIE0BaHus, 0e3
KOTOPOT'O OHO TepseT LEeI0CTHOCTh. CllelyeT OTMETUTh, YTO 3a MOCIEAHHUE ABa AECSITUIICTHS
MPOM30IUIO BIIOJIHE OYEBUIHOE BKIIOYCHUE POCCHUCKOW HCTOpHOrpadud B MHUPOBOE
HAay4yHOE COOOIIECTBO, B CHJy YEro «pPOCCUIICKHME MpOoOJIeMbl» OKa3blBAlOTCA TECHO
CBSI3aHHBIMU C TE€MH METOJOJOTMYECKMMH HCKAHUSAMH, KOTOpBIE CYIIECTBYIOT CETOJAHS B
MHPOBOM UCTOPUYECKON HAYKE B LIETIOM.

JUis ~ COBPEMEHHOIO  COCTOSHUSI ~HCTOPUM  XapakTEpHbl IIUPOKUM  CIEKTP
METOAO0JOTUYECKUX MHHOBAIMNA, MHOKECTBEHHOCTh IMOJXOJ0B K €€ HM3yYeHHUI0, OTCYTCTBUE
YHUBEPCAIbHBIX KPUTEPUEB UCTUHHOCTH 3HAHUSL.

Mexnay TeM, pacTeT OCO3HAaHME TOTO, YTO MCTOPUYECKUM METOJ| JIOJKEH
OCHOBBIBAaTbCsl, IIPEXKE BCEro, Ha OOIIEM 3HAMEHAaTelle IIEHHOCTEH, OCKOJIbKY BO3pacTacT
«HpaBCTBEHHAs U KylIbTypHas (yHKIHUS uctopuu». OIHOBPEMEHHO CTaBUTCS BOIIPOC O
HE0OXOIMMOCTH MPUBHECEHHS B UCTOPUYECKYIO HAYKY aKTUBHOMW MO3UIMU CAMOTO UCTOPHKA,
KOTOpBIM HE TOJIbKO OECHpHCTPacTHO OMUCHIBAECT, HO U CYAHUT, JaeT MPOHCXOAUBIIEMY
MOpajbHbIe OIEHKH, a TaKKe 00 ITUYECKOW OTBETCTBEHHOCTH MCTOPUKOB 32 TO 3HAHHUE O
IIPOLIUIOM, KOTOPOE OH MPEAJIaraeT COLUyMy.

DThyeckasi CTOpOHA [EATEIbHOCTH HUCTOPUKA KaK Ba)KHAsg METOJI0JIOrHYecKas
COCTaBJISIONIasi ¢ HEM30EKHOCTHIO MOPOXKIAET BOMPOC O MPEEMCTBEHHOCTH TPAaIULUN U
BEIPAa0OTAHHBIX  paHee  MPEACTaBIeHUH,  CHOPMYIUPOBAHHBIX  MPEIIICCTBYIONUM
MOKOJIEHUEM MCTOPUKOB. KOHIENIHS «COCTOSBIIETroCs 3HAHU (M3y4€HHOCTH KaKoro-arudo
BOIIPOCA UCTOPUU BO BCEX €r0 aCleKTax U B MOJIHOW Mepe) CEeroJHs MOABEPracTcsl KPUTHUKE,
4yacTh MCCIEAOBaTeel CUYMTAeT, YTO KaXKJI0€ HOBOE IOKOJEHHE HCCleqoBareneii nMeer
MpaBO Ha CBOW B3TJISJ HAa MCTOPHUIO. B CBs3M € 3TUM, OJHAKO, BCTAE€T BOMPOC HE TOJBKO O
HOBBIX BO3MOYKHOCTH HOBBIX TOJIXOJI0B, HO M 00 OTHOIIEHUH HOBOTO MOKOJEHUS] UCTOPUKOB
K HACJIEJIUIO CBOUX TPEIIIECTBEHHUKOB.

Ha wam B3misin, OCOOEHHOCTBIO MCCIIENOBAHUM YHUBEPCUTETCKUX HCTOPUKOB
SIBJISIETCS «37IOPOBBIN aKaJeMHUUYECKH KOHCEPBATU3MY, CJICIOBAHUE TTTyOUMHHBIM TPAIUIUSM
OTEUECTBEHHOU MCTOPHUECKOM mKoub”, KOTOPBIE OCTAIOTCS JUIsl HUX KJIACCUUECKUMHU U «HE

3 HpaKTI/IKa IIOKa3bIBACT, YTO AaHAJIOTUYHBIC l'[pO6J'IeMI)I BOJIHYIOT CCTOAHA U HpeI[CTaBI/ITeJ'IteI

HCTOPHUECKOI HAayKH OBIBIIUX COIO3HBIX pecryOiuk. D10 nokasan, B uactHocTu International Forum on Actual
Problems of Education and Science Dedicated to the 20" Anniversary of Independence of the Republic of
Kazakhstan «Socio-Humanitarian Science of Kazakhstan: 20 Years of Self-Understanding and Integration to
the Global Cultural and Historical Context» (Almaty, April 29-30, 2011).

*CBHICTENECTBOM TITyGOKOTO YBaXKEHHS K CBOMM IPEAIICCTBEHHHKAM MOXKET CIY)KHTh MPOEKT MHCTHTyTa
claBsTHOBeNIeHUsT Pocchiickolt akaieMuu HayK MO0 TOJTOTOBKE MONHOTO coOpanus counnennit C.d.I1naToHoBa,
ocymiecTBisieMblii  moa obmum pykoBojactBom C.O.Illmuara. B 2008 1. B IlerepOypre cocrosuiach
Bcepoccwuiickas Hayanas koHpepeHnms, nocBsameHHas namsata C.D.ITnatoHoBa. B 3TOM mpoekTe mpuHUMAIOT
yJacTue U COTpYIHUKH [1eTepOyprckoro yHUBEpCUTETA.

Tpaguuueir Ha (akynpTeTe SBISETCS NPOBEIEHHE HAYYHBIX KOH(EepeHIHHd - T.H. «MaBpOIUHCKHX
YTEeHUil», MOCBAUICHHBIX mamsaTH B.B.MaBpoamHa, Ha ¢akynpTeTe YCTaHOBIIEHA NaMsTHas JOCKa B 4ecTh
Y4EHOTO.
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OTMEHSAIOTCS» B IIPOLIECCE NTOMCKA HOBBIX METOJOB. JTU TPaJULIUU, OKa3bIBAIOTCS CETO/HS B
3HAYUTEIBHON CTENEHNM YTPAueHHBIMH B HEKOTOPBIX JAPYrHMX HAyYHBIX COOOIIECTBax
UCTOpUKOB. Bo TnmaBy yrima Ha HUCTOpUYECKOM (DaKyJIbTET€ CTAaBUTCS CTPEMIICHHE K
UCTOPUYECKONH OOBEKTHBHOCTH, OCHOBAaHHOW Ha pPENpe3eHTaTUBHOM Marepuajie u
aJIeKBaTHBIX crocobax ero oOpaboTku. Maes 3auMCTBOBaHUS MOAHBIX METOAOJIOTMYECKUX
IIOCTPOCHUH BbI3BaJIa CHa4aja ONpEACICHHYIO 31 (OpHI0 Cpeay YyacTu pOCCUNCKUX YUYECHBIX,
OJTHAKO JIOBOJIBHO CKOPO BBIICHWINCH U IPOOJEMHBbIE CTOPOHBI HOBBIX KOHCTPYKLHUH, YTO
IIOBJIEKJIO O0JIee CKENTUYECKOE OTHOLIEHNE K HUM B Cpefie NPOPeCCHOHATIBHBIX HCTOPUKOB.

Kpome Toro, minurenbHbli EpUOJ «MHHOBALMID U HOBBIX «IIOBOPOTOBY» IIPHUBEI B
KOHEYHOM UTOTe K YCJI0)KHEHHUIO MPOIecca HCTOPUUYECKOTO IT03HAHNUS, IOPOJIUB, B TOM YUCIIE,
U MHOXECTBO TEPMUHOJOTHYECKUX paszHouTeHui. [loaTomy s3bIK HCTOpHKa, Hpobdiema
IIOHUMAaHUsl SIBJISIIOTCS CErOfHs BECbMAa BaXXHBIMU BOIIPOCAMU COBPEMEHHON HCTOPUHU U
ceifyac UCCIIEAYIOTCS OCOOEHHO aKTHBHO.

OCOOEHHOCTBIO YHUBEPCUTETCKOM HMCTOPHUYECKOW HAyKH Bcerza Oblila BO3MOKHOCTh
paboTaTe psAOM C MPEICTaBUTESIMU JApYrux HayK. CTaHOBUTCS OYEBHIHBIM, 4YTO
COBpPEMEHHasi METOJOJIOTHsl HCTOpUM TpeOyeT CBsi3u uctopuorpapuu ¢ ¢unocodueit
(pwrocodueir  Haykm, Qwiocodueir co3HaHUS, OTUKOH W ap.  rrocodckumu
HaIlpaBJICHUSMU).

Opnako, cienyer OTMETUTb TaK)Ke, YTO YIOMSHYTHIM BBIIIE KOHCEPBATU3M UMEET U
HEKOTOpbIE€ HETaTUBHbIE CTOPOHBI, MIPHUBOJUT K ONpPEJEIIEHHON  3aMKHYTOCTHU
HCCIIEI0BATEIbCKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA; M3BECTHON KOH(MPOHTALMU C PSIOM APYTUX Hay4HBIX
LIKOJI, CY’KEHHIO Kpyra MEKIYHapOJHBIX U MEKAUCIUILIIMHAPHBIX KOHTaKTOB.

Kakue ke HampaBieHuss B U3YYEHHH POCCUMCKOW MCTOPUM BUIATCS CETOMHS
MpUOpPUTETHBIMU B [leTepOyprckomM yHUBEpPCHUTETE.

Onnoit w3 Hambojee BOCTPEOOBAHHBIX JUCHUHUIUIUH OCTACTCS HMCTOYHUKOBEIICHUE
poccuiickoii ucropun. Emre B 1960-1980-¢ 1T B yHHBEpCcHTETE HAMETHIIMCH HOBBIE TIOJIXO/IBI
B MCTOYHUKOBEICHUM, KaK NMpPU aHAJHM3E psijla TPAJAULIUOHHO HCIOIB3yeMBIX HCTOYHHKOB
(HampuMep, T.H. «MAacCOBBIX»), TaK U B XOJI¢ U3YyUCHUUS HE JOCTYIHBIX paHEe MaTEepUAIOB
apXUBHBIX (DOH/IOB.

[TosiBneHMEe COBPEMEHHON KOMITBIOTEPHOM TEXHUKH OTKPBUIO HE HMCIOJIb30BABIINECS
paHee BO3MOXHOCTH JUISi M3Y4YEHHUS MACCOBBIX HCTOYHHKOB 10 wuctopur Poccumu:
CPETHEBEKOBBIX MHUCIIOBBIX KHUT, YCTaBHBIX IPaAMOT M BBIKYITHBIX aKTOB BTOPOW TOJIOBUHBI
XIX B,, opunuanbHOW M 3eMCKOW CTAaTHUCTHKH, PE3yJIbTaTOB DPA3IUYHBIX 00CIeI0BaHUM,
OMMCAaHUN U TIEpenucei, 4aCcTh KOTOPHIX paHee MO0 He paccMaTpUBaiach BOoOIe, JIUO0 He

Cpenu KpynHBIX HayYHBIX KOH(QEPEHIMH MMOCIEIHNX JIET ClIelyeT OTMETUTh U KOH(EPEHIINIO B 4eCTh
cronerHero oouies A.JI.1Iamupo.
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u3ydajgach I1yOOko M cucteMHO. IIpuMeHeHne KOMIBIOTEPHBIX TEXHOJOTUH IO3BOJIMIIO
BBECTH B HAyYHBIH 00OPOT JIECATKH THICSY HOBBIX IOKYyMEHTOB, 00pab0TKa KOTOPHIX BEJIACh C
IIPUMEHEHUEM MaTEMaTHUKO-CTaTUCTUUECKUX METOJ0B. K 3TOMy BpeMeHU Ha MCTOPUUYECKOM
(bakynpTeTe YK€ MMEJCS 3HAUYUTENIbHBIA OIBIT NMPOBEIACHUSA IMOJOOHBIX HCCIEIOBAHUN M
chopMUPOBAJICS KOJUIEKTUB MCTOPHUKOB, CHEIHATU3UPOBABIIUXCS B 00JACTH POCCHICKOTO
HCTOYHUKOBEJCHUS U pa3pabOTKK HOBBIX METOJOB aHain3a UCTOYHHUKOB. [log pykoBoacTBOM
npodeccopa A.JL.IIlanmupo OBIT MOATOTOBJIEH MHOTOTOMHBIM TpPyA «ArpapHas HCTOPHUS
Cesepo-3anana Poccun», Ipy HaNmMCAaHUM KOTOPOTO BIEPBBIE B IPAKTUKE JICHUHIPAICKUX
YUYCHBIX ObUIM MPUMEHEHBI KOMITBIOTEPHBIC TEXHOJIOTUU. 3HAUYUTENbHBIC YCIIEXH UMEIUCh U
B c(epe M3ydeHHus JIETONHCAHMs, UCTOYHHKOB 0 MCTOPUHM CpelHeBeKoBoW Pycu, HOBOro
IIPOYTEHUSI JIOKYMEHTOB 110 HoBeilmel wucropuum Poccun. DT oOCTOATENHCTBA, KaK U
HEO0XOAMMOCTh CTPYKTYPHBIX TIEpEMEH, POJANKTOBAHHBIX BPEMEHEM, MTO3BOJIMIN OTKPHITH B
Hosi0pe 1991 r. HoBYy1O Kadenpy «McrounukoBeneHuss uctopuu Poccumy.

B nenTpe BHUMaHUS COTPYIHUKOB ATOW Kadeaphl HAXOIWIOCh BHEAPESHUES HOBEHIIINX
MCCIIeIOBATEIILCKUX TEXHOJIOTHH, UCIIOIB30BaHHBIX NP aHAIN3E JTJOKYMEHTOB IIEPKOBHOTO U
aJIMHHHCTPATHBHOIO y4eTa HACEJCHUs, HICTOYHUKOB IO arpapHoil nucrtopuu Poccun. Onanm
W3 ICHTPAIBHBIX CIOKETOB, CTAJI0 W3YYCHHE SKOHOMHUYECKHX ITOCICICTBUU KPECThIHCKOU
pedopmer 1861 r. OcoOmIif HHTEPEC K ITOM MPOoOIEMe CTAT MPOSBISATHCS B TIOCICIHUE TOBI B
cBsi3u co 150-nmeTHel TOMOBIIMHON OCBOOOXKICHHUS KPEIMOCTHOTO KPEeCThSHCTBA B Poccum,
IIMPOKO OTMEYAEMOM B 3TOM TOY.

B 2011 r. no Bceit Poccuiickoil denepauny npouesn psja NIpeIcTaBUTEIbHBIX HAyYHBIX
KOH(EepeHINiA, TOCBALUICHHBIX OTMEHE KpPEMOCTHOrO TIpaBa. XOTEJIOCh OBl OTMETHTH
MOCKOBCKYI0 KoH(pepeHuuto «Pepopma 1861 rosga, UTOrH U MOCIEACTBUSL», OPraHU30BAHHYIO
MHCTUTYTOM 3KOHOMUKHU U OTJI€JIEHUEM OOILEeCTBEHHbIX Hayk Poccuiickoit Akanemun Hayk.
3 mapra 2011 r. B Mapuunckom xasopue B Cankr-IlerepOypre cocTosiiack Hay4dHO-
npakTuyeckas kKoHpepeHuus «Bemukue pegopmbl U MoaepHU3aus Poccuny, mocssieHHas
150-neturo co nHsA moamucaHuss Manudecta 00 OTMEHE KpPEHMOCTHOIrO MpaBa, Ha KOTOPOH
BeICTymIM Tipe3usienT Poccuiickoit @enepanuu J[.A.Mensenes, miaBa ¢ouaa "PoMaHOBEI
g Poccun" Benukuit kHa3p Jmutpuii PomanoB, Mutpononut Cankrt-IletepOyprekuii u
Jlanoxckuit Bnagumup, pykoBoaurenu Cankr-IlerepOypra. Cpeau BbICTyNaBIIMX ObLI U pAJ
YHUBEPCUTETCKUX HCTOPUKOB, KOTOPHIE JalM B3BEIIEHHYIO OIEHKY POJU KpPECThSIHCKON
pedopmer 1861 1. B poccHiickoii HCTOPUH.

Heo06xoauMo OTMETUTb, YTO HA MHOTHUX POCCHICKMX KOH(EpEeHLHUsAX dYacTo
BBICKA3bIBAIMCh JMAMETPAIbHO MPOTHBOIIOIOXKHBIE B3IJIAAbl KaK Ha CYTh JMOEpaibHBIX
pedopM, Tak U Ha UX poJib B poccuiickoit nucropuu. K coxkanenuro, 3/1ecbh JOCTaTOUHO YacTO
BepX Opaiu AMOLMH M MOJUTHYECKHe IpucTtpacTus aBTopoB. Ha stom ¢done paboTsl mo
SKOHOMMYECKON HCTOPHM, TOATOTOBICHHBbIE YHHUBEPCUTETCKUMHU HCTOPUKAMH, HOCHIIU
aKaJIeMUYeCKUi XapakTep, 0a3upOBAINCH HA PENPE3CHTaTUBHBIX MAacCUBaX JIOKYMEHTOB U
U3Y4aJIMCh COBPEMEHHBIMM CTATUCTUYECKUMH METOAaMU. MITOroM sTux uccieaoBaHui cTaio
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M3yueHHe SKOHOMUYECKUX TOCIEIACTBUNA OCBOOOKICHHSI KPECThSIH B OTPOMHOM PETMOHE — Ha
Ceepo-3amaze PoccHi - MPeBOCXOIAIEM T10 TUTOM[AH PSL KPYITHBIX EBPOIEHCKHX CTPaH’.

Hctopukamu yHuBepcuTeTa ObUIa COPMYNIHMpOBaHA 3a/adya U3ydyeHHUs peopMbl Ha
KaueCTBEHHO HOBOM YPOBHE C NPUMEHEHHEM METOAMK, IIO3BOJIABILIUX COIOCTaBUTh
MOJIyYE€HHBIE PE3yJbTaThl C BBIBOJAMH, UMEBLIMMHUCS MO ApyruM ryoepuusMm Poccuu. [Ipu
3TOM CO3/1aBaJIUCh KOMIIbIOTEpHbIE 0a3bl JaHHBIX, NpeJHa3HAUYCHHbIE [UIS pEIICHUS
HIMPOKOTO CIIEKTpa UCCIIEAOBATEIbCKUX 3a/1a4.

Xotenoch Obl, OAHAKO, 3aMETUTh, YTO B MOCIEAHHE TOJbl arpapHasi TeMaTUKa, paHee
3aHUMAaBIIAsl BaXXHOE MECTO B HCCIEAOBAHUSAX POCCUUCKUX HMCTOPHUKOB, MOCTEIEHHO CTajia
OTXOJUTh Ha BTOPOH IIaH. XO4YETCs BEPUTh, UTO IoOumieilHbie TopxkecTBa 2011 r. mamgyr
HOBBIN UMIYJIBC JUISI U3YUYEHUS arpapHBIX CIOKETOB.

Ecnu arpapHast uctopusi, Kak W HCTOpPHUS IPOMBILIUIEHHOCTH M paboyero kjiacca B
Poccun B 3HAUMTENBHOM CTENEHU CHU3WIM CBOM «YZEJIbHBIM BECK B MACCE MCTOPUYECKUX
HICCIIeI0BaHMiA ®, TO Takoe HanpaBieHHE KAK WCTOPHS NPEANPUHMMATENbCTBA B PoccHu
I10JIb3YETCS CEr0/IHSI HECOMHEHHBIM HHTEpecoM. ClieICTBUEM 3TOr0 cTasio co3nanue B 2007 r.
HOBOM Kadeapbl HCTOpUM NPEAIPUHUMATENbCTBA W MEHEKMEHTA. XapaKTepHO, YTO
u3yuyeHue npoOsieM MCTOPUM NPEANPUHUMATEIBLCKOM M YIPaBICHUECKON AeATelbHOCTH
BEJIETCS 31€Ch B KOHTEKCTE KaK OTEUECTBEHHOM, TaK M BCEMUPHOU HUCTOPUHU.

Eme oxHuM HampaBieHHEM B H3YYEHMM MACCOBBIX MCTOYHMKOB Ha HCTOPUYECKOM
(bakynpTeTe CTAN0 H3y4YCHHE IEPBUYHBIX JIOKYMEHTOB II0 HCTOPHYECKOW aeMorpaduu
Poccun. Ha Haw B3risia, ucropuueckas emorpadus sBisieTcs CEeroJHs OJAHUM U3 HauboJee
JUHAMHYHO Pa3BUBAIOIIUXCS HANPABICHUM B MUPOBOM UCTOpUUYECKOM Hayke. CerogHs 311ech
MOXHO OTMETHUTH IIOSIBJICHHE psJa HOBBIX TEHICHIMM, 3alaJHbIMA HCTOPUKAMH H
aeMorpagaMy € HUCIOJNb30BAHUEM KOMITBIOTEPHBIX TEXHOJOIMH, MHTEHCHUBHO H3ydyaeTcs
IIMPOKUHA CHEKTp MEpBUYHBIX apXUBHBIX M YK€ TpeABAPUTEIbHO 00pabOTaHHBIX
JIOKYMEHTOB y4eTa HaceJIeHHs LIeJIoro psiia eBponeickux rocygaapets u CLIA.

JnutenbHOE BpeMs 3TO HAIpaBICHUE B COBETCKOM MCTOPUYECKON HAyKe Pa3BUBAIOChH
BECbMa MEJIJIEHHO, YTO BBI3BAJIO 3aMETHOE OTCTABaHUWE POCCUMCKHUX MCCIEA0BaHUN OT paboT
3aMaJHbIX KOJUIer. 3aMeTHBIH MHpOphIB B 3TOM HAIpaBlIe€HUM OBbLI CAENaH POCCHHCKUMHU
MCTOPHKAMH, BXOISIINME B MexkayHapoauyio The Association for History and Computing’.
C cepenunbpl 1990-x rr. NpakTUYECKH OJHOBPEMEHHO B HECKOJIBKUX YHUBEPCHUTETCKHUX
LeHTpax Poccuu, TECHO CBSI3aHHBIX C 3TOHM accolMalnyen, Hayajaoch HHTEHCUBHOE M3Y4YEHUE

° Cwm., mnanpumep: Kamenko C.I. OcBoOoxnenne kpectbsiH Ha Cesepo-3amane Poccum.
DOKoHOMHYecKHe nociencTBus pedopmel 19 ¢espans 1861 roma. M.-CII6., 2009. PesynbraThl 3THX
HCCIIeJOBAaHUH OIyOJIMKOBaHBI TaK)Ke B HECKOJIBKMX MOHOrpadusx M JecsiTKax crarei, Beimeqmuux B Poccuw,
CIIA, I'epmanuu 1 OUHISHANM.
6 C xoHma 1950-x T0O0B HAa NPOTSDKEHWH MHOTHX JIET MCTOPHYECKHH (akynbreT JIeHMHrpaackoro
YHHBEPCHTETA ABIAICH KPYIHEHIINM HayYHBIM HEHTPOM IO M3y4eHHI0 uctopuu pabdouero kiacca CCCP.
Kagenpa ncrounnkosenenust uctopun Poccun siBIsieTcs! KOJUIEKTUBHBIM YJIEHOM POCCHHCKON BETBH
9TOM OpraHU3alUu.
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JOKYMEHTOB IIEpKOBHOTO y4eTa HaceJleHHs. DTa MH(OpMAIHsl BIOCIEICTBHU CTala OCHOBOM
IUISL CO3JAHUsS LIEJIOT0 psiia KOMIBIOTEpHBIX 0a3 naHHbIX. B 1997 r. cotpynnuku kadenpbl
HCTOYHMKOBeJAeHuss  ucropun  Poccum  nomyumsim  rpant  Poccmiickoro  ®donpa
¢dbyngameHTanpHeIX HccienoBanuii, a B 2000-2011 rr. - rpantel Poccuiickoro
I'ymanuTapHoro Hay4yHoro QoHAa i OCYLIECTBICHHS NPOEKTOB IO HM3YUYECHHUIO
nemorpaduueckux nporeccoB Ha CeBepo-3amnane Poccun B XIX — nepBoii Tpetu XX BB.

Cnenyer OTMETHTb, 4YTO B pAAe CIy4yaeB KaTaJu3aTOPOM ATHX HCTOPUKO-
nemorpadguueckux paboT, cTaau TPYAbl 3apyOeHBIX HcciaemoBareneir Steven L. Hoch
(CIIA), Pim Kooij, Geurt Collenteur (Hupmepnanapl), KOTOpbIE LIIMPOKO IMPUMEHSIOT
COBpPEMEHHBIE IeMOorpaduueckre METOIbI.

Tak, Ha TPOTSHKEHUM psza JIET, B paMKaxX HAay4YHO-MCCIIEOBATENILCKUX pabdoT psna
EBpPOICUCKUX W POCCHUMUCKUX YHHUBEPCUTETOB YCIICIIHO BBIIOJHSJICA COBMECTHBIN
rojutaHacko-poccuiickuii mpoektIntegral history at the regional level”, unumaropamu
KOTOPOI'O CTaJIM UCCIIe0BATENbCKUE IPYIIbI YHUBEPCUTETOB [ poHMHIeHa U Y TpexTa.

Llenpto MccneoBaHUs TOMUIAHACKUX M POCCUHMCKUX YYEHBIX SIBISUIOCH KOMILJIEKCHOE
U3yueHHe Ha JIOKaJbHOM YPOBHE JEeMOTpapHUuecKuX MpoLEeccoB (MPEexXae BCEro, yCIOBUHA U
MeXaHu3Ma T.H. «IeMOrpa)u4eckoro TIepexona»), HW3MEHEHHH B TOJIMTHYECKOM,
HKOHOMHYECKOMH, COIUAIEHON, KYJIbTYPHOU U PEIUTHO3HBIX cdepax. B xome paboThl akTHBHO
HCI0JIb30BAJIUCh KOMITbIOTEPHBIX TEXHOJIOTMIA U MAaTEMAaTUKO-CTATUCTUYECKUX METO/BI.

Psin koHbepeHmii 1 paboyrx ceMUHApPOB MO MPoOIeMaM UCTOPHUECKON eMorpadum,
IpoBeIeHHBIX B 3TO BpeMms B Poccum, Hupmepnannax m CIHIA, mno3Bosnia mpoBecTH
00CYyXJIeHUE aKTyaJbHbIX HCTOYHHUKOBEIUYECKMX MpOOJIEM, CpPaBHUTh HCIOJIb3YEMYIO
METOAMKY M TIOJydeHHble pe3yinbTaTbl. Cpean o0CyKAaeMblX Ha HUX BOIPOCOB ObUIM
MIPUHIUIIBI CO3/IaHUS] KOMITBIOTEPHBIX 0a3 JaHHBIX (aAanTaiys CTaHAAPTHOTO MPOTrPAMMHOIO
o0ecreyeHnss U CO3/1aHUe OPUTMHAIBHOI0), JOCTOBEPHOCTh PE3YJIbTATOB CTATUCTHUYECKOTO
aHaJlu3a, BBISBJICHHE HOBBIX HMCTOYHUKOB IO HCTOPUYECKOW aemorpaduu, onpeaeneHue
YPOBHS UX PENPE3EHTATUBHOCTH.

B 1990-e r. uctopuku Cankr-IleTepOyprckoro yHHBepcUTETa BMECTE C KOJUIETAaMH U3
TamOoBa, [lerpo3aBoacka u SpocnaBiig BKIIOYWINCH B P MEXAYHAPOIAHBIX IPOEKTOB I10
KOMIIapaTUBHOMY H3YYEHHIO OTIENbHBIX PETMOHOB Poccum M Apyrux CTpaH B JIOXY
nepexofa OT arpapHoro oOIecTBa K HWHAYCTpHaIbHOMY. bynyunm HampaBieHHBIM Ha
UHTETpajbHOE (TOTAJIBHOE) U3YyUEHHE BCEX CTOPOH MOBCEIHEBHON KU3HU 00IECTBa, paboThI
[0 MPOEKTaM SIBJSUIM COOOM OAMH M3 BapUaHTOB COLMAIBHO-UCTOPUYECKUX HCCIIEAOBAHUIMA.
Oco0eHHOCTBIO UCCIIE0BATENBCKUX TOIX00B B JAHHOM Ciy4yae ObUIO M3y4YEeHHE MPOIIECCOB
B 0OILIEeCTBE Ha MHKPOYpPOBHE («PAIOBBIX» WHIUBUIYYMOB, CeMEH, JOMOXO3SMCTB,
HACEJIEHHBIX IMYHKTOB, BOJIOCTEH) U HAa Me30ypoBHE (ye3/bl, TYOepHUH), a TaKKe LHIUPOKOe
WCIOJIb30BaHNE KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX TEXHOJOTMHM [Uisi 00pabOTKM MacCOBBIX MEPBUYHBIX
HCTOYHUKOB.

IlogBoas HCEKOTOPLIC UTOTH U3YUYCHUA MACCOBBIX HCTOYHHUKOB, CICAYCT OTMECTUTD, YTO

B XO0J€ OTHUX I/ICCJ'ICI[OBaHI/Iﬁ XOopomo 3apCKOMEHAOBAJIA cebs1 OobIas rpyimna MOJOABIX
YUYCHBIX, MOJTYYUBIINX HGO6XOJII/IMI)II\/'I OIIBIT U BOCIIPUMMYHNBBIX K HOBBIM UCAM. 9710 co3aact

The 3™ International Conference of the HK Russia - Eurasia Research Project



"Uzyuenne uctopun Poccnu nocne pacnana CCCP: Tpaguuuu v HOBbIE TeueHus" 52

INPEATNIOCBUIKA JUIsl OCYLIECTBICHUS HOBBIX KPYIHBIX IIPOEKTOB II0 JKOHOMHYECKOM H
neMorpaduueckoil ucropun Poccun 1 BechbMa BaXKHO JIJIs1 pa3BUTHS YHUBEPCUTETCKOM HAYKH.

XO04eTcss OTMETUTh TAK)KE, YTO 3TH HMCCIECNOBAHMS AAIM UMILYJIbC Ul Pa3BUTHUS B
[letrepOypre HOBOrOo HampaBieHHUsS B HCTOPHOTpaguH, MOJYYHMBIIETO B JAaJbHEUIIEM
Ha3BaHUE «HcTOpUYecKoil nHpopmatuku». Ha dakynbTere TpaAULMOHHO pa3pabaThIBaOTCA
pa3NUYHBIX AaCHEKThl  MCTOPUYECKOM HH(POPMATHKH., PACCMATPUBAIOTCS TEXHOJIOTUH,
UMEIOIMe MPAKTUYECKOe 3HadeHue Juid  OyaylMX MCTOPUKOB, MCKYCCTBOBEIOB U
MY3€0JI0T0B, AHAIM3MPYIOTCA HCTOpUYECKHE pecypchl B cetu MHTepHer., ocoGeHHOCTH
Pa3BUTHS SJIEKTPOHHBIX OMOIHOTEK

Pa3zBute  COBpEMEHHOM  pPOCCHUHCKOM  MCTOPUYECKOM HAyKu B IIOCIIEJHEE
JBaIIATHIICTHE HEBO3MOXKHO TIPEICTaBUTh 0€3 MEXIYHAPOJHBIX KOHTAKTOB, KOTOPHIC
CIOCOOCTBYIOT Pa3BUTHIO KaK TPAJAULIMOHHBIX, TAK U HOBBIX HAIIPABJICHUH.

Bosnbinyto posib B pa3BuTHM HaydHbix KoHTakToB urpaer ICCEES (International
Council for Central and East European Studies) , koTopblii, Kak H3BECTHO, OBLII OCHOBaH €IIle
1o «mepecrpoiiki» B 1974 r. as a joint project of American, British and Canadian research
associations. Yyacrue netepOyprckux HCTOPHKOB B IIPOBOIUMBIX, KaxKabie TsTh et World
Congress craHoBUTCSl C KaXIbIM TojoM Bce Oonee aktuBHBIM. Tak, Ha VIII  Konrpecce,
npoxoauBmiem B Stockholm (Sweden) 8 2010 r. Gbiia opraHn3oBaHa COBMECTHAsl CEKIIUS
uctopukoB Cankt-IlerepOyprckoro m XenbCHHCKOTO YHHUBEPCHTETOB, Ha KOTOPOW OBbLIU
0OCYXKJIEHbl UTOTHM COBMECTHBIX HAy4YHBIX MPOEKTOB. MHTEpecHO, YTO K 3TUM JAOKIaJaMm
IPOSBUIIM OOJIBIION MHTEpeC Hamu kuraiickue koiuterd. Kak mssectno The Ninth World
Congress will take place in Chiba, Japan in 2015.

Becpma sgpko B3aMMOJEHCTBHE M B3aUMOBJIMSHHE HAyUHBIX IIKOJI MPOSIBISAETCS B
obmactu  ucropuorpaguu ¥ UCTOYHHUKOBeAeHUS. COBpPEeMEHHYI  NeTepOyprcKkyro
HCTOPUYECKYIO IMIKOJa XapaKTepU3yeT IpPHUCTAIbHOE BHHUMAHHE K IIMPOKOMY CIHEKTPY
npobieM, 3aTpoHyTHIX 3amaaHoil ucropuorpagueit Poccun n Coerckoro Coroza. Pesko
W3MEHWICS W BEKTOP OTHOWICHHWS K paboTaM 3apyOeXHBIX HCTOPHKOB M HCCIIEIOBAHUSIM
PYCCKMX OMHTPAHTOB, B pa3HOe BpeMms TMOKMHYBmMX Poccuro. Ecimm B coBeTckoit
HUCTOPUYECKON HayKe WX pa0OThl B 3HAYMTENHHOW CTETIEHW PAacCMATPHBAINCH CO 3HAKOM
«MUHYC», a OTACIbHBIC TIOJOXKEHHUS, COJACpKAIIMEecs B HHUX YacTO OIEHUBAINCH Kak
«OypxyaszHas ¢anbcudukanus», TO CEroJHsS MHOTME W3 HHUX MyonukyroTcs B Poccun,
TIIATEIbHO AHATU3UPYIOTCS HaY4HbIE JOCTHKEHHS HAIIMX 3apyOeKHBIX KOJIJIET, MOSBISIOTCS
ucTopuorpaduueckue paboThl, coepkKaliie B3BEIIEHHbIE OLEHKH UX JIEITETbHOCTH.

[TosiBUBIIAsiCSI BO3MOXKHOCTH pabOTBl B 3apyOCKHBIX apXuBaX, COJEpKalluX
JOKYMEHTHI 10 uctopuu Poccun u pycckoro 3apy0Oexbsi, MO3BOJSIOT MO-HOBOMY B3IVIIHYTh
Ha P HCTOPHOTPAPUIECKUX TTPOOITIEM.

3HAYNTEIHPHOE MECTO B COBPEMEHHBIX POCCHHUCKHX HWCCICAOBAHUSAX 3aHHUMAIOT
paboThI, MOCBSIIEHHBIC KU3HU W JCSITEIHHOCTH PYCCKHX SMHUTPAHTOB B CaMBIX Pa3IMYHBIX
YroJIKax 3€MHOTO Iapa. TO U HAYYHO-TIOMYJISIPHBIE paOOThI, OCBEIIAOIINE KU3HB «PYCCKOU
@Opanuuny», «pycckoil llIBednapum» W T.M., U COJHMJHBIE aKaJAEMHUYECKHE HCCIIEIOBaHMS,
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OXBaTBIBaIOIINE TITyOMHHBIE TpobieMbl poccuiickoil amurpamun XIX-XXI BB. TmartensHo
AHATU3UPYETCS ucropuorpadus POCCUICKON SMUTPALUH.
Cnenyer OTMETUTb, YTO HCTOPUKM BCE 4allle 3aTPAaruBalOT «OOJE3HEHHBIE» BOIIPOCHI,
KOTOpBIE paHee OOXOAWINCH MOJYaHHWEM, a €CIU pPacCMaTpUBAIUCh, TO C KpaifHe
IIOJINTU3UPOBAHHBIX MTO3ULUH.

CriocoOCcTBYIOT BBIPAaOOTKE B3BELICHHBIX KOHLENIUI U COBMECTHBIE MEKyHAPOIHbIE
IIPOEKTHI, KOTOPBIE OJAEPKUBAIOTCS KaK POCCUHCKUMMU, TaK U 3apyOeKHBIMU (POHIAMHU.

B kauectBe mnpumepa MOXKHO IpuBecTH HpoekTel 2010 r., KOTOpble MOIYYHIN
(uHaHCOBYIO MoAJIepPKKYy Poccuiickoro rymanuTapHoro Hay4Horo gonga 1 AkaJeMuu HayK
Ounnangun  «Cankr-IlerepOypr—Xenbcunku.  IIpoGiieMbl  B3aMMOBIUSHHSA — ABYX
€BpOIECUCKUX CTOJHUIl BO BTOpoi moJsioBuHe XII — nHawane XX B.» u «Hapon, pazaeneHHbIil
rpanuneii. Kapensr B wucropuu Poccum u Oummsaauu B 1809-2009 rr.: sBosONMS
UJCHTUYHOCTEH, PEJIUTUU U S3bIKa», B KOTOPBIX C POCCHICKONM CTOPOHBI IPUHUMAIOT YYacCTHE,
KaK MacTUThle Yy4Y€Hble, TaKk U HayyHas MojJoJexb CaHKT-eTepOyprckoro u
[leTpo3aBoACKOTO YHUBEPCUTETOB, a C (PUHCKOW CTOPOHBI, COTPYAHHUKH YHUBEPCHUTETOB
XeJIbCUHKHU U 17103Hcyy.

[ToBpIIeHHBIN HMHTEpeC B oOIIeCTBE K HOBeimied ucropun Poccum He Mor He
KOCHYTbCS W HcTOpudeckoro Qakxynprera. CymiecTBoBaBmias Ha ¢akyiapTere Kadeapa
UCTOPHUU COBETCKOro obmectBa B 1970-e romsl sSBIsIaCh OMHUM W3 BEAYIIUX LEHTPOB IO
W3YYCHHUIO PA3JIMYHBIX acreKToB uctopun OKTsIOpbhcKoil peBomonuu 1917 r., rpaxaaHcKon
BOWHBI, WHAYCTpUaNu3aluMu. AKTUBHO u3ydanach Benukas OredyecTBeHHass BOMHA,
IIOCJIEBOCHHAsI HCTOPHUS CTPAHBI.

C 1991 r. kadenpa momydnmsna HoBoe Ha3BaHue - Hoselmed wucropunm Poccum.
[Ipon3onuin 1 HEKOTOPBIE Ipyrue CTPYKTypHble u3MeHeHus. B kxonue 2003 r. npu kadenpe
obU1 chopmupoBaH LIeHTp 1O M3YUEHHIO UCTOPUU MOJIMTUYECKUX MapTUH U OOIIECTBEHHBIX
neuwkeHnnit Poccun. Hapsiny c¢ mpexHeill TemaTwkoil uccienoBaHuM, OOJbIIOE BHHMaHUE
CETrO/IHSI YJAENSAETCS HW3YUYEHUIO OpraHOB BJIACTU W YIPABJICHUS, HCTOPUOTpaPUUECKUM
npobiemMaM poOCCUHCKONM U 3apyOekHOll uctopuorpadpuu. BaxkHoe MecTo B HaydHBIX
UCCIIENOBaHUAX 3aHUMaroT nosnutudeckas uctopuss CCCP  mocineBOEHHOro Nepuoaa,
KJIt0UeBbIe MpodsieM poccuiickoit uctopun pyoexa XX—-XXI cronerunii.

OaHMM U3 aKTyaJbHBIX HaIlpaBI€HUH B COBPEMEHHOM pPOCCUICKON Hayke CTajo
M3Y4E€HHE UCTOpPUH LiepKBHU. VIMIylibec 3TO HampaBieHUe noiay4usio eme B 1988 r. B cBs3u ¢
npa3aHoBanueM 1000-netus kpemienuss Pycu. HeoOxonumMo OTMETHTb, YTO TOPIKECTBA,
MOCBAIICHHbIE ATOM HMCTOPUYECKOM JaTe, B HEKOTOPOM CTENEeHH 3HAMEHOBalU co00il u
HOBBIY ITPABUTEIBCTBEHHBIN KypC B OTHOLIEHUH LIEPKBH.

Ha ceropnsiminuii neHp B Poccuu CIIOKHMIUCH HECKOJBKO LIEHTPOB IO H3YYEHUIO
UCTOpUU LEPKBU. XOTs BEAYIIMMH B 3TOM HAIPABJIEHUU SIBISAIOTCA MOCKOBCKHME YYEHBIE,
onHako u B [lerepOypre nenaercs Hemano. 3HaYUTENbHYIO POJIb B 3TOM UIpaeT Haxoas1iasicst
3nech Cankt-IleTepOyprekas myxoBHas akajgeMus. Bce daie Ha HCTOPUYIECKOM (pakybpTeTe
CIIOI'Y 3amumiaroTcss AMccepTallMM MO HCTOpuM LepkBu. I[lerepOyprckue yueHble
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IIPUHUMAIOT aKTUBHOE Y4acTHE B JESITEIBHOCTH MOCKOBCKOI'O LIEPKOBHO-HAy4HOT'O LIEHTpa
«[IpaBociaBHas 3HUUKIONENUA». 3[€Ch CO3JAETCSI MHOTOTOMHAs (B HACTOSIIEE BpEMs
n3gaHo yxe Oomee 20 TOMOB) SHIMKIIONEIMS, CTaTbd B KOTOPOW MOJATOTOBJIECHBI Kak
CBETCKHMMHU, TaK U IIEpKOBHBIMHU HcTOpukaMu. B IlerepOypre cymecTByeT psii aBTOPUTETHBIX
U3JaTEIbCTB, KOTOPBIE MOCTOSTHHO M3/1aI0T HCTOPUKO-LEPKOBHYIO JINTEpaTypy. B MunyBiee
IBaJATUIIETHE B CTpaHE Nepen3[aH Leblil psa padoT MPOLUIBIX JET, MOCBSIEHHbIX 3TOH
npoOJieMaTHKe, KOTOPBIE BPsJI JIM MOTJIM BHOBB yBUACTH cBeT B CCCP.

BaxHyto posb B Jene pa3BUTHS HCTOPUKO-LIEPKOBHBIX HCCIEIOBAaHUNA HIPArOT
IJIOJOTBOPHBIE KOHTAKTHl YHHUBEPCUTETCKUX HCTOPUKOB C BHUJIHBIMHM IPEACTABUTEISIMU
pPYCCKOM TpaBOC/IaBHOM IIepKBU. Tak, B MEpUOJ] MOATOTOBKH K mpazaHoBanuio 300-metus
Hapckoro Cena B npouecce Bocco3aanus paspyuieHnoro B 1930-x rogax ExatrepuHuHCKOTO
cobopa, mpu moaaepkke mporouepes ['eHHagus (3BepeBa) B TEUECHUE HECKOIBKUX JIET
BBIXOJIMJI MCTOpPUYECKUN anbMmaHax «ExaTepuHUMHCKHI cOOOp», Ha CTpaHHUIAX KOTOPOro
ObulM OIyOJMKOBaHBl JECATKU CTaTell M NOJO0OPOK JOKYMEHTOB, IOJATOTOBJIEHHBIX
ucropukamu IlerepOypreckoro ynusepcurera.

OpnHuM u3 Haubojee aKTUBHO PA3BHBAIOIIMXCS CETOJHS HAINPaBJICHUH POCCHICKOMN
HayKH SBJSETCSl BOeHHas uctopus. CiieqyeT OTMETUTD, YTO 3/1€Ch CErOJHS UMEETCS LIeJIbIi
psa npoOjeM, HAaKONUBLIMXCA B pe3yjbTaTe HECKONbKUX NpuuuH. OjHa U3 HUX -
MPOJOJDKUTENbHAS  «MOHOIOJIM3alUs» BCEro, 4YTO CBS3aHO C BOEHHOM HCTOpUEH,
npodeccuoHaTbHBIMU BOSHHBIMHE (eme B 1966 r. Obu1 co3nan MHCTHTYT BOCHHOW UCTOPUHN
MunucrepctBa 060poHsl CCCP).  VaenoMm «rpaxIaHCKMX» HCTOPUKOB OCTaBalIUCh, B
OCHOBHOM, HCTOPHOTpapruECKre BOIPOCHI.

3aMETHYI0 CACPXKHUBAIOLIYI0 pOJIb ChI'pal M KYyJbTUBUPOBABIIUICA TE3UC O
«HallMOHAJIBHOM XapaKTepe PYCCKOT0 BOEHHOI'O HMCKYCCTBa». JTO HCKIIOYAJIO MPOBEACHUE
napasiesnieil ¢ pa3BUTHEM €BPOIEHCKOr0 BOGHHOTO MCKYCCTBA M KaKoe-IHO0O Cepbe3HOE €ro
u3ydyeHue. ['OBOpUTH ’K€ O 3aMMCTBOBAaHHMU PYCCKUMHU TOJKOBOJLAMHU JIOCTH)KEHUH
€BpOIENHCKON HaykHu ObLIO MPOCTO HEBO3MOXKHO. Henb3sl cka3zarh, 4TO y 3TOM TpaaulMu HE
ObUI0 «ucTOpHOrpaduueckux KopHei». Eme n0 peomtonuu cymiectBoBaiga 0Oopbrda
«PYCCKOW» U «aKaJIeMUUYECKOI» IIKOJ B BOEHHO-MCTOPUYECKUX HCCIEIOBAaHUSAX, OJHAKO B
COBETCKOE€ BpeMs PsiJ OJ0KEHUH «PYCCKOTO HalpaBJIeHUs» MIPUHST KpaitHue (OpMBI.

Eme oHUM HEIOCTaTKOM BOEHHO-MCTOPUYECKHX HCCIIEAOBAaHUM OblUIa yNpolIeHHas
CXEMaTu3alxs Mpolecca pa3BUTHI PYCCKOTO BOEHHOTO MCKYCCTBA, IIPU KOTOPOM OCHOBHOE
BHUMAaHHE YJESUIOCh BECbMa OIPAHMYEHHOMY YMCIY IE€PCOHAXEH IOPEBOIIOLMOHHON
BOCHHOW HUCTOpHH. BbLaensiuch U u3ydalanch «IpUOPUTETHBIE» TeMbl: CeBepHas BOIHa,
noxonasl A.B. CyBopoBa, OteuectBeHHast BoiiHa 1812 roma. ['maBHbIM HampaBieHHeM ObLIO
n3yuyenue Benukoir OteuecTBeHHON BOMHBL. 1941-1945 rr.

HckyccTBeHHOE clep)KUBaHUE U3YUYEHHS] «HEYAOOHBIX» CIO)KETOB BOEHHOW HCTOPHHU
MIPUBEJIO CETOJIHS K 3aMETHON KOH(POHTAIMK MEXY PA3IMYHBIMH MTOKOJICHUSIMHU UCTOPUKOB
U TIPEJCTaBUTENSIMU PA3HBIX HAIPABICHUM.

B kauecTtBe nmpHMepa MOXHO TPUBECTH COBPEMEHHYIO  HCTOpUOTpaduio
OteuectBeHHOM BOIHBI 1812 1., ABYXCOTIETHUH 00MIIEH KOTOPOil OyneT ormedaThest B 2012
r.

JUig  «rpakJaHCKMX» HMCTOPUKOB 3I0Xa HAroOJEOHOBCKUX JIoXa Bcerga Oblia
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«TIOOMMBIM TIEpPUOJIOM» BOEHHOM wuctopuu, eme B 1970-e — 1980-e rr., He Hamesch Ha
myOJIMKALUIO CBOMX PaldOT, OHM, HE CBSA3aHHBIC MJICOJOTHUYECKUMH YCTAaHOBKAMHU JIETATBHO
MCCIIEIOBANIA BECh XOJ] KAMIIaHUH, U, OCOOCHHO €ro LeHTpanbHoe coOriTue - boponnHckoe
cpaxxenue. CKpyIyJe3Hbli aHAIU3 IMIMPOKOTO CIIEKTpAa UCTOYHUKOB IPHUBOIWI K BBIBOJAM,
KOTOPBIEC HE BIIUCHIBAJIUCH B TPAJULUOHHBIE CXEMBI.

Taxum 06pa3zom, ObLIM MOATOTOBJIEHBI MPEANOCHUIKU JUIsl CYILIECTBEHHBIX W3MEHEHUN
B ucTopuorpaduu 5TOH BOHMHBI. B Hacrosiiee BpeMs MOSBUBLIMECS BO3MOKHOCTH
IIPOBE/IEHUS] CBOOOAHBIX IUCKYCCHUH M MyOJMKAIMi, MPUBEIN K OCTPOMY CTOJKHOBEHUIO
pa3IMYHbIX MHEHUN M MHTepecoB. IIprueM OTHIONb HE aKaJeMHYECKHE CIIOPbI BEJIUCH HE
TOJIBKO MEXIy MNpo(ecCHOHAIaMH M JWICTAHTAaMH, HO U MEXIy HCTOPUKAMHU DPa3HbIX
IIOKOJICHUH. bblia HapylleHa 3THKa BHYTPULIEXOBBIX OTHOILLEHUN, YTO , K COKAICHUIO, CTAIIO
B POCCHICKOI HCTOPHOTpaprH HE CTOJIb PEIKUM SBICHHEM.

CerosHs BOIPOC CTOUT, MPEXKIE BCEro, B OOCTOSTEIHLHOM, BCECTOPOHHEM,
B3BECIICHHOM M CIIOKOMHOM H3YYEHUHU KOJOCCAIbHOIO HAKOIUIEHHOIO Marepuaia, B
NEPECMOTPE CIIOKUBLIMXCS CTEPEOTUIIOB U IIA0TIOHHBIX OLIEHOK COOBITUN U IMYHOCTEH.

CeronHsi, Korja IpPOMCXOIAT 3HAYMTENbHBIE W3MEHEHUS B POCCHICKOW apMuu
OO0IIECTBO HAYMHAIOT MHTEPECOBATH CIOJKETHI, CBS3aHHBIC C MOBCEIHEBHOM JKU3HBIO apMHH,
BOCIIUTATEIBHON pab0TOM, CHaA0XKEHNEM, OpraHU3aIlell JOCyra BOGHHOCTY KaIUX, T.€. BCEM,
YTO TOKa3bIBAIO apMHUIO U (PIIOT BHE BOMHBI U 005, M PaHBIIE MOMPOCTY UTHOPUPOBAIOCH.
Pacmmpsercs uctounukoBasi 6a3a padoT 10 BOEHHOM MCTOpUH, HAa MPOTSKEHUU TOCIEIHUX
10 ner Ha ¢akynbreTe pa3pabaTbiBaeTCs KOMILIEKC BOIPOCOB, CBS3aHHBIX C
HUCTOYHMKOBeAeHueM BoeHHOU ucropuu Poccun XVIII — nayana XX B. DTO HampaBieHUE
JOJITHE TOJbl HE IIPUBJIEKAI0 BHUMAHUS OTEYECTBEHHBIX HCCIIEI0BATENIECH.

VY30CcTh HCTOYHMKOBOM 0a3bl, Ha Hall B3IV, MPHUBETA K ONpPEIEIEHHOMY 3aCTOI0 B
BOCHHO-UCTOPUYECKHUX HCCIIeNOoBaHMIX B KoHUEe XX B. [Ipeomoners ero MOXKHO TOJIBKO B
pe3ysibTaTe KOMILJIEKCHOTO aHalM3a BCEX TUIIOB MUCTOPUYECKUX MCTOYHUKOB: NMUCbMEHHBIX,
BEILIECTBCHHBIX, M300pa3UTENbHBIX, a Takke KUHOPOTO(YOHOJOKYMEHTOB. AKTUBHO
pa3pabaTbhIBalOTCS  BOIPOCHI  CMEXHBIX C BOGHHOM HMCTOpPHEH  BCIHOMOIAaTEIbHBIX
HCTOPUYECKUX JUCIMIUINH, TAKUX KaK QajiepiucThKa U YHU(POPMOJIOTHUSI.

Pabotsl ucropukoB Jlenunrpana-IlerepOypra 3aHuMaroT ocoboe MecTo B
UCTOpHUOTpapUM OTEYECTBEHHOIO (PJI0Ta, YTO BO MHOI'OM CBSI3aHO C Pa3MEILICHHEM B HalleM
ropoJie ZIByX OCHOBHBIX BOEHHO-MOPCKHMX apXMBOB — PoOcCCHICKOro TrocynapCTBEHHOTO
apxuBa BoenHo-mopckoro ¢mora (moxymentsl a0 1940 r.) u LleHTpaabHOro BOEHHO-
Mopckoro apxusa (B I'atunne, 1okymeHTsl ¢ 1940 r.)

UccnenoBanne uctopuu oredecTBEHHOTO (iiota Havdanock emie B XIX B. B paboTax
@.®D. Becenaro (1817-1895), E.W. Apenca (1856-1931), K.®. Illaumio (1924-1998) u ap.

B nauane 1990-x rr. MeHsieTca TeMaTHKa akTyaJbHbIX HccienoBanuid. Ecim go 1990 -x
B ¢okyce ObLIa, B OCHOBHOM, MCTOPHUSI PEBOJIOIMOHHOIO JBMXKEHHUS Ha (IioTe, TO Tenepb
yUEHBbIE AaKTUBHO M3y4YalOT UCTOPUIO TEXHUKU, MOPCKHUX KaMIlaHUN U cpakeHui. OCHOBHOE
Hanpasienue ucropuorpaduu ¢iaora B 1990-2010 rr. — peKOHCTPYKIUS COOBITHI Ha OCHOBE
BBOJIMMBIX B 00OPOT HCTOYHHKOB.

CrnenyeT OTMETHTb, YTO pe3KOe cokpaileHue ¢uiota B nocienHue 20 JeT U HEKOTopoe
paciidpeHre J0CTyna K MCTOYHHMKAM, XpaHSAMIMMCS B apXuBax, MPUBEIO K IOYTH
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00JIC3HEHHOMY HHTEpecy K MOAPOOHOCTSAM TEXHUYECKOTO YCTpoiicTBa Kopabnell u
pa3aMYHON BOEHHO-MOPCKOW TeXHUKH. MccnenoBaHus Ha 3Ty TEMY NMUUIYT IOYTH aBTOPBI C
TEXHUYECKUM 00pa30BaHMEM, HE MMEIOLINE UCTOPUYECKON MOATrOTOBKH. PacTer mHTEpec K
ouorpadusiM otaenbHBIX BoeHHO-Mopckux aesrteneit (C.K. I'peitra M.II. Jlazapesa, 3.IL
PoxectBenckuoro, A.B. Kondaka).

Mexnay teM, B 1990-¢ IT. BO3HHKIIA «pa300maunTenbHasy TEHACHIUS B HICTOpHOTpaduu,
KOTOpasi MPOSIBUJIACh B TOIBITKAX IMOJHOCTHIO MEPECMOTPETh MPEKHUE OLEHKH, 3a4acTYIO
0€e3 10CTaTOYHbIX K TOMY OCHOBaHM. HekoTophie nccienoBaTenu NbITal0TCs pa3BeHYaTh Pl
npusHanHbIX ¢uoToBoaueB (I'.A. Crnupunosa, @.®. YmakoBa), kpaiilHe HU3KO OLIEHUBACTCS
JeSITEeNbHOCTh OTeUeCTBEeHHOro BoeHHO - Mopckoro ¢uiota Bo Bpems IlepBoit MupoBoil u
Benukoit OteuecTBEHHON BOIHBI.

["'oBOpst 0 BOCCTAHOBJICHUH YHHUBEPCUTETCKUX TPATUIUI B UCTOPHUUECKON HayKe ObLIO
Obl HEMPAaBUIBLHO HE YIOMSHYTh O COBPEMEHHOM COCTOSIHUU METEpOyprcKOro KpaeBeaeHus,
MIOHECHIETo U TsKenbld ypoH B 1930-¢ rr.

HoBbIM HMITyIIbcOM B pa3BUTUU KpaeBeAeHUsI MOCTYyk Mo co3aanue B 2002 r. kadenpsl
UCTOpHYECKOTOo peruoHoBeneHus. Kadenpa co3gaBanack, HCXOAS U3 TPAAUIHIH, 3aJI0KEHHBIX
emie B nepBoi nonoBuHe XX B. TpyJaMu KJIACCUKOB TNeTepOyprckoro kpaeseneHusi: .M.
I'peBca, H. II. AnmucdepoBa. B 2005 r. B yHumBepcuTeTe ObUIa TNpPOBEACHA Hay4Has
KoH(epennus namsatu npodeccopa I'pesca.

BaxxHoil Bexoil B pa3BUTHMU HTOTO HaNpaBJ€HUsI CTall opraHu3oBaHHbld B 2007 T.
IlepBblii Beepocculickuil che3J, UCTOPUKOB-PETMOHOBENIOB, HA KOTOPOM C JIOKJAJaMH O
MyTSAX Pa3BUTHS STOTO HAMPABICHHS BBICTYMHIIU, MPEICTABUTENM MHOTHX (heaepaabHbIX
okpyroB Poccuiickoit ®enepannu, 3apy0eKHbIe TOCTH.

B 3akitouenue xoreaoch Obl MOAYEPKHYTH, YTO 3a MPOIIEIIINE ABAILATh JET UCTOpUYECKast
Hayka B Cankrt-IlerepOyprckomM rocyJapCTBEHHOM YHUBEPCHUTETE IpOILIa CPAaBHUTEIBHO
KOPOTKHUI, HO HHTEHCUBHBIN OTPE30K CBOErO Pa3BUTHSI.

B pasHbix HayuyHBIX 1ieHTpax Poccum mociencTBhsi NIEpeCTpOMKH, a 3aTeM M pacmnaaa
CCCP, npuBenu K HEOJHO3HAYHBIM TOCIEJCTBUAM. YHHMBepcuTeTcKas Hayka IlerepOypra
oKasaJlach, Ha Halll B3IJIs1/l, TOTOBOM K MepeMeHaM. DTOMY CIIOCOOCTBOBAIIM U KJIACCHUECKUE
TpaJuLUU HAYYHBIX MCCIIENOBAHUM, CIOKUBIIUECS €€ B JOPEBOIIOLUOHHOE BpEMS, U, KaK
9TO HE MAapaJOKCAJIbHO 3BYYMUT, TSDKEIbIE IOTPSACEHUS CTAIMHCKOM JIOXHU, KOTOpbIE
CIOCOOCTBOBAIM  BBIPAOOTKE CTOMKOCTHM, OIpPEAEICHHOr0O HWMMYHHUTETa K JIIOOBIM
MOTPSICEHUSIM, MEPEJTAHHOTO MPEbIIYIUM [TOKOJIEHUSIM CBOUM 00Jiee MOJIOBIM KOJUIETaM.
[lerepOyprckue HCTOPUKH TOPIATCS CBOMMM HAyYHBIMHM UIKOJIAMH, CIOCOOHBIMHU K
KPUTHYECKOMY aHaJU3y CEJIaHHOTO 3a MPOUIEIIINE TOAbl M TBOPYECKOMY BOCIPHUSITHIO
caMbIX COBPEMEHHBIX HANpaBICHUI HAayKu. B TO e BpeMs, 3TH ILIKOJbI, COXPAHEHHBIE B
camMble HENpPOCTBIE BPEMEHA, NPUJIAIOT YHHUBEPCUTETCKOW HCTOPUYECKOW HAyKe Tak
HEO0XOAUMYIO CEro/IHA MPOYHOCThH U CTAOMIIBHOCTb.
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The Present Challenges to Russia: Modernisation and Diversification

Silvana Malle

A premise

Twenty years from the disintegration of the Soviet Union and the Russian Federation’s market
transformation seem a time span long enough to assess results achieved and challenges ahead.
However, the two financial and economic crises that hit Russia, 1998 and 2008, each time just when
the country seemed to be finally entering into a sustainable path of growth, suggest that an
assessment on the viability of the Russian model of growth transformation may yet have to wait.
Twenty years, however, should allow for a preliminary assessment that may be subject to change
depending on the intricacies of Russia’s political and economic landscape that underwent profound

changes, first, in the nineties and, then in 2000s.

From today’s perspective, the nineties revealed, first of all, how difficult it was to attain positive
results from structural change while coping with the legacies of seventy years of communism. The
output fall in a middle income economy excessively dependent on output for defence was dramatic
compared to any other post-communist country. Hyperinflation in 1991-1992 destroyed people’s
savings. It took seven years to bring down inflation to one digit. The tenuous signs of recovery
surfacing in 1997 were abruptly reversed by the effects of the 1998 financial crisis that, once again,

in less than ten years, resulted in the annihilation of people’s savings and the revamping of inflation.

Nonetheless, market institutions combined with large scale privatisation and better understanding of
the working of the market mechanism helped Russia to recover fast from the crisis and, starting
from 1999, almost a decade of robust growth ensued. Unfortunately, growth came to a halt in 2008
reversing under the effects of another crisis, this time of an international nature, to a tremendous
output fall in 2009. Russia is still struggling to recover from this crisis while a) trying to understand
the reasons for a very poor performance over the crisis in comparative terms and b) striving to lay

down more solid foundations for growth,
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This paper intends to examine the challenges posed by the global crisis to Russia since they help
better to understand the pluses and minuses of her transformation path in so far as they reflect both
the legacies from the past - the Soviet one and the more recent - and the weaknesses of a process of
change that after twenty years seems still to be incapable of animating a sound competitive market

dynamics supportive of sustainable growth.

Over almost a decade Russian economic growth has been heavily dependent on natural resources
and energy: sectors by and large under direct or indirect government control. Under the crisis the
role of the state in the economy has increased. The state share in the economy has grown to more
than 50% and is becoming increasingly costly to the government. At the same time, the crisis
helped uncover the inherent weaknesses of the Russian economy.

A debate on the Russian model of development stirred by reformers and by President Medvedev
himself with his manifesto “Russia, forward” electronically published and widely disseminated in
September 2009, has laid the ground for a number of reforms that should help modernise and
diversify the Russian economy while at the same time calling for an innovation drive to which state

and private businesses are supposed to contribute.

While strategic goals are constrained by the need to restore macroeconomic balances through post-
crisis tighter budget constraints, comparatively low public debt and the on-going current account
surplus from energy and commodities revenues make prima facie the overall macroeconomic
balances sustainable. However the economy remains exposed to foreign price and reversal shocks.
In this context, the government may be forced to relax its grasp on the economy and start a new

wave of privatisation.

This paper focuses on changes in current Russian policy pointing to a new approach to economic
development and growth that is still unfolding, where the scope for private undertakings appears to
be broadening though subject to their commitment to back the government’s efforts in the pursue of
national goals. Whether this could evolve in the future towards a greater emphasis on the market
and free choice instead of the prevailing tendency towards government power and control remains
uncertain, largely because the divide between contrasting priorities and constituencies is not always

clear.
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From changing constraints to changing path

Changes in Russian Government’s policy on state companies, privatisation and Foreign Direct
Investment deserve attention as they may effect the structure of the Russian economy in this decade
(2010-2020) . Much — but not all - of what is being discussed and hoped for in these areas falls
under the programme of modernisation of the Russian economy — focussed on the revival of
industry, technology and science that was conceived under Putin in 2006 and has been reinforced
under Medvedev with somewhat more emphasis on innovation. Under the effects of the crisis,
public debate on economic diversification - a policy that should help emancipate Russian growth
from oil/gas dependence, has intensified. While apparently stemming out of necessity rather than
virtue, policy changes such as the renewed focus on privatisation of which more below?, are worth
considering, as they could evolve beyond expediency into more radical structural changes.

During the crisis the stake of the state in the Russian economy has grown by some 15% up to 50%
in 2009 according to official declarations,” and even up to 75% if state indirect control is included.?
The problem of how to manage and finance such an impressive amount of state property is acutely
felt. This concerns not only inefficient state entities, but also many public utilities in dire state the
privatisation of which had been postponed over the years of bonanza. The room for costly structural
reforms to be domestically financed is narrow. The financial crisis has badly hit central and regional
budgets owing to foregone oil, oil products and gas exports revenues. With public and private
investment falling tremendously, the latter also hit by the credit crunch, 2009 GDP and industrial
output fell by 7.8% and 10.8% respectively — the worst outcome within the BRICs group of large
emerging market economies (Brazil, Russia, India and China).

The financial market was also badly hit. Bad loans increased from September 2008 to December
2009 by 7.2% up to about 10% of total loans according to Russian evaluation standards.* Though,
apparently, the banking sector started recovering in 2010, using international standards S&Ps in
May 2010 estimated non -performing loans (NPLs) at ¢.40% of total credit.” The situation may be
getting worse for a number of banks, since the number of loss-making banks increased from 90 to
127 in six months from the beginning of 2011.° Those data point to little room for credit expansion,
while at the same time many large companies, after restructuring their foreign loans, still need to
fully repay their debts. As it usually goes for Russia, effective economic growth and budget
performance, however, is more dependent on oil prices than on other factors, as also noted by the

! An observer calls it “pragmatic privatisation”, see http://www.rg.ru/printable/2009/10/01/privatizacia-site.html

2 http://www.vedomosti.ru/finance/news/2009/10/06/853393
3 See A. Shokhin in http://www.rbcdaily.ru/print.shtml?2009/12/15/focus/447977

* See 1.O. Sukhareva, “Upravelnie problemnymi dolgami v bankovskom sektore: uroki krizisa” 17.8.2011 from
http://www.forecast.ru/mainframe.asp?ADDR_FROM=http://www.forecast.ru/news.asp

5See http://top.rbc.ru/economics/19/05/2010/408807.shtml?print . On the basis of Russian evaluation standards,
Sukhareva, cited above, bad loans at 8.2% of total credit on 1 April 2011

® See http://www.banki.ru/news/bankpress/?id=3184702
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OECD.’ In the light of still uncertain world economic recovery, the Russian Ministry of Finance
(MOF) has been cautious, projecting different levels of budget deficit in 2011 according to a fork
of oil prices going from 50 to 70$pb.® However, given the scale of social spending incurred in 2009
and 2010 and pensions’ rise approved by the government - despite a perverse combination of
rapidly ageing population and excessively low retirement age - oil prices at even $80pb could
jeopardise macroeconomic stability. A fall of $10 in the price of oil is estimated to cause a fall of
budget revenues equal to one percentage point of GDP.®

A moderate pace of recovery in 2011 with a 4.1-4.0% rate of growth y-0-y (some three percentage
points less than the annual average from 2000 to 2007) as projected by the MED and other
international agencies *® may hamper the agenda of structural changes envisaged over 2011-2020.
Those range from modernisation of the arm forces estimated to cost some 20 trillion roubles
(c.$666bn) to innovation that over the same period would need some 16 trillion roubles (c.$533bn)
according to the ministry of Economic Development.** Even railways now claim that the budget
will be badly hit if investments up to 400bn roubles (some $13.5bn) are not found to finance the
upgrading of the network over 2011-2015.'2 Despite Russian government’s comparatively easier
access to foreign lending —justified largely by Russia’s good track record in honouring foreign debt
- already envisaged in the 2010-2012 budgets on debt emission, financing strategic goals has
become problematic in the light of an incumbent world recession looming by the third quarter of
2011.7

Current policies and plans on restructuring state entities, privatisation and foreign direct investment
(FDI), therefore, will need to be made consistent with tighter fiscal policies that may limit scope
and scale of state support. All in all post-crisis government policy seems to be driven by
expediency on the one side, and opportunism, on the other. There is no firm direction of change.
While reform-orientated circles call for privatisation to increase efficiency and complete the 90s

" See OECD Economic Outlook, 2010, cit, p.215.

® Versus the more optimistic 76US$ hoped for by the Ministry of Economic Development (Minecon), see
http://www1.minfin.ru/ru/press/transcripts/index.php?id4=9676 accessed on May 14, 2010.

° See M. Dmitriev in http://www.novayagazeta.ru/data/2011/096/10.html?print=201101091247 on 30 August 2011.
Recently (13 September 2009) Kudrin cautioned that even an oil price of $116pb in 2012 would be barely sufficient for
a balanced budget, seehttp://grani.ru/Politics/Russia/m.191382.html

19°See MED’s table http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/258259/bez_ambicij also projecting a 3.5% rate of
growth in 2012.

1 See http://www.vedomosti.ru/finance/news/1353016/dorozhe armii and http://www.europarussia.com/posts/2326
on an estimated military expenditure of $650bn over 2011-2020. Note that the text bases, as a rule of thumb given the
highly volatile rates, dollar estimates on a virtual exchange rate of $30 per rouble.

12 See http://www.vedomosti.ru/companies/news/1355059/milliardy _dlya yakunina on 2 September 2011

3 See Malle S., “The Impact of the Financial Crisis on Russia”, Nato Defence College Forum paper, Research Division,
Rome, December 2009, pp.11-12.
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market reforms, the vast majority of the population is in favour of keeping state control of the
economy.** But recent developments as discussed below may bring about more radical reforms.

The context of post-crisis structural reforms

The nature and prospects of Russia’s changes need to be put in perspective. Major plans of
modernisation and diversification (M&D) were already contemplated in Putin’s Strategy-2020 — a
long and detailed programme — launched on 21 July 2006 and finally approved on 17 November
2008." The strategy envisaged the progressive emancipation of Russia from dependence on energy.
The key drivers of this programme were to be innovation, investment and infrastructure with an
emphasis on innovation in the financial sector capable of developing in Moscow an international
financial hub.

An additional focus on institutions contributed to the shaping of Medvedev’s four “i” (investment,
infrastructure, innovation and institutions) electoral manifesto in March 2008. It is worth noting that
the institutional driver is not irrelevant in comparing the pre- to the post-crisis approach to structural
reforms as discussed below. Medvedev has pushed, and continues to push through the Parliament
anti-corruption laws complying by and large with OECD best practices, including making income
declarations obligatory for state officials, new provisions on state procurement, an area of
widespread corruption and bribery, higher test requirements to enter police corps, interdiction to top
state officials to have managerial positions in state companies; facilities for foreign direct
investment; and a number of other, perhaps minor, if taken separately, but of substance altogether,
reforms meant to create if not the necessary mass of provisions for a modern state, at least better
grounds for implementation of the rule of law. Some laws have been passed; other provisions —
notably on state procurement - encounter resistance.'® Nonetheless a process of change after many
years of inaction is taking place. Even if approved, reforms will take time to deliver, and could even
be reversed. But it would be wrong to dismiss efforts to change since they respond to the demands
from both the more advanced sections of society and the international community.

On the other hand, a number of reforms undertaken under the new Presidential Administration
retain the flavour of the ruling from above, so common to Russian history, relying on organization
tools and government priorities rather than market incentives.'” An example is the Commission for
Modernisation and Technological Development (CMTD), composed by influential government
official, businessmen, state managers and experts that has been attached to the Presidential

14 See the results of an opinion poll in www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/10/218439
1> See on this, Malle S. cit., pp.24-26 and the Conception of Long-Term Development of the Russian Federation to 2020
in http://www.comission.economy.gov.ru/minec/activity/sections/strategicPlanning/concept/concept

16 Seehttp://www.vedomosti.ru/politics/news/1353993/zakupka_nevypolnima on 1  September 2011 and

http://www.ng.ru/printed/258889on 2 September 2009 where Nabiullina, the Minister of economic Development,
announces tentatively the approval of new state procurement provisions by end-2011/beginning 2012 warning that at
any rate they will need at least three years to be put in force.

Y Perrie M., “ Modernisation under the Tsars and the Soviets”, Paper presented at the CREES Annual Conference,
Cumberland Lodge, Windsor Great Park, 4-6 June 2010 presents a fascinating overview.
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Administration on May 20 2009.'® This Commission meets monthly to discuss progress in priority
areas specifically targeted for development and works under instructions from the
President."*Medvedev’s five strategic priorities have been announced in his “Rossia, vperyod!”
internet manifesto on September 10, 2009 — and replicated in his Address to the Nation on 12
November 2009. They focus on energy, nuclear technology, informatics, space technology,
medical/pharmaceutical equipment, each considered to be an area for innovation, as by and large
did Strategy-2020 under Putin, clearly a Soviet-style branch approach .°

The financial crisis could help stimulate a more market-friendly approach. In 2011 21 groups of
experts, under the direction of respected scholars Vladimir Mau and laroslav Kuz’mynov, have
been charged by the government to propose appropriate changes and amendments to the Strategy.”*
The first draft of this document has already been circulated but it will need to go through different
states of comments before being validated. At this stage, it is unclear how substantive the changes
will be and whether they will entail a change in priorities. What has become a main issue of
contention from government bodies (the Ministry of Economic Development, in particular),
however, is the presumption on the part of experts that economic diversification will take time,
certainly longer than a decade, since any structural change will need to financed out of export
revenues from natural resources. This could be seen as a blow to Medvedev’s calls for accelerated
structural changes, as discussed below.

While Medvedev is often portrayed as a liberal compared to the former President, it is worth noting
that many of Medvedv’s pronouncements and sense of urgency in this area are influenced by
Surkov, the energetic first deputy chief of staff in his administration and Putin’s ally.?* Medvedev
runs the CMTD as a decision-making and operational vehicle that should be capable of threading
between companies’ activities and claims, and state/regional bodies. He frequently visits
regions/enterprises that carry out projects considered to be technologically advanced in the five
priorities areas.”® Companies’ concerns discussed at the meetings are subsequently conveyed for
solution to ministerial bodies and high government officials in charge.? But acting this way

18 See the Ukaz No. 579 in http://graph.document.kremlin.ru/doc.asp?1D=52509

¥ See A. Dvorkovich’s comments in http://www.rian.ru/economy/20090521/171811977-print.html

2 gee the Manifesto http://news.kremlin.ru/news/5413/print and the Address to the Nation in

http://www.kremlin.ru/transcripts/5979

2 See http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1576907&Nodes| D=2

22 See Vladimir Frolov, “Medvedev’s Motor to Drive Modernisation”, The Moscow Times November 23, 2009.

2 For example on 31 August 2009 to Vladimir oblast where are located some pharmaceutical companies (see
http://archive.kremlin.ru/text/appears/2009/08/221352-shtml); Gorki (Moscow Oblast)’s enterprises on 13 May 2010
developing telecommunication and IT technology, see http://news.kremlin.ru/news/7741/print and Khanty-Mansiisk, an
oil producing district on March 23, 2010, in http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/03/23/prezident-anons.html

% See the meeting in Gorki in http://news.kremlin.ru/news/7741/print , meeting with I. Sechin on energy savings in
http://www.kremlin.ru/news/5629 after a visit to the Sevmash company and Medvedev’s irritation with Nabiullina
(Minecom) and Kudrin (MOF) for delays in implementation in http://www.ng.ru/politics/2009-10-
01/1_modernize.html
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Medvedev adopts a manual management approach similar to that of Putin: both are reminiscent of
Soviet practice.”

Does Medvedev perform the sorcerer’s apprentice?

Many of Medvedev public speeches have been openly critical of the state of the economy. Whether
intended or not, Medvedev’s criticism of an economy that “to a large extent ignores the needs of the
people” stirred a debate on the pro and cons of his blueprint for progress that would have not been
otherwise stimulated by the Strategy-2020 a dry style bureaucratic document unsurprisingly
downplayed by the Russian press. After Medvedev’s start, other commentators started competing
on criticism. Few of those are reported below to help understand the unfolding of pressures for
reform.

Maslennikov observed that the conditions for a diminished intervention of the state in the economy
and an overall reconstruction of the banking and financial system were missing in the manifesto.?
Others pointed to lack of constituency for modernisation and criticised the approach to
modernisation from above.?” Shokhin, the Chairman of the Russian Union of Industrialists and
Entrepreneurs - and at that time a candidate member of Edinaya Rossia - observed that without
global competition there was no way to modernisation in a closed or semi-closed economy,
comparing Medvedev’s efforts to Gorbachev’s inane perestroika and uskorenie. * Lack of attention
to competition and private businesses in Medvedev’s M&D was also noticed by financial experts.?
Gontmakher, while somewhat critical of Medvedev’s command approach to reform, described it a
necessary but not sufficient condition for change.*® Some of the best comments were formulated by
Inozemtsev, currently a member of the reformed Right Cause Party, who criticised Russian foreign
policy on energy and efforts to build privileged relations with VVenezuela and Ecuador in alternative
to Europe and other advanced economies, as conducive the M&D’s programmes to a dead end,™
also unfavourably comparing Russian energy policy to the successful Brazilian policy owing the
privatisation of the state oil company Petrobras and ensuing access to foreign technology.** He also

% Cfr. Malle S., “Soviet Legacies in post-Soviet Russia: insights from crisis management”, Post-Communist Economies,
Vol.21, no.3,September 2009

%6 See http://www.ng.ru/printed/232144, published on October 13, 2009.

2" gee Leonid Radzikhovskii in http://www.rg.ru/printable/2009/11/10/modernizacia.html and Konstatin Limonov in
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/10/218442 and Alexei Chesnasov in
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2009/11/27/modernizacia.html

%8 Shokhin A., “Modernocracy”, Itogi no.46, November 9, 2009 from http://wwuw.itogi.ru/russia/2009/46/145838.html

2 gee Nikolaev and Morozov in http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/01/11/222572

® See Gontmakher A., “Politekonomia: Zadanie nachalniky”, in
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/20/219327

%1 See Inomentsev V., “Modernizatsya.ru: Byt’ razborchivee”, in
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/30/220097

32 See http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/03/22/228682

The 3" International Conference of the HK Russia + Eurasia Research Project


http://www.ng.ru/printed/232144%20%20published%20on%20October%2013
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2009/11/10/modernizacia.html
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/10/218442
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2009/11/27/modernizacia.html
http://www.itogi.ru/russia/2009/46/145838.html
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/01/11/222572
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/20/219327
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2009/11/30/220097
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/03/22/228682

The Present Challenges to Russia: Modernisation and Diversification 64

pointed to the contrast between excessive focus on high technology and the overall degradation of
industry, a point also made by Shokhin.** Mau pointed to the contradiction between largely state
entities — referred to as the enemies of modernisation — and the massive support sliced for them by
the government during the crisis.** Finally, Piontkovskii, a long standing staunch critic of the Putin-
Medvedev tandem provoked all for failing to understand that the real stumbling block for M&D in
Russia is lack of democracy and freedom.*®

Piontkovskii’s argument was directed against Surkov, first of all, who is convinced that “economic
development inevitably leads to the development of democracy “- % a correlation that, albeit found
in some foreign political literature®”, would sound insane to any liberally-minded Russian
intellectual. Interestingly, however, the idea that modernisation cannot stop at the level of
economics, but needs cardinal political changes is becoming more common and openly discussed
among experts and even by some party members of Edinaia Rossia trying not to lag behind in this
field.*®

The discussion on M&D, by contributing to a better understanding of systemic weaknesses, has
been both a source and a vehicle of alternative projects and initiatives in various fields preparing the
ground for more comprehensive reforms that might in time be considered for implementation. On
the economy, InSOR (Institute of Contemporary Development) has been particularly active
contributing to highlight other areas of backwardness Russia will need to confront to modernise its
economy, such as the need for long term capital lending that the Russian financial systems is still
incapable of providing. Interestingly, for Alexei Vedev, rather than striving for high rates of growth,
Russia should aim at more balanced growth and lesser reliance on foreign loans to reduce her

% See  http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/01/11/222580 and Shokhin in favour of the upgrading of the
industrial base versus Medvedev’s focus on IT innovation, in http://www.izvestiya.ru/comment/article3139951/

% See http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/01/20/223303

% See Piontkovskii V., “Nichtozhnoe men’shistvo” in http://grani.ru/Politics/Russia/m.173501.html

% See http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/04/08/230776 and A. Dvorkovich agreeing that” there is a
feeling the democracy cannot develop without serious economic and technological modernisation” and the role of
internet in diffusing information and freedom of speech, in
http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1371826&print=true

¥ See, among other , Lipset S.M., “Some social requisites of democracy: economic development and political
legitimacy ”, American Political Science Review, 1959, no.53, pp.69-105 and Barro R.J.,, “The determinant of
democracy”, Journal of Political Economy,1999, no.107, S158-183. For a critical view on the cause and effect relation
implicit in this view, see Acemoglu D., Johnson S. Robinson J.A., Yared P. “Revaluating the modernisation hypothesis”,
Journal of Monetary Economics, 2009, no. 56, pp.1043-1058.

%® See the discussion among the experts designed by Putin to review his Strategy to 2020 in

http://www.ng.ru/printed/252647; the head of InSOR, Yurgens, calling for political liberalisation in
http://www.novayagazeta.ru/data/2011/011/00.htmlI?print=201102021106 and a Duma deputy from ER arguing that the
time of forced modernisation is over in http://www.polit.ru/news/2011/03/31/sm_print.html
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exposure to exogenous financial shocks.®* One should also reckon that working age population will
continue to fall putting pressure on productivity growth.*°

Criticism of the state of the economy as inherited from the years of robust growth based on natural
resources has developed in some occasions into open political dissent. A defiant “Putin Must Go”
political manifesto blaming the Premier for kleptocracy, lack of freedom, corruption, occupation of
power by the United Russia party and nashi movement and citing a number of terrorist attacks
where hundreds of Russians died, was signed in March 2010 by 44,387 citizens, including, among
other, Piontkovskii, Kasparov, Inozemtsev and a large number of the Russian Solidarnost
movement and other opposition politicians.** The signatories argued that modernisation can only
occur if the premier quits.* While this initiative has remained isolated, it provides a vivid example
of the effects of the sorcerer’s apprentice’s role Medvedev may have played in spite of his effective
motivations.

At the same time, efforts to capture protest and steer it into more pragmatic purposes, appeared to
possibly coalesce around Medvedev when occasional dissent from Putin on both internal and
foreign policy could be interpreted as to provide the ground for an alternative party.** Medvedev,
indeed, cautiously linked economic to political modernisation in some occasions. While in China in
mid-April 2011 he affirmed that his own “ course is modernisation of the economy and
modernisation of the political life”.** In March 2010 the idea of a pro-Medvedev party to be
chaired by Chubais, was ascribed to Surkov.* Indeed, there could be an effort at political
manoeuvring from above in all that. Medvedev’s occasional comments on the need to broaden party
representation in the regions suggest that the very vertical of power might have been engineering a
Russia-style democratic facade pleasing some at home and abroad.

A dual party system could, indeed, help refresh the countours of the Russian state and better fit the
(hoped for) image of a country gradually moving out of the inward-looking stigma impressed upon

% See a summary of the project in http://www.ng.ru/printed/238114

“0 See Patrushev’s concerns for the 10 million working age people that will be missing in 2025 in
http://www.rosbalt.ru/main/2011/09/13/889235.html accessed on 13.9.2011

“1 See the Manifesto in http://www.putinavotstavku.ru/

“2 See the storming action of (internet) protest all over Russia in http://www.ng.ru/politics/2010-03-
12/3_internet.html?mthree=3

*3 See Frolov V., “ A Medvedev Tea Party Could Be the Answer” The Moscow Times, March 22, 2010. Se also
http://www.profile.ru/items/?item=31987 where Petr Orekhin argues that different political visions between Putin and
Medvedev could become the foundations of a dual party system.

4 See http://www.rg.ru/printable/2011/04/13/medvedev.html

*® See Pronina L. “Medvedev May Form Political Party to Rival Putin's, Trud Says” Bloomberg March 10, 2010. See
also Arutunyan A., “ Kremlin mulls a step to the right”, Moscow News, March 2010, on the possibility that the right-
wing of Edinaya Rossia, the so-called November 4™ Club joins with Pravoye Delo, which is an instrument of Chubais
to form a new party.
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by Putin. Occasionally Shuvalov and Kudrin have been pinpointed as possible leaders of alternative
parties.*® But with Kudrin flatly dismissing any party membership and Shuvalov happily joining the
newly created All-Russian National Front by Putin, as discussed in the last section, the electoral
landscape taking shape ahead of Duma elections fixed on December 4 2011 does not seem to
corroborate the vision of an alternative political grouping around Medvedev.

Initial results from the M&D drive: Skolkovo

So far the drive to M&D has produced few results mainly in terms of organisation and
memorandums of intent. In Russia, the major event is known as Skolkovo’s silicon valley: a
national project likely masterminded by Surkov to help realise Russia’s IT-high tech innovation
agenda within this decade.*’ Based on the existing Moscow School of Management set up in
Skolkovo, whose Board of trustees, chaired by Medvedev, includes a few eminent Russians, such as
Vladimir Mau, German Gref and Igor’ Shuvalov plus a large number of representatives of major
foreign investment companies and banks,*® the area should develop into a technological park by
attracting brains and resources from home and abroad.*® A memorandum of intent has already been
signed with the US MIT. Skolkovo, the legal status of which was discussed at length and finally
approved in September 2010, was earlier the venue of public relation (PR) international meetings
on Strategy to 2000. The first meeting in 2008 (“Strategy to 2020. New Tactics”) was organised by
Edinaia Rossia. The second meeting (“Strategy to 2020. Social dimension of modernisation™) on
May 31, 2010 was organised by the Presidential Administration, with focus on diversification and
drivers of modernisation.” Viktor Vekselberg, the owner and head of the Renova group and oil
tycoon, has been as the “curator” of the project.>® Following his appointment, a number of

*® See as possible leaders of Right Cause Shuvalov in
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/257257/igorya_shuvalova vedut napravo and
http://www.polit.ru/event/2011/03/25/povorot_print.html and on Kudrin in
http://www.gazeta.ru/news/lenta/2011/03/16/n_1748981.shtml

" According to the President’s sherpa A. Dvorkovich, Skolkovo will be working at full capacity in 5-7 years from
2010, see http://www.rian.ru/economy/20100521/236891341-print.html

“8 See http://www.skolkovo.ru/content/blogcategory/84/811/lang,en/

% Chemistry Nobel laureate David Kornberg’s agreement to work in Skolkovo on biotechnology has been hailed
publicly as a major achievement in April 2010, see http://www.ng.ru/printed/240128 . Another major figure involved in
management of Skolkovo is the head of Intel, Craig Barrett, see
http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1363409&Nodes|D=4

%0 See http://www.rian.ru/economy/20100513/233980777.html and Presidential Law on Skolkovo Innovation Centre
signed on 28 September 2010 in http://news.kremlin.ru/acts/9056/print

%1 See http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1372028

2 See Stanovaya T., “Biznes v pomoshch’13 May 2010 in  http://www.politcom.ru/10095.html and
http://lenta.ru/news/2010/07/02/skolkovo/_Printed.htm
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agreements have been signed with the Russian Academy of Science and other technological
institutes to promote research and speed up development.*

Skolkovo enjoys preferential treatment in a number of areas. The law on federal property has been
changed to accommodate for the allocation of land for residential construction to a Management
Company that would be trusted with land ownership and leasing to specific purposes.>* The special
status of Skolkovo’s innovation centre includes a number of material provisions (water, heating,
security and medical and sanitary conditions), as well as centres to facilitate the release of
licences.> While Skolkovo is not conceived as a closed town, it will enjoy a number of preferential
conditions for the employed staff that are reminiscent of Soviet times and objected by ordinary
businessmen in Russia.”® What clearly emerges from Skolkovo® developments that by the time of
this writing are mainly confined to projects, is Medvedev’s effort to push ahead with his plans on
innovation despite a number of obstacles enshrined in existing laws that must be modified in a short
time to make the project start. His warning that every step will be under his control suggests
Medvedev’s strong personal commitment to push forward innovation along schemes that Russia
experienced with mixed results more than once in her tsarist (Peter the Great, Catherine the Great,
Alexandre 11) and Soviet past.>” Curiously, while Medvedev apparently found his inspiration mainly
in Alexandre Il, Putin in some occasions referred to his predecessor Stolypin stimulating
commentators to draw a number of parallels.*®

“We have changed” announced Medvedev at the Saint Petersburg’s international economic forum
in June 2010.> While, according to Aslund, that was a sign that state capitalism was being replaced
by a pragmatic approach to problem solving,®° at that point in time Medvedev’s statement could be
at best interpreted as an intention rather than robust evidence. True, in an international context
characterised by widely shared belief that more cooperation is needed to overcome the crisis, Russia

%3 See http://www.itar-tass.com/level2.html?NewsID=16075014&PageNum=0

* See Presidential draft laws submitted for approval to the Duma on May 31, 2010, in

http://www.kremlin.ru/news/7906

%> 0n 7 May 2010, see http://www.polit.ru/news/2010/05/07/skolkovo_print.html. On other preferential provisions see
http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1363409&Nodes|D=4

% See the summary of the debate between Surkov and the Russian Union of Industrialists and Entrepreneurs in
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/05/13/biznes.html
> See Perrie M., cit.

%8 See on Medvedev, The Moscow Times 9 March 2011 in http://www.themoscowtimes.com/opinion/article/reading-
medvedevs-mind/432208.html and on Putin The Moscow  Times 8 August 2011 in
http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?g=cache:WTe2bTeykF4J:themoscownews.com/politics/20110808/1889
101

% See the announcement in http://en.rian.ru/business/20100520/159087104.html and
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/05/20/forum-spb-site.html

% See Aslund Anders, “Going from State Capitalism to Pragmatism, Moscow Times, June 23, 2010.
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may have a better chance to reform to modernity than ever before in history.®* At least on paper,
things seem to be moving in Skolkovo. By the end of 2010 some 16 high tech companies had
received the status of participants to Skolkovo Fund and 38 priority projects had been financed.®
On 24 February 2011 Vekselberg confirmed that there were 28 resident companies in Skokovo of
which only 11 had got Foundation’s grants.®® But Skolkovo itself is hardly the proof of a new
approach to problem solving. It is very much a top-down approach with all the caveats attached to
that.

What will be the cost of Skolkovo’s project is yet unknown, although some estimates such US$2bn
for residential housing, had been initially provided by Vekselberg whose desiderata kept growing
over time. The first stage (technical assignments, architectural plans, tenders, analysis) will cost
4.6bn roubles (about US$150m) to be financed by the Commission on Modernisation. Most of the
funds - from 50 to 60bn roubles - necessary to provide the foundation of Skolkovo will come from
the federal budget.** In October 2010 Vekselberg complaining that venture capital had not shown
interest, estimated that the cost of making Skolkovo successful would amount to 180-200bn
roubles.®® By mid-2011 Skolkovo had secured $3 billion in government funding over three years
and expected to obtain an equal sum from foreign partners.®®

Thus, the cost of the Skolkovo initiative that initially was moderate, risks becoming in time another
drain on state revenues that, as discussed above, are in a dire state.®’ It is not clear, as in many
public/private partnership schemes which party will bear the cost of contingent liabilities, if the
project fails to materialise. The Investment Fund created in 2005 to finance infrastructure and
industrial upgrading nationwide is supposed to contribute only ¢.US$28m (263bn roubles) in the
expectation that private partnership will provide twice as much, for a total of 1 trillion roubles
already committed to 14 large scale projects.®® It is far from certain, however, that public-private
partnership (PPP) contracts can find in Russia a favourable institutional environment in the absence

1 A representation from Skolkovo in California’s Silicon Valley has been approved in March 2011, see
http://www.itar-tass.com/level2.html?NewsID=16082970&PageNum=0

62 gee  hittp://www.rbc.ru/rbcfreenews/20101214112143.shtml and
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/251623/itog_modernizacii

83 See www.i-gorod.com/en/newslist/20110224003-mat/

® From http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/business/article/vekselberg-discusses-future-skolkovo-
infrastructure/404447 .html

8 http://top.rbc.ru/economics/11/10/2010/480047.shtml?print

% See C. Weaver, “Welcome to Russia’s Silicon Valley” Financial Times, August 22 2011
7 It is worth noting that no matter how high oil prices will remain due to geopolitical problems, the budget, under the
prudent requirements share with international organisations, keeps budget deficit estimates separated from oil revenues.

% See Putin’s presentation at a government meeting on 19 May 2010, in http://www.ng.ru/printed/240580

The 3" International Conference of the HK Russia + Eurasia Research Project


http://www.itar-tass.com/level2.html?NewsID=16082970&PageNum=0
http://www.rbc.ru/rbcfreenews/20101214112143.shtml
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/251623/itog_modernizacii
http://www.i-gorod.com/en/newslist/20110224003-mat/
http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/business/article/vekselberg-discusses-future-skolkovo-infrastructure/404447.html
http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/business/article/vekselberg-discusses-future-skolkovo-infrastructure/404447.html
http://top.rbc.ru/economics/11/10/2010/480047.shtml?print
http://www.ng.ru/printed/240580

The Present Challenges to Russia: Modernisation and Diversification 69

of clear and protected property rights, shared responsibility on risk and appropriate agreements on
guarantees.®®

Nonetheless one should not flatly dismiss, as many Russian commentators are inclined to do, the
chance that the project may develop in time and attract a critical mass of foreign partners. On 17
november 2010, Skolkogo and Nokia signed a memorandum of understanding for the creation of a
R&D centre on a number of projects including, among others, nano- and quantum technology and
mobile sensors.”® and other MoU have been signed with Down Intel and Cisco. On 18 June 2011,
IBM and Skolkovo signed a memorandum for the creation of a scientific research centre in the field
of biological medicine, IT and energy.”* Other possible partners are Ericsson,’* General Electric and
Siemens. A number of projects have been approved and some start delivering also in the regions as
one can see from some ad hoc modernisation websites.”> As Dani Rodrik rightly observes
industrial policy has been the lever not only of China’s success, but also of Chile and other
countries, also noting that interest from the US State Department of Defence were not irrelevant to
the development of the Silicon Valley in California.”* Public investment in a number of strategic
sectors, from railways, to steel and energy in several European countries was crucial for recovery
after the Il World War.

But there are problems with industrial policy that one should not ignore. First, there is the question
of how to ensure the diffusion of new high tech in the economy as a whole. This was a problem
also in Soviet Union where, contrary to what normally occurs in the West speeding up the pace of
technological change, sophisticated military technologies remained confined to defence. Second,
the process may turn out to be simply too costly and fundamental research not properly protected
under IPR legislation and enforcement, a still problematic area.’”® Third, there is a risk that money
be wasted in re-inventing the wheel. Finally, rushing to show that they conform to modernisation
and innovation dogmas, there could be herding and window dressing in competing for project-
clusters, rather than concentrating on how to improve market institutions.

Showing not to be lagging behind, Putin has recently set up his own agency, the Agency of
Strategic Initiative, engaging Ministers and banks’ managers to provide support to talented young

% See the problems singled out by INSOR that mentions few cases of quasi -PPP in Russia based as a rule on subsidies,
privileges and state bodies’ contributions to private businesses, in http://www.ng.ru/printed/240951
"% From the i-Gorod.com website of Skolkovo accessed on 2 September 2011.

L See http://www.polit.ru/news/2011/06/18/ibmskol/

2 A Memorandum of Understanding was to be signed with Ericsson after the visit of Putin in Sweden on 27 April 2011,
to authorise the telecom company establish a R&D centre in Skolkovo, see www.regeringen.se/sh/d/11971/a/167200

" See on energy for instance http://www.i-russia.ru/energy/news/

™ See Rodrik D. , cited in. http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/rodrik42/English. Rodrik’s tenets on the role
of industrial policy for development are well argued in his One Economics. Many Recipes. Globalization, Institutions
and Economic Growth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2007, pp.99.152

™ See on the need not only for property, but for property rights, to ensure a dignified life, M. Trubolyubov in
http://www.vedomosti.ru/opinion/news/1355034/zadacha _novogo pokoleniya on 2 September 2011.
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fellows wishing to set up and/or to further develop their own businesses.”® The Agency is supposed
not to cost anything to the budget and develop out of donors’ funding and/or other sources of off-
budget financing. The probable consequence is that the costs will be borne by state controlled
financial institutions. The Sberbank that promised to invest $800 million to build a techno park in
Skolkovo is also called to help financing the ASI’s projects.’” It is unclear whether government at
any level of administration will provide own guarantees and therefore bear the burden of contingent
liabilities.

While the implementation of grand innovation/investment projects will take time,” two areas of
reforms could have faster impact on economic structure and performance and help shape the
contours of “modern” Russia in the near future: the privatisation of costly state entities and FDI
policy. Both are under Putin’s management, but Medvedev seems to have been more influential in
setting the stage for the transformation of large scale state entities under special regime into joint
stock companies that could be gradually privatised in the future. As discussed below, such reforms
are met with resistance from powerful vested interests in the status quo.

The unfolding of the privatisation dilemma

Developments in the area of privatisation are revealing as to the mounting pressure on the Russian
authorities to cut waste and increase revenues. In only one year for the hoped for ending of the
crisis the government has moved from very moderate privatisation plans to large scale privatisation,
perhaps the first after that of the mid-nineties. This section describes the development of the
privatisation plans and the different degrees of strings attached to each. While it is clear that
financial constraints have started biting, it is also becoming evident that there is, compared to only
few years ago, more relaxation on divestment of potentially highly profitable assets.

The 2010 budget originally estimated at 7bn roubles the amount possibly earmarked by selling
some 5,500 enterprises. A tenfold increase of this sum, 72bn roubles (c.US$2,4bn) was later
projected by Putin from the privatisation of some 250 unitary enterprises and a bulk of state shares
(20-25%) in 462 state controlled joint stock companies to be offered for sale in 2010.”° In
comparison privatisation of state property carried out in 2009 had earmarked to the budget only
1,93m roubles.®® While that was in part the effect of a depressed market, privatisation revenues in

® See on this a summary of the tasks and means devoted to this project in

http://www.rbcdaily.ru/2011/05/25/focus/562949980304986/print/ accessed on 25 May 2011.

" See  http://ru.reuters.com/article/businessNews/idRURXE76B01720110712 on 12 July 2011 and

http://www.vedomosti.ru/politics/news/1330856/gref pomozhet putinu reporting the appointment of Gref to the
supervisory committee of ASI, on 2 August 2011.

® A. Dvorkovich optimistically projects that it will take from 5 to 7 years to Russia to become a leader in new
technology, see http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/12/13/dvorkovich-anons.html

" See http://top.rbc.ru/economics/06/10/2009/335096.shtml?print

8 See http://www.rg.ru/2010/02/24/rosimush-anons.html
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2008 had not been significant either compared to 2010 expectations: a total of 7,2bn roubles.®
When the effects of the crisis started subsiding, the Minister of the Economy, Nabiullina, stressed
that national security will be a primary concern when selling stakes in strategic companies,
implicitly ruling out controlling stakes by private owners. She also ruled out the privatisation of
attractive companies such as the Sberbank, Aeroflot, Rosneft’, VIB (Foreign Trade Bank), RZhD
(railways) and Gazpromneft’ , until the market improves.®

The privatisation plan approved on 30 November 2009%° made room for more ambitious targets,
though the government planned to remain in control of crucial assets while cautiously opening to
private investment. Selling stakes in companies currently classified as strategic was expected to
bring 54bn roubles, i.e. three/fourth of the total hoped to be earmarked from privatisation. This
shows that the companies initially selected for outright sale were in a dire state, while it is not yet
clear how profitable large companies, such as power generator OAO TGK-5 and insurer OAO
Rosgosstrakh and a bunch of ports and shipping firms, whose minority stakes were set to be sold,
are, or would be after restructuring.®*

Other privatisation plans unfolded rapidly in the first half of 2010: some under some pressure from
below (companies); most from above (Medvedev). Gref’s proposal concerning the possible
privatisation of a large - but not controlling — stake of Sherbank that would earmark some US$40-
50bn circulated already in January 2010, to be publicly dismissed by the Minister of Finance.*® A
few weeks later, Medvedev stepped in ordering the government to submit proposals for increasing
the number of “major strategic companies that are attractive for investment™ in its privatisation plan
by March 15.% In the same context a curious initiative attributed to Shuvalov was publicised —
giving investors the opportunity to single out the assets they would be interested in — clearly
disregarding their long established preference for energy/material resources not included in
government’s plans,®’ and possibly trying to buy time. Nonetheless, in April Medvedev approved
by decree the reduction of the number of strategic join stock companies from 211 to 41 and the
number of unitary state enterprises (utilities) from 230 to 159. A total of 100bn roubles
(c.US$3,3bn) revenues from privatisation to the state budget in 2010, i.e. about US$1bn more than
envisaged some months earlier by Putin was estimated from the selling 700 joint-stock companies,
290 utilities and 18 other structures.®® A list of 26 infrastructure objects was added by the MED
subject to approval by Putin.®

8 See  http://www.iet.ru/ru/kommentarii/privatizacionnyi-process-i-sostoyanie-imuschestvenny-otnoshenii-v-2009-

g.html

82 http://www.rg.ru/printable/2009/10/07/aktivy.html

8 See the privatisation plan for 2010 and guidelines for 2011-2012 approved by the Government Rasporazhenie N.
1805-r

8 According to http://www.stratfor.com/ accessed on December 9 2009, funds to be earmarked from privatisation in
2010 would amount to 1/6 of the planned budget deficit in 2010.

% See  http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/01/29/224149

8 See http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/article/medvedev-wants-more-privatization/399603.html

8 See http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/02/24/226410

% As reported by Interfax April 20, 2010.

8 http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1482726
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The privatisation saga continued to unfold since mid-2010 when mixed signs on oil/gas prices and
world economic recovery had started cooling Russia’s hopes for a faster and robust domestic GDP
rebound. Amendments to the law on privatisation of state property were approved by the Duma in
May and signed by Medvedev on 1 June 2010 contemplating the use of market mechanism in
setting the initial sale price for auction, increasing the threshold for companies to be sold to an
estimated value of 5m MROT (minimal amount of wages) and the inclusion in statutory capital of
assets owned by the company in other OAO. Auctions and competition schemes in electronic
format are also included.”

In June, Medvedev addressing businessmen in Saint Petersburg International Economic Forum
focused on the need for private business to foster modernisation On July 26 2010, the Russian
Government announced the plans to privatise non-controlling stakes in ten large scale state
companies, including Rosneft, Transneft, Sberbank, VTB, Rossel’khozbank, Rosagrolizing,
Rosspirtprom, RusGidro and Russian Railroads.®* Despite, perhaps excessive, prudence in limiting
the stakes for sale, this was a major step in privatisation plans since 1995.

The Basic Guidelines of the Budget Policy up to 2013 published by the Ministry of Finance on 4
August 2010 reckon that over 2011-2013 privatisation should earmark to the budget a total of
883bn roubles, and specifically 298bn roubles in 2011, 276bn roubles in 2012 and 309bn roubles in
2013. Adding to those estimates the sum that was expected to be earmarked from privatisation in
2010, the total is about 1 trillion roubles (983bn exactly), c. US$33bn.%*> However, privatisation
plans and targets rarely come true. That of 2010 was implemented by only 10% of the number of
structures planned for privatisation with total revenues of 22,7bn roubles.®® A large number of firms
simply did not find a buyer also because in some cases the initial price was too high according to
the head of the Russian Property Agency, lu. Petrov.** Privatisation of large companies to come
may be more successful if it raises market interest. A detailed breakdown of major companies and
banks’ stakes to be sold in 2011-2013 is listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Planned state companies’ IPOs: companies and schedules, 2011-2013

Company Stake/Package Year
Sovkomflot (Joint Stock Company Sovcomflot) 25% minus 1 share 2011 (2012)*
Sberbank (Savings Bank) 7,58% minus 1 share 2011 (2012)*

% See details in http://www.kommersant.ru/news.aspx?DocsID=1373268 and http://www.kremlin.ru/acts/7921

%! See Financial Times, 27 July and 2 August 2010 and http://www.finiz.ru/news/article1270655/?print

% See http://www.rian.ru/economy/20100805/262018664.html . The conventional exchange rate used here is 30 rouble
to the US$.

% As reported by http://www.lenta.ru/news/2011/05/04/privat/_Printed.htm in May 2011.

% See http://www.kommersant.ru/doc/1631232
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FSK (Federal Grid Company) 4,1% 2012
JSC RusHydro 7,97% minus 1 share 2012
Sovkomflot (Joint Stock Company Sovcomflot) 25% 2012
VTB (Vneshtorgbank, The Bank for Foreign Trade) 10% 2012
OZK* (united corn company) 100% 2012
Rosneft 25% minus 1 share 2013

(only 15% will be sold, the
remaining 10% - asset swap)

Rosselhozbank (Russian Agricultural Bank) 25% 2013

Rosagrolizing (Joint Stock Company "Rosagroleasing) 50% minus 1 share 2013

VTB 10% 2010 (revenue $10bn)
10% 2011 (2012)*
Total sales: 35,5% minus 1 | 2013
share

RZhD (Russian Railways) 25% minus 1 share 2013

*There are some controversies on schedules for privatisation. Figures for Sberbank, JSC RusHydro and VTB are
reported in Rossiiskaya Gazeta 12 September 2011 downloaded from
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2011/09/12/privatizaciya.html. The privatisation of Sovkomflot and Sberbank’s shares is
seemingly being postponed to 2012, see http://www.kommersant.ru/doc/1772024 accessed on 13.9.2011. Minister of
Finance Kudrin in his interview by Reuters on 13 September 2011 warned that privatisation of main banks will be
delayed given the turmoil of the market. Thus the 10% VTB shares to be sold late in 2011 will be postponed to 2012.
See several reports on Kudrin’s interview in http://www1.minfin.ru/ru/press/speech/printable.php?id4=13893

Source of the table: Ministry for Economic Development, Ministry of Finance, National Administration, as reported in
http://www.banki.ru/news/bankpress/?id=2924543 from Vedomosti 5 May 2011.

However, it remains to be seen which privatisation scheme will be adopted and the actual
privatisation schedule that is likely to be exposed to the vagaries of both world economic recovery
and the Russian financial market. A number of IPOs planned for 2010 were cancelled. Only 12
ranging from metals&mining to pharmaceutical and technology&innovation were completed, of
which 8 in Moscow, two in London, and two in Hong Kong (both metal& mining). Actual revenue
was lower than targeted in 7 cases, whilst the only really successful IPOs were Pharmsynthez and
Rusal that managed to approach the higher range of a targeted revenue fork . Of the ones planned
for 2011, only 4 (in construction, manufacturing, financial services and agriculture (auctioned in
London in February-April 2011) were completed according to the 2010 Chart, while 7 were
cancelled of which 3 (in manufacturing, mining and metals) were postponed to February 2011. Of
the latter only Rusagro managed to complete its IPO with a delay of one year compared to plans.
Despite the London- based IPOs having raised more funds in the 1Q2011 that those completed in
the whole 2010 ($2bn compared to $1,73)%° the economic environment remains on the whole
problematic. Significantly, the deadline for 50 out of the 91 IPOs set for auction from 2011

% See http://www.russianipo.com/ from the London Stock Exchange website accessed on May 12, 2011.
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onwards is yet to be decided.”® Even the London based IPO of the well-known Russian Helicopters
company, planned for 11 May 2011 was cancelled due to lack of interest of the part of investors.”’

The last and more striking move forward on large scale privatisation — to be completed in 2017 -
has been announced late August. That involves some 21 large scale companies including energy
and diamonds, some of which to be completely divested by the state. An very preliminary estimate
of the expected revenues is c.$75bn.®® If this plan is realised, that would be the major structural
reform after mid-nineties. On the light of the above, however, one can see that the authorities are
not ready to release profitable companies if market conditions are not suitable. Sharp economic
slow-down projected to worsen by end-2011 may, indeed, cause delays — on the top of those
certainly to be expected out of red tape - and possibly a rethinking of the whole project.
Interestingly, however, the group of experts on privatisation charged with proposing amendments to
Strategy-2020 met on 29 August 2011 at the Ministry of Economic Development to discuss
priorities, procedures and restructuring together with means to improve state management and the
institution of independent directors recently enacted.*

Large state entities and restructuring. Not all to be privatised or disbanded.

While it remains to be seen how attractive will the privatisation package be to domestic and foreign
investors, an interesting - though perhaps unyielding development per se- is taking place with
regard to the changing status of goskorporatsii (GK) under the aegis of Medvedev. While not
relevant for its immediate impact on the Russian economic/political structure, this development is
significant for its potential of “creative destruction”. GK are state holdings set up under special
regime that were put in control of a large number of production units in their specific branch under
Putin’s second presidential mandate. So far GK are run by managers appointed by the government,
are not responsible for economic outcomes (profit), cannot incur bankruptcy procedures and enjoy
fiscal and tariff preferences.'® Enjoying preferential treatment, GK were among the major
borrowers abroad before the crisis and were helped to restructure their non performing loans (NPLs)
during the crisis thanks to substantial government support. Working under very soft budget
constraints, such entities have become a drain to the budget.

In November 2009 Medvedev announced that some GK will be transformed into joint-stock
companies under 100% state control and others will be liquidated after completion of their tasks.

% See for a complete list of IPOs and results: http://www.pbnco.com/eng/fc/ipo_tracker.php

%7 See http://top.rbc.ru/economics/11/05/2011/589981.shtml

% http://newtimes.ru/articles/print/42019 accessed on 27 August 2011.

% See http://2020strategy.ru/g15/news/32605876.html accessed on 29 August 2011.
1% See for more details on goskorporatsii Malle S., “The Impact of the Financial Crisis in Russia”, cit., pp.15-20.
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While in principle enforcing a new legal framework should not be difficult, it has become clear that
GK restructuring will take quite a while *** and that some will remain under state control for a quite
a while. The official reason is that they perform a number of different functions that will need to be
separated before undertaking radical reforms,® but of course vested interests in the status quo also
matter.

By February 2010 the time schedule for GK restructuring was agreed and published. Two GK- the
Fund for Communal Housing and Olimpstroi (overseeing construction for the Winter Olimpics
planned for 2014 — were set to be liquidated in 2013 and 2015 respectively. Rosatom (nuclear
energy) is to remain in force with legal changes eventually introduced after 2011. Decision on the
legal status of VEB (Vneshekonombank) — to become either a joint stock company (JSC) or a public
company —was postponed to end-2012. No deadline has been set for the Deposit Insurance
Company to be transformed into a public agency. Rosnano (nanotechnology), Rostekhnologii
(advanced technology) and Rosavtodor (motorways) were set to become joint stock companies in
2014 (the first) and 2015 (the other two). Actually, Rosnano, managed by Chubais, was transformed
into a 100% state ownership JSC in March 2011.%3

The timetable for change allows powerful GK to increase their assets in the meantime. Mergers and
Acquisitions (M&A) are not always profitable to GK which are supposed to abide by government
policy. But one way or the other, the sheer number of enterprises a major state holding succeeds to
put under control becomes a source of large economic and political power. Particularly active is
Rostekhnologii with special interests on military equipment, chaired by Chemezov. Out of 562
Russian enterprises under its control, more than 300 work for state defence orders and much of its
earnings comes from export of weaponry through its Rosoboroneksport subsidiary.*** Through a
controlling stake in a communication company, Rostekhnologii is planning to build a 5000 km long
network of digital telecommunications from Finland to Kazakhstan for an estimated cost of
US$550m.** Other plans concern its possible participation in a large cement holding working in
Siberia and Far East, as well as increasing its stake in Kamaz (military and civilian machine-
building) and establishing links abroad to help improve competitiveness .'% In March 2011
Rostekhnologii agreed to acquire 50% minus one share of Tekhnopromeksport, a financially weak
strategic company committing to honour its foreign debts.'” Chemezov also plans to become the

191 See the scheme in Izvestiia 26 February 2010 in http://www.izvestia.ru/economic/article3138982/index.html

192 See Minecom’s programmes as reported in http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/02/25/korporacii.html

103 See http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/05/12/rosnano.html and
http://top.rbc.ru/economics/11/03/2011/557582.shtml?print

104 See http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1379080&NodesID=4 for data on performance published on
June 1, 2010

195 See more details on this plan in http://www.rbcdaily.ru/print.shtml?22010/03/12/media/464117

108 See http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?DocsID=1349954&NodesID=4 ;
http://www.vedomosti.ru/companies/news/2010/04/26/1001795 and http://arms-
tass.su/?page=article&aid=83613&cid=25

197 http://arms-tass.su/?page=article&aid=93399&cid=25. This company was sold thereafter to Gazprombank.
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coordinator of the several programmes envisaged to modernise mono-company towns that in theory
would allow his company to survive on state funds far longer than the deadline set for restructuring:
some 10bn roubles have been committed by the budget to such programmes in 2010 alone.**®

Rosnano, Rostekhnologii and Rosatom have been given a highly preferential treatment in the
schedule for privatisation. While Rostekhnologii is to remain indefinitely a state holding in charge
of overseeing the development of its companies and there is no mention of privatising Rosatom in a
foreseeable future, Rosnano is also practically to remain under state control for a while: only 10%
of JSC Roshano’s shares are envisaged for sale late in 2017. Moreover, two GK, Rosnano and
Rosatom, have been granted new rights: Rosnano to issue corporate bonds and Rosatom to offer
guarantees to third legal persons on account of the company’s assets that also include federal
utilities.'®

It is worth noting that Rostekhnologii, working to a large extent for defence and arm exports, is
associated in the press with Putin and government priorities in the field, while Rosnano, chaired by
Chubais, is portrayed as a more adventurous, open-minded and trustful undertaking with more
focus on civilian production. This holding plans to produce nanotechnology for some 300bn roubles
a year and conquer in time an increasing share of the Russian market now dominated by foreign
companies.™ But, from the point of view of market-based incentives compared to preferential
treatment it is difficult to distinguish the two holdings. Much as Chemezov, Chubais calls for state
support in innovation through tax abates on profit and personal incomes, a demand favourably
considered by the government.'* Both companies enjoy the state sovereign guarantees on debt, a
condition Chubais has obtained while planning to borrow abroad some 50bn roubles (c. US$1.5bn)
and speeding up the conversion of his holding into a JSC earlier than planned. Developments in
both companies are of interest to Defence.'? Likewise Chemezov seeking to profit, more or less
like a monopoly, from the large programme for monotowns, Chubais tries to get his share from the
programme of residential building under control of the GK for communal housing set, in principle,
to survive until 2013. — by becoming the major (sole?) supplier of energy saving lamps and
devices.™® Chubais, a member of the CMTD, indeed, had been adamant in claiming that innovation
would not develop without state support and unless government forced state companies to acquire
innovative components: i.e. it helped create domestic demand for Russian innovative output.™* A

198 http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/02/05/224832

19 See Law introducing changes for Rosnano and amendments to the Law on Rosatom, approved by Medvedev on June
1, 2010 in http://www.kremlin.ru/news/7918

10 http://www.rosbalt.ru/print/709663.html

' See http://www.kommersant.ru/doc.aspx?docsID=1316097&print=true and Putin’s approval of privileged treatment
for energy equipment that needs domestic outlets quantifying in 3,1 trillion roubles the sum to be spent by Russian
customers in the next three years from 2011 in http://www.kommersant.ru/doc/1619291

112 See htp://arms-tass.su/?page=article&aid=83620&cid=24 for Deputy Prime Minister S. Ivanov’s presentation and
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/05/12/rosnano.html reporting that creditors will not be allowed to claim back their
loans before legal restructuring,

113 See hitp://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/04/29/rosnano.html

114 See |ITAR-TASS January 23, 2010 and Chubais’ presentation at the CMTD on 12 February 2010 in
http://chubais.ru/workplace/news/view/5246/
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novelty, if this approach is compared to the planned supply and demand economy of Soviet memory,
could be the role that foreign investors are expected to play in the current Russian M&D drive.

Are foreign investors finally welcome?

Unlike other post-communist countries, and China, Russia has never shown much sympathy for
foreign investors, in particular foreign direct investment (FDI). In the nineties the latter were
practically nonexistent. The situation appeared to be changing in 2000s. FDI increased from
US$2,7bn in 2000 to US$72,8bn (including 65,4US$bn in the non financial sector) in 2008,
despite on-going complaints against corruption and bureaucratic harassment According to
independent research, the volume of FDI accumulated in the country as of the beginning of 2011
was $116.2 billion.™® Though not impressive in absolute terms, the rate of increase has been
impressive. Given the volume and quality of state assets announced for privatisation in mid-2011,
it is difficult to suppose that private investors would not be interested, though their actual
participation in auctions will depend on a number of circumstances, including proper procedures,
the general business environment and prospects for profit.

Current developments do not seem propitious to investment. Central bank data showed a net $21bn
fled Russia in the first quarter of 2011in spite of near-record oil prices economy.'’ Concerning
FDI, one should note that competition for FDI is rising in the context of a still depressed
international economic environment and investors are likely to demand favourable conditions.
Unless acquisitions entail broad opportunities for restructuring, labour layoff and changing the
profile of the business, investors are likely to be prudent.

Concerning the Russian programme of privatisation outlined above, any assessment of its possible
success awaits details on sale procedures and constraints. In this regard government’s resolve on
privatisation matters. Regarding utilities, uncertainty as to the central/local policy on tariffs - an
area where social concerns are likely to dominate all through economic recovery and beyond — may
scare away private investors. Regarding joint stock companies, while portfolio investors may be
attracted by capital gains, stakeholders’ participation in decision-making is crucial to attract durable
interested partners. Given the haphazard nature of corporate governance in pre-crisis Russia, the
acquisition of a stake, albeit a large one, provides no assurance in this regard. In addition, proximity
of presidential elections and lack of clarity on candidate(s) for presidency may induce investors to
prudence.'®

Nonetheless there are signs that the Russian Government is becoming more friendly to FDI. There
have been changes to the Law on Foreign Investment in Strategic Sectors that was approved on
May 7, 2008 covering 42 industries raising concerns of increased Russian protectionism. The law

5 Based on Russia’s Central Bank as reported in http://www.cbr.ru/statistics/print.aspx?file=credit_statistics/inv_in-
country.htm and http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/03/01/226955

1 See S. Kulikov, “Investors avoid many regions”, Nezavisimaia Gazeta, 31 August 2011

17 As reported by Financial Times, 5 May 2011

18 As pointed by S. Guriev, Financial Times, 5 May 2011
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prescribed strict procedures for the acquisition assets subject to preliminary approval by
government authorities, possibly scaring away foreign investors as noted by Pomeranz (2010).**°
Following the dismal performance in FDI in 2009 — that fell by 39 % y-o0-y in the non financial
sector -'*°, amendments to the law on FDI have been approved making it possible for foreign
investors in strategic companies to augment capital through emission of shares with no preliminary
approval by the Russian authorities.*** New provisions that should reduce the number of strategic
sectors and open the room for foreign investment also in banking have been submitted to the Duma
on February 2011 that passed them in the first reading in March.*??

Along similar lines, changes concerning the management of special economic zones (SEZ) have
been approved in the apparent aim of giving more freedom in decision-making to the provinces. On
October 5, 2009 by decree of President Medvedev, the Federal agency for the establishment of
special economic zones has been suppressed and its functions devolved to the Ministry of Economic
Development.'?® According to Putin, there are at present 24 SEZ in Russia from the reported 13 in
2009 comprising two industrial production sites, four technological parks and seven tourist-
recreational facilities. In 12 regions technological parks are being developed where 670 resident
companies are registered operating in a large spectrum of products, from nanotechnology to
medicine and construction materials. The planned volume of investment is about 300bn roubles
($10bn circa) '

Medvedev approved the dispatch of presidential investment ombudsmen to the regions to help
foreign investors to get through the bureaucratic hurdle often encountered in dealing with
elementary needs.'® It is not sure that those figures will be able to really help.'?® But the intention is
that they should.

Much alike the hesitant moves in privatisation, actual and announced changes in FDI policy may
not be convincing enough to foreign companies to seriously engage in the Russian market.
Economic performance ranks low with Russian productivity estimated to be 5 times lower than that

119 See details on, and implication from, the law in Pomeranz, W.E., “Russian Protectionism and the Strategic Sectors
Law,”, unpublished paper, accessed on 1 June 2010 from http://www.auilr.org/pdf/25/25-2-2.pdf

120 See http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/03/01/226955
121 See http://www.rg.ru/2009/10/01/putin.html

122 See the number 503176-5 in the website of the Duma, http://asozd2.duma.gov.ru/ accessed on 24 May 2011. An
overview of the amendments to the Law on Strategic Investment can be found in http://www.pwc.ru/en/tax-
consulting-services/legislation/paket-popravok-Zakon-ob-inostrannyh-investiciyah-strategicheskie-otrasli_.jhtml

123 See http://www.rg.ru/2009/10/06/medvedev-oez.html

124 See Putin’s report to the Duma on 20 April 2011, http://premier.gov.ru/events/news/14898/

125 See http://news.kremlin.ru/transcripts/12173/print for a meeting with ombudsmen on 2 August 2011

6 See A. Yakovlev’s critical comments from regional experience with  ombudsmen in

http://www.hse.ru/news/1163611/33557103.html on 4 August 2011

The 3" International Conference of the HK Russia + Eurasia Research Project


http://www.auilr.org/pdf/25/25-2-2.pdf
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/03/01/226955
http://www.rg.ru/2009/10/01/putin.html
http://asozd2.duma.gov.ru/
http://www.pwc.ru/en/tax-consulting-services/legislation/paket-popravok-Zakon-ob-inostrannyh-investiciyah-strategicheskie-otrasli_.jhtml
http://www.pwc.ru/en/tax-consulting-services/legislation/paket-popravok-Zakon-ob-inostrannyh-investiciyah-strategicheskie-otrasli_.jhtml
http://www.rg.ru/2009/10/06/medvedev-oez.html
http://premier.gov.ru/events/news/14898/
http://news.kremlin.ru/transcripts/12173/print
http://www.hse.ru/news/1163611/33557103.html

The Present Challenges to Russia: Modernisation and Diversification 79

of advanced countries.*®’ Medvedev’s appeal to foreign investors late in May 2010 was met rather
coolly by companies that either had suffered from threats and corruption or learned about the
problematic business climate.’”® Investing in Russia is complete insanity according to Browder, the
head of Hermitage Capital investment Fund that was forced to cease its operations in Russia in
2005 and whose lawyer was jailed and died in prison in 2009 under unclear circumstances.'?® A law
increasing penalties against reiderstvo, frequently used also by state officials to annihilate
companies by fraudulent seizure of their property and assets, has been approved on July 5, 2010,
hopefully paving the way to the creation of a more secure business environment.**® But this will not
be easy given the scale of the problem reflected in Medvedev’s instructions to the Minister of
Internal Affairs”...make sure that those who should protect from reiderstvo are not themselves part

of the raiders’ gangs”. ***

The FDI Confidence Index calculated on a scale from 0 (low) to 3 (high), fell to 1.24 for Russia in
2010, while it was up to 1.93 for China (at the top of the list), 1.64 for India and 1.53 for Brazil.**
While it is clear that this development is correlated to the economic situation and the fact that
Russia suffered from the crisis much more than other emerging markets,™* the distance of Russia
from the other countries among the BRICs suggests that there is more than the economic downturn
that matters for her comparatively worse performance in attracting FDI. In 2007 China and India
ranked 2.21 and 2.09 respectively while Russia ranked 1.70 close to Brazil:*** on the one hand, this
has to do with an economic structure dominated by resources and energy and, on the other, with a
rent-seeking approach on the part of the power elite discouraging FDI exactly in the areas that are
Russia’s driving engines for growth.

Nonetheless, the increase in FDI in the early 2000s as mentioned above suggests that the scope for
foreign investment remains large. This is also what could be argued from the by and large positive
sentiments of European businessmen vis-a-vis the Russian market. > Underlying potentially

127 See estimates in http://expert.ru/2011/04/1/rabotat-ne-hochetsya/

1282 gSee for some reactions  http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/business/article/medvedev-pitches-russia-as-

financial-haven/406834.html ; http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/business/article/new-plans-outlined-to-attract-
foreign-capital/406793.html and http://www.gazeta.ru/politics/2010/05/25 a_3373164.shtml

129 See http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/business/article/medvedev-pitches-russia-as-financial-
haven/406834.html

130 See the text of the law and comments in http://www.rg.ru/2010/07/05/zakon.html

31 See on the meeting of Medvedev with Nurgaliev, head of the Ministry of Internal Affairs, as reported in
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/07/02/reiderstvo.html

32 See the A.T.Kearny FDI Confidence data in http://www.atkearney.com/index.php/Publications/foreign-direct-
investment-confidence-index.html

133 Notably FDI in the non financial sector fell to 32,3US$bn in 2009 see Central Bank of Russia’s data in
http://www.cbr.ru/statistics/print.aspx?file=credit_statistics/inv_in-country.htm

134 See The 2007 FDI Confidence Index report in http://www.atkearney.com/images/global/pdf/FDICI_2007.pdf

135 See the results of a survey of 127 companies belonging to the Association of European Business (AEB) carried out
in 2010 in http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/07/07/239766 and that of 300 (ABE) companies in 2009 in
http://www.droege-group.com/fileadmin/downloads/100412 AEB-Guide_Russia-as-a-place-for-investing.pdf
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favourable developments in FDI policy there are two other factors: a more relaxed international
policy and economic climate stimulated by a more cooperative approach of the new US
administration and the need for the upgrading of defence capacity and equipment in Russia.**® The
latter has always been decisive all through Russian history in forcing the authorities to “modernise”
the country, although not the state.**” As Putin stressed in his speech to the Duma on April 2011 on
2010 budget spending and plans for the future, the 20 trillion roubles assigned to the modernisation
of the military until 2020 will have to be invested in Russia.**® These funds could provide a strong
impulse to nation-wide upgrading of the industrial structure, economic diversification and possibly
innovation, but contrary to Surkov’s thesis, they will hardly help develop Russia into a modern
state.

The political construct of the Russian-style modernisation

The concluding section of this paper provides a view on the political construct for the M&D drive,
as conceived by the leadership and, by and large, accepted by the population.

Reading through the approach to modernisation in Russia, the contours of the Russian state
organisation considered to be necessary in carrying that through become clearer. This paper takes
the view that what matters in Russian politics is the power elite that emerged in the nineties and
strengthened thereafter. With few exceptions, this power structure is still in place and in control of
the current economic and political developments.** This does not rule out diverse attitude and
priorities within the ruling elite. But what brings the elite together is stronger than any possible
divide to the extent that power and rent-seeking coalesce against competition not only in the
economy, as discussed above, but also in politics.**°

The major political developments that reflect this situation can be seen through the role of Edinaia
Rossia and that of the All-Russian National Front, both Putin’s creatures. The party Edinaia Rossia
(ER) controls the Parliament under Putin’s guidelines. This party has contributed to shape the
construct of state power in Russia in two ways: first, by blind acquiescence to government policy
and second, by its co-opting critical outsiders. Such are for example A. Shokhin and
O.Khristyanovskaya **' who applied for, and obtained, ER membership, despite being
unsympathetic with government policies and strategies. ER membership did not prevent

136 See Medvedev critical of the state of the military in http://www.rg.ru/2009/10/27/medvedev.html ;
http://news.kremlin.ru/news/7039/print; Putin on the same issue in http://premier.gov.ru/events/news/9557/ and Cooper
Julian, “Can Medvedev Modernise?” paper presented at the CREES Annual Conference in Windsor. Cumberland
Lodge, 4-6 June 2010

37 perrie M., cited.

138 See http://www.rian.ru/defense_safety/20110420/366419157.html

B9 1t is worth reading the insights from The Family in Power 2011 by Maria Litvinovich’s group in
http://www.election2012.ru/reports/1 to appreciate how intricate and profound are the interrelations between
government officials and economic structures. | am grateful to John Lough and Andrew Monaghan for drawing my
attention to this website.

140 This underlying power structure may justify A. Wood’s scepticism on real achievements under Medvedev’s rule, see
A. Wood, “Would the Real Medvedev Please Stand Up”, Moscow Times, 4 May 2011.
141 See information on April 16, 2009 from http://www.gazeta.ru/politics/2009/04/16_a_2974828.shtml
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Khristyanovskaya from carrying on with her critical views of the government, but of the President
in particular, while perhaps helping her to be better informed about day to day politics. Thanks to
his ER membership,'*? Shokhin gained access to selected government meetings as the Head of the
Union of Russian Industrialist and Entrepreneurs (URIE) that now is invited to discuss with the
Premier a number of issues pertaining to government policy, including the formation of an All-
Russian National Front proposed by Putin in May 2011 (as discussed below).**?

By policies designed to co-opt the business community into party politics, to which appointing
billionaire Vekselberg to overview state-led innovation developments in Skolkogo also belong,***
and continue support powerful state companies and their managers, such as Chemezov, Chubais and
Miller, the power elite has been building a self-sustaining political organisation whose backbone is
provided by the interpenetration of private business and party and state structures. By 2009 ER had
organised own units in all the regions, deciding thereafter that “implementation of modernisation
and innovation plans” should be the criteria by which governors were to be appointed.**> Medvedev,
describing representative democracy as “an obsolete idea” confirmed that there was no need to
return to direct elections of governors.'*® The creation by Putin in May 2011 of All-Russian
National Front (ARNF) designed to bring sympathetic, though formally independent, candidates
into the next Duma, after inviting a broad range of heads of different associations, including major
trade and businesses unions to express their desiderata through so-called primaries'*’ — suggests
that the contours of the Russian corporate state are being strengthened while the country is quietly
moving further away from the playing field of democracy.

ER was ordered by Putin to grant at least 25% of posts for 4 December 2011 Duma elections to
non-ER party candidates, i.e. some 150 posts selected by people and associations that have adhered
to the ARNF. By this move, the government hopes to broaden the constituency for change from
above*® — that is change through M&D driven by central government strategies — while also

142 Erom November 2008, see http://www.lobbying.ru/content/sections/articleid 3842 linkid 61.html

143 See Shokhin’s presentation of the Union’s viewpoints on post-crisis policies at a meeting with Putin on 17 May
2010 and his veiled remark that that was the first occasion for the Union’s members to meet with Putin, http://www.xn-
-0laabe.xn--plai/Default.aspx?Catalogld=234&d no=8257

144 See http://www.xn--0laabe.xn--plai/Default.aspx?Catalogld=7971

14 See http://www.ng.ru/printed/236507

1% See also Medvedev’s idea that new technology allows for direct democracy through voting electronically on certain
issues, Stenograficheskii otchet o vstreche s aktivom vserossiiskoi politicheskoi partii “Edinaia Rossia” downloadable
from http://www.kremlin.ru/transcripts/7896

7 Both developments are discussed in the press. See http:/premier.gov.ru/events/news/15108/print/ (meeting on the
National Front), http://www.novayagazeta.ru/data/2011/048/39.html?print=201109051243 (Kolesnikov discussing the
National Front and similarities between Putin and Mussolini); on Mironov-related developments:
http://www.rian.ru/politics/20110506/371599581.html , http://www.mk.ru/politics/news/2011/05/06/587128-mironov-
ya-silno-meshayu-slabeyuschey-na-glazah-quotedinoy-rossiiquot-.html and finally on arguments that ER is afraid of
competition, http://top.rbc.ru/politics/06/05/2011/587604.shtml?print., The formation by Surkov of special commissars
to be dispatched to the regions where ER is relatively weaker before December elections is discussed in
http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/259722/vertikal_ne_rabotaet.

148 See E. Iasin on “modernisation from above” in http://mn.ru/economics/20110908/304749266.html accessed on 9
September 2011.
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seeking to minimise the danger of social conflicts. The values of the ARNF as enunciated by Putin
are love for the Fatherland, improvement of people’s welfare, strengthening of the might of the state
and social justice.'*® A social order non hostile to change is also in the interest of businesses.
Interestingly, it was Shokhin rather than Putin to propose that the ARNF structures survive the
election period and be further developed in the medium-long term. It is still unclear whether, as
suggested by some, the ARNF is to evolve into a party or some super-party structure. Clearly the
social organisations that became members of this structure may well serve the goals of Russian
corporate state and help preserve its underlying social contract as it occurred in Italy in the thirties
and in Spain and Portugal over a longer time with the tripartite contract between businesses, state
and workforce aimed at social peace and stability."*°

In Russia, Soviet legacies — in terms of a by and large docile workforce and subservient business
community - make it comparatively easier the shaping of a corporate state in Russia. On the one
hand, trade unions were made irrelevant under communism and never managed to grow as
independent bodies afterwards. The absence of powerful trade unions in Russia is compensated by
a de facto social contract at the factory level — a residual of Soviet practice— by which the task of
keeping the social peace is left by and large up to managers’ self-restraint on labour re-organisation
and layoffs.™

On the other hand, what makes such an arrangement possible is the symbiosis of government and
large scale industry at the central and local level under controlled competition.®® This arrangement
finds comfortable grounds in the overlapping of government and managerial functions in large scale
companies at the Federal and local level.™ New provisions approved in April 2011 by Medvedev
are meant to forbid state officials from holding company board’s position and chairmanship.
Medvedev’s ukaz listed 17 state-owned companies and the powerful ministers and deputy prime
ministers to be removed from board chairmanships by July 1. The President also promised a longer

49 http://premier.gov.ru/events/news/15108/print/

%0 Se Royo S., “Still the Century of Corporatism?” Corporatism in Southern Europe. Spain and Portugal in
Comparative Perspective”, Center for European Studies, Working Paper Series 75 (January 2001)

151 Guriev and Tsyvinskii also remark that corporate social responsibility (CSR) is understood in Russia as a means to
provide public goods that government fails to supply thus contributing to build (good) relations with the state, see
http://www.vedomosti.ru/opinion/news/1363887/kompanii_i_filantropy. On Russian CSR see also insightful
comparisons by S. Mizobata, “Businss Society and Corporate Social Responsibility.Comparative Analysis in Russia
and Japan”, Kyoto institute of economic research, (KIER) Discussion Paper Series, Discussion Paper, No.774, May
2010.

152 As in a corporate state where monopolistic units and hierarchical coordination substitute for multiple units and
autonomous interaction. For a comparative approach, unfortunately only in Italian, see Schmitter P.C. in:
http://www.treccani.it/Portale/elements/categoriesitems.jsp?pathFile=/BancaDati/Enciclopedia_delle_Scienze Sociali/
VOLO2/ENCICLOPEDIA DELLE _SCIENZE _SOCIALI Vol.2 107.xml

153 The number may be very large. Only considering state companies in April 2011, 9 deputy premier officials sat in the
Boards of Directors of 9 state companies, 16 federal ministers in 10 other companies and some other 205 top officials in
47 large scale state companies, see http://www.banki.ru/news/bankpress/?id=2843766 reporting from Vedomaosti 4 April
2011.
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list by Oct. 1 2011."** The separation of government from management of state companies is meant
to eliminate conflicts of interests and improve corporate governance through the appointment of de
iure independent directors.

Whether this will help upgrade the Russian standards of corporate governance remains to be seen. A
list of the possible replacements published by Kommersant’ include political/party figures whose
independent judgement from government policy instructions/desiderata could be questionable.'*®
De facto, so far, whether in charge of state or private companies Russian managers can hardly be
defined as independent from the government. The readiness of many businessmen and billionaires
to join the ARNF suggests that they look more for state protection than for independence. The
results of the existing business-government relations are excessive production costs and
extraordinarily high emoluments for both managers and high bureaucrats , a sort of corruption tax
falling on consumers, as described by Inozemtsev.*°

From an economic point of view, businesses’ independence can only be assured by the institutional
platform of fair competition and proper business incentives. In this area, there are few signs that
matters are improving. Interesting in this regard is Russia’s reluctance to agree on some of the most
sensitive WTO (World Trade Organisation) requirements that would allow for full membership and
further integration in the world economy, such as IPR (intellectual property rights) . WTO
membership would bring about large gains for Russia, as estimated by Tarr and Volchkova
(2010),"" but also more competitive pressures for which few in the power elite seem to be ready.®
While national ambitions, obsession with security and belief in the capacity of the country to
perform better on its own substantiate the spirit of any corporate state, preference for cooperation
(the social contract) and disdain for competition are also intrinsic to this model.*® It is within this
frame of mind that Russia moved in 2010 towards the formation of an integrated regional market

154 See the list in http:/news.kremlin.ru/ref _notes/900 and comments by Guriev (HSE) and Tsyvinski (Yale) in
http://www.themoscowtimes.com/print/article/the-purge-of-the-kremlin-chairmen/434935.html

155 See the list and portraits in http://www.kommersant.ru/ISSUES.PHOTO/DAILY/2011/058/k09_big.jpg

1% See in http://www.vedomosti.ru/newspaper/article/2010/06/01/235998 Inozemtsev, V., “Modernisatsya.ru: Prichiny
sverkhraskhodov”.

7 Tarr D. and Volchkova N., “ Russian Trade and Foreign Direct Investment Policy at the crossroads”, World Bank
Development Research Group. Trade and Integration Team, Policy Research Working Paper no.5255, March 2010
downloadable from http://www-
wds.worldbank.org/external/default/\WWDSContentServer/I\W3P/1B/2010/03/31/000158349 20100331125304/Rendered/
PDF/WPS5255.pdf

58 For a pessimist outlook on this issue, see Guriev Sergei, “ How to reform the Russian economy” , Centre for
European Reform, Policy Brief in http://www.cer.org.uk/pdf/pb_russian_economy_jul10.pdf

590n corporatism in its model and different materialisations one of the best sources is Philippe C. Schmitter, see
Shmitter P.C. and Grote J.R., “The Corporatist Sisyphus: Past, present & Future”, European University Institute, April
1997, from http://www.feem.it/userfiles/attach/Publication/NDL1997/NDL 1997-055.pdf

accessed on June 2 , 2010. See also Schmitter P.A., “Still the Century of Corporatism?”, The Review of Politics, 1974,
36: 85-131 Also worth seeing his table on differences between a pluralist and a corporate state in
http://www.treccani.it/Portale/elements/categoriesltems.jsp?pathFile=/BancaDati/Enciclopedia_delle_Scienze_Sociali/
VOLO02/ENCICLOPEDIA DELLE_SCIENZE_SOCIALI Vol.2_107.xml (in Italian)
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with two bordering countries, Belarus and Kazakhstan, as an alternative to WTO. Interestingly,
despite negotiations with WTO members are still going on that could prelude to separate
membership*®, Putin insists on the importance of the Customs union as a new geopolitical reality.
181 There are pressures to Ukraine to join the union. Both Putin and Medvedev have resorted to
threats not to cut energy prices that had been agreed before the crisis for 2009-2019 unless Ukraine
join the Customs Unions.*®®> While Ukraine tries to resist, other relatively poor countries, such as
Kirghizia, seem to be attracted by the idea of joining the Customs Union.'®®

Struggling for M&D Russia will have to choose with whom it is better to cooperate. Aslund argues
that there is no chance that the CIS, patchwork of trails and errors, could offer Russia a viable trade
framework alternative to WTO.'®* He may be right, but, geopolitics may be more important to the
Russian corporate state than the offer of a peer seat in any non financial international organisation,
such as the WTO and the OECD.

One could argue on theoretical and practical grounds that competitive pressure from within a WTO
membership framework and exposure to OECD’s dialogue on best practices would provide much
better support to the modernisation and innovation drive in the medium-long term. But Russian
leaders seem anxious to make it on their own, allowing for some assistance from abroad that,
however, should not turn into a challenge to the sovereign role the country has in part re-gained
with robust growth and macroeconomic stability since early 2000s. The economic and political
order is such that it would be difficult to imagine any threat to stability from opposition from
within.*®® At the World Political Forum in Yaroslavl on September 8 2011, Medvedev warned that
modernisation of the state will take time.*®” A it occurred in other times and with other countries,
the current Russian political order may deliver on its promises of ad hoc improvement in priority
areas. But, even under this optimistic scenario, transaction and opportunity costs may turn to be too
high for society as a whole. Some Russians may find it easier to try to make it on their own abroad.

1%0 The early steps are described in Malle S., “The Impact of the Financial Crisis in Russia”, cit. See A. Dvorkovich on
Russia’s chance to join WTO in 2011 in http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/05/31/wto-site.html

161 See as reported on May 21, 2010, by http://www.rian.ru/politics/20100521/236891950.html

162 gee for Putin  http://www.rg.ru/printable/2011/06/08/ukr-gaz.html on 8 June 2011 and for Medvedev
http://www.mk.ru/print/articles/617182-medvedev-predlozhil-ukraine-podumat-ob-integratsionnoy-skidke-na-gaz.html
accessed on 24.8.2011

13 See on Kighizia  http://www.rosbalt.ru/exussr/2011/09/05/886107.html and on  Ukraine

http://www.kommersant.ru/doc/1766098, both accessed on September 5, 2011

164 gee Aslund A., “ The Post-Soviet Space: An Obituary”, in Aslund, Guriev, Kuchins eds, Russia after the Global
Economic Crisis, Peterson Institute for International Economics, Centre for Strategic and International Studies. New
Economic School, Washington D.C. June 2010, pp.223-240.

1% On the alleged interest for Russia and the neighbour countries to join in the effort to re-build a single economic space
against economic threat from the European Union in the West and China in the East, see S. Glaz’ev, the mastermind of
the  tripartite Customs Union in his  own website http://www.glazev.ru/  and in
http://www.asms.ru/kompet/2011/august/kyskova24.pdf both accessed on 5 September 2011

1% Interestingly, Prokhorov, having become the leader of Right Cause in June 2011, admits that his will not be an

opposition party, since opposition has disqualified herself.

187 As it should be “gradual and harmonious™”, See http://www.kremlin.ru/news/12612 accessed on 8 September 2011.
The 3" International Conference of the HK Russia + Eurasia Research Project



http://www.rg.ru/printable/2010/05/31/wto-site.html
http://www.rian.ru/politics/20100521/236891950.html
http://www.rg.ru/printable/2011/06/08/ukr-gaz.html
http://www.mk.ru/print/articles/617182-medvedev-predlozhil-ukraine-podumat-ob-integratsionnoy-skidke-na-gaz.html
http://www.rosbalt.ru/exussr/2011/09/05/886107.html
http://www.kommersant.ru/doc/1766098
http://www.glazev.ru/
http://www.asms.ru/kompet/2011/august/kyskova24.pdf
http://www.kremlin.ru/news/12612

The Present Challenges to Russia: Modernisation and Diversification 85

Indeed, this is already happening.'®® There is a modern Russia, as a sharp observer points out, but is
it abroad. '

Concluding remarks

In the aftermath of the financial crisis Russia has embarked in an ambitious programme of
modernisation and diversification with the support of innovation and institutional change. This
programme is based on state projects and monitoring from above. The blueprint for change is
Strategy-2020 prepared before the crisis and now being revised to take into account its effects.
Among a number of specific reforms , the innovation centre Skolkovo and the Agency for Strategic
Initiative have received strong government backing, though most funds are expected to be off-
budget.

Reforms are carried out from a strong technocratic viewpoint widely shared within the coalition of
economic and political power that constitutes the backbone of the Russian corporate state. The
interpenetration of business and government interests may, indeed, help modernise parts of the
economy, i.e. those selected by the government as a priority, also in the interest of security.
Modernisation of the military only will cost some more than $650bn from now to 2020. Russia has
gone through a process of modernisation from above more than once in her history, prompted, as a
rule, by the need to upgrade of military technology. While one can expect specific projects to
succeed, the chosen path is patchy and costly. It is also unlikely to give birth to a modern economy
and society, that is to a self-propelling engine for change, unless competitive pressures grow out of
further integration into the international economy through membership into the WTO and the
OECD. Russia remains hesitant in this field apparently judging economic cooperation with
bordering former Soviet Union countries as comparatively more important.

Nonetheless, a new and more comprehensive approach to change to modernity may be emerging.
More lively criticism of existing power structures and national goals are contributing to better focus
on what is needed for the country to modernise and diversify out of dependence on national
resources. The need for foreign investments and support in research and development is finally
openly acknowledged by the leadership. Amendments to strict provisions on investment in strategic
sectors and legal changes to the status and management of major state holdings, possibly entailing
more transparency and better performance, point to a certain relaxation of direct state control on
production. In addition, by contributing to tighter fiscal balances, the crisis forces the authorities to
consider market-orientated reforms that otherwise would have been probably postponed indefinitely.
The volume of state assets slated for privatisation has increased tremendously in a short time. There
are plans — still to be approved - to open some large scale companies to private investors and in
some cases to divest state property completely, though the government is to retain control of the
companies related to defence. It is likely that privatisation will encounter resistance from below,

1% The number of Russians wishing to emigrate has remarkably increased since 1991 from 5% to 20%, see VTSIOM
opinion poll reported on 10 June 2011 in http://wciom.ru/index.php?id=459&uid=111681

19 As noted by Wayne Merry, “The crisis of Russian modernization” , www.opendemocracy.net accessed on 20 July
2011.
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and possibly, like in the mid-nineties, attempts, from above, to distort conditions and procedures for
sale in favour of the power elite.

The intensity of reforms will depend on constraints - available resources and oil prices — and social
consensus. Political structures, such as the All-Russian National Front, that should serve this
purpose by co-opting the most motivated people into politics have been put in place. It remains to
be seen whether the Front will perform as hoped for, or fail, succumbing to opportunistic behaviour.
One way or the other, the Russian Federal authorities are not to release control over the direction
and pace of change. This leaves little room for the modernisation of the state.
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Democratic Consolidation and the Party System in the Russian Duma

Ko, Sangtu
Introduction

Russian Duma elections have always revealed surprises to observers. The 1993 election
ended in the triumph of Zhirinovsky’s LDPR. In 1995 election, the Communists won an
overwhelming victory. In 2003, the United Russia almost gained the majority for the first time
as the party of power. It further secured the two thirds of the Duma seats in 2007.

Richard Rose terms this phenomenon floating party system. In a floating party system, the
parties competing for popular support change from one election to the next. Some parties
disappear, new parties appear, others alter their names. Accountability is not meaningful when
voters can neither reaffirm nor withdraw their support from the party for which they voted at the
previous election. The floating party system impedes the formation of political institutions
necessary to create an accountable democracy (Rose, 2001).

Against this perspective, Stephen Whitefield takes a relatively optimistic view of the
prospects for party formation and consolidation in Russia. He agrees that governments are not
formed on the basis of party allegiance, and that neither of the two presidents was elected on the
basis of party identification. However he examined ideological and social divisions within
Russian society and argues that the weakness of political parties is not because voters do not
know how to find parties of their preferences.

Most Russians identify themselves with a set of political principles or ideology. The social
divisions are created based on the different experiences of the public. The clearly different
experiences particularly in the economic reform period are the main sources of the social
division. The number of Russians able and willing to nominate a party with which they
politically identify has grown considerably over time. Socially differentiated Russians are able
to link their experiences with ideological programs and again to link each of these to their
choice of parties in ways that produce clear but growing political divisions (Miller and Klobucar,
2000).

Whitefield found out a spectrum of public opinion, which at the one axis produces clusters of
pro-market, pro-Western, and pro-liberal positions and at the other axis anti-market, anti-
Western, and illiberal views. Supporters of the market are supporters of liberal and pro-Western
position, while opponents of the market make their commitment to illiberal and anti-Western
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position. He concludes that Russian parties respond to this kind of social division. (Whitefield,
2001)

The two perspectives focus on the different side of Russian party system. Richard Rose
analyses the supply side of the party system and argues that Russian elites have not been forced
to work accountable to the electorates, whereas Stephen Whitefield deals with the demand side
of the party system and argues that due to significant social and ideological divisions to
partisanship, elites have enough motive to build ties to the population.

Notwithstanding this difference, the both perspectives agree that the Russian party system is
weak and stands at the initial stage of its development. They accept that political parties in post-
Communist Russia are weak on many dimensions. But, not all parties might be weak. This point
can connect the two positions. From this point of view, this paper tries to examine features of
the Russian parties and classifies them. Research questions are “whether the Russian party
system is consolidated or not? How it is on the way to the consolidation? What parties are
established?” For the classification, some criteria are needed. Whereas the theory of the floating
party system is supply driven and the theory of social division to party choice is that the parties
respond to the ideological demand of the electorate, this paper focuses on the inside of the
Russian parties and analyses their organizational strength. The organization criteria will also
help classify the Russian parties into three groups, namely established, transitory and ephemeral
parties.

This study has the following structure. The first section will elaborate on a conceptual
framework to classify the Russian parties. The next sections examine the three types of the
Russian party. The Analysis on the organizational dimensions of party weakness will help divide
the parties into the three types. Many theories concerning the Russian party system deal with
either demand or supply side of the party. Compared to them, this study touches the inside of the

party.

Conceptual Framework of the Russian Party System

Most Russian parties are weak in terms of organization. It is mostly due to the legacy of
Soviet party politics. The very concept of party has discredited after the collapse of the Soviet
Union, the party was omnipresent throughout everyday lives in the Soviet era. In NRB surveys,
political parties are consistently the most distrusted of all institutions in society, and the Duma
comes a close second(Rose, Tikhomirov and Mishler 1997).

This legacy has negatively affected the development of party system in Russia. First, the
Party is not responsible to governing. The president is not required to be a party nominee and
does not need the support of a majority of members in the Duma. In Russia the link between
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government and parliament is loose.

Second, the party is actually a blur concept in the Russian Parliament. The movement, which
gathered a high level of support from radical critics of Communism in the last years of the
Soviet Union, ‘Democratic Russia’, did not turn itself into a political party(Urban 1992). In
1999, the Unity party was not formally registered as a political party. It was an amalgam of
seven associations. The Fatherland party combined five different associations. The Union of
Right Forces brought together four associations and the Zhirinovsky Bloc two associations.

Third, Russian parties try to claim to represent everyone. Especially, the party of power often
uses this strategy of fuzzy-focus party. The party names such as Russia’s Choice, Our Home Is
Russia, and United Russia do not reveal any ideological direction. United Russia succeeded in
gaining votes by appearing as fuzzy-focus party by campaigning in favor of political stability
and pragmatism. And Putin sought nationalist support by attacking Mikhail Gorbachev for the
collapse of the Soviet Union. Moreover, United Russia paraded its support for the war in
Chechnya. Many of supports for the Communist drifted to Unity, an indication of the success of
the latter’s fuzzy-focus appeal to Russians(Rose, 2001).

The weak position of the party in the Russian politics leads to the strong representation of
Independents in Duma. Independent candidates far outnumbered party standard-bearers. There
were 873 independent candidates wining 45.2% of the vote in 1993 and 1055 with 31% of the
votes in 1995. The independents have won between the one third and half of seats from the
single-member districts of the Duma election.

If we take a close look at the political party system in Duma, we can find different groups of
parties. There are some established parties. There are parties of a transitory character. These
parties continually regroup themselves and change their names. There are a plentitude of
ephemeral parties. They often fail to clear the threshold in Russian Duma and gain seats in the
party representation system. In this respect, the Russian Duma is a house, which is built on three
pillars. Established parties constitute a strong pillar while ephemeral parties build a weak pillar.
Transitory parties stand in the between.

This paper chose three criteria to investigate Russian parties and classify them into the above
mentioned three categories, namely established, transitory and ephemeral party. The first
criterion is the persistence of parties, which concerns the time dimension. Established Parties
have participated in all elections, while transitory and ephemeral parties appear in one election
and disappear in another election.

<Figure 1> Conceptual Framework for Party Classification

The 3™ International Conference of the HK Russia - Eurasia Research Project



Democratic Consolidation and the Party System in the Russian Duma 90

Party Persistence
Organizational
Party Coherence
Strength
Regional
Representation

The second criterion is party coherence. In parliament, many parties are undisciplined and
Duma members easily change their parties. The pattern of faction building in Duma will explain
to some extent the party discipline. The third criterion is regional representation. From
geographical viewpoint, this is the means to assess how broadly parties are supported by the
public.

Organizational Base of Russian parties

Persistence of Parties

The Russian electoral system has drastically changed in 2005 on the initiative of President
Putin, who claimed that reducing the number of parties in Duma would strengthen the Russian
party system. Until 2003 election, a hybrid system was applied. It means that half the 450 seats
were distributed in single-member districts and the other half seats were competed on the basis
of a party list. Under the new election law all seats in Duma are awarded exclusively from party
lists and the threshold for eligibility to win seats is raised to 7%(Moraski 2007).

< Table 1> Russia's appearing and disappearing parties (Number of Seats)

Party 1993 1995 1999 2003 2007
Contesting 5 elections
Communist Party 42 157 114 52 57
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Liberal Democratic Party 64 51 17 36 40
Contesting 4 elections
Yabloko 27 45 21 4
Contesting 3 elections
Agrarian Party 38 20 2
Contesting 2 elections
United Russia 222 315
Union of Rightist's Force 29 3
Women's Party 23 3
Our Home is Russia 55 8
Russia's Choice 62 9
Russian Unity and Harmony 22 1
Contesting 1 election
Just Russia 38
Democratic Party 15
Homeland party(RODINA) 37
Unity Party(Medved) 73
Fatherland All Russia 66
independents 135 77 113 68
Others 16 32 9 23
Total 444 450 450 450 450

Source: www.parties-and-elections.de/russia2.htm.

As the table 1 indicates the Communist party and the Liberal Democratic party (LDPR) have
successfully contested all the five elections held after the building of Russian state. In this sense
the two parties can be called the established party. However, each party accounts for around
10% of the Duma seats today. The Communist party reached the highest record of 157 seats in
1995 when Russians suffered from the radical market reform. But its seats have continually
decreased from 114 in 1999 and 52 in 2003 and eventually come to 57 in 2007. Compared to the
Communist party the LDPR shows a relative stability of its seats won by five elections except
the 1999 election.

The Yabloko contested 4 elections and can also be characterized as the established party. It
drastically lost its visibility in the 2003 election by gaining only 4 seats and eventually could not
enter the 2007 Duma. The Agrarian party contested 3 elections but it contested one more
election in 1999 by changing its name into Fatherland party. It also failed to come into the
Duma like the Yabloko in 2007. Thus, the Yabloko and the Agrarian party are the established
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party, which disappeared in the Russian party system. They are not likely to return to the Duma
in this year’s election due to the high threshold.

The parties that contested 1-2 elections include the transitory party and the ephemeral party.
The parties that pursue the party of power can be classified into the transitory party. Russia’s
Choice and Our Home Is Russia and United Russia survived in two elections and Unity party
contested only one election. They are the party of power in their character and are transitory in
this sense. Russia’s Choice was led by Gaidar, who worked for Yeltsin with the radical market
reform. It showed a poor performance in the 1993 election and gave its position of power party
to Our Home Is Russia under Chernomirdin that failed to win again in the 1995 election. In
1999 election, two parties that supported Yeltsin emerged. Those who sought to promote the
reformist agenda of the Yeltsin era organized the Union of Right Forces which was led by
Anatoly Chubais, Yegor Gaidar, Boris Nemtsov, and Vladimir Potanin. At the end of the
summer, after Vladimir Putin had become prime minister, another pro-Kremlin party, Unity
party(Medved) was formed(Colton and McFaul 2003).

The phenomenon that two parties were formed in favor of Yeltsin in 1999 was the reaction to
the alliance of local politicians. Moscow mayor, Yuri Luzhkov organized Fatherland party and
allied with a number of governors who shared the desire to decentralize power. The continuing
unpopularity of Yeltsin encouraged Primakov to join the party.

After the unexpected defeat in 1999 election, Fatherland merged with Unity into United
Russia. The United party is the first party of power that has consecutively gained a majority in
the Duma. It secured an absolute majority in 2007 election. Thus it came from transitory party
but on the way toward the established party.

The other parties disappeared only after one election and they are regarded as ephemeral.
Women’s party showed its visibility just by winning 23 seats in 1993 election. Russian Unity
and Harmony won 22 seats and Democratic party won 15 seats in the same election. There were
a number of ephemeral parties in the founding election. Just Russia emerged as a new party in
the 2007 election. It advocates social democracy. The Duma election of this year will show
whether it is ephemeral or not.

Coherence of Parties

There is a disjunction between electoral parties and Duma parties. Victorious candidates often
change their party in whose name they stood when seeking election immediately after entering
Duma. Especially, many of independents from single-member districts either join parties or
build new parties, which are called convenience parties. This phenomenon was encouraged by
the Duma rule that allowed faction members to enjoy greater advantages in office facilities and
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committee assignments. Forming a faction in Duma needs at least 35 Duma members that

means 7.8 percent of the assembly’s total seats(Smith and Remington, 2001).

<Table 2> Party Alignments in December 1995 Duma

Party Election Duma opening Change

Communists 157 149 -8
Our Home Is Russia 55 66 +11
Liberal Democrats 51 51 0
Yabloko 45 46 +1
Agrarians 20 35 +15
Russia’s Regions 0 40 +40
People’s Power 0 38 +38
Power to the people! 9 0 -9
Russia’s Choice 9 0 -9
Russian Communities: Lebed 5 0 -5
Women of Russia 3 0 -3
Forward, Russia! 3 0 -3
Ivan Rybkin Bloc 3 0 -3
Minor parties 13 0 -13
Independents 77 25 -52

Source: Central Electoral Commission, http://gd1995.cikrf.ru.

As the table 2 shows, 105 deputies switched parties between the election of December 1995

and the opening Duma in the following month. To qualify as a Duma faction, the Agrarian Party

recruited some independents and borrowed additional members from the Communist Party.

Independents formed two factions, namely Russia’s Regions and People’s Power. Some

Communist deputies also joined these new convenience parties in order to help them qualify as

a Duma party. This evidence shows that established parties do not suffer from party indiscipline

of their members. But many Duma members of minor parties leave their organization shortly

after the election and weaken the position of the ephemeral party.

<Table 3> Party Alignments in December 2003 Duma

Seats Election: 03. 12. 2003 Duma opening: 29. 12. 2003 Change
United Russia 222 300 78
Communists 52 52 0
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Liberal Democrats 36 36 0
Motherland 37 36 -1
Minor parties 32 - -32
Independents 68 23? -45

Source: Central Electoral Commission, http://gd2003.cikrf.ru.

In 2003 United Russia increased its seats in Duma from 222 won by election to 300 at the
opening of the parliament. It expanded 78 seats in three weeks. It attracted 13 members from the
People’s Party, 3 from Union of Right Forces, 2 Agrarian Party deputies, 1 from Yabloko and 1
from the Pensioners’ Party. 66 independents joined United Russia. United Russia greatly
succeeded in taking advantage of the position of power party and gained profits from the faction
building after election than other established parties.

In 2007 election, the change of Duma seats did not take place, because Duma seats were not
allocated exclusively by proportional representation. Under the new election law any members
who change their party should automatically lose their seats.

Regional Representation

The single-member system applied until 2003 election encourages parties to nominate
candidates to contest districts nationwide. However, no party contested as many as half the 225
single-member districts. Even large parties had weak organizational bases outside Moscow. An
exception was the Communists.

In 1993, the Communist Party nominated its candidates in 98 districts, and Russia’s Choice
nominated only 88 candidates. In 1995 the Communist Party nominated 130 candidates, and
Our Home Is Russia nominated 103 candidates. (Rose and Munro, 2001)

In the 1999 election, the Communist Party contested almost two-thirds of the single-member
districts, and two other parties, Yabloko and the right-wing Spiritual Heritage group, contested
half the seats. The Unity party closest to Vladimir Putin had small number of seats contested
nationwide. It made every effort to gain local supports but could nominate candidates in only
one-sixth of the single-member districts. Moreover it showed little presence outside Moscow
and thus a great discrepancy between the two ballots: it won only nine single-member district
seats while taking 64 list seats (Rose, 2001).

Conclusion

As examined above, Russian parties are weak. But, we should not exaggerate the weakness of
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parties. In terms of party organization, there are weak and strong parties together in Duma. The
parties can be divided into three classes, which can be called three pillars of Duma.

The Communist Party, the LDPR, Yabloko and the Agrarian party are grouped into the
established party. But their organization has been weakening and Yabloko and the Agrarian
party disappeared in the last election. The strong pillar of the Russian Duma is eroding.

The party of power has transitory character. Power elites in Russia organized Russia’s Choice
in 1993, which was changed into Our Home Is Russia in 1995. The Unity Party and the Union
of Right Forces in 1999 were reorganized into United Russia in 2003. United Russia got a
landslide victory in 2007 election and showed the possibility of being the established party.
With this the party of power is expected to build the strong pillar of Duma.

The weakness of the Russian party system produced a number of the ephemeral party in
Duma. But the electoral law passed in 2005 that included the clauses such as high threshold and
proportional representation undermined the ephemeral party. The political system in the Russian
Duma has been consolidated as the four party system is created today.
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The Russian Economy Twenty Years after the End of the Socialist Economic System

Julian Cooper

The Soviet economic system came to an end with the collapse of the USSR and the
disappearance of communist rule in the final days of 1991. In the author’s view, economic
collapse was not the cause of the end of the communist order, although without doubt the
economic system was in very serious crisis at the time. An already dysfunctional economy
had been disorganised and weakened further by reforms undertaken in the name of
perestroika by Mikhail Gorbachev and his government. But it was political factors above all
that ended communist rule and the USSR and, as has been argued, the economic system
could possibly have lived on, albeit in as an ineffective and poorly performing mixed form of
economy, combining elements of ‘planning’.’ In the event, the new government of an
independent Russian Federation, led by Yegor Gaidar, embarked on a difficult process of
market transformation, at least in the short-term, costly in human terms.

Now, almost twenty years later, it is instructive to consider just how far this market
transformation has progressed. Does Russia now possess a fully functional market economy
genuinely comparable with much longer established economies of Western Europe or the
United States? Has the socialist economic order that prevailed for some sixty years
disappeared entirely, so that it is now receding into memory of interest only to historians? Or
has it left survivals and legacies that shape and influence, at least in part, Russia’s present-
day economy? These issues will be explored in the present paper, which draws to some extent
on the experience of one particular sector of the economy; a sector that in Soviet times could
be considered by some criteria relatively successful. This is the defence industry, or the
military economy more generally, which proved able in the USSR to secure nuclear parity
with the United States and a conventional capability that throughout most of the post-war
years presented a challenge to NATO member countries.

Through the prism of Kornai, Yaremenko and Shlykov
One of the most insightful analyses of the socialist economic system is that of the Hungarian

economist Janos Kornai.? He demonstrated that this was an economic order exhibiting
considerable coherence and, as a result, possessing resistance to reform initiatives. For

! See, e.g. Ellman and Kontorovich (1998). However, the present author regards this possibility with scepticism.
2 See Kornai, Janos (1992), The Socialist System. The Political Economy of Communism, Oxford: Clarendon
Press
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Kornai, fundamental was the ideological commitment to the state ownership of the basic
productive assets of a society, considered superior, economically and socially, to private
ownership. Given the predominance of state ownership of enterprises and organisations, it
was necessary to create an administrative framework for their management, usually taking
the form of hierarchically structured ministries. Preference for state ownership was
accompanied by a profound distrust of the spontaneous functioning of the market. Material
resources were allocated by administrative, non-market, means. Only labour, recognising the
need to permit freedom of choice of occupation and workplace, was allocated to some extent
by market means in most socialist economies, labour being the sphere of a highly regulated
quasi-market. In this system prices played a secondary role and were not determined by the
free play of supply and demand, but were fixed by administrative means, usually according to
a relatively primitive form of cost-plus pricing, including a profit element varied by branch of
economic activity in an arbitrary manner, influenced to a large degree by the needs of state
budgetary policy. This was a redistributive economic regime: the state reallocated resources
from ‘profitable’ branches of the economy to other activities having higher priority for the
Communist Party leadership. This was possible because of the discretion of the state in fixing
prices and the very substantial role played in the economy by the state budget, which funded
a large proportion of investment plus diverse subsidies to both producers and consumers.®
This redistribution took a non-transparent form, not the least those forms of redistribution
relating to the military economy.*

Following the conceptualisation of Kornai, certain fundamental characteristics of the socialist
economic system can be identified.” Firstly, state property predominated; if a private sector
existed then it was on a modest scale and restricted to economic activities not regarded as
having priority. Secondly, the predominance of bureaucratic coordination, with ‘planning’
and hierarchical, vertical, relations as opposed to the horizontal relations of an economy
subject to market coordination. In such a system there was a total absence of competition in
the domestic economy, the creation, rise and (very rare) fall of an enterprise was entirely a
matter of a government policy decision. Thirdly, the ‘politicisation’ of the economy in the
sense that the Party and state were actively and inseparably involved in real economic activity
at all levels from the ministries and other economic agencies at the apex of the system to the
enterprises, mines and farms at the bottom. These relations were associated with certain
interests and behaviour of the actors involved. For the leadership, output maximisation was
the overriding goal, quantity valued more, on the whole, than quality. Bargaining relations
were universal, whether over plan targets, investment allocations, or the volume and type of
resources available for current production activity. But central to the behaviour and
performance of the system were soft budget constraints at the enterprise level. While
enterprises were expected to minimise costs and earn a profit, with profitability a plan

¥ See Kornai (1992, pp. 134-8. In this discussion we here leave out of account the informal ‘second’ economy,
which operated on market principles, supplementing the official economy.

* The term ‘military economy’ is used here to cover the economic dimension of all aspects of military power,
including military expenditure, the defence industry, procurement of armaments and arms exports.

® See Kornai (1992), pp.360-79.
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indicator influencing the scale of managerial bonuses, all understood that there were never be
any question of bankruptcy, losses would be covered by intra-ministerial cross subsidisation
or direct budget allocations. More generally, losses could be avoided by softening budget
constraints to permit profitable operation and here multiple avenues were available for
bargaining between the enterprise management and superior authorities, over plan targets,
prices, taxes, subsidies, etc. In Kornai’s view, many behavioural characteristics of the system
stemmed directly from the existence of soft budget constraints in the production sphere, but
not for households, which experienced hard budget constraints: investment ‘hunger’, quantity
drive, neglect of quality and innovation, excess demand for resources of all kinds, including
labour, and the fact that the socialist economy was one of all pervasive shortage (and, also,
slack, as underutilisation of resources coexisted with scarcity). But another significant feature
of the ‘planned’ economy was the existence and functioning of a priority system. Although
never stated formally in any Party or government document, it was generally understood that
certain sectors of the economy were considered more important than others and, as such,
would be provided with more favourable conditions, including softer budget constraints than
typical of lower priority sectors.

Kornai’s understanding of the Socialist economic system in general can be supplemented by
the insights of another talented economist, who advanced his own theory derived from his
attempts to understand the specific features of the Soviet economic order, in particular its
characteristic structural features. This was the late Yurii Yaremenko (1935-1996), perhaps
the most innovative of all economists working in the USSR in its final twenty years, from
1987 director of the Institute of National Economic Forecasting of the USSR Academy of
Sciences. In his major work, Yaremenko (1981), originally published in a heavily censored
and abbreviated form, he analysed the Soviet economy in terms of a hierarchical, multilevel
system, with each level having access to resources, human and material, differentiated by
quality. The qualitative heterogeneity of resources became firmly institutionalised. An
individual enterprise, or entire branch of production, could rise up the hierarchy and secure
access to higher quality resources only by a policy decision of the political-economic
authorities. Lower level sectors habitually deprived of high quality resources compensated by
resort to larger quantities of lower quality inputs, e.g. inferior grade materials, inferior
production equipment or less skilled labour. In the absence of prices determined by market
forces, the authorities were able to set prices that failed to reflect this qualitative
heterogeneity of resources: quality inputs consumed by the select high grade sectors were
often underpriced. At the upper levels, occupied by the defence industry and some priority
civil sectors, higher quality resources permitted the use and development of more advanced
technologies, but innovations possible in these privileged conditions were unsuited to
diffusion to lower levels of the economy, lacking an appropriate resource environment for
their application. In Yaremenko’s view, this structural deformation of the Soviet economy
developed as central control of the economy weakened in the post war years and
‘departmentalism’ became ever more pronounced, the most powerful administrative interests
being those of the defence industry and the sectors supplying its needs. Over time, these
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priority sectors of the economy became increasingly separate from the rest of the economy
and able to pursue their own interests relatively unchecked by central state power.

Yaremenko’s argument was taken further by a leading Soviet authority on military matters,
Vitalii Shlykov, a former military intelligence officer. It was Shlykov who coined the term
‘structural militarisation’ to characterise the state of the Soviet economy (Shlykov (1995)).
He worked for over thirty years in the GRU (Main Intelligence Directorate of the General
Staff) as a specialist on the defence industries of the USA and other NATO member countries
and was the first in the USSR to focus public attention of on the extraordinarily elaborate
system of mobilisation preparation that had developed in the country from the 1930s. In the
USSR countless enterprises, military and civilian, were obliged to maintain substantial spare
production capacities to be engaged rapidly in the manufacture of armaments or other
military-related goods in the event of war or national emergency, the so-called ‘special
period’. In order to undertake such production, enterprises were also required to stockpile
materials, components and other inputs, and to ensure that workers were properly trained to
switch to military work if required. In the European part of the country, these reserves had to
be sufficient for three months of wartime production; in the Asian part, six months. This
extraordinarily elaborate and costly system was shrouded in almost total secrecy.® As
Shlykov has persuasively argued, this system had an impact on the whole economy, not just
the defence industry. Mobilisation plans could involve preparation for potential increases in
military output of ten times or more. In order to supply this production, the metals industry,
civilian machine building and the energy sector, and other industries providing inputs, also
had to maintain spare capacities and in some cases keep them in day-to-day operation in the
event of need. This was an extraordinarily wasteful system, giving rise to massive spare
capacity and low levels of productivity, over time deepening the structural distortions of the
economy. In Shlykov’s opinion this ‘structural militarisation’ played a significant role in the
weakening and eventual failure of the Soviet economic system.’

The Soviet military economy

In the Soviet economy from the early 1930s the highest priority sector was the military
economy and within that the defence industry, like the rest of Soviet industry entirely state
owned. By 1990 it employed over 8 million people, including almost 1.5 million in research
and development (R&D). This was over 19 per cent of total industrial employment. Its output
represented 12 per cent of the total output of industry as a whole. But the defence industry

® Significantly when a fuller version of the defence budget was eventually published in 1989, it did not include
spending on mobilisation preparation of the economy. The system still exists in present-day Russia, albeit on a
reduced scale, but the modest amount of funding allocated to it is now included in the budget chapter ‘national
defence.’

"' Shlykov (2002), p.149 (¢...the economic collapse of the USSR was a consequence in the first instance of the
system of mobilisation preparation of the economy.”)

8 See Cooper (1991b) .
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also manufactured many civilian goods, in particular those of a relatively high technological
level. Indeed, almost all high technology manufacturing in the USSR was undertaken within
the defence sector, so much so that in 1990 half the industry’s total production was of civil
goods. In the same year almost 80 per cent of all industrial R&D undertaken in the country
was performed by the defence industry and almost 70 per cent of this was for military
purposes.® Over decades the industry enjoyed top priority in resource allocation, not simply
in terms of quantity, but crucially in term of quality, being the recipient of the best available
material and equipment inputs and, as the favoured sector, secured with financial resources
permitting the payment of relatively high salaries and wages. The attraction, training and
retention of skilled personnel, from designers and engineers to machine tool operators, was
vital to the industry’s relative success and to make this possible the enterprises of the industry
were resourced in such a way as to permit the development around them of housing,
educational, medical and cultural-sporting facilities of an unusually high standard in Soviet
conditions. Notably in the nuclear industry, but also in other ministries, there were special
distribution networks making available to employees food products and consumer goods
scarce in the normal state shops. There was also a bias to the creation of very large
enterprises, sometimes employing tens of thousands of workers, often with a high degree of
self-reliance, minimising the possibility of the supply breakdowns so characteristic of the
Soviet economy. Some large enterprises even had their own steel works and produced their
own specialised production equipment. In this respect the defence industry was not unique. A
distinctive feature of the Soviet economy was the extraordinarily low level of sub-contracting.
Especially in the engineering industry, enterprises made in-house many components and
systems that in a typical market economy would have been supplied by independent,
specialised, companies, often small in scale.’® This is a major reason why in the Soviet
economy there were very few small and medium enterprises (SMES).

Not only were many defence enterprises very large, but quite a few dominated the local
economies of entire population centres and in some cases were the centres of so-called
‘monotowns’, with only a single or very limited number of employers, often located, for
security reasons, in remote areas of the country. In the case of the nuclear weapons industry,
in particular, some of these towns were ‘closed’, i.e. they had highly restricted access and
their inhabitants had strictly regulated contact with the rest of the country, though they were
usually compensated by relatively good housing and pay.

The Soviet economic system was a producer-driven order, with very weak customer power. It
was a sellers’ market in which even goods of inferior quality found buyers. This state of
affairs was also typical of the military economy, even thought the customer, the armed forces,
was granted some consumer powers not available in other sectors. The defence industry was
to a large extent able to determine the types of weapons supplied to the armed forces and

® Data from Cooper (2006), p.132-3.
1% This phenomenon dates back to the 1930s, when the administered supply system was first adopted; for a
classic analysis see Granick (1967).
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their volume. However, the military were involved in establishing the specifications of new
armaments and were able to exercise some influence over the quality of their manufacture
through a system of so-called ‘military representatives’ located at enterprises and R&D
organisations to monitor their work on behalf of the armed forces customer. But this system
had many problems and only in the late Gorbachev years were the military able openly to
voice their discontents with this one-sided arms procurement system. Unlike the rest of the
economy, however, the defence sector was subject to a form of competitive pressure: for the
Party and military leaderships it was considered essential to match the technological
innovations of potential adversaries. To this end, efforts were made to provide the defence
industry with conditions and incentives that would make this possible, including generous
rewards, monetary and non-monetary, for successful scientists, designers and engineers.

The Russian economy today

Since the beginning of 1991 the Russian economy has been transformed to a very significant
degree. The large-scale privatisation campaign of the early to mid-1990s ended the
predominance of state ownership in industry, prices were freed to find their own market level
and many market-orientated institutions were established. The military economy was not
immune from these reforms; indeed, they had a major impact on the defence industry and its
performance. Looking at today’s Russian economy from the perspective of the theoretical
insights of Kornai and Yaremenko, can it be said that market transformation has been fully
achieved? Or are there survivals and legacies of the communist past that still shape the
economy or exert an influence on current practice? These issues will now be explored,
drawing to some extent on the current state of the military economy and its mode of
functioning in the new Russia.

Statistics on the overall share of the private sector in the Russian economy are unsatisfactory
and contradictory, making it difficult to establish the true situation at present and trends over
time. However, the evidence suggests that the state share has actually increased since the late
1990s. Thus, according to the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the share
of the state sector in GDP increased from 30 per cent in 1997 to 35 per cent in 2010."* The
‘Expert’ ratingS agency undertakes an annual review of Russia’s largest companies.
According to their analysis of the 400 largest companies in the country at the beginning of
2008, the state ownership share amounted to 40-45 per cent.*?

! European Bank for Reconstruction and Development, Transition Report, 1997 and 2010. Note, in other ex-
communist economies the state share in 2010 was much lower, e.g. only 20 per cent in Estonia, Hungary and the
Slovak Republic;25 per cent in Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Georgia, Kyrgyzstan, Lithuania and
Poland,.

12 http://2020strategy.ru/g15/news/32589616.html, Presentation, 19 July 2011, slide 4.
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The Russian military economy

Taking the defence industry, in 2007 no less that 49 per cent of enterprises and organisations
were fully state-owned, 27 per cent had state ownership participation and only 24 per cent
were fully private.®* Given that almost all very large enterprises are fully state owned and
private companies tend to be of a smaller scale, the state share of employment and output is
probably larger than these figures suggest. Indeed, the available data indicate that 58 per cent
of defence industry employees work in the ‘state sector’, undefined, but apparently meaning
at fully state-owned enterprises.™* While state participation in West European defence
industries can be quite substantial, the extent of state predominance in Russia is exceptional.
Since about 1997 the state presence has actually increased, partly because a number of
private companies have withdrawn from military work and also because there has also been a
process of state consolidation, reflecting more general trends in the economy.

In another respect the defence industry retains features of the Soviet past. It remains a sector
in which soft budget constraints are still very much present. This raises an issue that has been
rather neglected by researchers, namely the extent to which in the Russian economy in
general soft budget constraints still have prevalence. Certainly, during the years 1992 to
1998, prior to the August financial crisis of that year, Russian enterprises exhibited
extraordinary ingenuity in maintaining soft budget constraints, resorting to diverse forms of
non-monetary transacting, generally summarised as ‘barter’, which permitted unprofitable
enterprises to survive without facing bankruptcy and closure.™ It is also a surprising feature
of the present-day Russian economy that quite a large proportion of enterprises are reported
to be loss-making, a proportion that remains high and leads to a suspicion that by various
means they are allowed to remain in operation regardless of their lack of financial viability.

Thus in the first half of 2011 34.7 per cent of all enterprises and organisations were loss
making, including 33.7 per cent of those in manufacturing industry.'® This compares with
36.4 per cent and 36.6 per cent respectively in 2005, indicating some progress, but it is still a
surprisingly large proportion.!” At first sight, the performance of the defence industry appears
to be superior: in 2005, 24.4 per cent of enterprises were loss-making (excluding nuclear
industry), and 20.8 per cent in 2008. *® Of loss-making enterprises in 2007, over 65 per cent
had been in that state for two years or more. The largest losses were made by two well known
enterprises, ‘Sevmash’ of Severodvinsk, the country’s sole producer of nuclear submarines,
and the ‘MiG’ corporation, producing combat aircraft."® However, the fact that the share of
loss-making enterprises in the defence industry is relatively low probably has a simple

12 http://www.vpk.ru, accessed 15 June 2009 (Information Agency Ts VPK).
Ibid.
> For a good analysis of this phenomenon, in which the government was perhaps complicit in so far as it
reduced the danger of outbreaks of social discontent, see OECD (2000), Section Il.
18 http://www.gks.ru/bgd/free/b04_03/1sswww.exe/Stg/d02/187.htm, accessed 12 September 2011.
7 Finansy Rossii — 2008 g. (http://www.gks.ru/bgd/regl/b08_51/Main.htm)
'8 http:/fia/vpkiru/localfonds/vpk_struct_demo/2005/page_8_html, accessed 9 November 2011 and
http://www.vpk.ru, accessed 16 February 2011..
9 http://ww.vpk.ru, accessed 13 September 2011.
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explanation: as enterprises considered ‘strategic’ by the state, they have access to means of
support not available to others, i.e. they experience relatively soft budget constraints. Indeed,
the defence industry has a number of channels by which support is made available.

Firstly, the defence industry is eligible for direct budget subsidies and other forms of
financial support from the centre. As of 2011, there were twelve basic forms of budget
support for defence industry enterprises.”’ They ranged from budget funds to boost the capital
of enterprises fulfilling state defence orders, beneficiaries of which have included the ‘United
Aviation Corporation’ and the Nizhnii Tagil’ ‘Uralvagonzavod’, the country’s sole producer
of tanks. Some munitions producing enterprises are so-called ‘treasury’ enterprises, surviving
on direct budget handouts. Enterprises engaged in export activity are eligible for budget
subsidies to cover part of the interest charges imposed by credit organisations, as are some
enterprises acting as prime contractors in fulfilling state defence orders, enterprises engaged
in certain innovation and investment projects involving high-technology, and producers of
aircraft and aero-engines undertaking technical re-equipment. In addition, the above
mentioned ‘Sevmash’ received special subsidies in 2006-08 to reduce interest payments
incurred in fulfilling state defence orders. Finally, there are now at least three different
channels by which defence industry enterprises can obtain state guarantees when obtaining
credits relating to their military work.? The total budget funding involved is not
insubstantial: excluding the substantial recapitalisation allocations associated mainly with the
countering the impact of the global financial crisis, in 2008 subsidies amounted to over 5
billion roubles and in 2009 over 20 b.r.. Data for 2010 are incomplete, excluding export
subsidies, in 2009 over 6.5 b.r., but amounted to over 9 b.r. In 2009 143 b.r. budget funding
was used to recapitalise enterprises; in 2010 57 b.r. * What is not clear is the extent to which
there are also various forms of budget support at a sub-federal level, from republican and
regional budgets.

Secondly, there is a less transparent means by which soft budget constraints can be
maintained. It has been official policy for a number of years to form so-called integrated
structures’ in the defence industry. The declared justification for the creation of corporations
and holding companies has been the need to match the large international companies of the
USA and Europe in the international armaments market. However, it is generally understood
that such corporate structures have another benefit: they create a framework in which cross
subsidisation of enterprises can take place, moreover in a non-transparent manner. The most
striking example is the state corporation, ‘Rostekhnologii’, created at the end of 2007. This
brought together into a single structure no less than 442 enterprises, approximately one third
of which were bankrupt of in a dire financial state. Now the corporation has over 590
enterprises employing some 600,000 people, including 330 in the defence industry,

22 http://www.vpk.ru/cgi-bin/uis/w3.cgi/CMS/Item/2540032, accessed 13 September 2011.
Ibid.
22 Calculated from data of Ibid.
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accounting for almost a quarter of the industry’s total output.”® However, ‘Rostekhnologii’
also includes the highly profitable state arms export company ‘Rosoboroneskport’, which
gives ample scope for cross subsidisation to keep the financially non-viable enterprises in
operation. The combination of loss-making and profitable firms in this way also applies to
other large corporate structures, including the ‘United Aircraft Corporation’, the ‘United
Shipbuilding Corporation’ and ‘Almaz-Antei’, Russia’s producer of air defence systems.?* In
this respect they resemble the former ministries of Soviet industry; indeed, ‘Rostekhnooglii’
is even of a scale comparable to that of a large ministry of the Soviet era.

The discussion has focused on the defence industry but it relates to a broader issue, the extent
to which soft budget constraints are a feature of the rest of the Russian economy. In the
author’s view they are probably quite pervasive, and not always in obvious forms. Then
Russian economy is dominated by a relatively small number of very large corporations in the
fuel-energy sector, metals and other resource-based activities. These companies are usually
highly profitable and as a matter of course, in the name of ‘corporate social responsibility’
(CSR), are generous in their funding of various social and cultural projects and, it is generally
believed, are willing to fund political initiatives of the government on the understanding that
this will ensure a supportive stance by the state towards their corporate activities.”® In the
words of Guriev and Tsyvinskii, ’...for companies CSR is becoming an instrument of
forming relations with the state.”® For these companies budget constraints are hardly an issue;
for all practical purposes they are soft. This relates to the federal level but there are grounds
form suspecting that a similar situation also applies to larger, profitable, businesses at the
republican and regional level. This may also permit regionally-focused cross subsidisation,
whereby ‘donations’ from profitable firms end up being used to support less viable
companies considered worthy of support at a local level on social or other grounds. To this
extent the Russian economy probably still possesses a significant characteristic of its Soviet
forebear, albeit on a less pronounced scale. But it is not a shortage economy as it was in
Soviet times. Most households, but by no means all, still experience hard budget constraints.
It is not daily shortages that are experienced but inflation, eroding real purchasing power,
which has been a persistent feature of the post-1991 economy. Perhaps this is at least in part
the ‘price’ paid for the Russian government’s acceptance of the survival of soft budget
constraints.?’

% http://www.rostechn.ru/archive/3/detail.php?I1D=7403 (interview with Sergei Chemezov, general director);
http://www.rostechn.ru/upload/content/strategy.pdf , (strategy to 2020, p.5) and
http://www.rostechn.ru/company/about/, accessed 13 September 2011.

# However, by international standards, Russia’s defence industry corporations are of relatively modest scale in
terms of their volume of sales. SIPRI’s listing of the top 100 arms-producing companies of the world (excluding
China) in 2009 by arms sales, included only six Russian companies, the largest being® Almaz-Antei’, ranked
23" with sales just over 10 per cent those of the leader, Lockheed Martin (SIPRI (2011), pp.257-61.

%> On the specific nature of corporate social responsibility in Russian, see Mizobata (2011).

% Guriev and Tsyvinskii (2011).

2" The author is grateful to Silvana Malle for this insisght.
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In the author’s view, the prevalence of soft budget constraints helps to account for other
striking features of the present-day Russian economy, namely the low level of competition
and the modest scale, by international standards, of innovation. For many Russian firms
competitive pressure is weak, limiting the incentive to adopt new products or cost-reducing
processes. According to the World Economic Forum, Russia’s position in their global
competitiveness ranking has remained low over the past decade and shows little sign of
improving. In the latest 20011-12 ranking, Russia was placed 66™ of 142 countries covered,
below such comparators as China, Brazil, Turkey and Mexico, not to speak of the Republic of
Korea, in 24™. 2 As for innovation, the interim report of the group of economists engaged in
developing a revised strategy of socio-economic development of Russia to 2020, looking to
the future sums up the situation as follows, ‘the level of innovativeness of the economy as a
whole and the innovativeness of concrete branches, in particular, will be determined by the
general level of competition in the economy and concrete branches.” But the authors of this
document also show a keen awareness of the problems of the high-technology sector, ....in
the framework of the planned economy these sectors (armaments, space, nuclear power,
aircraft building - jmc) developed in a situation of high competition (the requirement was the
achievement of world leadership or parity with the USA), but - simultaneously - extremely
soft budget constraints (priority financing “on demand”). With these have been linked
significant difficulties of the transition of these sectors to market rails and inclusion in
present-day international competition, which is competition not only of quality, but also of
costs. In the 1990s these sectors suffered from a lack of financing, however the 2000s showed
that the growth of financing did not lead to a proportional improvement of
competitiveness.”*® However, the authors fail to acknowledge that even today the budget
constraints in these sectors are not always hard, i.e. one of the two identified Soviet
characteristics is still to some extent present, although the other, constant pressure by the
(communist) political leadership and state for new achievements, no longer functions, to the
frustration, one senses, of the current political elite. The fact that the Russian economy is still
not very innovative and has considerable technological backwardness in many fields will
offer plenty of scope for foreign exporters and investors in the years ahead, provided the
Russian government maintains an open policy towards such external acquisition of
technology.

In Soviet times, as noted above, enterprises strived to minimise their dependence on outside
suppliers over which they had no control. This led to a very low level of sub-contracting, few
small enterprises, and much in-house provision of production inputs, or at least their supply
by enterprises of the same ministry, as this raised the possibility of exerting administrative
pressure to ensure reliable supply. The latter applied in particular to the defence industry,
which in general exhibited a higher degree of discipline in its economic behaviour than the
rest of the economy, as all understood that the sector had top priority for the country’s

% http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_GCR_CompetitivenessindexRanking_2011-12.pdf, accessed 12
September 2011.
% Strategiya -2020 (2011), pp.52-53.
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leadership. In present-day Russia the situation is in many respects different but there are
continuities, not always evident at first sight. The powerful administrative structures of
Soviet times have gone, as has the unwavering political support which the defence industry
formerly enjoyed. Now, responsibility for fulfilling the annual state defence order rests with
prime contractors. They receive the budget funding for new armaments and have to manage
relations with lower tier suppliers and provide payment for their deliveries of systems and
components from the funding they have been allocated. But there is now a new factor leading
to an aversion to external supply, price flexibility and unpredictability in market conditions.
Many of the lower tier suppliers are now private companies and military-related work often
forms only a small part of their activity. However, in many cases they are the sole Russian
producers. According to the prime contractors, they often charge elevated prices over which
they as buyers have little, if any, control. Being obliged to pay more for inputs than originally
envisaged but faced with a pre-determined total contract price, the prime contractors find that
their profit margins are depressed to the extent that contracts are frequently fulfilled with
little or no profit, a situation that can lead to lengthy and difficult negotiations with the
Ministry of Defence for additional funding. This situation leads to an outcome not dissimilar
to that of Soviet times, but motivated by price, rather than supply, uncertainty. Prime
contractors have an interest in maintaining in-house supply or controlling external suppliers
by incorporating them into corporate structures. In present-day Russia there is another
consideration that has to be taken into account. Whereas in Soviet times transport costs were
extremely low, heavily subsidised by the state, now they are much higher, largely, if not
entirely, determined by market forces. This is a factor pushing up costs in manufacturing and
motivating interest in alternative, lower cost and less unpredictable, options.

In the defence industry other continuities with the Soviet past can be seen. The system of
pricing of weapons as hardly changed. Basically, a system of cost plus pricing is employed,
with a certain percentage of profit, for state defence orders limited by government decree,
usually to 15 per cent. In recent years there has been much discussion of adopting new
pricing principles but with to date no new methodology has been adopted. The evidence
indicates that within the prices of weapons overhead costs can be extremely high, now a
constant source of complaint by the MOD as customer. One of the basic reasons is that many
enterprises still keep Soviet-era social infrastructure, sometimes on a substantial scale and
charge its maintenance to overheads, which MOD representatives claim can reach over 1,000
per cent.® Another legacy of the past, relating to the underdevelopment of specialised sub-
contracting, with a tendency towards very large ‘universal’ enterprises, are very low levels,
by international standards, of labour productivity. These two factors alone help to explain
why the MOD is increasingly concerned that domestically produced armaments are of high
cost, at times now being more expensive than foreign equivalents, usually of better quality;

% Russia’s sole builder of nuclear submarines, the federal unitary enterprise ‘PO “Sevmash’’, Severodvinsk,
provides a good example. On the books of the enterprise as formal branches are a sanatorium in the Crimea,
another in Sochi, a pig farm and two construction organisations, but it is likely that there is also extensive
housing, sporting and other facilities (http://www.sevmash.ru/rus/korp/ustav.html, accessed 12 September
2011).
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hence a growing interest in importing weapons. Another continuity with the past is the
continued existence of mono-towns, often experiencing considerable economic difficulties in
market conditions, and the ‘closed’ towns of the nuclear industry, now somewhat more open
than hitherto, which require quite substantial budget support in order to maintain their
viability. Finally, although research needs to be undertaken to establish the fact, the author’s
impression is that a large proportion of defence industry enterprise directors are members of
the ruling ‘party of power’, United Russia, just as in the past they were invariably members
of the Communist Party, almost all positions of responsibility in the Soviet defence industry
being covered by the nomenklatura system.

It is perhaps not surprising that the military sector still possesses many features having their
origins in the Soviet past, partly because it was the part of the administered economy that was
the most successful - here ‘planning’ worked in the sense that the USSR was able to produce
modern weaponry on a substantial scale and was able to maintain strategic parity with the US,
but also because the very nature of armaments production and procurement, in any economy,
does not take a directly market form. But over the past two-three years there have been
serious attempts in Russia to adapt the arms procurement process more to the market reality
of the economy. As noted above, the Soviet arms procurement system was producer-driven,
with the MOD a relatively weak customer. Now, under civilian defence minister Anatolii
Serdyukov, with his background in the tax service, the procurement process is being
civilianised, with the creation of a special federal agency for arms acquisition headed and
staffed by civilians (Rosoboronpostavka) alongside a separate agency, also civilian, for
licensing contractors and monitoring the implementation of contracts (Rosoboronzakaz).* At
the same time, the MOD is adopting a much tougher stance as a customer, no longer
accepting without question the prices charged by producers but negotiating lower prices when
possible, obliging contractors to find means of lowering costs. The model here is clearly the
acquisition system of the United States. In addition, the entire logistics system of the armed
forces is being reform, with civilianisation, the development of out-sourcing and the adoption
of practices normal in most developed countries. If the present momentum of reform is
maintained, Russia could have a more market-orientated military economy within the next
five years. To that extent, a significant Soviet inheritance will have been overcome, marking
a further step in the progress of general market transition of the country.

Finally, in considering the military economy, it is worth noting that Russia is now
experiencing more severe competition in another sphere, arms exports. The USSR was a
large- scale supplier of weaponry to other countries, but a large proportion of these arms
transfers were of a political, not a commercial, nature, taking the form of free grants or
financed by extremely generous credit terms with little expectation of repayment. Since the
end of the Soviet Union Russia has steadily expanded arms sales and by 2010 had reached an
annual volume of over $10 billion. However, almost all the arms exported are Soviet-era

%! See http://rosoboronpostavka.ru/ and http://www.fsoz.gov.ru/ (note, there are only Russian versions of these
websites).
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systems, admittedly usually modernised, and the cost advantage Russia has benefitted from is
beginning to be eroded, with new competitors rapidly emerging, not the least China, but also
other ex-USSR countries such as Ukraine. From now on this enhanced external competitive is
likely to supplement the increased pressure being experienced on the domestic market.

Some issues of structure and time horizon

It is worth reflecting on the analysis of Yaremenko to see whether it may still capture some
aspects of the Russian economy twenty years after the communist collapse. Central to his
conceptualisation of the Russian economy was its structural segmentation according to the
quality of resources available at each level, the higher the priority of the activity, then the
better the quality of resources allocated to it by administrative means through the ‘planning’
system., with the defence industry at the top of the hierarchy and some purely consumer-
orientated activities at the bottom. At the same time, prices set by administrative means did
not reflect the actual scarcity or quality of the production inputs allocated. The establishment,
implementation and monitoring of the priority ranking was essentially a political matter,
decided by the top Communist Party leadership. Clearly, in the present-day Russian economy
resource allocation and pricing are matters of market determination, suggesting that
Yaremenko’s understanding no longer has relevance. However, it could be argued that this is
not the case: Russia still has a relatively segmented economy in which political priorities still
play a significant role. A feature of the Russian economy is the existence of a leading sector
in which the state takes a very close interest and also has a sizeable ownership stake, with a
marked fusion of business and political-state interests, no longer, of course, the Communist
Party, but now to a large extent the ‘party of power’, United Russia and those closely
associated with it. This leading sector, regarded by power as ‘strategic’, embraces some of
the country’s largest companies and export earners in resource-based sectors such as energy,
metals and chemicals, plus a number of leading banks. According to the annual Expert-400
ranking of the respected Expert Ratings Agency, as of 1 September 2010, the 50 largest
Russian firms by market value (capitalisation) included 22 in the fuel-energy industry, 8 in
metals, 4 banks, 2 in chemicals and 2 in transport (both of near state status), with a large
proportion of these 38 companies having a state share holding. The remaining 12 firms were
overwhelmingly privately owned, in telecoms, food, pharmaceuticals, construction and retail.
In 48" and 50™ places only were two machine-building companies, ‘Silovye mashiny’, the
leading manufacturer of power generation equipment, and finally (with a value of 55.5 b.r.
compared with the 1%, ‘Gazprom’s 3,788 b.r.) the ‘United Aircraft Corporation’, the sole
representative of the defence industry, well reflecting the fact that this sector is no longer a
dominant actor in the Russian economy. In fact, of the 200 largest companies by market
value, only 9 were defence industry enterprises engaged in military work.*?

%2 From http://www.raexpert.ru/rankingtable/?table_folder=/expert400/2010/cap/
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Returning to the Yaremenko framework, other segments of the economy can be identified.
There is a sector of relatively large-scale business, overwhelmingly private, in activities not
regarded as ‘strategic’ by the state, including the food industry, most telecoms, and the retail
sector and building materials. These companies, some clearly competitive both in domestic
and international markets, are able to operate without much state involvement, but it is
reasonable to assume that the larger such companies become the more likely they are to
encounter pressures from the state, perhaps in the form of ‘corporate social responsibility’
obligations. Thirdly, there is a quite large sector of smaller and medium scale businesses,
equivalent to the mittelstand companies of Germany and other West European countries,
which may well have thrived precisely because the state has not hitherto shown interest in
their activities. It is here that can be found such innovative and dynamic firms as those in the
Russian internet business, which have succeeded in keeping the big US actors such as Google
and Amazon at bay.® Finally, there is the sector of much smaller companies, the true SMEs
and sole trader businesses, the development of which has been stunted in Russia, not so much
by the actions of federal authorities, but by local governments and agencies which have
subjected these business to disruptive monitoring and pressure, often motivated by bribe
seeking. Thus Russia’s present-day economy, like that of the USSR, is segmented, this
segmentation being shaped, as before, by political-state priorities, but of a different character
than before. In the post-1991 world concern about military security is not as pre-eminent as it
was in the Cold War years, though still an important consideration. Now there are more
general concerns about Russia’s economic strength and standing in the world, accompanied
by commercial and monetary motivations, including, for at least some of the ruling elite,
personal access to wealth for themselves and their families. However, the very fact that the
political leadership regards the economy in this way may well reflect inertia of thinking and
psychology in which ‘strategic’ and ‘security’ considerations still loom large.

A further parallel between the Soviet economic system and that of Russia today is the large
scope for the state in redistributing resources. In the USSR administrative control of the
domestic economy, plus the ability to shape the nature and volume of foreign trade flows,
gave ample possibilities for channelling resources, in non-transparent ways, from profitable,
but lower priority, activities to costly, priority, activities, above all enhancing the country’s
military capability. In the Russian market economy these direct instruments of intervention
and control are not available, or only to a limited extent, but substantial rental incomes from
the export of hydrocarbons and other resource-based goods again gives large scope for non-
transparent redistribution: the present day Russian state, like its Soviet predecessor, is one is
one that exercises considerable command over resources and this power may well be
associated with not dissimilar mentalities characteristic of political leaders in both systems. In
such a situation personal rent seeking and appropriation are unlikely to be absent.

% See Bradshaw and Weaver (2011).
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One structural determinant of the Soviet past is still present, but in a much weaker form. This
concerns the ‘structural militarisation’ identified by Shlykov. The system of mobilisation
preparation in the event of war or other major national emergency still exists, and is still
shrouded in secrecy, but on a more modest scale. The limited evidence available suggests that
mobilisation reserves are now mainly restricted to the defence industry and that the reserves
maintained are on a smaller scale than in the USSR and therefore have less impact on the rest
of the economy. However, while there is an annual federal budget allocation to fund the
mobilisation system, it appears that many defence industry enterprises incur costs in keeping
mobilisation capacities, costs which are charged to overheads.

In the Soviet economy long-term plans were considered important and much time and effort
were mobilised in order to elaborate them. Not only was there a five-year plan, but also
‘perspective’ ten-year, and even twenty-year, planning documents and programmes. Yet,
paradoxically, Soviet enterprises and the system of economic management in general worked
in reality to very short-term time horizons. As Kornai has argued persuasively, day-to-day
economic management often amounted to ‘putting out fires’, resolving one crisis after
another.®* The commitment to long-term perspectives clearly had ideological significance for
the Communist Party, conveying a sense of control and purpose to the population and the
outside world, but it may also have provided some sense of security to the ruling elite. The
situation in Russia is not dissimilar. Faced with the spontaneity and unpredictability of a
market economy in a globalised world, the Russian government has a considerable
commitment to preparing long-terms programmes and strategic documents for almost all
aspects of life, from national programmes of socio-economic development, as the current one
to 2020, to regional equivalents, to ten-year state programmes for armaments, energy,
transport, innovation, science and technology, etc. There is also much talk of the need for
‘strategic planning’, although in practice little action.* This commitment may represent in
part inertia of thought from Soviet times, perhaps even some nostalgia for the apparent
certainties of the past, but may also reflect a need, in new conditions, for reassurance and
security for those in power. And today, when serious problems arise, the top leadership also
engages in a form of ‘fire fighting’, resort to what has become known in Russia as "hand
control’, with personal intervention at the enterprise level and the immediate issuing of orders
to relevant government agencies.

Conclusion

This paper has explored the extent to which the present-day Russian economy still possesses
features inherited from the socialist economic system of the USSR, with a focus on the

¥ Kornai (1980), pp.217-33.

% The Ministry of Economic Development even has a section devoted to it:
http://www.economy.gov.ru/minec/activity/sections/strategicplanning/index
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military sector, which has remained the least changed by overall market transformation. But,
as argued, in some other respects the Soviet legacy lives on in the new post-communist order.
This is not surprising. The socialist ‘planned’ economy existed for over sixty years and
became profoundly institutionalised and those today in leading positions of power in Russia
are products of that system and to some extent bearers of mentalities associated with it.
Amongst economists there has been much discussion of whether market transition has been
completed in the ex-communist countries. While there is a good case that it has been in some
countries of Eastern Europe, now established members of the European Union, it is more
debatable with respect to Russia and other member countries of the Commonwealth of
Independent States. For Russia, the undisputed principal actor of the military economy of the
former Warsaw Treaty Organisation, the phenomenon of protracted transformation is the
least unexpected. A strong case of path dependency is not being asserted, rather a matter of
political-economic institutional inertia.

A final consideration arises from the fact that it is now twenty years since the collapse of
Soviet communism and during that time there have been many significant changes in the
wider world. The process of globalisation has gathered pace and major new actors have
emerged in the world economy, challenging the dominant powers of the post Second World
War settlement. More recently, there has been a severe global financial-economic crisis
which, at the time of writing, has not fully run its course. These processes have led to changes
in the market model itself, making more problematic the criteria by which the present-day
Russian economy should be assessed. It has become evident that soft budget constraints are
not a phenomenon of the Socialist economic system alone, but can exist in the most
developed market economies, where companies considered ‘too big to fail’ can be subject to
budget support by governments, even by those with a strong ideological commitment to free
markets. Perhaps, after all, notwithstanding the reservations outlined in this paper, Russia is
now much nearer to becoming a ‘normal’ market economy.
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Hauny npsmo ¢ uurartel u3 pomana «Anaerpaysn» Biaaanmupa Makanuna:

UexoB XOpOIIO CKa3al, YTO BBIAABIMBAI U3 ceds mo kamie paba. Ho u xopomro
IPOMOJTYAIT, YE€M OH TIPU 3TOM 3aIOJIHSUT 11ycrmomy, 00pa30BaBIIYIOCS HA MECTE OBLIBIX
karnenb. CnoBamu? To Oumis HepaOCkoit cBoel uTeparypoii? ... DTO HapamuBaeTCs.
(IMumrymume stum rpemar. Eme u ropastces. Mudortsopiist.) Ho peanbHo moctpabckas
Hallla nycmoma 3aloNIHAETCS, YBBI, Kak Momajno. TakoB yxX OOMeH: Tbl U3 ceOs
BBIJIABJIMBACIIb M BBIIABIMBACIIb, HO B TBOU GaKkyymwvl nycmomut (NMOCTpaOCKHE)
HaIMpaeT CO CTOPOHBI BCAKOE U pa3HOE — U3 Habopa, KOTOPOMY ThI HE XO3siMH. ThI 1
oOHapyXHBaelllb B cede uykoe He cpaszy (80; KkypcuB MOM — X.I)h

B pomane peup uzmer o cyapbe mMcaTens, KOTOpbIM W3 aHjaerpayHja Heo(UIUaIbHOTO
HCKYCCTBA I10CJIE€ KPYILIEHHUs] KOMMYHUCTUYECKON BJIACTH IONAJ B MIOAIOJIBE COBCEM JIPYroro
THIIA, B COLIMAJIbHBIE HU3bI IOCTCOBETCKOro oOmiecTBa. [loTepsB ONMOpHBIE MyHKTHI CBOETrO
MIPEKHEr0, XOTd M pPaOCKOro, CyIECTBOBAaHUS, OH YYBCTBYET CBOIO OECIIOYBEHHOCTb.
Heoxxnnannyro cBo60/1y, BHYIIAIOIIYIO €EMY CTPaxX, OH OLIYIIAET KaK IyCTOTY U HE 3HAET, YEM
3allOJIHUTh CBOM BHYTpPEHHMH BakyyM. MoxkHO Obuto Obl cpaBHUTH llerpoBuua c
3aKJIFOYEHHBIM, OCBOOOXK/IEHHBIM U3 TIOPbMBI, Y KOTOPOTO HET HU MEPCHEKTHBBI OYAYILIETO,
HU MecTa )KMTEIbCTBA, HU OPUEHTAIMK B CWIIBHO U3MeHMuBLIeMcs Mupe. U mpodeccun y Hero
HUKaKOM HET, IIOCKOJIbKY B orinuue or Yexoa asrop IlerpoBuu oTkasaiacs U OT
JIUTEPaTypHOTO TBOPUYECTBA.

BriOuThI U3 KOJIeW, OH WIIET CMaceHHWe HE B JUTEpaType, a Ha00OPOT — OTKA3bIBAETCS OT
JUTEPaTypHOrO TBOPYECTBA, 3apadaTbiBasg Ha JKU3Hb CTOPOKEM UYXKHMX KBapTHp. MHe
MPEJICTABISETCS, YTO MOXHO CpaBHUTh OJTOT IIOCTYNIOK C KEHOTUYECKOW Qurypoi
YHUUMOKEHUsT XpHCTa, KOTOpas onucbiBaercsa anocroiaom [lanom B Ilocnanum k
Oununmuiinam (2: 6-8):

On, Oynyun obpa3zom boxunm, HE mo4yWTal XUIIeHHEeM OBbITh paBHBIM bory; HO
yanunxkan Cebs Camoro, mpuHsB o0pa3 pada, clelIaBIIUCh MOAOOHBIM YelIOBEKaM U
Mo BUOY CTaB Kak 4enoBek; cmMupuil CeOs, ObIB MOCIYIIHBIM JaXke J0 CMEPTH, U
CMEPTH KPECTHOM.

1
,Z[anee CCBIJIKH Ha ((AH}IerayH)I» JAaI0TCA B TECKCTEC C YKa3aHUEM CTPAHUIIL B CKOOKax.
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I'peueckuii riaroa KENOO 3HAYUT OMOPAXKHUBATH, ONYCTOIIATh, YHUUMXKaTh. | epoii MakaHuHa
CO3HATEJIFHO JIMIIAET ceOs aTpUOYTOB MUCATENbCTBA M I€TACTCS TIOAOOHBIM MPOCTHIM JIFOISIM,
Y4aCTBYA B INOUIJIOCTH W HUIICTC HUX GBITa, B pr6OCTI/I U HACHJIMH, B UX 6CCCOBCCTHOCTI/I u
aMopaIbHOCTH. OTOXAECTBISSACH C JKUTEISIMHU OOIIaru, B KOTOPOW OH >KHBET, OH OOUTCS
MOTEPSTh UX OIU30CTH!

XKuzHb 6He ux — BOT TIe HEOXXHJAHHO YBHJENIACh MOs mpodiieMa. BHe 3TuUX TymbIX,
[IIyIIOBAaThIX, TPABMUPOBAHHBIX M OCTHBIX JIFOJUIICK, JIIOOOBb KOTOPHIX s BOWpal U
noTpeOIsilT  CTONIb K€ ECTECTBEHHO, HE3aMETHO, KaK BOHMPAIOT W TMOTPEOISIOT
OeCIBETHBIN KUCIOPOJ, JIbIIIAa BO3AYXOM (325; KypcuB aBTOpa).

HoBas keHOTHUYECKass UIIOCTACh TepOsl BbIpaKaeTcs nepeMeHo nMeHu. Koraa ero Ha3sIBaroT
110 UMEHU-OTYECTBY, OH CMEETCS U TOBOPHT, «4TO Tenephb mpocto Ilerpouuy (475). Ilepen
HaMHM nucaresb 0e3 paMIIny, K KOTOpoMy 00palaroTcsl HEMPUHYKISHHO JIUIIb IO OTYECTBY.
OueHp xapakTepHa cyap0a ero crapoil numyneil MalmHKu Mapku «YHaepBy». HecmoTps
Ha TO, YTO OH OpOCHJI NHUCaTh, OH KPENHUT €€ METAIJIMYECKOM IeNoYKoM K KOoilke cBoei
KOMHaThl B obmare. Ho morom oH mpojaer ee, yToObl KymnaTh €/bl, a B KOHIIE KOHIIOB BCe-
TaK{ PELIAeT BBIKYIHUTh «HEHYXHYI0» €My MalIMHKY.

Baxxnoli npumeTod KEHOTHYeCKOM »Jk3ucTeHuuu llerpoBuua sABisieTcst  ero
0e3moMHOCTE. B coBeTckoM oOmiecTBe y KaXIOro mnucarenss ObUI0O CBOE MECTO —
KoM$opTadelbHOE MECTO Ha BBICIIMX OJTaXaxX Ha CIyX0e TrocymapcTBa WM MeEHee
KoM(popTadeIbHOE MECTO B TIOIIOIBE HE3aBHCUMBIX XYA0KHUKOB aHaerpayHaa. [letposuu B
OyKBaJIbHOM CMBbICJI€ JIUIIEH MMOCTOSIHHOTO MECTa JKUTENbCTBA M OOMTAeT Ha JHE OOLIeCTBa,
paboTasi CTOpo’keM TO B oOliare, TO B YaCTHBIX KBapTHpax, TO B KAKOM-TO ckJajae. B koHIe
KOHIIOB €r0 BBITECHSIOT U3 MPUBATU3UPOBAHHOM KBapTHPHI, U OH NepecesiseTcss B O0MKaTHUK
y CasénoBckoro Bok3ana. IIpoctpanctBo, B koTopom naBuraercsa IleTpoBud, sBisercs
Mojenbio obmiectBa (Schuchart 2004, 50-59). JIaOMpHUHT ATUHHBIX KOPHIOPOB HAITOMHUHACT
OeCKOHEUYHbIE KOPHUIOPbI «TUTAaHTCKOM poccuiickoi odmarn» (217), a ncuxyiika, B KOTOpOH ¢
COBETCKMX BpPEMEH BJIAYUT JKaJKOE CYIIECTBOBaHHWE XYHAOXKHHK U Opar IlerpoBuua Bens
(sBHBINA Hamek Ha Benenukra Epodeea, aBTopa nsBectHoro pomana «MocBka — [lerymkuy),
npsiMO 0003HaYaeTCsl Kak «Kycodek rocyaapcrsay (370).

B 1o BpeMsa kak BeHs NponoJKaeT KUTh B INCUXYIIKE, IOTOMY YTO TPUIALATH JIET
Ha3aj, 3ajeyuBas ero, «3abpamu cede ero 's' » (603), y [lerpoBuua HeT yOexHIla, U OH KUBET
B HOBOM OOIIECTBE Kak CTOpPOX TO B oOmiare, ToO B YacTHbIX KkBapTHpax. Ocoboe
NepeKMBaHue IPECTaBIsIeT Ul Hero padoTa Ha cKjajie rie-To B qanbHeM [lonMockoBke:

Ilepenecku, onymku. M kakas nycmoma! Y B TO ke BpeMsl Kakas )KM3Hb 1)CHOMbl —
HU3Hb YACTOTIO NIPOCTPAHCTBA KaK IIPOCTOPA, TO €CTh B KauecTBe mpocropa. Jla u cam
3TOT OECKOHEYHBIN 3€JeHbIN MPOCTOp OBLI KaK 3aMMCTBOBaHUE y BedHOCTH. [IpocTop
KaK yumama u3 éeyHocmu. MHe 1aBajloch B T€ JHM OLIYTUTh HE3AHIATOCTb MUpA: TEM
caMbIM Tojicka3biBasioch Oyaymiee (111-112; kypcuB aBTopa).
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A ecnu rnasa, B IiTyOOKOM I'MITHO3€, OT TOPU30HTA BCE-TAKU OTPHIBAJIUCH, OHU TOTYAC
YTBIKAJIUCh B nycmomy W B TMIIHO3 MHOT'O M3MEPEHUS: B HEM HE 3aHATHIN (Tak U He
3apUCOBaHHBII abcTpakUsAMK) Topel ckiana. M ynuBuTenpHO, Kak 00€cCUINBaeT Hac
oOuieHue ¢ HUYbUM npoctpancTBoM (112; kypcus moit — X.I).

B Buay riny0okoro mnepekuBaHMsI MYCTOTHl MPOCTPAHCTBA M CKJIaJa C IYCTHIM TOPLIOM
[TerpoBudY Tem OoJiee TOCKYET 110 BEUHON TECHOTE Jtojiel ObiBIIeH oOmaru. [IpumedarensHo,
4TO AN Hero «ycmemuxa ckiada» (111; xypcuB aBTOpa) MpOSIBISET YepThl aOCTPAKTHOTO
UCKyCCTBa. 3HAYEHHUE CKJIaZla U OKPYXKAIOLIEro €ro MycTOoro MpocTopa CTaHOBUTCS Ooliee
MOHATHBIM Ha ()OHE OCOOCHHOTO BHUJAA IYCTOTHI, KOTOPBHIA CBSA3aH B POMaHE C MMEHEM
Manesnua u ero UYepHoro kBazgpara. [IodTomy s CUYMTal0 YMECTHBIM BKJIIOYUTH KOPOTKOE
OTCTyIUIEHHE 00 9TOM KapTUHE M HEKOTOPHIX €€ TOJKOBAHMSIX B CBS3M C HAIIeW Temoi
IIyCTOTBHI.

B cBoux coobOpakeHusax o kBaapate ManeBuua repoid MakaHHa UCXOAUT U3 MBICIH, YTO
YeNoBeKy JUIS JKM3HU HY)KHa T[EpCHEKTHUBA, «CBET B KOHIle TyHHels» (76). Bechb
«TeHUANBbHBINY 3¢ (deKT KBaapaTa OH BUIUT UMEHHO B OTCYTCTBHM cBeTa. OH OCO3HAET, uTo
I71e-TO 32 KaJpOM YYBCTBYETCS JyHA, OJIHAKO B KApTUHE €€ He BUIHO. «B 3TOM u cuia, u
CTpPacTh HOYH, CTOJb BBHIMYKIIO BRIMUPAIOUINI K HAM U3 KBaJPAaTHOTO YEPHOTO MOJI0THAY (76).
Hamekas Ha cBeT, HO OJHOBPEMEHHO 3aT€MHss €ro, UepHbId KBaJapaT O3HAYAET «CTOIDY,
«ynap ¥ TpaHIMO3HOE TOpMOKeHHe» (76) M 3TUM caMbIM 3aKpbiBaeT Oynaymee. B sTom
CMBICJIE OH BBIPA)KA€T ICTETUKY JJIMHHOW COBETCKON OYepeu:

OtcyrcTBUEe Oynymiero BO UMSI MPUOCTAHOBUBIIETOCS HACTOAIIETO — 3TO U €CTh
ouepelib, €€ Ues, 3TO U €CTh HUPBaHa OJTHOM-eTMHCTBEHHOW (MOKHO YepPHOIi) KpacKu
(76).

C »TOoro MomeHTa KapTMHa ManeBuya Kak CHUMBOJI 3aKpbITOM MEPCIEKTUBBI OYAYIIETo
npecneayet IlerpoBuua. OH BuAMT KBaapaT okHa nepen cHoMm (90), a Koraa B 0XXKHMJIQHUU
moesfa B METPO OH CMOTPUT B «TYHHENBHBIM 3€B», KBaJpaT MpPUHUMAET JJs HEro
KocMuueckue usmepenus: «Cmorpumib — a Ttam Hu4yero. Kycok TeMmbl. YepHas apipa. U
OCTOPOKHBIN (HEIIN30UIHBIN) KOHTAKT ¢ KocMocoM» (229). MnTepnperanyio Mponu3BeaeHUs
MasneBuya Kak reHHaJIbHOE MPEeBOCXUIIEHUE OecriepCleKTUBHOCTH U TypHOH BeUHOCTH XX
BEKa Mbl HaXOAMM M y Jpyrux aBTopoB. Ilo moBomy mokasza UepHoro kBagpara pyccKoOi
nyosnuke B 1981 romy XynoxHuk Dnyapn HlTeﬁH6epr2 MUIIET, YTO KapThHa Manesuua —
«3TO mpexaenbHas boroocraBieHHOCTH, BbICKa3aHHas cpeacTBaMu uckyccTBay (LLTeitnOGepr
1992, 67): «B Hem cHOBa HOUYb U cMepTh... I cHOBa Bompoc — OyzeT Jiu BocKpeceHue?» (Tam
xe, 68). Eme B 1970-e roapl COKpYIIUTENbHOW KPUTHKE UCTOPUYECKUI aBaHTap/| MOABEPrCs
co cTopoHbI couaprucra Anekcanapa Kocomnamnosa B Buae penpoaykuuii kaptun ManeBuya,
BOCIIPOU3BE/ICHHBIX HA MHCCyapax, WIK 3aMeHbl Ha3zBaHUs «Mapiabopo» Ha «MayeBuu» Ha
n3o00pakeHun curapetnoi nauku (JIunoseukuit 2008, 269).

% B cBsi3m ¢ abCTpaKTHON 3CTETUKOH CKJlajla B pOMaHe YHOMHHAeTcs! Xyn0XHUK Mrops 11ITeiiH, B 4eM MOKHO
yBHIETh HaMeK Ha Dnyapaa llIteitnOepra, KoTopblil B cBOeM TBOpUecTBe 00s13aH cCynpemMaTtusMoM MareBnya.
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Tatestna Toscras cBsizpiBaeT UepHbll kBagpaT MasieBuya C M3BECTHBIM «ap3aMa3CKUM
yxkacom» JIpBa ToisicToro, T. €. ¢ TOH MpauyHON KBaJpaTHOM KOMHATOHW M3 «3alMCOK
CyMacIIEAIIEero», B KOTOPOH MHUCATeNb MEPEXMI CTPAIIHBIA MPHUMAI0K OOS3HH CMEpTH.
CornacHo Tatbsine Toncroii, UepHblil KBapaT BO3HUK B PE3YJIbTATE CAEIKU C AbSBOJIOM,
KOTOPBIA caM «I10JICKa3al XyI0KHUKY MpocTyio hopmyny HeObITHsS» (Toncras 2007, 77). B
ee ria3zax YepHbIl KBagpaT — «OJHO U3 CaMbIX CTPAIIHBIX COOBITHM B MCKYCCTBE 3a BCHO
UCTOPHUIO €ro CylecTBoBaHUs» (Tam ke, 76). Ona oOBuHser MajneBu4ya B TOM, YTO OH
CO3HATEJIbHO BBIBECHII CBOIO KAPTHUHY B CAKPAJIIbHOM KPAaCHOM YIIIy:

CBoro paboTy OH Ha3Ball «KMKOHOHM HAIIErO BPEeMEHW». BMECTO «KpacHOro» — 4epHoe
(HONB 1BETA), BMECTO JIMIIA — MpPOBaJl (HOJb JIMHUMN), BMECTO HMKOHBI, TO €CTh OKHA
BBEPX, B CBET, B BEUHYIO JKU3Hb — MpaK, MOJIBaJI, JIIOK B MPEUCIIOJHION, BE€UHas ThMa
(tam xe, 77).

durypa mycroro LeHTpa BO MHOTHMX JIUTEpaTypHBIX mpousBelneHusx eme B 1920-e — 30-e
rofibl CTAaHOBHUTCA «MaHHU(pecTaluell pa3pylIeHHOW TPaHCLEHIEHTAIbHOCTHY, BOIUIOIIAs
TParuuyeckoe OCO3HAHHE «HEBO3MOXHOCTH BbIXOJa 3a Mpenenbl KaTacTpopuuecKon
ucropun» (JIumosenkuii 2008, 222).

B 370l CcBSI3M MOXKHO YIIOMHUHATh 3CTETUKY Huumo 003pUYTOB M «PUTYaIbl MyCTOTO
nentpa™ (tam ke, 243) xonnentyamm3ma 1970-x — 1980-x romo (Xancen-JIése 1994).
[Ipumepom MoxkeT ciyxuThb HHCTaLULILIMS «Myxa ¢ kppuibamMu» Mnbu KabaxoBa, nmis
KOTOpPOM XyNOKHMK Hamucall craTeio noj Ha3zBaHueM «O mycrore». Ilycrora KabakoBa
(Qnmreitn 2000, 190-199) cBsA3aHa ¢ NPOCTPAHCTBOM COBETCKOM TOCYJapCTBEHHOCTH,
KOTOpOe M300paxaercs Kak

JbIpa B TPOCTPAHCTBE, B MHpPE, B TKAaHU OBITHS, pealbHO MMEIoLIas CBOE
MECTOHAaXOXJEHHE, MPOTUBOMOCTAJIEHUS MHPY KaK  pe3epByap  IyCTOTHI,
BBINOJIHAIONIAs. CTPAIIHOE CBOE IIyCTOTHOE JI€l0 [0 OTHOIIEHUID KO BCEMY
OCTaJIbHOMY MHUPY, — BTSIHYTh €r0 B €051, BBIHYTh U3 HErO ObITHE, €r0 BUTAIBHOCTh U
B IIpeJiesie — BBEPTrHYTH €ro B cBoIo 6e30bITuitHOCTh (Kabakos 2002, 212).

B koHIIe MOero oTcTymiieHus X049y 3aMeTuTh cienyiee. Coodpaxkenus o UepHoMm KBajgpare u
O TIPEJICTaBJICHUIX OOPPUYTOB U KOHIIETITYAJIMCTOB TOBOPST O TOM, YTO B PYCCKOH KyIbType
XX Beka CyIeCcTBYeT M3BECTHAash HEMPEPHIBHOCTh B OCMBICICHUU ()EHOMEHA MYCTOTHI U €€
MHOTOUYHUCJICHHBIX OOpa3HBIX aHajorax. JTU (OPMbI MyCTOTHI YaIlle BCETO CBS3BIBAIOTCS C
COBETCKMM IE€PHOJIOM PYCCKOH HCTOpUU, C €€ OecrnepcrneKTUBHOW BEYHOCTBIO WIIH, C
PEMUTHO3HOM TOYKH 3pEHUs, C OLIyIIEHUHEeM OorocTaBiieHHOCTH XX Beka. Ilycrora repos
MakaHuHa, HaIPpOTHB, OTPAKAET B MEPBYIO OUYEPEAb €r0 MOCTCOBETCKHW OIBIT. JTUM OHa
OTJIMYAETCS OT BBIIICYIIOMSIHYTHIX MHTEPHpPETAlMid, HO TEM HE MEHEE KaXKETCs, YTO U €ro
MHPOBOCIPUSTHE HENB351 OTPBIBATH OT ATOr0 001Iero GoHa.

Ho Bepuemcst k mpobneme nutepaTypsl u juteparopa llerpoBuua. OHa cBsizaHa ¢
MOTHBOM IYCTOTHI IO JIMHUM KEHOCHCA, NOCKOJbKY repoil MakaHMHA OTKa3bIBaeTCs OT
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JUTEpaTyphl, YCYT'yOssii TaKUM 0Opa3oM CBOE YYBCTBO IyCTOTHI B HOBOM oOmiecTBe. Kak
MHOTHE IIOCTCOBETCKHME aBTOpPbl M Tepod MakaHWHAa CTPEeMUTCS K OCBOOOXKICHUIO
eunepmopanusma (Bukrop EpodeeB) kimaccuueckoit pycckoir suTeparypbl. B cBoei
JEKOHCTPYKIIMH JTUTepaTypHOro Muga, 0JHaKo, OH HE TaK JIETKO MPOIIACTCS C JIUTEPATypHOU
TpaauLuel, KaK Apyrue NocTMOAepHUCTb. CTaHOBUTCS SICHO, YTO MMILEHBIO €0 KPUTHKHU
SBIIAETCS WMEHHO KAHOHU3UPOBAHHWIU OOJIMK KiaccukoB. Tak, OH »kamyeTcss Ha TO, YTO
MHOTHE aBTOpPHl B OMNHCAHUU TCUXYIIKH BTOPUYHBI 1O CpaBHEHHIO ¢ YeXOBBIM, YTO €ro
MIPEBPATUIIH B «CIAJACHbKUH JIe/IeHel, KOTOPBIN MpelaloT 30 pTa B POT», OTYETO MOJIy4aeTcs
«MaTHBIA 3amax» (150). IleTpoBud mpu3HAETCS B TOM, YTO OYEHBb JIOJITO M JJII HETO CaMoro
HPABCTBEHHBIN aBTOPUTET IpecTaBisiia «Pycckas [¢ Oobiioii OyKBbI| TUTEpaTypa, HE CaMHu
JTaXKe TEKCThI, HE UX MOPOAUCTOCTDb, & UX UMEHHO BBICOKHM O0T3BYK» (190).

Ocobenno HampspkeHHBI auanor IlerpoBuu Bemer ¢ JloctoeBckuMm. OH Opocaer
JIOCTOEBCKOMY BBI3OB Te€M, 4TO O€3HAKa3aHHO — B OTJIMYHME OT PackoimpbHMKOBa — yOWBaeT
JBYX JIIOJIeH, OJJHOTO KaBKaslla W OJHOTO CTyKaya, 0e3 TOro, 4rod ero CoBecThb 3acTaBuja
Mpu3HaBaThCsi B cBoeM yOwuiicTBe. OH yKa3plBaeT Ha TO, 4TO ¢ BpemeH JlocToeBckoro
M3MEpEHUs] HPAaBCTBEHHOCTH U3MEHWJINCh. Y TOMUHAIOTCS MAaCCOBBIE PENPECCHH CTATMHCKOTO
nepuoja, Korjaa youiicTBo ObUIO HE JTMUYHOCTHBIM MOCTYIIKOM, a B «UX KommereHuu» (197).
[To ero MHEHHUIO, CETONHAILIHUIN YEIOBEK MEPEXOTUT YepTy MPECTYIJICHUS Jierde, 4eM repoit
«[Ipectynienust u HakasaHus»: «OH XOIUT yepe3 4epTy M Ha3aj HAIpOCTO — KaK B TOCTH.
Kak na cinyx0y, a motom gomoi» (156). Emy kaxercs, yTo MbIcib JlOCTOEBCKOro 0O
camMopa3pylIeHUH YOMICTBOM OCTajlach KMBA JIMIIb KaK «XYA0XKECTBEHHas aOCTpakUus»
(198). JIutepaTypa Kak «KJIacCHKa» U «KaHOH» JCHCTBYET B €ro riazax B Poccuu mumib kak
«OTPOMHOE CaMOBHYIIEHHE», Kak «Benukuil Bupyc» (198). Ho, HecMoTpss Ha KpUTUKY
KJIACCMYECKOI0 KaHOHA, repoil MakaHnHa HEe ITPOCTO MPOILAETCSI ¢ aBTOPUTETHBIM «CII0BOM»
(334, 512) c OGonbuioil OyKBBI, Kak JOKa3bIBAET €ro Opea «IIpo HOUHYIO 0ecclogechyio
cosecmvy (409; xypcuB aBtopa). OH 3amaercst BompocoM: «Ho dro, ecniu B Hamum JHU
YEJIOBEK BIIPSIMb YUUTCS KUTh 0€3 nmurepaTypsi? » (334).

KenoTnueckii mnucarenb HE TOJIBKO MEHSET CBOE€ HMMs M OpocaerT mucarh, HO
MPUHUMAET U HOBYIO mpodeccuto. OH mpeBpaiaercs B 0€3J0MHOIO CTOPOXKa, OMEKAIOIIEero
gyyxue kBapTupbl. Ho [leTpoBruY 0co3HaeT, 4TO 3TOT CTOPOK 3aHUMAET OCOOEHHBIN «CTaTyC»
(197) n mpencraBnsier co0oil «0Opa3 MBICTH», MOCKOJIBKY OH CTOPOXKUT «0is JIOJEH U
OJTHOBpEMEHHO om monei» (562; kypcus aBTopa). OH «CTOPOX M 3TAXKHBIH HCHOBETHUK
(194), k xoTOpOMY KMTEIH OOLIATH MPUXOJAT C OYTHUIKON BOJIKM HCHOBEIBIBATHCS. X0/ MO
O0ECKOHEUHBIM TEMHBIM KOpHAOpaM OOIIarv, OH 3HAET, YTO MPOUCXOAUT B KOMHATax, U
y4acTBYET B O€THOU KU3HU KUTETEH:

Moe «s1» yKe pBaJIOCh KUTh CaMmo T0 cede, BHE JTUTEPATYpHI, 1a, Aa Oy Onarogapex,
roBopui s cebe, na, Aa, MOUAM U BO3BMH TMPHUIACEHHYIO OYTBUIKY BOJKH, pacmei ¢
HUMH, OHU (MaTh uX!) 3I0POBO TeOE MOMOTJIM CETOHS CBOMM CIYYaliHBIM M XaMCKUM

KTO ThI Takoi! (194)

IIponcxoauT cTpaHHOE CMEILEHUE:!
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C Tol camoil OPHI, KaK TOJIBKO s HA3BAJICSA M CKa3all, UTO sl CTOPOK, JIFOJU Ha ATaxax
CTalIM CYHUTATh MEHA nucamenem. TpyaHo TOHATh. UTO-TO B HUX (B MX MO3Trax)
cmectuaochk. S BeImmsmen g BHuX Ilucarenem, sxmn Ilucarenem. Benp 3uHanmm u
BUJIETIU, YTO 51 HE Tucal HU cTpoku. OkasbiBaeTcs, 3T0 HeoOs3aTenbHO (197; Kypcus
aBTOpA).

Ynomunanue ¢dakrta, uTo «@IurtOOCCH» B3 AHnapes IlmaroHoBa «cTOpoXkeM U
noamMerateneM ynuubl» (40) Ha TBepckom OynbBape, OpocaeT JONMOJHUTENbHBIN CBET HA POJIb
MUCaTelNA-CTOPOKa, KOTOPBIA Bockpec kKak DeHukce u3 mermia crapoit nureparypsl. Ha done
KEHOTUYECKOTO OTPHIIAHUS JIMTEPATypbl CTApOr0 TUMA TOT (PaKT, YTO CTOPOXK 3AKUTAET
BeuepaMu cBeT B KkBaptupax (194), mpuHuMaeT KadecTBO CHMBOJIMYECKOIO IpoOliecka
HaJEK/Ibl.

[TogoOHBIM 00pa3oM MOXXHO MOHMMAaTh cooOpaxkeHus [leTrpoBuya 0 MOTHBE JIOBIIA,
KOTOpBIM BCILJIBIBAE€T JOBOJIBHO HEOXHAAHHO B J3TOW CBsA3M B pomane. lloHawany oH
BO3HUKAET B 3IU30JI¢ C HE3HAKOMOMW IJIauyIled XEHIIWHON B MeTpo, kortopyio I[lerpoBuy
XOYeT YTEIIUTH 0 BIOJIHE OECKOPLICTHBIM MpuunHaM. [lepen Hamu, 6€3 COMHEHHUS, aJUTIO3Us
Ha EBanrenue, rae amoctonbl 0003HAYAIOTS «IOBLaMu 4enoBekoB» (EBanrenue oT Mapka
1—:17). ¥ MakaHuHa, OJHAKO, CEMAaHTHMYECKUH OO0BEM ATOrO0 MOTHBA €IIe PACIIUPSIETCS.
JloBer1 )KEHIIMH MPEBPAIIAETCS B JIOBLA OYAYIIEro:

KoneuHo, eciu Obl HE TPOTHBOBEC HAIIETO MPONUIOTO (KOTOPBIM MBI ceOsi cebe
00BsiICHSIEM), MBI OBl MOIPOCTY HE yAEpXk aju B ce0€ HU OJHOTO CUIBLHOIO YYBCTBA.
Mg1 651 ipocTo pacnanuck. Hac 661 pasopBaio.

Ho mouemy 6bl He ypaBHOBecuTh npouuioe Oyaymum? Ilouemy Obl HE cuMTaTh, YTO
YacTh YYBCTB (3aKOJIMPOBAaHHBIX B 00pa3e) HaJIBUraeTCs HA HAc Kak pa3 u3 OyJyliero.
]

W B 3TOM npueme npeauyBCTBUN Oyylero Haiie Mpouuioe, s AyMaro, HU MPH YeM,
MBI CBOOOHBI OT MPOILIOT0. MBI UuCThIH JUCT. MBI J10BIIEI (60).

DT cioBa OPOCAIOT CBET Ha KPU3UCHOE MOJIOXKEHHE YeJIOBEKa, KOTOPBIHA MBITACTCS JaTh ce0e
OTYET O CBOEM KOJIeOaHUU MEXY MPOLLIBIM U OYAYIIHM.

3aMeHa TucaTeNs «CTOPOXKEM» U «IOBIOM» 0003HAa4YaeT pa3pblB C JHUTEpPATypHOU
Tpaauliued, HO OAHOBPEMEHHO W HEMpPEepBhIBHOCTh. B ATOM mepeomnpeneneHuu BbIpaxaercs
KEHOTHUYECKOe CHIDKEHHE Mpodeccuu IuTeparopa W cTaryca JUTepaTypsl B ooOmectBe. Kak
paz o0 »SToM W uIET pedybp B Oecemax ¢ OoratbiM OuzHeCMEHOM JIOBSIHHUKOBBIM,
CHEKYIUPYIOIINUM IIPUBATU3NPOBAHHBIMM KBapTUpamu. 1 BUJa OH IEpEenuCchIBACT KBapTUPY
[TerpoBruy, HO Ha camMoOM jejie OOMaHBIBaeT ero. TakuM 0O0pa3oM MUcCATelb OIMSTh OCTAeTCs
663 KBapTI/IpI)I, YTO, KOHCYHO, HMECT CHMBOJIIHMYCCKOC 3HA4YCHUC. TO, qTo q)aMI/IJ'II/ISI
HOBS[HHI/IKOBa CO)Iep}KI/IT HaMCK Ha <«JI0BIa», MOXHO IIOHUMAaTh B TOM CMBICJIC, YTO OH HOBKI/Iﬁ
«J10BeI] OyyIIero», KOTOphIi oco3Hal 3HaMeHue BpeMeHu. OH mpenocteperaer [lerpoBuya:
«A tnaBHoe, [lerpoBuu, OyapTe octopoxHee. Temeps Belb BCe MO-MHOMY: MPEKpacHOE, HO
cmyTtHOe Bpems™ (520). Ero mokosneHrne OH Ha3bIBAET MOKOJICHUEM <JIUTEPATyPHBIMY, a CBOE
«TIOKOJICHHEM TIONUTHKOB u OusHecmeHoB» (512). Ilo wnabmogenuto IlerpoBuua,
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JUTEpaTypHOE MOKOJICHHE yXKe BhIMHpaeT. B To Bpems Kak XyJA0KHHUKHU aHIerpayHa XOIIn
«B IIPOCTEHBKUX CBUTEPAX», Y FEPOEB COBPEMEHHOCTH COBCEM APYroil «rpopoueckuii» (513)
BU/I:

Nayr B  KOCTIOMax, WpH TalCTyKe, C TMOMHCKUBAIONIUMU B  KapMaHax
panuoreneoHaMu, U PACCKa3bIBAIOT O CBOEM COKPOBEHHOM — O OHM3HECe, O YepHOM
Hajie (HATHYHOCTH), 0 OMPKEBOM KypCe M CIaBHBIIUX ropiio Hayorax (513).

Ilon3aronoBok poMaHa MakaHMHa MPOHHYECKH CCBIIACTCS HA NpoM3BeacHUE JIepMOHTOBa
«I'epoii Hawero Bpemenun». Ho, no cnosam JIOBSHHHUKOBA, «JIMIIHUM 4estoBek» [leTpoBud —
repoil ymexamero BpeMeHH, a lleTpoBuu co cBoel CTOpPOHBI cuMTaeT OU3HECMEHa
JloBsiHHHKOBA repoeM «Baiiero BpeMeHn», NOCKOJIbKY OH IPETEHyeT Ha HOBBIN BEK.

I'epoii pomana B. IleneBuna «Generation 'TI'» (1999), ObBmuii nutepatop BaBuien
Tarapckuii, yuuics B Jlutuncturyre, HO, B oTauuue oT IleTpoBuua u3 «AHaerpayHaa», oH
Moclie KOHIIA COBETCKOM BIIACTM CTAHOBUTCS — B COOTBETCTBHU C KapHABaJIbHBIM
PENATUBU3MOM MOCTMOJIEPHON MOATHKHU — OecKpaitHUM HUHUKOM. OH MEHSET JIUTepaTypy Ha
peKIaMHBIA OWM3HEC W BHJIHT 3a7a4y «KOMHUpPAUTEpa» H «KPUITOPA» B TOM, YTOOBI
«MPUCTIOCA0NMBATh 3alagHble PEKJIAMHbIE KOHIEMIMUA TOJ MEHTAJIbHOCTh POCCHUHUCKOTO
MOTPEOUTEIIS (33)3. Ero ums BaBunen, cocrtaBnenHoe U3 cocTaBHbIX «Bacumuii (AKCEHOB)»
u «Brnagumup Wnena JleHuH», OH OOBSICHSICT 33 JHUM YUCIIOM YBJICUECHHEM €ro oTia Mudom
npeBHero ropoaa BaBwiona, a BmociencTBud BooOumie mnepexoauT Ha «BoBa» wumu
«Brnagumupy». Takum 006pazom, U3MEHEHHs] UMEHU TepOsl HATJIAJIHO OTPAXKAIOT Mepexoia OT
COBETCKOM K ITOCTCOBETCKOM 3I10XE.

[Tono6no IletpoBuuy, u TaTtapckuii HaxXoaAUT B cebe HE O KOHIIA BBIIABJICHHOTO pada.
Opnnaxko, B otinuue ot [lerpoBuya, OH TPUXOIUT K IECCUMUCTUYECKOMY BBIBOJTY,

9T0 pab B JyIIe COBETCKOTO YEOBEKA HE CKOHIIEHTPHPOBAH B KaKOW-TO OJHOM ce
obmactH, a, CKOpee, OKpAIlUBaeT BCE MPOMCXO/IICE HA €€ MIJIHCTBIX MPOCTOpax B
[[BETA BSUIOTEKYILETrO0 MCUXMYECKOTO TMEPUTOHUTA, OTYErO HE CYIIECTBYST HUKAKOW
BO3MOXKHOCTH BBIIaBUTh 3TOTO paba MO KarjisiM, HE MOBPEIUB IEHHBIX JYIICBHBIX
cBoictB (52-52).

C mveneM YexoBa cBs3aHa W Wjes PEKIAMHOTO IUIakara JJis CeTH MarasmHoB «Gap», Ha
KOTOPOM HM300paX€HbI Xy/ble ToJjible HOTH YexoBa B BHJIE MECOYHBIX YaCOB. AHTIIMUCKUN
CJIOTaH TaKoMu:

RUSSIA WAS ALWAYS NOTORIOUS FOR THE GAP BETWEEN CULTURE
AND CIVILIZATION: NOW THERE IS NO MORE CULTURE: NO MORE
CIVILIZATION: THE ONLY THING THAT REMAINS IS THE GAP: THE WAY
THEY SEE YOU (85).

3 Hanee ccpuiku Ha «Generation 'TI'» qaroTcs B TEKCTE ¢ yKa3aHHEM CTPAHHII B CKOOKaX.
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B 3TOM ciorane MOXHO BUAETh KaJaMOYpHYIO aJUIIO3MIO HAa BEYHYIO PYCCKYIO JUCKYCCHIO O
Poccun kak «mpoOene» B pa3BUTHH €BPONEHCKOW KyIbTYypbl, HauaToi eme YaamaeBbiM. O
TOM K€ TOBOPUT YNOTPEOJEHUE M3BECTHOTO BBICKA3blBaHUs TrOTUEBa, KOTOpask LIUTUPYETCS
TarapckuM B OCTpPaHEHHOM BUJIE€ B Ka4E€CTBE PEKJIAMHOI'O CIOraHa:

UMOM ROSSIJU NE PONYAT,
V ROSSIJU MOJNO TOLKO VYERIT.
«SMIRNOFF» (77).

MotuB pa3pbiBa U IyCTOTHl Pa3BEPTHIBAECTCS B POMAHE B CBSI3U C IOCTCOBETCKMMM MacC-
meauna. Ilycras OyThuika HamomMuHaeT Tarapckoro «o00 HIE0JIOTHYECKON MCUEepPIaHHOCTU
KOMMYHM3Ma, OECCMBICIIEHHOCTH NCTOPUYECKUX KPOBOIIPOIUTUHM U 00IIEM KpU3HUCE PYCCKOM
unen» (100). Ho 3a mycToToil COBETCKOW «BEYHOCTU» CIIEAYET IyCTOTa IMOCTCOBETCKOMN
peanbHOCTH, KOTOpasi pACCMATPUBAETCSI B POMaHE B BUJIE TPAKTATA O TEIECBUACHUHU.

TeneBuaeHue CoO31a€T CUMYISKP PEATbHOCTH, COCTOSIHUE «KOJUIEKTUBHOTO HEOBITHSI,
«BO3IYIIHBIN 3aMOK, (yHIaMEHTOM KOTOporo ciyxut mponactb» (105-106). Benencteue
ATOTO YeJoBeuecKuil cyobekT ucuesaer. Homo sapiens npespamaercs B Homo Zapiens-a (ot
aHrmiickoro ciosa to zap):

[TomoskeHWe COBPEMEHHOTO YeJIOBEeKa HE IMPOCTO IUIAYEBHO — OHO, MOXHO CKa3aTh,
OTCYTCTBYET, TIOTOMY YTO 4YeJIOBEKa IMO4YTH HeT. He cymecTByeT HWUYEro, Ha 4TO
MOXHO ObLJIO OBl yKa3aTh, Cka3as: «Bor, 310 u ectb HOMO Zapiens». X3 — 310 mpocto
OCTaTOYHOE CBEYEHHE IIOMHHO(MOpa YCHYBIIEH IymId, 3TO (GUIBM PO CHEMKHU
apyroro GpuibpMa, OKa3aHHbI 0 TeneBu30py B myctoMm gome (107).

Tunm TPUMHUTHBHOTO COBpeMEHHOTo moTpebutens, Oranus (IO-PYCCKH — «POTOKOIA»),
CyLIECTBO 0€3 MO U HaMepeHUM, «rJioTaeT u BelOpacbiBaeT myctoTy» (111). [TonobHbM
obpazom B pomMaHe «YamaeB W MyCTOTa» TEJIEBH30p OIPEILIETCS KaK «MaJeHbKOE
MPO3pavyHoOe OKOIIKO B TpyOe myxoBHoro mycoporpoBona» (Ileneun 1999, 188). Marus
pekiaMbpl Ha 3KpaHe Hpou3BoauT y Opanyca (aiblIUBYIO HIEHTHYHOCTh, HIUTIO30PHYIO
CTPYKTYpPYy, «y KoTopoil Her wueHtpa» (114). Peknmamublii Mycop, KOTOpBIM TJOTaer u
BbIOpabiBaeT OpaHyc, MOXadyd, HaIOMUHAET ONaceHHe repos «AHIETpayHJa» O TOM, UTO
€ro TOCTpaOCKas IyCTOTa 3amlOJHIETCS  «KaK IMOMajo» M YTO B «BaKyyMbl ITYCTOTHI
(mocTpabckue) HamUpaeT co CTOPOHBI BCSIKOE M pa3HOe — M3 Habopa, KOTOPOMY Thl HE
xo3suH» (80).

Korpa Tarapckuii HaxoAWTCS MOJ BO3JECUCTBUEM HAPKOTUKOB, €My KaXKETCs, 4TO
9KpaH TeJIeBU30pa MPEeBpaIlaeTcs «B MOA00ME OrPOMHON BarMHbl, B UEPHBIN IIEHTP KOTOPOMH
CO 3BEHSIIMM CBHUCTOM IIOJIETEN BcachlBaeMblil BeTep» (257). Jns mydiero moHWMaHUs
CYLIECTBa TEJICBUACHUS PEKOMEHIYIOTCS «TpU OYAAUNUCKHX CIOc00a CMOTPETHh TEICBHU30P»
(269). CHauana Hago CMOTPETh TENEBU30P C BHIKIIOYEHHBIM 3BYKOM, TIOTOM C BKIIFOUEHHBIM
3BYKOM, HO OTKJIFOUEHHBIM U300pakeHHEM, a HAKOHEIl BBIKIIFOUEHHBIN TeneBu3op. «Eciu tak
CMOTpPETh TENEBU30P JECATH JIET MOJPSA XOTh OBl MO Yacy B JIEHb, MOXKHO MOHSTH MPUPOITY
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teneBunenus» (270). Ilomyuaercs mapoauss Ha wu3BecTHbIM cimoraH Mak-Jlyxana: «The
medium is the message». I'epoii IleneBuHa momagaer B MOCTCOBETCKHA MHpP, B KOTOPOM
MPOUCXOAUT ITOJIHAA ACpCaIn3alus HeﬁCTBHTeHBHOCTH MMOoCpCACTBOM PCKIIAMbl U MaCC-MCIU.
OHYCTOLHCHHOMY YCJIOBCKY, MOTCPABLIICMY UACHTUYHOCTD, OCTaCTCA JINIITb
FaJ’IJ’IIOL[HHaTOpHLIﬁ BBIXO/J] B MUPAXK MCCOIMOTAMCKOI'O 1 BABUJIOHCKOI'O MI/I(l)OB.

B pomane IleneBuna «YamaeB u mycroTa» (1996) ommchIBarOTCS ICHXOIMATOJIOTHYCCKUE
CUMIITOMBI T€pOsi, CTPAJAIOLIET0 TAUIIOUUHALMIMHU, COCTOSHHUSIMHU ACNEPCOHATN3ALUN U
nepeanu3anuu. [Icuxo3, KOHEYHO, HE TOJBKO JIMYHBIM, a coUMalbHbIi. B nentpe pomana
HaxoauTcss Mu¢p o YamaeBe, BKIIIOYAas BCEBO3MOXHBIC €r0 IIYTOYHBIE BAPHAHTHI YCTHOTO
donbkiiopa. beBmmi  merepOyprckumii  aBanrapauct Iletp Ilycrora  HasHauaeTcs
MOJUTKOMHUCCAPOM JIET€HJapHOTO coBeTCcKoro reposi. Hounsle Betpeun u 6ecenst [1ycToTsl ¢
YanaeBbIM MPOUCXOJAT B NCUXUATPUUECKON KIMHUKE MOCTCOBETCKOrO0 BpeMeHU. B pomane
MIPUHLUIIAATIBHO Pa3MbIBACTCS pa3HUIA MEXKJY HACTOSALIMM W IPOLUIBIM, PEaJbHOCTBIO U
cHOM. He cinydaliHO yKa3bpIBaeTCsl Ha POACTBO CJIOB «MHP» U «MHUpax». JJ0BOIbHO HaBA3UMBO
B pOMaHE MYCCHUPYETCS Te€Ma KpalHero «KaHTOBCKOI0» WJ€alNu3Ma B BOCIPUITHHU
peanbHOCTH. Mup 1mpeacraeT B BUAE CHA, WUIIO3UH, KOIIMAapa, «KOJUIEKTUBHOM
BU3yanm3amum». «Bce, 9TO MBI BHIMM, HAXOAWTCA B HameM cosHanmm» (156) *. He
YAUBUTEIBHO, YTO CIIOBO NyCmoma SIBISETCS KIIOUYEBbIM IOHATUEM POMaHa, YTO BBISICHSETCA
yKe U3 (aMUITHH TJIABHOTO TePOS.

YTBepKIaeTCsl, UTO «PYCCKUI Hapoj AABHO IOHSJI, YTO >KU3Hb — 3TO coH» (134).

[IpumeuatenbHo, 4To U B pomaHe lleneBuHa mosBisieTcss aHamor YepHoro kBajpara u3
«AHJerpayHjia» — pyccKkas «KOHIIeTITyallbHasi MKOHa Havyana Beka» (178) B Buze cioBa «bory,
HaleyaTaHHOTO Ha IIepOXOBaTON Oymare uepHbIMH OykBamu uepe3 Tpadaper. KaprtuHa,
MPUTIMCAHHAs aBaHTapJAHOMY XyA0XHUKY JlaBumy bBypitoky, craButcst Bbimie «Tpouiibi»

AH,Z[pe}I PY6J'ICB8. HMCHHO HU3-3a IOJIOCOK ITYCTOTHBI, OCTABIINX OT Tpa(papeTa:

UYenoBek HAuMHAET TIAJETh HA 3TO CJIOBO, OT BHUIUMOCTH CMBICIA IEPEXOIUT K
BUIUMOMN (popMe U BIIPYT 3aMeydaeT MyCTOThl, KOTOPbIE HE 3aII0JHEHbI HUYEM, — U TaM-
TO, B 9TOM «HUTZE», EAUHCTBEHHO U MOXHO BCTPETUTH TO, HA YTO TILIATCS YKa3aThb 3TH
OTPOMHBIE YPOJJIHMBBIE OYKBBI, TOTOMY UYTO CJIOBO «bor» ykasplBaeT Ha TO, Ha YTO

yKazaTh Henb3s (179).

[Momo6HO OykBam bypmioka, m000€ CI0BO MOKHO NMOHHMMATh KaK COCYJI, I€HHOCTb
KOTOPOTO 3aBUCUT OT TOTO, «CKOJILKO MYCTOTHI OHO MOXeT BMecTuTh» (179). Uepnbie

aBaHrapaucrckue MKoHbl XX Beka byparoka u Manesuua, npasaa, omindarorcsa — YepHoMmy

4 I[EU'ICC CCBIJIKK Ha pOMaH «Yamaeu u HYCTOTa» JAr0TCA B TCKCTC C YKa3aHUEM CTPAaHUI] B CKOOKax.
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KBaApaTy B «AHAETpayHAe» MPUIHCHIBAECTCS OTPHULATEIBHOE 3HAYEHUE, KaK CHMBOILY
3a4epKHYTOro OyIyIIero, B TO BpeMs Kak uepHble OykBbl bypmioka y IleneBrnHa HaMeKaoT B
0ojiee HEUTpPAILHOM CMBICIIE Ha anodaTuieckoe nmonnmanne bora. Hamek Ha ymMo3puTenbsHOe
Hurne m Huuto Hepenko BcTpeuaeTcss B pamMkKax cBoeoOpasHoro «Oyanusmay» lleneBuHa.
[ToaTomy He yauBisieT, 4TO sMOHCKHM cobeceqHuk IlycToThl yka3piBaeT Ha TO, YTO TaKOM
IIyCTOTHl HET B €BPONENCKOM MCKYCCTBE U UYTO «B INIyOMHE POCCHHMCKON IYLIM 3USAET Ta XKE
MyCcTOTa, 4TO B TiyouHe simonckoi» (180). Ha ¢done 3Toro cxojactea sSmoHeI mpejjiaract — B
MIPOTUBOBEC BIMSHUIO 3aMa/IHOM KYJIbTYphl — allbXuMHueckuii 6pak Poccuu ¢ Boctokom.
becenpr [TycroTel ¢ «Yuutenem» YanaeBbIM B IICUXYIIIKE OOJIBIICH YaCThIO KacArOTCS
TeMbl WUIIO30PHOCTH peasibHoro Mupa. JKu3Hb, 10 MHeHuto YamaeBa, — CIUIOMIHOW COH.
Korpga yenoBek mpockInmaeTcsi OT OJTHOTO KOIIMapa, TO OH MPOCTO MEPEXOIUT U3 OJHOTO CHA B
npyroit. Kommap IlyctoTsl 0 MupuYecKoM repoe COBETCKOM MPOIJIOCTH M KOLIMap O €ro
COBPEMEHHOM CYIIIECTBOBAaHMU B CyMacLIEAIIEM JOME MOCTOSHHO mepecekaroTcs. [loatomy
pOMaH MOXHO YHTaTh KaK MYYHUTEIIbHYIO — HE YAABUIYIOCS — TIOIMBITKY OCBOOOIUTHCS U3
COBETCKMX KOIIMapoB. Pa3 BbIX0Ja M3 KPyroBOpoTa CHOBUJEHUN HET, YTO MOXKHO CHENATH?
UYamaes coBetyet IlycroTe «3amuchkiBaTh cBou Kommapen» (250). Ho u Beixon B nuteparypy
CTaBUTCSI TOJI COMHEHHE, MOTOMY YTO CMBICI OyKB M CIIOB CTHUPAaeTCS CO BPEMEHEM H

OKa3bIBAETCS KpaliHE HEPOYHBIM:

JlutepaTypa, UCKYCCTBO — BC€ OSTO OBUIM CYETIHBbIE MOIIKH, JIE€TaBIIHE Haj
noclieIHe BceJIeHHOW oxamkoil ceHa. KTo, momyman s, mpodTeT OMHMCAaHHWE MOUX
cHOB? [...] Pyuka, OJIOKHOT U BC€ T€, KTO MOT YHUTaTh OCTaBJIEHHbIE HAa OyMare 3HaKH,
OBLTM celyac MPOCTO PAa3HOIBETHBIMH WCKPAaMU W OTHSMH, KOTOPBIC IOSBIISIIHCH,

McYe3alld U TOSBIISIIUCH BHOBD (322).

Kax y Maxkanuna, Tak u y IleneBuna obpas nycmomur He oqHo3HaueH. OH oOnagaet
JIOBOJIFHO IIMUPOKUM CIHEKTPOM 3HaueHWH. bBBUIO BBICKa3aHO MHEHHE, 4TO nycmomd B
pomanax IlereBMHa CHUMaeT OrpaHMYEHHUs BpPEMEHM M IPOCTPAHCTBA U TaKUM 00pa3zoMm
o0pasyet 3¢up, MpeToCTaBIAIOMUN aBTOPY MAaKCUMAIbHYIO CBOOOAY B BOIUIOIIEHHH CBOMX
repoeB (bormanosa 2008, 128). Ho 31O ompeneneHue y4yuTHIBAeT JHIIL (HOpManbHO-
KOHCTPYKTHBHYIO CTOpOHY IpreMa. CymecTByIoT 6ojiee BaKHBIE COJlepKaTeIbHbIe (DYHKITHH
nycmomul. Bo-TIepBBIX, OHa SBISIETCS XapaKTEPUCTHUKOW MOCTCOBETCKOTO MHpa pEKJIaMbl U

MacC-Meaua, IpeBpaaroucro 4€JI0BCKa B IyCTYrO O60J'IO‘-IKy oe3 UACHTUYHOCTU. BO-BTOpBIX,
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nycmoma 0003Ha4YaeT KpaWHWA HWICaTN3M B BOCHPHUATHU PEaTbHOCTH, KOTOPBIM — TIO
MPOHUYECKOM MHTEHIIMU aBTOpa — IIPOIOBENYETCS UMEHHO COBETCKUM repoem YamaeBbiM. B-
TPETBUX, HMycmoma NPEACTOMT KaK «BEYHas» MpobieMa «mIpolena» pPYyCCKOW KyJIbTyphl
(Ormmrertn 2000, 91-95), commxkaromas ee ¢ MbIcablo Bocroka. B pomanax MakaHuHa u
IleneBuna  mycmoma OTpakaeT NPEKIAE BCErO ONBIT M MHUPOOLIYIIEHHE TIE€pOEB B
nocrcoBeTckoMm obmectBe 1990-x romoB. HecMoTpsi Ha 3TO OKa3bIBaeTcs, 4To B 00OHMX
ClIy4asix 3TOT MOTHMB TECHO CBS3aH C PYCCKOW KYJIbTYpPHOM TpPAaJULMEH M SABISIETCS €€

IMPOAOJIKCHUEM.
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Muxaun I'onydros

Kynvmypnutii 6akyym Kaxk gpakmop cospemennocmu
OpnHOM M3 JAOMHHAHT COBPEMEHHOTO OOIIECTBEHHOTO CO3HaHUS (M TOJCO3HAHUA)

CTAHOBUTCS OIIYLICHHE HEKOW WICHHOW W JaXe KYJIbTYpHOW MYCTOThl. BO3HUKHYB NaBHO,
OKOJIO TIONyTOpa JAeCATUJICTHH Ha3all, OHO He OcliadeBaeT, HAMpOTUB, ycuinuBaeTrcs. Ero
YyBCTBYET M OTJAEIbHBIA YENOBEK, JKU3HEHHBIE IIETM KOTOPOro B OOJBIIMHCTBE CIIy4aeB
HOCST Cyry0O JIMYHOCTHBIN XapakTep U OrpaHNUYEHbl CEMbEH, YaCTHBIMU OTHOILICHUSIMHU WITH,
B JIy4IlleM CiIydae, KapbepHBIMH aMOUIMSIMH B HEKOW KamIlaHuH, Gupme, KOHTOpE, oduce.
Cormacumcsi, 9TO 93TOrO SBHO MajO: TEPCIEKTHBA JKU3HU «O(QUCHOTO IUIAHKTOHA»
yCTpauBaeT JAaJeKO HE KaXJ0ro, KTO YMeeT JAymaTb. OJTa IYCTOTa OILIyIIaeTcs U
MOJINTUYECKUM KJIACCOM, KOTOPBIM Ha NPOTSIKEHUM IOCIEAHUX JAECITU JIET BpeMs OT
BPEMEHU B3BICKYET «PYCCKOW UIEN», KOTOpask pa3lensiiachk Obl 00IIECTBOM U OPHEHTHUPOBAJIA
€ro B UICTOPHUYECKOM IIPOCTpaHCTBE. MIHBIMU CIOBaMU, HAJIMIIO BaKyyM UJACH, IPeICTaBICHUIA
0 TOM, YTO €CTh Hallla HallMOHAJIbHASL UJICHTUYHOCTh U 4TO €€ (OPMUPYET, pa3JesieMbIX BO
BCEX COLMAJIBHBIX CTparax obOmiectBa. Kpome TOro, HajauIo BakyyM HICOJOTHH, KOTOpas
Morja Obl ONpeAeNnuTh XapakTep MPOIJIEHHOTO MUCTOPHUYECKOro IMyTH, HAIle CETOJHSILIHEe
MECTO B HAIMOHAJIBbHO-HCTOPUYECKOM IMPOCTPAHCTBE, a TaK K€ MEPCIEKTHBBI, JAIbHUE U
OJIMKHKE, KOTOPbIE OTKPBIBAIOTCS MIEPE]] COBPEMEHHBIM YEJIOBEKOM M OOILIECTBOM B LIEJIOM.

MBeI ceifuac oueHb OOMMCS CaMOro TOHSTHS UJIEOJIOTUN — CTPax Mepel] «EIUHCTBEHHO
BEPHOI» MapKCHUCTCKO-JIGHUHCKON MJI€0JIOTHEN TPO3UT CTaTh I'€HETUYECKUM U IepeaThCs
[0 HACJIEACTBY CIENYIOIIUM IOKOJEHHMSAM. A MEXIy TEM OTCYTCTBUE WHAeH (WU
OTpe(ICKCUPOBAaHHOTO KOMILJIEKCa HJeH, T.e. HAEOJIOTMH) €CTh OTCYTCTBUE OCO3HAHHOM
UCTOPUYECKON MEPCIEKTUBBI. Ecu pyxHyna oJHa UAECOI0rHs, 3HAYUT JIX 3TO, YTO HE MOXKET
OBbITh HEKOI 001Ielt uien, KoTopast OObEAMHUT JIFOJIeH U OpraHu3yeT OOLIECTBO AJIs PEeLIeHUs
ucropuueckux nepcnektuB? Iloxoxe, cama mo cebe MbIcab O €€ (OPMHPOBAHUM HE
BO3HUKAET B KOPHUJIOPAX BJIACTH.

Jla 1 MOXET NI HBIHELIHSS MOJMTUYECKasl 3JIUTa, MBICIAIAsS MPEUMYILECTBEHHO
SKOHOMMYECKUMHU KaTEeTOpUsIMHU, NPEIOKUTH o0miecTBy U uenoBeky? Hekue mHHOBauuu,
KOTOpBIE CBOJATCS K TOTAJILHOM KOMIbIOTEpHU3alMK mKoJa? ([la 1 Bcerna Jin U Be3J€ U OHU
Hy*kHbI? He oOepHeTcs 5 TMOTOHS 3a HMHHOBALMAMHU JIIOOOM LIEHOW B TPaTUIMOHHO
KOHCEpPBaTUBHBIX 00JaCTAX, TaKHX, KaK, HalpuMep, oOpa3oBaHue, O€31yMHBIM pa3pylIeHUE
HAKOIUIEHHOTO 3a TPU BEKa CYIECTBOBAaHUS PYCCKOM IIKOJbI?) PazBuTne HaHOTEXHOIOTMH?
IIpu Bceil BepoOsITHOM BaXHOCTH 3TUX 3aJad OHM HUKAaK HE MOTYT CTaTh OOIIECTBEHHO
3HaYHMBIMH.
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DTy, €clii YrOAHO, MEHTAJIbHYIO MYCTOTY YCYI'yOJSI€T U TElEeBUJIECHUE, BO3JEHCTBUE
KOTOPOTO Ha CO3HAHHWE HAIIer0 COBPEMEHHMKA CTall0 BOMCTUHY Oe3rpanuyHbiM. Ero
KaracTpopuyeck HU3KUH YpOBEHb, OMNIYIUISIONIMNA YEIOBEKa, TOTaJbHOE OTCYTCTBUE
MOJINTUYECKUX M AHAIUTUYECKUX IPOrpaMM,  YCYryOJsiOT KapTUHY KYJIbTYPHOIO U
uaeosoruueckoro Bakyyma. llepen poccuiickumu (Kak, BO3MOXHO, U MHUPOBBIMH) Macc-
Meara Jake He CTOMT 3ajaya (OpMHUpPOBAaHUS M apPTHKYJISLIUU HEKUX OOILIECTBEHHO U
HAI[MOHAJIbHO 3HAYUMBIX HJICH.

JlumepamypHulit 2epoit 6 OHMOJ102UYUECKOM nposaie.

Ecte 111 B COBpPEMEHHOM JIMTEpAaType, B IUCATEIbCKOM Cpele, OCO3HAHHE TOU
UJIE0JIOTUYECKOM, TPO3SIIEH IEPEUTH B OHTOJIOIMUECKYIO, ITYCTOTHI, 0 KOTOPOW MbI TOBOPUM?
ApPTUKYIUPYET I €€ KpUTHUKa?

Crporo rosopsi, HaMHOIO TpPYAHEE OCO3HATH OTCYTCTBHE, 4YE€M KOHCTaTHPOBAaTh
Hasnmyue. Jlymaercs, 4To OTCYTCTBHE OOIICHAIIMOHAIBHOM UCTOPUUECKOM U UIIE0T0IHYEeCKON
IIEPCIIEKTUBBI CTAJIO KAKUM-TO IIPUBBIUHBIM SIBJIEHUEM, HE Hy)KJarouiemcs B ocmbliciaeHud. Ho
ero eciu He OCO3Haja, TO OTpa3uja COBpeMeHHas jureparypa. [IpoGiemaTtnka pomana
1O.ITonsixoBa «I'prubHOI 1app» BO MHOIOM 00YCIIOBJI€HA TOW OBITUHHOIN IyCTOTOM, KOTOPYIO
MePeKMBAET COBPEMEHHBIN YEeTIOBEK, CITIOCOOHBI XOTh HEMHOTO MBICIIUTH, Oy/Ib OH BJIaJeIIel]
CBOETO HEOOJIBIIOTO OM3Heca, OBIBIINM BOCHHBIN, CTY/IEHT. ..

Cro’)keToM poMaHa CTaHOBUTCS cBoeoOpasHas urpa. Jupekrop pupmsr «CaHTEXyrOT»,
TOPryloIlel CaHUTAPHO-TEXHUYECKHUM OOOpYAOBAaHMEM, B IEPBYIO OuYe€pelb, MOIHBIMU
yHUTa3aMH (Takas BOT MPOHWYHAs J€Tallb), OyJy4M YEJOBEKOM I10 HBIHEIIHHUM BpeMeHaM
BIIOJIHE J100pOIOPSAI0YHBIM (pa3BeeH C KEHOMH, )KUBET OJUH, 3aBOJUT ce0e MOJIOJEHBKYIO
M0O0BHUILY, 3a00TUTCS O HEMYTeBOW JOYKEe-CTYyJE€HTKE M OXOTHO MpOJUIEBaeT €€
npeObIBaHUE B HMHCTUTYTE, IIOKpBIBas aKaJeMUYECKYI0 HEYCIeBaeMOCTb COJHUIHBIMU
CIIOHCOPCKHMHM B3HOCaMH ), POCHYBUINCH MOYTPY B OOIIECTBE IBYX MPOCTUTYTOK, MBITAETCS
OCO3HaTh MOCIEACTBUS JJII CBOErO 3J0POBbSl HOYHBIX IPHUKIIOYEHUN. YENOBEK COJIMIHBIM,
MIpeyCHeBalOLIUi, HE 3710/Iell U HE XaH)Ka, TAKOH MEPCOHaX MOXKET OBITh BOCIIPUHSATH BECbMa
MO3UTUBHO, HO JIMIIb 1O HBIHEUIHMM BpeMeHaMm (IIpelCcTaBuM cele, KaKyl peaklHio OH
BbI3BaJI Obl Y KpUTHKa — HIectuaecsTHUKa Wrops [lenkoBa, mpouuTail OH poMaH MEpPBOrO
necsatuneTus XX| Beka!).

Cro)keT poMaHa COCTaBJISIET BCE YBEJIMUYMBAIOLIUICS 3a30p MEXKAY BHEIIHUM
0J1aromnoydreM >KU3HU TIIaBHOTO reposi, Muxauna JImurpuesrya CBUpeIbHUKOBA (TIPOYHBIN
Ou3HEC, OTCYTCTBHE YAaCTHBIX M WHBIX JIOJIFOB, IOJHAs MaTepHajbHas HE3aBUCHUMOCTb) U
TOMHUTENBHBIM OLIYIICHHEM MEpPTBEHHOM IMYyCTOTHI, HamojHstoule ero Obitve. ['epoit
CHOCOOEH MPHU3HATh, UTO OTHOILLIEHUS C I0UYEPhIO IPEPBaHbI, YTO HET y HETO JIO0BH, HO JIHILb
«OTHOLIEHUS», HACTOSALIETO Jiea TOKE HET — YHUTa3bl pa3Be 4To. 3aTO J€HbI'H €CTh, KOTOPbhIE
U CTaHOBATCS BOIUIOUIEHWEM IIyCTOTBI: OHH TIOKYMAIOT Cypporarbl JIOOBH, JApYXKOBI,
obmenus. Kakue yx TyT CBEepXJIMYHOCTHBIE UJEH, BKIIOYEHHOCTh B HAI[MOHAIBHYIO KU3Hb
WM XOTb HEKasl IPUYaCTHOCTD K HEl!

3aBsA3KO poMaHa CTAHOBMTCS €/1Ba JIM HE Ka(KHMAHCKUH COH, B KOTOPOM Tepoit
coOupaer rpubbl, 3amMeydaTesbHble U KpacUBbIe, HO PAa3JIOMUB OJUH, OOHAPYKUBAET THUIIb,

The 3" International Conference of the HK Russia * Eurasia Research Project



CnoBecHOCTb U pyCcCKUM KyabTypHbIN Ko B Hayase XX| Beka 129

IIPUTOM BMECTO OOBIKHOBEHHBIX JKEITBHIX JIMYMHOK BHYTPU KOIIOIIMIIUCH, W3BUBASCH,
KpOILIEUHBIH 4YepHble Tamrouku. I[IpoOyxkaeHbe CBS3aHO C eme OOJIBIIMM KOIIMapOoM:
3aJpIXasiCh OT OTBPALICHUS U OOJIH, TepON PBaHyI Ha ceOe CBUTEP U YBUEI, YTO MHOKECTBO
raJlo4yeK, HeBeJOMbIM 00pa3oM mepeOpaBIIMXCs Ha €ro TENO, YK€ YCIENIH MPOPBITh Cephle,
W3BWIKCTBIE XOJbI TOJ JIEBBIM COCKOM)» - IOCIIE 3TOr0 repoil U oOHapykuBaeT ceds B
KOMIIAaHUU [JBYX MPOCTUTYTOK, OXHUAAIOIIMX pacuera. Mertadopa MEpTBEUMHBI U THUIHU
peain3yeTcss ¥ Ha YPOBHE JIETEKTUBHOTO CIOKETa pOMaHa: OOHAPYKUB 3a COOOH CIEXKKY,
repoil mopydaer cBoei ciy:x0e 6€30MacHOCTH pacciieIoBaHKe, MOA03PEBAET B TOTOBSIIEMCS
MOKYIICHUH JKEHY U €€ JI0OOBHUKA, OBIBIIIETO CBOETO COCIY)KMBIA M TOBAPHILA, U TOTOBUT
OTBETHBIE JICICTBUS COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO Xapakrepa. [10yIIKOB MOKa3bIBa€T HE3aMETHOE, HO
KaracTpo(uyeckoe BHIBETPEBAHNE HEKUX HMCKOHHBIX HPABCTBEHHBIX OCHOB YEJIOBEYECKOTO
ObITHS: criacasi ce0st U CBOW OM3HEC, repoii 3aKa3bIBaeT YOUICTBO OpOIICHHOW KEHBI, U JIUIIb
JTOOPOCOBECTHOCTh CIY:KOBI 0€30MaCHOCTH MPEAOTBPAILAET MPECTYIICHHE — BBISICHSIETCH,
YTO JKEHA HE T'OTOBUT HHMKAaKOIO KPUMHHAJa B OTHOUIEHMU CBUPEIBHHUKOBA, JHIIb XOYET
npulpaTh K pyKam MoJOBHHY OHU3HEca OPOCHUBIIIETO €€ MY>Ka — BCEro MO-4eCTHOMY!

Poman uMeeT KOJBIEBYIO KOMIO3UIMIO: CTPAIIHBIH COH O coOupaHuu TpubOB
MOBTOPSICTCSI B KOHIE, HO Yyxke HasBy. [lo 3BOHKY MoOwibpHOTO Tenegona Muxawmin
JIMUTpUEBHUY y3HAET, YTO YOMICTBO HE COCTOSAJIOCHh — M IOJY4aeT OTPOMHOE O0JIerdeHue,
CPOJHHM OIIbSIHEHUIO, «Ty BHE3aIIHYIO J00pYI0 C1ab0CTh, KaKasi HUCXOAMT, €CJIM Ha I'OJI0JHBIN
KEJIyI0K BBIUTH CTaKaH BOAKW». Y 4YMTATEds] BO3HMKAET HAAEXKAa, YTO MUMEHHO B 3TOT
MOMEHT TepOil CMOKET OUIYTUTh BO3POXKIEHHE MOMJIMHHOrO B cebe — HO Her, [lomskoB
0e3:KaNoCTHO peann3yer Meradopy MEpTBEUMHBI U TJIEHA, C KOTOPOM HAYMHAETCS POMaH.
I'epoit Gmaronmaputr ['pubHOrO 1Aps, OTPOMHBIM W KpacuBBIA TPUO, KOTOPBIA, KaKk €My
Ka)KeTCs, CIlac ero oT mpectyruieHns: «Muxawi JMUTpueBud ¢ TpyIOM ITOBEPHYJI TOJIOBY U,
65arolapHoO MOCMOTPEB HA CBOETO CIACUTENs, HE)KHO MOTJIAJNII €r0 XOJOJHYIO U BIAXKHYIO,
CJIOBHO KOKa MOPCKOTO KHBOTHOT0, HUIATIKY:

- Cnacu0o!

OT 3TOrO JErKoro MPUKOCHOBEHUs JlecHO# 1aph APOTHYJ, HAKPEHUJICS W pacrhacs,
MPUBPATUBIIUCH, B OTBPATUTENIBbHYIO Kydy CJIM3M, KHIIAIIYI0 OOJBIIMMU JKEITHIMHU
YEPBAMH. . . ».

VBBI, )KH3Hb T€pOsl, YEIOBEKA OYEHb COBPEMEHHOIO, MOTPYKEHHOTO B COLIMAIBHO-
UCTOPUYECKYIO, ICUXOJOTNYECKYI0, MEHTAIIbHYIO CPENY CEPEIMHBI IBYXTHICSYHBIX T'OJI0B, HE
UMEET HUKAaKOH OIOpBl, KpOME JEHEr, KOTOpPYI IPHUHOCAT HMIIOPTHBIE YHHUTa3bel. B
CYLUIHOCTH, MMe€sl IO HBIHEIIHEMY CTaHJIapTy BeCh OOJIbIION <«JKEHTIEMEHCKUH Habop»
(xopomuii aBTOMOOUITB, TOJHYIO CBOOOJY B CpPEICTBaX, MBUIKYIO JTIOOOBHHUILY, CBSI3U B
CpeIHeH M BBICIICH YNHOBHOW Mepapxuu, 0e3 uero u OmsHec — He OM3HEC), TEpOl HE UMEET
HUYEro, KpoMe JieHer (a U UxX coOupaeTcs yNnoJOBHHHUTH ObIBIIAs jKe€HA ¢ JTF0O0BHUKOM). OH
MOKYMAaeT JIeHbIaMH U MOJXATUMaKeM U YMHOBHBIE CBS3M, U MOJIOJIYIO JIFOOOBHHUILY, U J10Yb,
HE 3a/JlyMbIBasCh O/apuBas ee, a Ta eme U (oipkaer... IlycToTa, KOTOpas HakaThIBaeT Ha
repost pOMaHa, MOXKET Pa3pelIuThCcsl YeM-TO MOAJUHHBIM, HampuMmep, BcTpedel ¢ I'puOHbIM
LapeM, JIereHJa O KOTOpOM IIpUHECEHa W3 JIeTCTBA, HO, M OH, KaK MbI YK€ 3Hacewm,
OKa3bIBACTCSI THUJIBIM. . .

The 3" International Conference of the HK Russia * Eurasia Research Project



CnoBecHOCTb U pyCcCKUM KyabTypHbIN Ko B Hayase XX| Beka 130

Cxoxyro cutyanuio orpaxkaer u pomad E.I'pumxoBua «Acdanst». Boobme 310
IMcaTellb, KOTOPBIM B CBOEM TBOPYECTBE IOCIEIHUX JIET CyMeEN MO0Ka3aTh (BO3MOXKHO, U HE
Kellasi 3TOro) BOUCTHHY OBITUHHYIO WYCTOTY IIOKOJCHHS CETONHSAIIHUX TPHILATH-
copokaieTHuX. [loKoNleHHs, BOBJIEYECHHOTO B IMOTOHIO 3a HEKUMH (aHTOMaMu (ycmex,
Kapbepa, 00s13aTebHOe nepecenaeHue B MOCKBY, €ClIM HE IOBEJIOCh 3[1€Ch POJUTHCS, OE3IKU
B [Tapuxk, Beyepa B cymun-6apax, MHOr04acoBO€ TOTYEHHE B MOCKOBCKUX ITPOOKax), KOTOpbIE
Ha CaMOM Jeje SBJIAIOTCS INUPMOM, IPanupOBKOM IIyCTOTHI, ApanupoBkon «Hwuyrto» B
9K3UCTEHIIMAIBHOM ero cMblcie. [lorons 3a ¢eruimamu nornomaer Bce UX )KU3HEHHbIE CHUJIBL,
MUPaXH OJIM3KH U, KAKETCA, 0CIATaeMbl, HO KaK TOJbKO OHH PACTBOPSIOTCS B BO3AYXE, MbI
BUJUM Tepost ['pUIIKOBLA YETOBEKOM HECUACTHBIM U YHUUYTOKEHHBIM. B Takue MUHYTBHI OH
MMEET OJHO JKEJlaHWEe, B CYIIHOCTH, BIIOJHE IOHATHOE: KAYE€CTBEHHO HAIUTHCS, KOE M
peausyer.

I'epoit «Acdanpray, npeycrneparomuil OM3HECMEH, B XKH3HHU, B O0ILEM-TO, TOKE HE
MMeeT HUYEro HacTOsILEero, KpoMe cBoero OusHeca, BpouyeMm, 0ojiee pecrekTadenbHoro, 4eM
y nepcoHaxka IlosisikoBa: OH He TOPryeT MHOCTPAaHHBIMHM YHHMTAa3aMH, a J€JacT M0 3aKa3y
aBTOMHCIIEKIIMM JOPOKHBIE 3HAKHU, U 3Ta JEATEIBHOCTD Ja€T €MY yIOBIETBOPEHUE HE TOJIBKO
(uHAHCOBOE: OH HAXOIWT B HEHl COLMAIBHBIC CMBICIbBI, BOCIPHHAMAECT UX KaK XYIOXKHUK,
TBOpYECKas JTUYHOCTh, OOHAPY)KMBACT BIOJHE YOCAUTEIbHBIE TIOBOJBI (PHIOCOPCTBOBATH O
JIOPOKHBIX 3HaKax. B ocTaabHOM e KU3Hb reposi BBIMJISIIUT CKOJIb PECIIEKTa0eIbHO, CTOJIb U
ciryyaitHo. Ciy4aiiHbl Ipy3bs, ¢ KOTOPBIMH JIBAa pa3a B HEJEIIO HYKHO XOIUTh B CIOPT3all, a
1ocje MUTh KaKOW-TO MpO3payHblii, O€3BKYCHBIM U OUEHb IOJIE3HBIH Yaid, XOTS BCEM TPOUM
xogercst KypuTh. C 1py3bsiMU (B 00I1IEM, CITydailHBIMM 3HAKOMBIMU) CBSI3bIBAET JIUIIb PABHOE
OTCYTCTBHME XU3HEHHBIX LI€JIEd U MHTEPECOB, CYppOraroM KOTOPBIX BBICTYIAIOT CIOPT3al,
COBMECTHBIE MTOCELICHNS PECTOPAHOB, CYIIN-0apOB U TOMY MOJOOHBIX 3aBEJICHUH.

['pumikoBen] MacTEPCKU 3aKPYUMBAET CIOKET pOMaHa, B OCHOBE KOTOPOTO SBIIAETCS
CTOJIKHOBEHHS T'€posl C MOUIMHHBIM, HACTOSIIIIUM, HO 3TO HE CO3/1a€T HUKAKOI'O COOBITUITHOTO
pa3BUTHS, KPOME DPEATU30BAHHOTO JKEJIAaHWS KAYeCTBEHHO HAmMUThCS. W TepBbIM Takum
COOBITHEM SBJIIETCS CMEPTh HEKOT]a OUYEHb BaYKHOT'O YEJI0BEKA, CECTPhl MOCKOBCKOTO JIpYTa,
ITIOKPOBUTEILCTBOBABIIEH Muire B €ro mnepBbIX MOCKOBCKMX Imiarax. ['epoi morepsH,
IBITAETCA KaK-TO OOBACHUTH €€ HeJlenoe caMOyOMCTBO, MEUETCsl OT ClIeZoBaTeNs K JApYry,
OT JIpyra K )€H€, NbITACTCS] HAUTH 3aBA3KH... U HE HaXoAUT HU4ero. Tak ['pumikoser craBut
IIEPBYIO JIOBYIIKY YHMTATEIbCKOMY OXKUAAHWIO. YHTaTenb *XAET pa3BUTHS JETEKTUBHOTO
CIOKETa, HO OH J0 CEPEIMHBbI pOMaHa TaK M HE TPOTAETCsS C MECTA, a 3aTEM KaK-TO TEPSET
OCTpOTY, 3a0bIBaeTcs... Ho Ommke K KOHILy BHE3AITHO 3aBSI3bIBACTCS €11€ OJIUH JETEKTUBHBIN
CIOXET, IPUTOM ONACHOCTh OT HEKUX KPUMMHAJIBHBIX JIMYHOCTEN IPO3UT yxke camoMmy Muiie
— HO ¥ 3TOT CHOKET KaK-TO MPOCTO 3aKaHYMBAETCS, TaK U HE pa3BEpPHYBIIHCh. OTHOIIEHUS B
CeMbE MOTJIH Obl CTaTh OMIOPON CIO’KETA, BCIIBIXMBAET JJa)ke HEMOTUBUPOBAHHAS PEBHOCTH CO
CTOPOHBI KEHBI, HO U TYT JOBOJIBHO CKOPO BCE YIISKETCS. A 4TO JIeNaTh C AETbMHU U O YEM C
HUMU TOBOPUTH 110 BOCKPECHBIM JHSIM, Mullla TOKE€ HE OYEHb 3HAET.

Cro’keT 3TOro poMaHa MbITaJICSd Ha4aTbCsl HECKOJIBKO pa3 — HO TaK M HE Hayalcs: He
Ha yeM. He Ha cniopT3ae ke 1 He Ha 6aHe ero cTpouTh... [lycrora. ..
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B pacckaze ['pumkoBua «JleyeOHas cuia CHa» MUPAXHOCTb COBPEMEHHOTO OBITHS
oOperaer aHEKIOTHYECKHI A(QEeKT: ero repoil, MOrpyKEHHBIH B EHTHOTHYIO >XH3Hb
oucHOro MIaHKTOHA, CTPaZaeT XPOHUYECKHM HeAochimaHueM. OH CIHT B MOCKOBCKOM
npoOKe, XoTst Obl MUHYTY, TIOKa HE TPOHYJIACh BIEPEIH CTOAIIAs MAlllMHA, HA COBEUIAHUU Y
HavanbcTBa... IlomyunB komanmupoBky B Ilapmxk, oH cocrtaBiser cebe IUIaH HOYHOU
HKCKYPCHH II0 TOpoy (Apyroro BpeMEHH HET), BbI3bIBAET TaKCH... U 3achinaer! [lapux gaer
€My camoe Ba)KHOE, Yero HHUKAaK He JaBajla ajadHas u cyeriauBas Mocksa: coH! Pagocts u
ycHex MPUXOAAT K T'€pOI0 MOCJE CYACTIMBOM NApHKCKOM HOYM, KOTJa OH CIAJKO CHal — U
Oonpire HUYero... CoH Kak MOATUHHOCTH? B CyIIHOCTH, sBIIEHUE, IEHCTBUTEILHO, OYCHb
Ba)XHOE, HE0OXoauMoe, HO AocTarouHoe ju? Waeu, paau kKoTopoil moexan repo B Ilapmxk,
yBbl, HeT. Kak HeT ee M y NOJABILIOLICTO YHCIA HAIIUX COBPEMEHHHUKOB, KOTOpPBIE
OTIPABISIOTCS KTO B MOCKBY, KTO B pa3HOOOpa3HbIE 3arpaHUIlbl MMOTOCTUTH, OTAOXHYTb,
mopaboTaTs.

Hcmopuueckasa namamos u HQUUOHATbHAA UOEHMUYHOCMD

A MexIy TeM Takas ujaes HeoOxonuma. Ee MOKHO Ha3bpIBaTh KaK YrOAHO — PYCCKOM
ujeed, HalMOHAJIBLHOM WuJeel, TrocyaapcTBeHHOW wupaeonoruein. Ee 3amaueit  Oyner
(dhopMUpOBaHHE CTUHCTBA JTIOACH, MPUHAIICKAIINX OTHOW HAIIMH M TOCYIapCTBY, HA OCHOBE
HAUIMYHOCTHBIX UEJNEed M HWHTEPECOB — BEIb JTO EAUHCTBEHHOE, YTO MOXHO
MIPOTHBONOCTABUTh aTOMHU3AIMK OOIIeCTBA M IMpeBpalleHue Hauboiee MOJIOA0N u
MEPCIIeKTUBHOW €ro 4YactTu B OECCMBICICHHBIH O(QUCHBIM IUTAHKTOH, B OECKOHEUYHBIX
«MEHEKEPOB», 3alOJHUBIINX KPYIIHbIE TOPOJa, B MEPBYIO ouepeab, MOCKBY, U JIMILIEHHBIX
Y HaCTOSILIETO JieJ1a, U IEPCIEKTUBBI €r0 MOIYYUTh.

Ha ocHoBe yero Bo3MOXHO (QoOpMHpOBaHUE OOIE3HAYNMON HAIIMOHAIBHON uaeu?
Bo-niepBbIX, Ha BO3pOXKIEHUM HCTOPUUECKOW MaMATH KaK aKTyalbHOM COCTaBISIOIIECH
Ka)KJJOJJTHEBHOTO ObITHs uyenoBeka. COBpeMEHHBIH PYCCKUM (POCCUICKUI) UETOBEK MOXKET U
JIOJDKEH B CBOEH KaXIIOJAHEBHOM JKM3HU ONIyIIaTh Ce€Osl HACIETHUKOM THICSUYECICTHEH
KYJIbTYPHO-UCTOPUUYECKON TPAJTUIIHIH.

Bo-BTOpBIX, M1 COBPEMEHHOI'O YEJIOBE€Ka TOYHO TakK K€, KaK U BO BCE BPEMEHA,
HE00XOIMMO TIOHMMaHUE HCTOPUYECKOW MU CYHIECTBOBAHMS PYCCKOM IUBUIM3AINH H
JUYHON TPUYACTHOCTH K OSTOM 1enu. TONbKO TOTAa 4YeNOBEK OIIMYTHT ce0sl U YacThio
o0I1ecTBa, U 4WICHOM IrOCy1apCcTBa.

B camom nene, uTo 00beMHSAET PYCCKUX JIoJel mepBoro aecsaTuietus XX| Beka, -
MyCTh Pa300IEHHbIX, JIC30PHUCHTHUPOBAHHBIX B KYJIbTYPHO-UCTOPHUYECKOM, COIUATIBLHOM,
OBITUIHO-OHTOJIOTUYECKOM TPOCTPAHCTBE, YacTO HE CHOCOOHBIX BBIUTH 3a pPaMKH
OMmKalIeld COIMabHO-OBITOBOM cpenbl? B cymHOCTH, ABE BeHIM: S3BIK WU 00Imas
TBICSYENETHsIST ucTopus. Ho ecnum pomHBIM SI3BIKOM YEJIOBEK OBJIaJeBaeT 0e€3 YCHIIUH,
BIIUTHIBAs €r0 C MOJIOKOM MAaTepu, TO JJIs OBIAJCHHS MCTOpUEH M KYIbTYpOH TpeOyroTcs
BECbMa 3HAYUTEIbHBIE TPYAbl — U OT JUYHOCTH, KaK B MPOIECCE CTAHOBJICHHS, TaK U HA
MPOTSHKEHUHM BCEH JKM3HHM, W OT ONIDKaWIIed COIMalbHON cpefbl, B KOTOPOH co3peBaeT
YeNOBEK, OT IIKOJbI, C KOTOPOH CBSI3aHBI TEpBbIE MAECATh (TEmepb — OJUHHAANATH)
CO3HATEJIBHBIX JIET ero *)u3HW. Ho ecnu miKkosia u 1aeT HEeKUe MPEACTABICHHS 00 UCTOPUH U
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PYCCKOM KyJIbTYpe M JUTEpaType, TO OHHM CYIIECTBYIOT (KaKoe-TO BpeMsi) B CO3HAHUU
BBIIYCKHUKA caMH MO cebe, a ero OQUCHO-MEHEKepCKas KH3Hb (a eme Jydie —
YMHOBHHYBE-YIIPABIICHYECKAs1) — BHE BCSIKOW CBSI3M CO IIKOJIBHBIMH WJIM YHUBEPCUTETCKUMU
(BYy30BCKMMH) 3HAHUSAMHU TyMaHUTapHOTO npodumns. Takum oOpa3om, 4eIOBEK, BCTyHas BO
B3pPOCIIYIO KM3Hb, K TPUALATH TOJaM OUIylIaeT ce0sl He rpaKAaHMHOM CBOETO OTeuecTBa, a
MEHEKEPOM, KIIEPKOM, OOCTY>KMBAIOIIUM (€CIU yOACTCSl XOPOIIO YCTPOUTHCS) UHTEPECHI
TPAaHCHALIMOHAJIbHBIX MOHOIIOJIMKA. YBBI, TaK YCTPOEHAa COBpEMEHHas JKOHOMHKA, el
MOJIYUHEHBI COLIMATIBHBIE CTPYKTYPHI, €0 OMPEENAIOTCS COlMalibHble mpoiecchl. CMmeeM
MPEANONI0XKHUTh, YTO 3TO YCTPOMCTBO HE SBIISIETCS €IUHCTBEHHO BepHBIM. CKOpee, Ha000poT:
OHO HE TOJHKO HE YYUTHIBAET MCTOPUYECKUE TMEPCHEKTUBBI POCCUUCKON NUBHIU3ALUU H
rOCy/IapCTBEHHOCTH, HO TIPOTUBOPEYHT UM.

Hagartb ¢ Toro, 4ro monuparoTcs riiyOMHHBIC, BRIPA0OTAHHBIC BEKAMH HAIIMOHATBHON
KU3HU U ObITa MPHUHIMIIBI OTHOLICHWH, KOTJa KyJIbT JIMYHOTO ycCleXa IMPOCTO HE MOT
JOMUHUPOBATh B OOIIMHHOM (KOJUIGKTUBHCTCKOM, COOOPHOM) CO3HAHHH, KOTJIa CJIOBO U
YECTHOCTh ampHoOpH OBLIM 3HAYUTENBHO BaKHEe (PUHAHCOBOM COCTOSTENLHOCTH U
ONpeAeNsiIM  IEHHOCTh JIMYHOCTH, KOTJAa YHCTOILUIOTHOCTh IpeBajupoBaia  Hal
HEYUCTOIUIOTHOCTBIO W CYIIECTBOBAJIO IOHATHE HEPYKOMOXKATHOCTH, HEPYKOIOKATHOTO
YEJIOBEKA, KOTJ1a YECTh IIEHUJIAaCh 3HAYUTEIBHO BBIIIE COOCTBEHHOM YKU3HH.

Bo3HauKkaeT muIb BOMPOC: €CIIM 3TH YePThI, HEKOTJ]a YKOPCHCHHBIE B HAIIMOHATBHON
MEHTaJIbHOCTH, O€3BO3BPATHO KaHY/IH, OTKYyJa Mbl MOXXEM 3HaTh 00 WX OTIAJICHHOM BO
BPEMEHH CYIIECTBOBAHUU M KaK MBI MOXKEM CyIuTh O HuX? UTo 3a MHQOIOTUS HpexKHEH
MIPEKPACHOM JKU3HH, TPOTUBOMOCTABICHHAS HBIHEITHUM OOCTOATEIHCTBAM?

JTumepamypa xak ¢popma ucmopuueckoii coyuanuzayuu

Bort 31ech-T0 1 HauYMHAETCS camMOe BaXKHOE, Pajyl Yero, COOCTBEHHO, U HAIMCAHBI 3TH
CTPOKH. MBI MOXEM CyIuTh 00 3TOM 10 JuTeparype. IMeHHOo nuTepaTypa JOHOCUT JI0 HAC
LICpC?: JOCCATUIICTUA W BCKaA HpeI[CTaBJ'ICHI/Iﬂ [0) HOpMaX HaHHOHaHBHOﬁ KH3HU, CI/ICTeMy
IIGHHOCTGI\/'I, HpI/IHSITI)IX B O6HI€CTB€, JKN3HCHHBIX U HpaBCTBeHHBIX OpI/IeHTI/Ian JIydmmx ero
Mpe/ICTaBUTENeH, MOKa3bIBAET Ueall U aHTUUJEANl YeloBeKa, POpMHUpPYET B OOIIECTBEHHOM
CO3HAHUU TPEJCTABIEHUS O JOJDKHOM U HEIOJKHOM, O TOM camMOl HEPYKOIOKaTHOCTH
(cmoBo, nmaBHO cTaBiiee UCTOpu3MoM). Jlutepatypa dopmupyer Hamu mpeacTaBIeHUS 00
HCTOPUYECKUX COOBITUSAX U O JIFOJISAX, YUaCTBOBABIINX B HUX, — KAK OHU MBICIUJIH ce0sl, KaK
OIIYIIAJM B MPOCTPAHCTBE PYCCKOM HMCTOPHHM, YTO JBUTAIO HMMH, 3aCTaBJSAsA BEPIIUTH
I/ICTOpI/IIO, COBepIHaTI) HOCTYHKI/I, HeﬁCTBOBaTB BOHpeKI/I I/IHTCpecaM JINYHOTO HpGyCHG?[HI/IfL.
Nmenno ot JIleBa Toscroro mel 3HaeM o BowHe 1812 rtoma, or I'pmboemoBa — o
MHUPOOIIYIICHUH JeKaOpucTa HakaHyHe Bbixojga Ha CeHaTCKyIO IUIONIa/b, OT AJeKkces
Tonctoro — o [leTpoBckux mpeodpazoBaHusX, OT JJ0CTOEBCKOTO — O TOM, KaK YyBCTBYET ceOs
YEJIOBEK B TIEPHOJl YCKOPEHHOrO0 pa3BUTHUS KamuTaiu3ma. B 3TOM cMeicie repou
«[IpecTymnieHus: 1 Haka3zaHUS» BBITISIAT €/1Ba JIM HE HAIIMMH COBPEMEHHHKaMH, OCOOEHHO
€CIIH BCIIOMHHUTH «TEOPHUI0 IEeNbIX KadTaHoB» JIy)KMHA U MBICIH Teposi O TOM, «4TO BCE B
MHpE Ha JIMYHOM WHTEPECE OCHOBAHOY», - MO/ HEE MOJBOJIUTCS Iiejiass HaydHash KOHIICTIIIHSI.
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JIOCTOEBCKHMI MOKA3bIBACT, K YeMY MPUBOJIUT MOA00HAs UACOJIOTHS U YEIIOBEKa, U OOIIECTBO,
CTyNMBLIEE HA CE€HW IyThb. BOT TOJIBKO HAallM COBPEMEHHHMKHM JAJIIEKO HE BCErga MOTYT
MIPOYUTATH U TIOHATH POMaH, HATUCAHHBINA 0€3 MaJoro MoJiITopa BeKa Ha3a/l.

Jluteparypa SBISIETCS HOCUTENIEM CBO€OOPAa3HOr0 T€HETHYECKOT0 K0/1a, 6€3 KOTOpOoro
YeJIOBEeK M OOLIECTBO TEPAIOT INPEEeMCTBEHHBbIE CBA3M II0 BEpPTHKAIM BpeMeHH. UYepes
JUTEPATypy YEIOBEK II0Jy4YaeT HAKOIUICHHBIM CTOJICTUSMHU OINBIT HALMOHAJIBHOW >KU3HH,
YaCTHOT'O MOBEJCHMS, MAaHEPHI YyBCTBOBATh U NyMarb. M cuuTarh, 4TO 3TOT ONBIT apXanycH
U HENPHUMEHHM B COBPEMEHHBIX YCIOBHUSX (MOXKHO COCIAThCSA Ha INI00ATM3ALMIO), 3HAYMT,
OTKa3aTbCsl OT MPUHAAJICKHOCTH K COOCTBEHHOW HAIlMOHAIBHOW KynbType. B camom nere,
noyemy HenpuMeHUM? [1oTOMy YTO He Hy)KeH /s paboThl B HePTAHOM Kamnanuu? B kakoii-
n100 TpaHCHAIIMOHAIBHOW MOHOIOJMHU, TAE BIIOJIHE JOCTaTOYHO OETJIOr0 aHTJIMHCKOTO
s3pika? Jla, Tam, BeposITHO, Oojee BOCTpeOOBaH KyJIBT JTUYHOTO ycrexa JiroOoi IeHOH, U
aMEpPUKAaHCKOE KHHO OKa3bIBae€TCs, KOHEYHO, Oojiee MPHUBIIEKATEIbHBIM HOCUTEIIEM
colualIbHONW MHpOpMaLny, yeM pycckas autepatypa XI1X Beka.

A B camoM Jeine, 4eMy yduja pyccKas JIMTeparypa ABYX IOCIEIHUX cTojeTuil? B
JBYX CJIOBaX MOJYKHO CKa3aTh: OTBETCTBEHHOMY OTHOILEHHIO K COOCTBEHHOH >XU3HU U K
HAIMOHAJLHOU Cy/p0€, HacTauBas Ha TOM, YTO CJIIOKUTCSI OHA TaK WJIM MHAYE MPH JIAIHOM U
HEINOCPEACTBEHHOM YYaCTHM Ka)XKJIOTO 4YeJlOBEeKa. DbEe30TBETCTBEHHOE OTHOUIEHHE K
COOCTBEHHOM XM3HH W HEITOHMMaHUE HAIIMOHAIBHOW CYJIhOBI TPAKTOBAIOCH KaK 0O0JIE3HB, O
4eM IpsIMO CKa3al B MPEIUCIOBMM K CBOeMy poMaHy «['epoil Hamero BpEeMEHHU»
M.IO.JIepmoHTOB, yKa3aB OOIIECTBY Ha CHMIITOMbI M HacTaWBas Ha HEOOXOJUMOCTHU
«rOpbKUX JieKapcTB». KynbT nuuHoro ycnexa c npespenuem otsepr Yankuii («'ope ot yma»
A.C.I'puboenoBa), yTBepak/iasi CBOE IIPABO CIY)KUTh U THEBHO OTKAa3bIBASCh MPUCITYKUBATHCS.

KoHneuyHo, 4TOOB!I «BBIYHUTATH» 3TO BCE, HY)KHO HAyYUTbCS YUTATh — TOMY U JOJKHBI
CIIYKUTb IIKOJIBHBIEC YPOKHU I10 JUTEPATYPE. YBBI, OHU JAJEKO HE BCETJa JOCTUIal0T CBOMX
ueneil. CoBpeMEHHBIN BBIMTYCKHHUK 3a4acTyl0 BBIHOCUT U3 HHUX MBICIIb O HEKOM abCTpaKkTHOM
ryMaHU3Me, YTBEPK/IaeMOM CIIOBECHOCTBIO, a TaK )K€ a0CTPAaKTHbIE PA3MBIIIJICHUS O TOM, YTO
«4eJI0BEYECKasl JKM3Hb €CTh BbICHIAs LEHHOCTb». HO eciaum MMEHHO paau 3TOH MBICIIH
CO37]aHbl TOMa PYCCKOM KJIACCHMKM, TO KakK IMOHATh pa3MmbluuleHus Ilerpymmu ['puHeBa mon
BHUcenMIEeH, korga CaBenbud IPOCUT €ro, CIUIIOHYB, «IIOLENOBAaTh 3JI0ACK pYyuKy»: <«
npeamnoven Obl caMylo JIIOTYIO Ka3Hb TaKOMY IOJUIOMY YHM)KEHUIO». 3HauuT, 1y [leTpymu
€cTh Kakue-To OoJjiee 3HAauMMble LIEHHOCTH, YEM €ro >KW3Hb: OH TOTOB HE pa3lyMbIBas
IIOBTOPUTH OTBET BEJIMKOIYIIHBIX TOBAapUILEH CBOMX CaMO3BAHIy M PACCTAThCS C KU3HBIO,
KaK TOJIKO YTO CJiealii KanuTaH MUPOHOB U JIpyTHe ero TOBapuIIM 0 00OPOHE KPETOCTH,
- HO HE PaccTaThbCs C YECThIO, KOTOpask BaKHEE JUIS TEpOosl. ..

Hcemopuueckaa euna pycckoi aumepamypot?

OrnsapiBasich Ha onmbIT XX Beka, MHorue mwucarenu u B CoBerckoit Poccum, u B
OMHUIPALMU BO3JIOKWIM HA PYCCKYIO JIMTEPATypy BHHY 3a HCTOPHYECKHE TOTPSCCHHS,
BBINABIIKE Ha Hamry jnoito. Ha 3anmane 3Ta Touka 3peHHs apryMEHTHPOBAJIACh CIIEIYIOIIUM
00pa3oM: UMEHHO JINTePaTypPHbI 00pa3 PyCCKOro 4elloBeKa, TO Pa3IOMaHHOTO U JIIICHHOTO
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1esnbHOCTH, Kak OHerud uin [ledopuH, To 6e31eaTeNnbHO-co3epaTeabHoro, kak O6JI0MOB Ha
CBOEM JIMBaHE, TO HEOOpPAa30BaHHOTO M JICHMBOTO, Kak MurpodaHyiika, Opsdymmics 3a
MaTYIIKHHON FOOKOHM, YHH3MJI PYCCKHX B Tja3ax EBpombI M NpencTaBuil JIETKOW J0ObIYEit
nepen BepmaxTtom, korma paspabarteiBaiicsi mian «bapbapoccay. Hemisl paccuuThiBanu
BCTPETUTh 31eCh CIUIOMHBIX OO610MOBBIX... Pycckas nurtepaTypa oOMaHyla MX, BHYLIUB
JIOXKHBIE MPEJICTABICHUS O PyCCKOM UY€JIOBEKE, U ATOT 0OMaH CIIUIIKOM JI0pOro CTOWJ HaM.

Jig nucartenedl MHOTO HCTOPUYECKOTO OIbITa, JJIA IO3HABIIMX PENPECCUU U
NOJHABIIMX JIAr€PHYI0 TEMY, MMEHHO T'yMaHMCTHYECKHUH madoc pycCKOW uTepaTypsl
OOHapYKWJI TIOJHYI0 HECOCTOSTEIBHOCTh. «MHe KaxkeTcs, - nucan Bapnam [llamamos, - 4To
YeJIOBEK BTOPOM IIOJOBUHBI JBAALATOIO CTOJETHS, YEJIOBEK, IIEPEKUBIIMN BOMHBI,
PEBOJIIOLIMM, MOXKaphl XHUPOCHMBI, aTOMHYIO OOMOy, IpenaTenbCcTBO U CaMOE IJIaBHOE,
BeHyYarollee Bce, - n1o30p Konbimbl u neueit OcBeHIIMMA, YEJIOBEK... IPOCTO HE MOMKET HE
[OJIONTH HMHa4Ye K BOIpPOCaM HCKyccTBa, yeM panbiue" 1. Ilo mblcin mucarens, cama
ryMaHHMCTHYECKasi JIMTEpaTypa CKOMIIPOMETHpPOBaHa, MO0 JEeHCTBUTENBHOCTh BOBCE HE
OKazajach COOTHOCMMaA C ee uieasamu: "Kpax ee I'yMaHUCTHMYECKHX HAEH, UCTOPUYECKOE
IIPECTYIUIEHNE, NPUBEALIEE K CTAIMHCKUM JarepsM, kK nedaMm OCBEHLIMMA, JOKa3alu, 4YToO
HWCKYCCTBO W JIUTEPATYypa - HYJIb. [IpU CTONKHOBEHHMH C pEaJIbHOM >KU3HBIO 3TO - IJIaBHBIA
MOTHB, TJIABHBII BOIIPOC BpeMEHHU'"2. DTOT K€ MOTHB HEJOBEPHUS KIACCHUECKOUN JTUTEpaType
capiuutes Uy A.M.ComkenunpiHa - oT nojieMuku ¢ JlocroeBckuM, ¢ ero "3anuckamu u3
meptBoro aoma" ("Korzma uuraemspb onMcaHue MHHUMBIX YXKAcOB KaTOPKHOM KHU3HU Yy
JIOCTOEBCKOr0, - MOpaXxaelbCs: Kak MOKOMHO UM ObLIO OTOBIBAaTH CPOK! Be/Ib 3a JIECATH JIET Y
HUX He ObIBaNio HU ojHOTO 3Tamna!" - "B kpyre nepom") 1o nonemuku ¢ YexoBbiM ("Eciu Ob1
YexOBCKMM MHTEJUIMIEHTaM, BCE ra/laBLUIMM, YTO Oy/eT yepe3 ABallaTb-TPUILATh-COPOK JIET,
OTBETWJIN OBl, YTO Yepe3 COpok JieT Ha Pycu Oyaer mbITouHOE clieAcTBUE <...> - HU OJIHA Obl
YeXOBCKas IMbeca HEe JOoIa MO0 KOHIA, BCE IepoM MONIUIM Obl B cyMmacumeamui gom" -
"Apxunenar ['VJIAT™).

Peur y IllanamoBa u CoKEHUIIBIHA WJET O HAWBHOM T'yMaHU3MeE, TPAKTYIOLIEM
yesioBeKa BeHIIOM BceneHHol u caMuM CMBICIIOM ee cyuiecTBoBaHus. [Ipu cToikHOBEHUU C
peaIbHBIMM TPOTHUBOPEUMSIMH SKU3HM, TeM O0oJieeé € HCTOPUUYECKUMH KaTaKJIM3MaMu,
nojo0Hasi MO3UIMA OOHApPYKUBAET CBOIO MOJHYIO HECOCTOSTEIBHOCTb, @ «Ta JKaJKas
uaeosioruss "4eNmoBEeK CO3JaH Ul CYaCThs''», BHYIICHHas JMTEPaTypol, BbIOMBaeTCA
«TIEPBBIM YAapOM HapsiAuuKoBa apbiHa» («Apxumnenar ['YJIAT»).

Jlymaercs, 4TO U B TOM, U B JPYTOM CiIydac pedb UAET O JOKHOW U HEKOPPEKTHON
UHTEpIpeTanuu TiyouHHOro uzaeiHoro madoca mutepatypsl XIX — XX BekoB. B Heil
COJIEp’KaINCh HE TOJIBKO MJIEH O CHaCThe, /Il KOTOPOro CO3[aH 4YEeJOBEK, KaK NTHUIA I
oJieTa, BbhICKa3aHHbIE HAMBHBIM (IO aBTOPCKOM ke olieHke) repoeM Koponenko, mucarens
OYeHb IIYOOKOIr0 M CJIO0XHOTO, HO YTBEp)KJalach, MOBTOPUMCS, MBICIb 00 OTBETCTBEHHOM
OTHOILICHUM dYeJoBeka K Mupy. OO OTBETCTBEHHOCTH JMYHOCTH 32 COOCTBEHHYIO YECTb,
KOTOpass BOMCTHUHY JOPOXE CYACThsl W JKU3HU, U HAIMOHAIBHYIO CYyIbOy, 32 KOTOpPYIO U

1 Bapnam llanamos "Hosas nposa". // Hoevuit mup. 1989. Ne 12. C. 60.
2 Tam swce. C.61.
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KHU3Hb TOJOXHUTb HE >KaIKo. VM MBI MOXEM NPUIOMHUTH HE TOJIBKO O€37esTeNbHbIX
Oo6nomoBa ¢ OHErnHBIM, HO U T€POEB COBCEM Apyroro ckiana: Yankoro, [lerpymy I'punesa,
Tarbsiny Jlapuny, kHs3a Awnzapes, Huxonas PocroBa, neckoBckux JleBmy u artamana
[TnaroBa... Ilemyro ramepero 00pa3oB NPaBEIHWUKOB, CO3MAaHHBIX O3TUM TIHCATEIEM B
OTHOMMEHHOM LIUKJIE.

DyHKIMEH IuTepaTyphl B YCIOBUSX JIUTEPATYPOLIEHTPU3MA PYCCKOM KYIbTYpPbI ObLIO
(dbopMHpOBaHKE HALMOHAIBHO 3HAUYMMBIX 00pa30B KYJIbTYPHBIX I€poeB, ¢ KOTOPbIMHU U I10
cell IeHb caMOUJeHTUUIMPYETCs JII000H IrpaMOTHBIHN uestoBeK. OHU «00XKHUBaOT» UCTOPUIO,
JIENIal0T €€ IIOHATHOM, OJMM3KOW M «JIOMalIHEel», CO3Jal0T ajIrOpUTMbl IIOBEIEHUS B
pa3HOOOpa3HBIX )KU3HEHHBIX CUTYalUsAX, POPMHUPYIOT CUCTEMY OBITOBBIX M OHTOJIOTHYECKUX
neHHoctei. OOpa3pl JUTEpaTypHBIX TEpOEB, IMEPElIeNINX C KHIDKHBIX CTpaHUIl B
HAIIMOHAJILHOE CO3HATEeNbHOE M Oecco3HAaTeNbHOE, CTABIIMX HAIMOHAJIBHO 3HAYMMBIMU
apXeTUIaMM, KaTeTOpUsAMH HALlMOHAJIBHOIO CO3HAHUS, KOTOPBIMHM MBICIWII PYCCKUI YEIIOBEK
ellle COBCEM HeAaBHO, C(hOPMUPOBAHBI JINTEPATYPOI MPEAIIECTBYIOIIUX CTOJIETUH.

CXxoXyl0 pojb wurpaja JuTepaTypa COBETCKOIO I€puoja, B TOM  YHCIE
COLIMAJIMCTUYECKOTO  pealu3Ma, OpPUEHTUPYS  4YEJIOBEKAa, JIMIIEHHOIO  PEBOJIIOLUEN
BAKHEHIINX OBITUHHBIX, OHTOJIOIMYECKUX ONOp (PETUTHO3HBIX, KYJIbTYPHBIX, COLMAJIbHBIX,
IIPaBOBbIX ), B UICTOPUYECKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE COBETCKOM 3IOXH, CO3/1aBasi MU(OJIOTHUIO HOBOTO
MHUpa, HOBBIX KylIbTypHBIX TepoeB (IlaBenm Kopuarmn, Anexceir TypOun, Iletp Ilepssriid,
repor Ainekcest Toncroro, Buxpos u I'pammanckuid, repou «Pycckoro neca» Jl.JIeonosa,
Bonann m Macrep, renepan CamMcOoHOB M NOIKOBHUK BopotbiHues, repou «KpacHoro
Koneca» A.ComxeHunpiHa), oObSCHsS OBITUHHBIA CMBICI CBEPUIMBILIUXCS HCTOPHUUYECKUX
KaTakiau3MoB. JlutepaTypa co3zaBana o0pa3 COBETCKOIO KOCMOCA U YKOPEHsIa TaM YesloBeKa,
OTKpBIBas Mepel HUM CMBICI €r0 UCTOPUYECKOTO ObITHS. MOKHO TOBOPUTH O TOM, YTO 3TOT
KOCMOC OKa3aJICsl HEMPOYHBIM, UCTOPUYECKUE LIEJIH, ITOCTABJICHHBIE UM, HEJOCTUXKHUMBI, HO
MMEHHO JIUTepaTypa co3jajia CTOJIb MPUTATATENIbHBIM 00pa3 COBETCKOIO MUpPA, YTO OH CTaj
HallMOHAJIBHOM MJeel OrPOMHOM CTPAaHBI, MUPOBOW JEpPKaBbl Ha MPOTSIKEHUU HECKOJIBKUX
necstunetuii. O0pa3 Mupa, CO3JaHHOTO COBETCKOM JInTepaTypoil, popMupoBai uaea )KU3HH,
NpUOIMKEHHE K KOTOPOMY OOYCIIOBUJIO HCTOPUYECKHUE II€JIM HECKOJBKMX COBETCKUX
nokojeHuid. M XOTs 3TOT ujaean Tak M He ObUI JAOCTUTHYT, OH 00jajaeT HECOMHEHHOU
LIEHHOCTBIO, U MOXHO JIM OT HETO C MpeHeOpeKEeHNEM OTBEPHYThCS HBIHEIIHEMY MTOKOJIEHHUIO,
KOTOpOe He cMOrJjo (Toka He cMoriio?) BelpaboTaTh AJis ceOs U CBOMX JIETeH HEe TO YTOOBI
uzeais, HO XOThb CKOJIbKO-HUOY/Ab BHATHYIO MCTOPMYECKYIO NEPCIEKTHUBY, KOTOpas He OblLia
OBl CBSI3aHA C KypCOM MHOCTPAaHHOM BaJIIOTHI U LIEHOM Ha He(PTh?

KoneuHno, pycckoii mutepatype XX Beka UCTOPHSI HEM30€KHO NMPEABIBUT U CBOIl cUeT.
CinmkoM yX MHOTME Ba)KHEWINME acCleKThl HAalWOHAJIBHOM JKA3HM OKa3aUCh HE
3areyaTyieHbl OT€YECTBEHHBIMU XYA0KHUKAMU CJIOBAa — HU B METPOIOJIMU, HU B AMUTPALINH,
HU B MOTa€HHOW JUTEeparype. A cTano ObITb, Celysd PyCCKON TPaJUIMU, OCTAINUCH (XOUeTCs
HAJESThCSI, 10 BPEMEHU) HE OCMBICIEHBl HAIMOHAJIBHO-UCTOPUUECKUM CO3HAHUEM JIIOJIEH,
KUBYIIMX yke B Hauaie XX| Beka. He mpenomiieHHBIE XyT0XKECTBEHHO, OHH OyATO HE
OTpa)XeHbI B HAIMOHAJIbHOM namATH. TakoBbl KpoHIITaATCKOE BOCCTaHME TapHU30HA TOpoaa
U JKUNaXeW HEKOTOphIXx Kopabnei bantuiickoro ¢mora mpoTuB BiaacTu OOJBIIEBUKOB,
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BOCCTaHHME KPECThSHCKOW apMuu aTamMaHa AHTOHOBa Ha TamOOBIIMHE W €ro IOJaBIICHUE
Kpacnoit apmueit noj komanmoBanueMm TyxaueBCKOro (Jumib JiBa pacckaza CoJKEHHUIbIHA
1990-x romoB), ronon Ha FOre Poccuu B Havane 1930-x rogoB (wmib pacckasbl TeHIpsKOBa),
roHeHue Ha llepkoBb W yHuYTOXXKEHHME cBsimieHcTBa. Jla u ydactue Poccum B IlepBoi
MHUPOBOM BOIfHE He Hamwia Obl OTpakeHHe B JMTEparype, eciau Obl He «ABTYCT
UYeteipHaanaroro» A.N.ComkeHuUbIHA.

Tak yX CI0XKUJIOCH B MOCIEIHUE IBE-TPU COTHU JIET, YTO BCAKHUM PYCCKUN MOCTUTAT
UCTOpPUYECKHE CYIb0bI CBOEH CTpaHbl, 00peTaa HallMOHAIBHYIO IPUHA/ICKHOCTD, BIUTHIBAJ
KYJIBTYPHBIE TCHBI CBOCH HAIMK — U3 JUTEepaTypsl. Uepe3 autepaTypy npuodiiaics Kk oopa3y
MBICJIEM M OIIYIIEHUIO OBITUS aBHO YIICAIIWX MOKOJICHHM, OOpeTall ¢ HUMU KPOBHYIO U
rIyOOKO JMYHYIO CBsSi3b. B 3TOM H COCTOSUIO TO, YTO MBI TPUBBIYHO HA3BIBAEM
JTUTEPaTypPOLICHTPU3MOM PYCCKOM KYIbTYphl. M 3TO KauecTBO MbI yTpaTHIIH.

Ympama numepamypouyenmpuzma

Bcero nBa nmecsatuierus Hazal Mbl ObLIM CBHAETENSIMH IOCIETHEH HAa CE€il MOMEHT
BCIIBIIIIKM BOMCTHHY BCEOOIIEro MHTepeca K juteparype. To Obu1 koHer 1980-x — Havano
1990-x, xorma THpPaXH «TOJCTBIX» JKYPHAJIOB B3JICTEIM HAa HEBEPOATHYIO BBICOTY, a
myOauKanuss  J000ro  3aJepKaHHOTO mpowm3BeAcHHs, Oyab To «Cobaube cepame»
M.bynrakoBa wm xe «HoBoe HasHaueHue» A.beka BBI3BIBAIIO BCEOOIIMIT W CaMblIit
UCKpeHHUI uHTepec. Jluteparypa BOcCCTaHABIMBAIa HAPOJIHYIO HCTOPUYECKYIO MaMSTh,
OyATO BKJEUBajda BbIPBaHHBIE M pACTep3aHHbIC CTPAHUIBI B KHUTY HAI[MOHAJIHHOTO
ucropudeckoro ObiTus. Toraa u mpeacTaBuTh ObLJIO HEBO3MOXKHO, YTO MIJIJTMOHHBIE THPAXKHU
rojia uepes JBa ynajayT Tak, yTo He OyAyT HaOUpaTh U THICSYH. ..

JlutepaTtypa Ha THa3ax COBPEMEHHOTO TIOKOJEHHS TiepecTaeT ObITh cdepoit
HAI[MOHAJILHOTO CaMOCO3HaHMsI, HalMOHaJIbHOW camopediekcuu. Ceifuac nureparypa
yTpaTuia BaXXHEHIIYyI0 CBOIO (YHKIHMIO — OPUEHTHPOBATh 4YEJIOBEKa B HCTOPHUYECKOM
MIPOCTPAHCTBE, OINpPEAEATh €ro ObITHiHbIE opueHTHphl. OHa mnpeBpaTwiack B (GopMy
3aHMMATEIbHOIO W HEO0O0S3aTeNbHOI0 J0Cyra, UYTEHUE TMepecTano ObITh MPECTHUKHBIM
3aHATHEM. B pe3ynbTare KHM)XKHBIA PBIHOK 3alOJHUIICS MPOAYKTAMU COBEPIIEHHO HHOTO
poja, mpejuiararpliiie B KauecTBE KYJIbTYPHBIX repoeB coBpeMeHHocTu [lamy Bacuibey,
JIOMOpPOILIEHHOTO ~ JeTeKkTuBa M3 cepuana JlonmoBoi, wim ke Danpopuna wu3
MICEBIOMCTOPUUYECKOTO POMAHHOTO TPOEKTa AKYHUHA.

B pesynbraTe yTparhl IUTEpaTypOil MPUCYIIETO €l Ha MPOTSHKEHUU TPeX MOCIEAHHUX
CTOJIETHH BBICOKOTO CTaTyca B PYCCKOH KYyJbType, TPAAUIMOHHO JUTEPaTypOLIEHTPUYHOM,
BO3HHK ONIYTUMBII BaKyyM, 3alIOJTHUTh KOTOPBI MOKa HEYEM.

MoOXHO 51 CBSI3BIBaTh TOJOOHYIO CHUTYyaIlMi0 OBITHHHOTO BakyymMa C yTpaTou
KYJIBTYPHOT'O JINTepaTylpoueHTpusma? Jlymaercs, 4ro 1a. MexaHu3Mbl KyJIbTyphl ITOKa €I11e
HE BO BCEM HM3YY€HbI, HO yTpaTa JUTEPATYypOl CBOETO TPAJAUIMOHHOIO CTaryca U MOTeps
npeXxHUX (QYHKIUI He Moria okas3arbes Oez0one3HeHHOH. U 31ech Mbl ¢ HEM30€KHOCTBIO
TOBOPHM O pOJHM TOCYAapCTBA B TOJJCpKAaHUU (UIM K€ B IIOJIHOM HEOpEeKEeHUN)
XYJ0’KECTBEHHOTO CJIOBA U €ro BO3/EHCTBUS Ha COBPEMEHHUKA.
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Jumepamypa u eénacmo

OrnsHeMcs Ha BpeMeHa coBeTckue. [Ipomuio Bpemst OpaHuTh COLPeaIn3M, COBETCKYIO
BJIACTb, HCKOPDEHEHHE WHAKOMBICIHA B Jjureparype. HeratuBHble BO3IeHCTBUSA Ha
CIIOBECHOCTb TOIO IIpOLIECcCa, KOTOPBIA B COBPEMEHHOM JIMTEPAaTYpPOBEIECHUU IIOIYYHII
Ha3BaHME «OrOCYAAPCTBIICHUE» JIMTEPATyphbl, XOPOIIO H3BECTHBI. Ero XepTBod mnamu u
OTJIENIbHbIE IIUCATENH, U LIEJIblE JINTEPATyPHbIC HAIIPaBJIEHUS (HOBOKPECThSIHCKAS JINTEPATYpA,
npeacraBieHHas umeHamu C.Ecenuna, Il.BacunbeBa, C.KmtoeBa, A.'anuna, wuimm xe
abcypausm OBDPUVYToB [[.XapMmca, K.Barunosa, A.BBenenckoro). Ho He TONBKO JIHIIb K
YHUUYTOKEHUIO TMcCaTeNedl M  JIMTEpaTypHbIX HallpaBJI€HWHW CBOJMJIOCH BHHMMAaHHE
rocynapctBa k Jjutepatype. [lepBwiii cbe3n coBerckux mnucatenedt (1934) o3nameHoBan
IIPUHLMIIMAIBHO HOBBIM XapaKTep OTHOILICHUW JIMTEpPaTypbl U BJIACTH, KOIZlA CIOBECHOCTD
CTaHOBHUTCA TOCYAApCTBEHHBIM JI€JIOM, a MHCATENbCKUH TPYA — BOCTPEOOBAaHHBIM U
obmecTBeHHO 3HaunMbIM. Co3naercss Coro3 nucaresneid, popmupyercs (BIepBble B MUPOBOI
ucropun) JlurepaTypHbIi HWHCTUTYT, TOTOBAMIMHA MNPO(ECCHOHAIBHBIX JIMTEPATOPOB,
OpraHu3oBaH akagemudeckuil MHcTuTyT MUpOBOM JIuTepaTypbl uM. M.I'opekoro. 1 Bce atu
COOBITHSI ~ CTAHOBATCA  OOBEKTOM  KOJIOCCAJBHOTO  OOIIECTBEHHOTO  BHUMAHMA,
BOCIPHUHUMAIOTCS JIIOJbMHU TPUILATBHIX TOJ0B TaK K€ OCTPO U C TOM K€ IOpAOCThIO, KaK
nepenet B CIIA gepe3 CeBepHBIi NOJIIOC U SIIOIIES CIIACECHUS YEITFOCKUHLIEB.

Wuorpa, mnpaBna, MNPUXOAUTCS —CIHBILATh  CIEAYIOLIEE: MAacCOBOE OTKPBITHE
JUTEPaTypHBIX W3JaHui, noxnepkka Jlutuncruryra, Coroza mucartened M Ip. HE MOIJIO
OCYILIECTBIIATBCS BHE TOHEHUN Ha MHcaTeled M JMTEpaTypHbIE TEYEHMs, KOTOpBIE HE
COOTBETCTBOBAJIM O(QHUIMATBbHON Haeonorud. Mel mojaraem, 4rto 3TO He Tak. B naHHOM
cllydae pedb HJET O PAa3HOHAIPABJICHHBIX M JIaXe MPOTHUBOPEUYMBBIX BEKTOpPAX COBETCKOM
CUCTEMBl U COBETCKOM MOJUTHKH, KOTOpas Hecja B ce0e Kak IiyOodalluii TymMaHu3M U
M000Bb K 4YENOBEKY (MpUMeEpbl M3BECTHBI, CPEIM HHUX — JIMKBUAALUSA OECHpPU30PHOCTH,
CIUIOIIHAs TPaMOTHOCTb, OTCYTCTBHE O€3/10MHBIX, IOTOJIOBHOE CpeaHee oOpa3oBaHUeE,
BCEOOIINI TOCTYN K MEIUIUHCKOMY OOCIIY>)KHBaHUIO U MHOTO€ JIpYTro€), TaK U JIF0JJOEJCTBO
I'VJIAT'A u Bcero, uTo ¢ HUM ObLI0 cBA3aHO. OJJMH BEKTOP MOUYTH HE MEPECEKaNCs C APYTHM,
OHU OYITO CYLIECTBOBAIM B Pa3HBIX M3MEPEHMSAX, MOITOMY 00 OJHOW 3MOXEe HamMcaH U
«Bacumuii Tepkun» A.TBapaoBckoro, U nponsutenbHas noBectb K.BopoObea «310 MBI,
locnonu!». A mo3uTuBHAs POJb JUTEPATYphl, KAKYI0 OHA UIpaja B COBETCKHE TOAbl, ObLIa
00yCIIOBJIEHa UMEHHO I'OCY/1apCTBEHHBIM BHUMAHUEM U MOJIEPKKOM.

HiMeHHO B pe3ysibTaTe rocy1apCTBEHHOTO BIMSHUS U MOAJIEPKKU BO3HUKIIO SIBJICHUE,
KOTOPO€ NOJIYYWJIO Ha3BaHME COLMAIUCTUYECKOro peanus3ma. He mMoHsATOE B COBETCKOMN
BpeMs (M3-3a HEM30€XKHOH HIEO0NOrH3aluu JH00ro ero (puaoJIoruuecKkoro MCciae0BaHus),
OCMEsTHHOE B TIOCTCOBETCKOE, ceifiuac OHO Bce Ooliee MpuBJIeKaeT BHUMaHKUE UCCIeioBaTeNeH.
IlocTenneHHO CTaHOBUTCA SICHBIM, YTO COLMAJIMCTUYECKUN peai3M YIOBJIETBOPSUI OUEHb
Ba)XHOI o0mecTBeHHON moTpedHocTH. Korma peBosrornued ObUIM YHUUYTOXKEHBI MPEXKHHE
COLIMAJIbHBIE HWHCTUTYTHI, OOIIECTBEHHBIE CBS3M HapylIEHbl, MOpajlb, OCHOBaHHAas Ha
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00IIIeUEeIOBEUECKUX MPUHIIUIAX, OOBABIsIACH Oyp)Kya3HOH, pEeNUrHs TPaKTOBAlIaCh Kak
onmuyM Juid Hapopaa, a lLlepkoBp monBeprajiach HEBHJAHHBIM TOHEHHUSM, - OOIIECTBO
HYXJaJOCh B CJOBE, CIIOCOOHOM OpraHM30BaTh pACMAJAIOMIMNACS MHUp, JIAIIMBIIUICS
MIPEXHUX CBSI3€H U CTPYKTYp M He oOpeTimii HOBBIX. JIuTeparypa Moria cka3arb Takoe CJIOBO
U TroBopwia ero. FMMEHHO COLMAJINCTUYECKUH peaJu3M CTal TEM JIMTEpaTypHbBIM
HalpaBJIEHUEM, KOTOPOE CyMeJO I0Ka3aTh YEJIOBEKY, BBIOMTOMY W3 MPEXKHHUX COLHAJIbHBIX
A4YeeK, ero MecTo B CTaHOBsLeMcs Mupe. Jlureparypa oObsICHAJIA YUTATENI0 HOBBIA MMP,
TBOPSILUICSA Ha €ro Iasax, CTPYKTypupoOBaja €ro, ykasblBaja JIMYHOCTH MECTO B HOBBIX
COLIMANBHBIX CTPYKTypaX, (opMupoBana TMPEACTaBICHUS O YAaCTHBIX, COIMAJIbHBIX,
MCTOPUYECKHUX 3a/lauaX, yKa3blBaja MECTO B MUPO3JaHUU. DTO ObLIO OpraHUYHOE, WIYIIee
W3HYTpH JIUTEparyphl cTpemicHue. Jlureparypa Opama Ha ceOst (DYyHKIMIO OpraHu3alud
OGH.IGCTBa, JIMIIICHHOTO 6]31THI>1HBIX, OHTOJIOTHYCCKUX, PCIIMITMO3HBIX OPUCHTHPOB U KUCKOHHBIX
HPAaBCTBEHHbIX  LeHHOcTed.  MHbIMM  ciioBamu,  JMTeparypa  CTPYKTypHpoOBaja
IIOPEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIA  X@oc, TpeBpallaja €ro B HOBBIM IMOCIEPEBONIIOLUOHHBIN Kocmoc,
IpyjaBajga €My 4YepTbl FapMOHMM W BBICIIEH pPa3yMHOCTH, BIIMCHIBas B HETO YMUTATEI,
OOBSACHSAS €MY, B UEM COCTOAT PE3YJbTaThl [PAHAMO3HOW HCTOPUUECKOM JIOMKH, MIEPEKUTON B
IMpOIJIOM JCCATUIICTHH.

Coupeanusm Kaxk mughozennasn cmemuxa

YTparuB npexHio0 MU(OIOTH0, 00IIECTBO HYK/JAT0Ch B HOBBIX MH(aX, CIIOCOOHBIX
MIPEJICTABUTh PEBOJIOIUIO KaK »3I0XY IEPBOTBOPEHUS, PE3YJIbTaTOM KOTOPOU SIBISETCS
coBpeMeHHOe Mupo3aanue. M nureparypa oTBeTHiIa Ha 3Ty OOLIECTBEHHYIO MOTPEOHOCTD,
co3lana XydoXKeCTBEHHYI0 MU(OIOTHIO, KOTopasi (opMUpoBaia y YHTATeNIsl KapTHHY MHpa,
CBETJIOTO U MPEOOPaKEHHOTO, YCTPEMIIEHHOTO K HECOMHEHHBIM M OYE€BHIHBIM UCTOPUUECKUM
nepcnektuBaM. CoBeTckass MHUQOJOTHUS, CO3JaHHAS JIUTEPATypOH COIUATUCTUYECKOTO
peanusMa,  KOHCTpyHMpOBajga  KaTeropud  MBIIUIEHUS  CTPOUTENS  MPEKPaCHOTO
KOMMYHHCTHYECKOTO 3aBTpa.

Jluteparypa poxnaia Mu@ o PeBomonuum Kak O TpaHIMO3HOM HMCTOPUYECKOM
MpeoOpaKeHNH KOCMUYECKHMX MaciTaboB, TpHBEIIeM K coTBopeHHto Hosoro Mupa.
OcHOBHBIE KOHCTAHTHI 3TOro Mu(a ohopMuinch B uctopudeckoit snomnee A.Toncroro «Iletp
[lepBorit», B pomane H.OctpoBckoro «Kak 3akamsuiach cTaib», B KOJXO3HOM 3IOCE
M.IIIonoxosa «IlogHsATast HenuHay.

Psnom ¢ atum mMugom u onHoBpeMeHHO ¢ HUM TBopuics Mu¢p o Hoom UYenoseke,
repoe-nemuypre. Ero Borutomenuem crtan JleBuncon («Pasrpom» A.®Daneesa), IlaBen
Kopuarnn («Kak 3akamsmace cramb» H.OctpoBckoro), Kypumor («lopora na Oxean»
JI.Jleonoma). YepramMu Takoro Teposi CTAHOBSITCS AaCKETHU3M, OTCYTCTBHE JIMYHOW >KH3HU
(TF000BB CO3HATENBHO MPUHECEHA B KEpTBY PeBonmormu), skene3Has BOJs, CIOCOOHOCTh K
CTPOTOMY pallMOHAIILHOMY MBIIUIEHUIO, CHJIBHBIM JyX, BJIACTBYIOIIMM HaJ (PUINYECKU
C1a0bIM ¥ U3MOXACHHBIM TenoM. C Ha3BaHHBIMHU Y€pTaMU HOBOTO YE€JIOBEKa aCCOLUUPYETCS
XPUCTUAHCKUN MOTHB YKPOIIEHUS MJI0TH (IOTEPSIHHOE B O0pb0E 3I0POBBE), KEPTBEHHOCTH U
BOCXOXKJICHHE.
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B Ttoit Mmudonorndeckoii MoaeIM HOBOTO MHpa, KOTOpas CO3[aBaiach JTUTEPATypOu
COLIMAIMCTHYECKOTO pean3Ma, J1axke MPOCTPAHCTBO M BpeMsi 00peTalii 0coOble KOHCTAHTHI.
Bpewmsi, ucropus MOIIM BBICTYNIaTh KaK KOCHOE Hadajo, TpeOyrolee YCKOPEHHS IIEHOM
HEBEPOSTHBIX BOJICBBIX YCHIIUH Teposi-IEMUypra U €ro CIOABHKHUKOB, CHOCOOHBIX CXBATUTh
@dopTyHy 3a BOJOCHI U TIOBEPHYTH K ceOe JTUIIOM, PBAHYTh KOJIECO HCTOPHH U 3aCTaBUTh €T0O
kpytuthest ObicTpee («Iletp Ilepsrrit» A.Tonctoro). Mud o mobene Hamx BpeMEHEM cO3AacT
B.Karaes («Bpewms, Buepen!»).

CoBerckass MuQOJIOTHS TMPEoOpa3oBbIBAIA W MEPEOCMBICIISUIA XPUCTHAHCKHE U
SI3BIYECKHUE 00pasbl, MOTUBBI, CHOXKETBI, MEPETOJIKOBBIBasE MX B COOTBETCTBUU CO CBOMMHU
Hyxnamu. Haubonee oueBnHO 1MOJ00HOE NEpeOCMBICIIeHHE B poMaHe «Moitogasi rBapausi»
A.DaneeBa. OH OyKBaIbHO BIUTHIBACT B CEOs KAHOHMUECKHE XPUCTHAHCKUE MPEICTABICHHUS
(M 9TOT acmeKT XyJOKeCTBEHHOIO MHUpa poMaHa He ObUI 3aTPOHYT B XOZAE MepepaboTKH).
MoroiorBap/ieiiibl  OLIyIIAOT ce0s TOYTH TaK K€, Kak T[epBble XPUCTHAHE, UX
KOHCITUPATHBHBIC BCTPEYH BHIIISIAT KaK KATAKOMOHBIE COOpaHHMs, CBOIO MUCCHIO OHH BUJIST B
nponoBeu [lpaBnwl, B noHecenun bnaroit Bectu mo corpakigaH uepe3 JIMCTOBKH,
MepenucaHHble OT PYKH, Pa3MHOKEHHBIE CBOAKU COBUH(GOpMOIOpO; pamuopeun CranuHa
nepeaaT JApyr Apyry W ONWKHUM KaK ClIoBa amoCTOJBCKOM mpomnoBeaw; ¢uiard,
BBIBCIICHHBIC HA 7 HOSOPS, HAIOMUHAIOT IEPKOBHBIC XOpyrBU. KOHQIIMKT 1 ero pa3penicHue
BIIMCHIBAIOTCS B paMKHA TOW JK€ TPAAWIMM: Yy4acTBYS B OHTBE C CWJIAMH TbMBI U
WH(EPHATBHOTO 3J1a, MOJIOJOTBAPACHIIBI OIEPKUBAIOT O€3yCIOBHYIO HPABCTBEHHYIO TMOOETY
1 00pETarOT BEYHYIO KU3HB Uepe3 KEPTBCHHYIO CMEPTh.

3anmaua (GOpMUPOBAHUS COBETCKOW MICOMHU(DOIOTUYECKON CUCTEMBI CTABUJIACh Mepe]
HOBOH JINTEpaTypoii: OHa JOJDKHA Oblla «BOCHHMTATh HOBOTO YeJIOBeKa». B ompeneneHuw,
JAHHOM COITMAIMCTHYECKOMY peann3My B 1934 romy, roBOPHIIOCH O BaKHEHIIEH «3amaue
UICHHON TepeNleNIKu U BOCITUTAHUS TPYISAIIUXCS JIOAEH B qyxe coluain3may. ViIMeHHo 3Ta
JUTEparypa, co3AaBas HOBYIO MHQOJOTHIO, OPHEHTHpPOBAJa 4YeJOBEKa B HMCTOPHYECKOM
MpoCcTpaHCTBe XX BEKa, BOCIUTHIBaJIA €ro, (hopMHUpoBasia BBHICOKUE TyXOBHBIC HICANIBI U
MPOTUBOCTOSUIA BCE YCHIIMBAIOMIEMYCS Kapbepu3My € CTSKATeIbCTBY CTAJMHCKOM
Oropokparuu, ee 6e33aKoHMsIM, HapacTaromum pernpeccusm, [ YIIATY

Ymo enepeou?

OO0parasich K CErofHsIIHEMY IHIO, Mbl MOKEM KOHCTaTUPOBATh HEECTECTBEHHOCTh U
HEOPraHUYHOCTBH JJII PYCCKOTO CO3HAHMSI YTpaThl KyJbTYPHOIO JIUTEpaTypoLeHTpusMa. Ecnu
Oo0IIECTBO XOYET YTO-TO IMPOTHUBONOCTABUTH KYJIBTYPHOMY U HAEOJIOTMUYECKOMY BaKyyMy
COBPEMEHHOCTH, TO HEOOXOAUMO BCIIOMHUTh O €IUHCTBEHHOM M YHHKAJIbHOM B CBOEM pOJie
HOCHUTEJIE COIMAIIbHO-UCTOPUYECKON M KyJIbTYpHOH HMH(OpPMAMM — O XYA0KECTBEHHOMN
nuteparype. Ee yHUKaIbHOCTb COCTOUT B JIMYHOM U JIaXK€ HHTUMHOM OOpallleHHH K KaKaA0MY,
KTO Oeper B pyKH KHHUTY, B BO3MOXKHOCTH, OTKPBITOM M KaXAOro, OLIYTHUTHh cels
coBpemenHukoM Ilerpa Ilepsoro, Kyrys3oBa, IlyraueBa, u nmouyBcTBOBaTh, Kak OLIyLIaJIN
ce0ss B Te BpeMmeHa ['puHeB, KHA3b AHIpeil, Anekcamka MeHbnkoB. Tonbko i TOrO,
YTOOBl 3TO MPOU3OLLIO, HYKHO BOCHUTAaTh uumamesneti, CHOCOOHBIX U JKEJIAOIIUX
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pa3MBILLIATh, - OJHUX hucamened Mayo. TOJIbKO TOrjga pycckas JIUTEpaTypa CMOMKET
OlpaBlaTh Tepe] COBPEMEHHBIM M OyIyIIMM IOKOJIEHHEM (aKT CBOEro HCTOPUYECKOTO
CyILLIECTBOBAHUS.
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Erwartungshorizont

“Ob odnom postsovetskom literaturnom spore:

v sviazi s ‘bol’shoi teoriei””

Paper presented at the conference
"20 Years since the Disintegration of the Soviet Union: Looking Backward, Looking Forward,"

Asia-Pacific Research Center, Hanyang University, Seoul, Korea

October 6-7, 2011
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