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METOAOJIOI'IA ICTOPUYHUX JOC/IHIKEHD TA ICTOPIOI'PADIA

Y]IK 94 (438) V. Kirieieva
THE FRENCH REVOLUTION OF THE LATE XVIITH CENTURY IN MODERN
RUSSIAN HISTORIOGRAPHY

The article gives the analysis of the main directions of the French revolution’ research during the late
eighteenth century in modern Russian historiography. The attention emphasised on the process of gradual
departure from the Marxist interpretation of the revolutionary events in 1789-1799, and the beginning of a
scientific debate among historians on the pages of scientific journals in the late 80-s to mid 90-s of the XXth
century. Characterized the main approaches in modern Russian historical science regarding the
interpretation of key problems of the French revolution: the essence of feudalism, the characteristic of the
notion of absolutism, the place and role of the Jacobins in the revolutionary process, understanding and
characterization of the events events during 1794—1799. Drawn attention to the scientific research of leading
Russian historians: A. Ado, D. Bovykin, A. Chudinov, B. Smirnov, L. Himenova, A. Gordon and other. The
outlooks of further research on the issue are described.
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the thermidorians.

Background. The French Revolution of the late XVIIIth century and to this day remains a
field of view of researchers, scholarly discussions and causing prejudice constant appeal to a new
generation of historians to the study, reflection and attempts to give a coherent, complete picture of
the events of 1789—1799 years. The study of the subject is one of the central academic pursuits of
modern Russian historians, that try, bringing a rich heritage of previous pre-revolutionary and Soviet
scientists in particular, present a fair and devoid of stamps, analysis of the revolutionary events of
the late X VIIIth century in France.

The aim of our research studies is an attempt to analyze new approaches to understanding
the French Revolution of the late XVIIIth century in modern Russian historiography.

Analysis of recent research and publications, and the main material. The revolutionary
events in France during 1789-1799 contemporary Russian historiography payed great attention.
Attempts to move away from formal methodologies in the study of revolutionary events in France
historians did back in 1988, launching under the auspices of the Institute of General History, RAS
the practice of «round tables», where leading scientists tried to move away from biased assessments
of historical events and tried to update methodological approaches in the revolution study [1].
Previously, most research has focused on the study of the historical role of the masses and the left-
wing revolutionary activity, especially the Jacobins, where it saw the Bolsheviks predecessors.
According to the wording of A. Ado, Soviet historiography was «Jacobinscentrism» studied the
revolution «from below» and «left» [1]. However, the beginning of political democratization in the
late 80 's, the XXth century, the collapse of the USSR radically changed the situation and led to a
departure from the traditional marks.

It was part of the first round table A. Ado outlined the future prospects of Russian historical
science on understanding the revolutionary events, pointing to «the need for fresh thinking on a
number of issues of the French Revolution’ history, in search of new approaches upgrade issues,
reviewing some schemes» and overcome «Jacobinscentrism». This call was supported by young
historians who have raised in their speeches the problems previously ignored Soviet historiography:
the mentality of the French people (Z. Chekantseva and E. Obychkin), the history of the nobility
(L Pimenova) and the bourgeoisie (E. Kiseleva and A. Revyakin) Girondins’ history (E. Huseynov).

However, the main debate on the «round table» launched two problems — France transition
from feudalism to capitalism and Jacobinism. Contrary to the traditional Soviet historians thought
that the French Revolution was a definite distinction between feudalism and capitalism, A. Ado
proposed to consider it as the «most important» event-border «during a long time informal transition:
decay and destruction of the old, the formation and establishment of a new capitalist society», which
lasted over the XVI-XIX centuries.
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The scientific debate has caused the problem of handling by historians the term «feudal-
absolutist», which was used by Soviet historians on the characteristics of the old order. L. Pimenova
noted that the term «feudalism» «claims to comprehensiveness, indicates formational affiliation and
can characterize anything: economic, social relationships, state ideology. What was feudal in France
during the XVIIIth ? Which side of life, we do not take for consideration, it always looks like
ambiguous and does not fit into the framework of the definition of «feudal system». Of course, she
continued, this time remained feudal origin items, mainly state legal system, but can we consider
them crucial or key? Recognizing all discussion of this issue, L. Pimenova, but also expressed her
view: «At the present level of knowledge we have no reason to characterize the system of social
relations in pre-revolutionary France as a whole feudal system» [2 , p. 94-95].

In later works the author has convincingly argues that the French economy before the
revolution was multistructural and although liege complex relationship existed before the revolution,
and in some parts of them it survived, in no way, played a decisive role in the economy in the
XVIIIth century. Even in areas with an archaic structure of the economy proportion liege obligations
in income seniors landowners rarely exceeded 40 %, while in the developed regions was even
smaller. Most modern scholars are inclined to believe that the present level of knowledge has no
reason to characterize the system of social relations in pre-revolutionary France as a whole feudal
system [ 3].

However, until now scholars, still served by established: the Soviet era terminology. Some
works can still be found the phrase «schedule feudal relations» [4 , p. 23] and even the claim that on
the eve of the Revolution «feudal relations prevailing in French society ...» [5 , p. 367]; the other
way is called «liege» and the guilt is the feudal or the liege [6 , p. 59, 63, 76]. In some later studies
have consistently used only the concept of «liege order» or «order liege».

Cautiously modern historians have begun to apply the concept of «absolutism» [7]. However,
in the post-Soviet historiography point of view in Western science ( in particular the study of H.
Henschel), the desire to abandon the concept of «absolutism» did not found the reflection. In most
studies the concept of «bsolutism» is present, but its content variant. Some authors mean by
absolutism «is not limited to laws rule» [8], others point out that the «supreme and indivisible power
of the king did not mean tyranny, that wicked rule. It was based on state laws, however imperfect
they may seem» [6 , p. 27].

Original attempt to discuss the problem of absolutism, gathered under one cover article
leading national experts on the history of the old order, was the publication of a special issue of
«French Yearbook» in 2005, dedicated to this subject. None of the authors do not put it in favor of
the thesis about the absolute power of the kings in France. As stressed by V. Malov, the term
«absolutism» as a synonym despotic government, «came into use only in the XIXth century, but
«absolute» the French monarch has long believed, but the meaning of this definition does not include
a first concept of omnipotence and rather — completeness, perfection, and constant declarations
omnipotence King combined with real limits of his power» [9 , p. 7].

One of the most controversial issues were related to the assessment of the Jacobin Terror and
the Jacobin republic entire period 1793—-1794 yy. M. Bolhovitinov, E. Chernyak, V. Smirnov
proposed adjustments to previously unequivocally positive image of the Jacobins, given that the
Jacobins created a system of a state terror. They criticized characteristic of Soviet historiography
thesis of «bourgeois narrowness» of the French Revolution, emphasizing, for example, that the
Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen «expressing universal ideals» and not only «the
interests of the bourgeoisie» [1].

Trends initiated by «round table» in 1988, reflected in historical studies, published in Russia
with the celebration of the 200th anniversary of the French Revolution. Among a large number of
books, scientific articles greatest scientific weight had collections of documents revolutionary
period, the originator of which was A. Ado. Continued explored themes that were not illuminated, so
A. Gordon investigated the causes collapse of the Girondins [10] M. Molchanov worked on portraits
of political Montagnards [11]. In the mid 90's, the XXth century, leading Russian scientists A.
Gordon, A. Chudinov and S. Blumenau published studies that have become a significant milestone
in overcoming stereotypes of the Soviet era in interpretations of Jacobinism.
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Thus, A. Gordon, continuing the tradition of historiography, considering the Jacobin
rebellion in 1793 as «popular» and «deeply patriotic» as «the climax of the Great Revolution». He
believes that through the Jacobin dictatorship France overcame feudalism in agriculture and foreign
intervention. [10] He believes that the Jacobins were inextricably linked to the social reality of the
era: «For the Jacobin illusion of universality wings of interest not only and not the bourgeoisie as a
huge not bourgewa of French society» [12 , p. 386].

Instead S. Blumenau opposed «idealization» Jacobins, against those who think their political
practice «progressive» [13, p. 3]. A. Chudinov described Jacobins as sincere, but dangerous utopian
that existed in the «clouds of Utopia» in complete isolation from reality. The scientist claimed that
«moral utopia robesp'yerystiv contrary to the real needs of all segments of French society ... but
making your selection, the Knights « Kingdom of virtue» would not retreat. Blinded by the dream,
they floated «on a bloody cloud» over the sea of tears and suffering that flooded their homeland.
France was on the edge of disaster. To save her, I had to throw off the yoke of utopia. This was 9
Thermidor ... » [14, p. 47, 54].

In October 1995 there was a new «round table» on «Jacobinism historical outcomes of the
French Revolution», which was methodological pluralism former Soviet historians [15]. The main
debate focused historical role of Jacobinism. A. Chudinov still insisted that «it is impossible to link
the policy of Robespierre and his followers with the real interests of any social group of French
society». A. Gordon, however, argued that the Jacobins reflected the interests of the masses. He
criticized attempts to «dejacobinisation» revolutionary history and stressed «the international
significance of Jacobinism». In his view, modern history has made «a step in the direction of the
Jacobin» came to the practice of state regulation of the economy and public policy of the social
security. These arguments clearly demonstrated that modern Russian historiography is emerging. It
is the result of a break with the Soviet historiography, but retains many of its traditions.

«Change of milestones» in the Evaluation of the French Revolution of the XVIIIth century,
reflected, above all, in the works of Chudinov. Thus, in the article that opened revived «French
Yearbook» and was called «Change of milestones: the 200th anniversary of the Revolution and
Russian historiography» [16], the author noted that «the process was driven by the logic of science
itself and those social and political changes that took place in the country. Launched in the mid 80's,
the XXth century, gradual weakening and then complete disappearance of ideological pressure of the
Communist Party and the state constantly pressured to Soviet historians of the French Revolution,
opened for free to search and experiment in the methodology for creative perception of advanced
foreign science achievements, including those of its directions that take a critical stance towards
Marxism. «Changes in reporting the events of their assessments and scientist also linked to the
change of generations in 1976 died A. Manfred, 1985 — V. Dalin, 1995 — A. Ado, 1997 —
G. Kucherenko. At the present, said A. Chudinov, when leadership in the study of the French
Revolution passed to their students, expanded «methodological range of research revolution. A
fundamental reassessment in the Russian science of the role non-Marxist trends in no way associated
with the rejection of a truly scientific achievements «classical» and, in particular, Marxist
historiography» [16 , p. 23].

A somewhat different interpretation of the historiographical turn reasons outlined by
V. Smirnov. If A. Chudinov put forward the results of scientific studies, V. Smirnov changes in
ideology and politics. He wrote: «One of the reasons A. Chudinov calls» ideological bias away from
topics and methodological pluralism ... However, if the ideological bias of the Marxist approach is
really missing in most post-Soviet historians work, it does not mean that they are free from
ideological bias of a different kind. Any attempt to understand the historical process, event, person,
inevitably comes from existing historian of ideas, beliefs, superstitions, myths, that of belief systems,
and therefore of ideology. «Under»general direction and tone of the post-Soviet historiography ...
certainly far from Marxist bias, but it is responsible — even if the authors do not notice - that system
of views and values, which is prevalent in Russian society and which can be called liberal-
conservative» [17 , p. 224].

Developing this idea, V. Smirnov describe changes taking place in the Russian
historiography of the French Revolution in the broader context of changes in our social attitude
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towards revolutionaries and the revolution in general, the emergence of interest in figures
counterrevolutionary camp. «The prevailing atmosphere of fierce criticism of all Marxist
revolutionary or Soviet, feeling kind of allergy to Marxism, they (modern historians — V.K.)
primarily sought to discard old dogmas and expand the scope of research, doing analysis of
phenomena that are not paid attention or have not mentioned their predecessors. If Soviet historians
have focused on socio- economic issues and especially class interests, post-Soviet historians have
shown interest rather political reform mentality elites, immigrants, counterrevolutionaries» [17 , p.
225].

On the other hand, now is really active the development areas that were completely
unexplored in Soviet historiography. There are works devoted to the Vendee [18] Thermidor coup
[19], ideology counterrevolution [20], the role of Freemasons in the revolutionary events [22].

To the focus of researchers and get new personalities, of which we still have not been
contacted or had written: J. Necker, E. Burke, L. de Bonald, E.ZH. Siyes, Louis the XVI, Louis the
XVII and Louis the XVIII [ 23].

Conclusions. Thus, modern Russian historiography is a kind of transition and trying to
overcome the old methodological approaches in the evaluation of the French Revolution during the
late XVIIIth century. It inherited from the Soviet era. Along with traditional areas of studies on the
causes of the revolution, its nature, places of various party factions, modern scholars are beginning

to apply also to those issues that until now were covered indirectly, did need new assessments.
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Anomayia. Kipeesa B.O. ®panuyyzvka peeoniouina kinus XVIII cm. 6 HoeimHill pociiicbKiil
icmopiozpadhii

Y emammi nooaemwocs ananiz ocnosnux nanpsmie oocniodicenus Opanyysvkoi pesonioyii kinys XVII
cm. 8 HOGIMHIU pocilicokill icmopioepagii. OCHO8HA Yeaza 36epmacmvpCsi Had NPoYec ROCMYN06020 8Ii0X00y 610
Mapxcucmcovkoi inmepnpemayii pesosioyitinux nodiu 1789—1799 pp. ma 3anouamxy8anHs HAYKO80i OUCKYCIi
ceped ICmopuKxis Ha CMOPIHKAX HayKosux dicypuanie y kinyi 80-x — cepeduni 90-x pp. XX cm. Ilooano
XapaxKmepucmuxy OCHOGHUX MNIOX00i8 6 CYYACHIU pOCIUCHKIU ICMOpuyHill Hayyi wooo inmepnpemayii
KII0408ux npobaem gpanyysvroi pesontoyii kinys XVILNem.: cymi ¢peodanizmy, xapaxmepucmuyi noHsmms
abcomomusm, Micys ma poiai SAKOOIHYIE 6 pPesONIOYIUHOMY Npoyeci, HAYKOBOMY OCMUCIEHHI ma
xapaxmepucmuyi pozeopmanns nooiu 1794—1799 pp. Ilpoananizoearo nayxosi cmyoii npogioHUX pOCIiCbKUX
icmopuxie : A. Aoo, /. boeuxina, A. Yydinosa, B. Cmipnosa, JI. Ilimenosoi, A. I'opoona ma inwux.
Oxpecneno nepchekmusu noOAILUUX 00CTIONCEHb 3 RPODIEMU.

Kurouosi crosa: pociticoxa icmopiozpagbis, pesonioyis, ako0inyi, ¢eodanizm, abcorromuszm, «Kpyeiull
cminy, mepmioopianyi.

Annomayus. Kupeesa B. A. ®panuysckas peeontoyus XVIII 6. 6 Hoeeitwell poccuiickou
ucmopuozpaguu.

Cmambs noceswena aHanusy 0CHOBHbIX HANPAGIEHUN UCCed08anus Ppanyy3cKoll pesonoyul KOHYa
XVIII 6. 6 mnogetiwen poccutickou ucmopuocpaguu. OcCHOBHOe GHUMAHUE 00pawAemcs Ha Npoyecc
NOCMENEeHH020 OMX00d OM MAPKCUCMCKOU UHMEPNpemayuu pesoatoyuonHulx cobvimuti 1789-1799 22 u
HA4an0 HAYYHOU OUCKYCCUU CPpeOU UCTNOPUKO8 HA CTHPAHUYAX HAYYHBIX JICYPHANL08 6 KoHye 80-x — cepedune
90-x ce. Oxapaxmepuz06anvl OCHOGHbIE NOOXO0bL 6 COBPEMEHHOU POCCUUCKOU UCMOPUHECKOU HayKe No
unmepnpemayuy Kio4esvlx npodiem Qpanyy3cKol pegomoyuu: CyuHoCmu heodanusma, XapaKxmepucmuxe
NOHAMUSL AOCOTIOMUZM, MeCMA U POauU AKOOUHYEE 8 PeGOIOUUOHHOM Npoyecce, HAYYHOMY OCMbICIEHUIO U
xapaxmepucmuxe pazeumusi coovimuil 1794—1799 22. Obpaweno enHumanue HA HAYUHbIE UCCLEO0B8AHUS
seoyuux poccutickux ucmopuxos. A. Aodo, /. bBosvikuna, A. Yyounosa, B. Cmupnosa, JI. Ilumenosoui, A.
Topoona u opyeux. OnpedeneHvl nepcnexmugol 0anbHeUWUX UCCIe008anUlL No npobdieme.

Knrouesvle cnosa: poccuiickas ucmopuocpagus, pesonroyusi, AKooOunysl, eooanusm, abcoromusm,
«KpYeavlil CMOoLy, MepMUOOPUAHYDL.

V]IK 94 (477.82):930.1 O. B. Mapymienko

YKPATHCBKO-ITIOJbCHKUI KOH®JIIKT 1943 p. HA BOJIMHI ¥
BITUU3HAHUX ICTOPIOTPA®IYHUX IHTEPIIPETAIIAX

B cmammi ananizytomocs ocHo8Hi menOenyii ma 0cooau8ocmi 00CAiONCeHHs CYYACHOI GIMYUHAHOIO
icmopioepagicto okpemux acnekmis YKpaiHCbKO-noabCbKuX 6IOHOCUH 8 poxu [[py2oi ceimoesol silinu, 30Kkpema
Bonuncvroi mpaeedii 1943 p., ska cmana KyabMiHayitiHow0 nooiclo 83acmMHux Kongaikmie y XX cm. i He modice
susyamucs U be3 gpaxysanns oisnvrocmi OVH i VIIA, mpazciunoeo npomucmosnus mise YIIA ma Apmiero
Kpaiiosoio na 3axiOHOYKpaiHCLKUX 3eMIISIX.

B cmammi oxapaxkmepuzosani opeanizayitino-incmumyyitini  3acadu  po3eumky icmopioepagii
npobaemu, 30i1buteH st OOKYMEHMANbHO-04CePEeNbHOT 0a3u | akmusizayisi 00CIIOHUYLKUX 3YCULb GIMYUSHAHUX
icmopuxie y Oauitl memamuytit Hiuli, 3yMOGIeHI, 30Kkpema, Gi03HaueHHsm 70-piuub ax mpazidhux nooii Ha
Bonuni, max i 3aeepuenns /[pyeoi c8imoeoi GitiHu.

3eepmaemubca ysaza Ha HeOOCMAMHLO 3’SICOBAHI ACNEKMU MeMU, 30Kpemd, COYidNbHO-eKOHOMIYHI
Gaxmopu yKpainCbKo-noabCbKO20 NPOMUCTHOSHHS, POTb HIMEYbKO20 I PAOSIHCOKO20 YUHHUKIG Y NPOBOKYBAHHI
U1l PO3NATIOBAHHI KOHQIIKMY, 0eMOocpa@iunull cezamenm O00CHiOHNCY8AHOl memu | NUMAHHS KiIbKICHOL OYIHKU
aicepme Bonuncokoi mpaeedii.

Oxapaxmepu308ani cy4acHi KOHYEeNmyaibHO-Meopemuyti nioxoou 00 6UGYEHHs meMu, Nog a3aui 3
BUKOPUCMAHHAM MemoOi8 COYIANbHOL, KYAbmypHOL icmopii, npoeedeHHIM MIKPOICMOPUYHUX OO0CTIONCEHD,
BUBUEHHSIM JTOKATLHO20 KOHMEKCNLY, GNPOBAONCEHHIM AHMPONOA0STYHO20 i NPOCONOZPAPIUH020 Ni0X00i8.

Knrouoei cnosa: icmopioepaghis, ykpaincoko-noivcoki gionocunu, Boauncvka mpazedis, Opeanizayis
VKpaincokux Hayionanicmis, Yxpaincoka noecmancora apmis, Apmis Kpatiosa.

IlocTtanoBka mpoOjemMn. BaxiMBUM SBHIEM CY4acHOIO €Tamy pPO3BUTKY BITUM3HSIHOL
ICTOpUYHOI HAyKW € BUHUKHEHHS 1 CTAHOBJIGHHA 3a OCTaHHI IMOHAJ ABAIINTH POKIB TAKOTO ii
OKpPEMOI'0 1 CaMOCTIMHOIO HayKOBO-JOCHIIHULBKOTO HampsMKy, SIK icTopiorpadis yKpaiHChbKO-
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