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в„ SАмUЕL н. вАRON

The Soviet wгitег Iu. Ро1еvоi гесепtlу геmагkеd that in the stalin ега
Рlеkhапоv's litегагу hегitаgе was "ге1еgаtеd to оЬliviоп, and his го1е
in the dеvе1орmепt of histогiсаl science was Ьеlittlеd and igпогеd."]
This }.udgmепt is Ьеуопd disрutе,  and its  рuЬ1iс acknowledgement
tеStiЁеs to the гепеwаl of iпtегеSt in Рlеkhапоv's wогk since Stаliп'S
dеаth-ог, to Ье mоге ргесisе,  Since the Twemtieth Рагtу Сопgгеss
and  Кhmshсhеv's  Sensational  denunciation  of  'Stаliп  in  1956.  То
illustгаtе, а ЬiЬliоgгарhу of soviet wгitiпgs рuЬlishеd Ьеtwееп 1931
and 1961 оп Рlеkhапоv'S thought lists 128 itеms; Ьut of that пumЬег,
оп1у 31 арреагеd Ьеtwееп 1931 and 195З, ап аvегаgе of аЬоut 11/2
рег уеаг. The fгеquепсу of Such рuЬliсаtiопS continued at the Same
level Ьеtwееп 1953 and 1956, Ьut in the next Bve уеагs the пumЬег
multiр1iеd mоге than tепfо1d to Ьеttег than 15 рег уеаг.2 The соп-
].uпсtiоп in 1956 of the апti-Stаliп campaign and the се1еЬгаtiоп of
the  100th аппivегSагу of Рlеkhапоv's  Ьiгth геSultеd  that уеаг  in  а

1 Iu.  РОlеvоi,  "G.  V.  Plekhanov  о  vostochnom  dёроti2mе,"  Nогоdу  Аzi{  !  Аfгi*®.,
1967, по. 2, р. 73.

2 see  В. А. СЖаg±п, G. V. Рlеkhаrюо i ego юР О tаzю4tii тдгksi8tkоi $lоsфl (МОsсоw-
Lепiпgгаd,  196З), рр. 298-30З. This ЬiЬ1iоgгарhу is mоге соmргеhепsivе than  it рuг-
рогts  to  Ье;  though  dеsсгiЬеd  as  а  ЬiЬ1iоgгарhу  of  Рlеkhапоv's  рhilоsОрhiсаl,  sосiо-
logiсаl, and esthetic viеws, it а1sо includes wогks оп his  economic and histогiсаl viеws.
The рuЬliсаdоп Ьеtwееп  1934  and  1940 of the еight-vоlumе со1lесtiоп,  L6fеrаf«mое
7іаs!еd®.е G. V.  РZеkJ.аmоt>о, may арреаг to сопtгаdiсt de point we  аге mаkiпg,  Ъut it
actuauy constituteS а special саsе. The collection was а ргоduсt of Dom Рlеkhапоvа, ап
institution that the Soviet govemment сгеаtеd in Lепiпgгаd to house Рlеkhапоv's ПЬгагу
and рарегs. Рlеkhапоv's Wife had аgгееd in 1928 to tгапsfег these mаtегiаls fгоm westem
Еuгоре to the Soviet Uпiоп, оп condition that they Ье specially housed and §hе placed
in  сhагgе.  she  vегу  likely  had  also  insisted  as  рагt  of  the  Ъагgаiп  that  рогtiОпs  of
Рlеkhапоv'S litегагу геmаiпs Ье рuЬlishеd.
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Ьumрег сгор  of 42 рuЬliсаtiопs.3  Опе  could hагdlу have  expected
that ехtгаогdiпагу level to Ье mаiпtаiпеd, Ьut in SuЬsеquеmt уеагs,
down to 1972, the annual пumЬег of рuЬliсаtiопS devoted to Рlеkh-
anov haS аvегаgеd 7-10.

while оthег агеаs of Рlеkhапоv'S thought suНегеd геlаtivе пеg1есt
in stаliп's timе, his histогiса1 viеWs-thе suЬ].есt of this рарег-wеге
indeed  "ге1еgаtеd  to  оЬliviоп."  АраП  fгоm  the  сгitiсаl  сhарtег
devoted to Plekhanov in N. L. RuЬiпshtеiп's Rtд$jаю Н&огjоgгa}р7.у,
I have found оп1у опе оthег item Wогth mention fог the епtiге регiоd
fгоm 1931  to 1953,  and the уеагS  Ьеtwееп  1953  and  1956 Ьгоught
оп1у опе mоге.4 Роlеvоi's stаtеmепt,  and the statistical Suррогt We
haVe сitеd, might lead опе to Ьеliеvе mat he eclipse of Рlеkhапоv's
mought Was  сопtгivеd Ьу Stаliп. AS  we shall  sы,  hоwеvег,  Stalin
рlауеdаSесопdа]уго1е.ТhеЬапопРlеkhапоvhаdЬеепргопоuпсеd
уеагs Ьеfоге Stalin гоsе to suргеmасу, and its аumог waS попе оthег
than М.  N. Роkгоvskу.  It waS Роkгоvskу who  in  1922  Wгоtе:  "Wе
must Eght [Рlеkhапоv's histогiса1] thеогу in the most decisive wау, in
fact по less епегgеtiсаllу than we аге now Eghting against геligiоus
ргеjudiсе."5 The next уеаг he fouoWed his own advice With ап uп-
Ьгidlеd аttасk, WhoSe рuгроsе waS to dеstгоу Рlеkhапоv'S аuthогitу
as а Магхist histогiап of Russiа. Аftег he had mеtарhогiсаllу Ьuгiеd
his аdvегSагу, hоwеvег, РоkгоVskу unexpectedly assumed the го1е of
sеег and ргоduсеd ап uncanny ргорhесу:  "1п his uпdегstапdiпg of
Russian histОгу," Роkгоvskу  оЬSегvеd,  "Рlеkhапоv is  not  а  tеасhег

3 "е  high point of  the  сеlеЬгаtiоп  was  а  DесеmЬег  11  meeting  at  the  ВОl'shоi
Тhеаtег. The next day Рrаіjdо's fгопt  page саггiеd а рhоtоgгарh  of the  Воl'shоi  stage
that fеаtuгеd а huge рогtгаit of Plekhanov оvегlооkiпg and dwагЁпg N. s. Кhгushсhеv
and me епtiге рагtу lеаdегshiр  seated at the dаis.  The iппег pages devoted nine full
columns to а SреекL`h Ьу Academician М, В. Мitiп, а mеmЬег of the Рагtу Сепtгаl Соm-
mittее,  entitled  "Istогiсhеskаiа  го1'  G.  V,  Plekhanova  v  гusskоm  i  mеzhduпагоdпоm
гаЬосhеm  dvizhепii." The speech WaS   also рuЬ1ishеd as а sерагаtе pamphlet in і957.

«к4гiГkаLiеRпuЁ*hLе::'.sЕ;::S*tggkg'3gЖ#Ж:::+а]9=[{);tоСЁiuЗ2is#.о€s±Ё:i:::
ti;=+по-±тгіуsЫ,"-Uсhепуеzарiski_А]с.р4Ётddо.РsЦсЛ.е$t_о`еррUkhг.а#k..рriТ8КУ.КР.(Р}.L5
(1952);  Iu.  Роlеvоi,  "ОЬ istогiсhеskikh vzgliadakh  Рlеkhапоvа,"  Vорrо$у  kfоrб€,  1954,
по, 8.

5 М. N, Роkгоvskу, J$tог6оJ.еskа!e.а nawko 6 Ьог'Ьа kzаю$оt;, 2  vols.  (Моsсоw-Lепiпgгаd,
19ЗЗ),1:135. This wогk is а со1lесtiоп of Роkгоvskу's wгitiпgs  оп histогiоgгарhу.  The
quoted statement was made in а polemical агtiсlе  diгесtеd against Тгоtskу's histогiсаl
viеws, Whiсh, РОkгоvskу агguеd, wеге а герliса of Рlеkhапоv's.
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of me past Ьut регhарs а tеасhег of the futuге";  and he then Went
Оп tO fОгесаst the роssiЬilitу of а "геsuггесtiоп of Р1еkhапоvism."6

I Shggest that Роkгоvskу's ргорhесу is он the way to fuШllmепt,•Ьut Ьеfоге we examine the evidenoe it Will Ье пеоеsSагу to геviеW

the key aSpects  of the РlеIdіапоv-Роkгоvskу геlаtiопShiр.7  Because
Роkгоvskу So с1еаг1у dominated the Beld in the рюstаliп регiоd of
soviet histогiоgгарhу's  dеvеlорmепt,  WeStem  students  аге  apt  to
геаIсh fот Ьis Нistогу of RиssЗа fгот the  Еагhеst TinwS When tЬеу
Wish to consult the Магхiап htегргеtаtiоп of Russian histогу. Nеvег-
thеlеss, we must insist that at the time the 1917 геvоlutiоп empted
Роkгоvslqг had  ргоduсеd  not  the  Ьut  а  Магхist  iпtегргеtаtiоп  of
Russiа's  раst.  The  most  сопsidегаЬlе  Магхist  tгеаtisе  оthег  than
Роkгоvskу's Н*fогу ( 191З-1914), and its most sегiоuS соmреtitог, Was
Рlеkhапоv's Н*{огу ф R«$8€ою Sосiо! "оt4ght (1914-17).8

Роkгоvskу's iпtегргеtаtiоп Ьесаmе Suргеmе in Soviet Russia mоге
as а геSult of chance than of сопsidегеd сhоiсе. Аftег 190З, Plekhanov
Was fог the most рагt digned with the MenSheviks against the Во1-
shеviks, and in 1917 he vehemently opposed Lепiп'S Sеizuге of роwег.
Ву сопtгаst, Роkгоvskу had ].оiпеd the  Bolsheviks  in  1905,  and  in
1917 he агdепtlу suррогtеd Lепiп. The оп1у histогiап of апу note
among the Воlshеviks, РоkгоvS]q7 Was catapulted into а commanding
position in the histогiсаl ргоfеssiоп as а oonSequenoe of the Bolshevik
tаkюvег.Э The oHensive he thегеаftег launched against his гivаl was
weu calculated to put Рlеkhапоv's histогiсаl viewS Ьеуопd the ра1е.
The most damning element in the indictment сhагgеd that Ьу the

® JЬ#.,  1:100.  Роkгоvskу's  attack оп Р1еkhапоv came in  the  соuгsе  of  а sedes  of
lесtuгеs he gave оп Russian hjstогiоgгарhу in 192З. ТЪеу аге гергiпtеd in {Ь€d uпdег the
title  "Вог'Ьа  klassov  i  гusskаiа  istогiсhеskаiа  litегаt`іга."   The  mаtегiаl  ге1аtiпg  to
Plekhamov арреагs  in рр, 78J9З,  99-100. Роkгоvskу ргеsепtеd suЪstапtiаПу the same
ideas оп Plekhanov in ап агtiсlе entitled "Рlеkhапоv kak istогik Rоssii," Pod zrесmегееm
7гюгksj2;mс, 192З, поs. 6L7.

7 I have dealt mоге fuuy widl dlis mаttег in а РаРеГ Called "РlеkhаПОv, ТГОtskУ, аПd
the Development of soviet Нistогiоgгарhу," Which is to Ье рuШshеd in the Tuly 1974
issue ot sоЫеt stиd6еs.

8 Р1еkhапоv's  histОгiсаl  magnum  opus  is  герhпtеd  in  his   sооJ]€yоеm€ф,  24  vоls,
(Моsсоw, 192Зт27), 20і22.

9 Вiogгарhiсаl  iпfОгmаtiоп  оп  Роkгоvskу  may  Ъе  found  in  RuЬiпshtеiп,  Rt.s$kбЬ

##:{LО€sЮ;:?.L#o;:ldiПО.D.sоkоlоv,М.N.РоkгаюSk!Нsоw€$*а"оdоАе€kаb
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time Plekhanov composed his Нisfогу, he had аЬапdопеd the рго1е-
tагiап cause and Ьесоmе а SpokeSman of the Ьоuгgеоisiе; his wогk,
регmеаtеd  with  Ьоuгgеоis  idеоlоgу,  was  thегеfоге  not  а  Магхist
histОГу at аП.іо

1п  so  агguiпg,  Роkгоvskу  was  гаthег  сагеlеSS   of  distiпсtiопs.
Though of соuгsе аwаге that Plekhanov had Ьееп aHiliated with the
Мепshеviks,hесhоsеtоSееlittlеогпоdiНегепсеЬеtwеепthаtgгоuр
апdthеКаdеts:hепсеthесlаimthаtРlеkhапоvhаdЬесоmеаsроkеs-
man fОг the ЬОuг8еОisiе. МОгеоvег, РОkгОvskу found it convenient to
igпоге  the  fасt-ог  was  he  uпаwаге  of  it?-thаt  Plekhanov  had
devised the main elements of his iпtегргеtаtiоп of Russiа's past 1опg
Ьеfоге he Ьесаmе а Мепshеvik.]] 1п envisaging Рlеkhапоv's Ндsfогу
as а case of "роlitiсs рго].есtеd Ьасk into the раst," Роkгоvskу was
mistаkеп, Ьut hjs сгitiquе did not геst оп such ехtгiпsiс сопsidега-
tiопsа1опе.Тhеdесisivеquеstiоп,апdоfсюuгsеРоkюvskуimрliсitlу
апswегеd it in his own fаvог, Was this: Which iпtекргеtаtiоп of Rus-
siа's paSt was Ьеst suррогtеd Ьу the evidence and at the same time
most consistent with the ргiпсiрlеS of Магхiап histогiсаl thoughtP

The сюпtгаst Ьеtwееп  the Plekhanov  and  Роkгоvskу iпtегргеtа-
tions could hагdlу Ье mоге stгikiпg. At the most gепега1 level it may
Ье stated as fоllоWs:  in Роkгоvskу's  scheme  the  Russian  histогiсаl
рго®ss fгоm the sixteenth сепtuгу to the mid-пiпеtеепth was ЬаSi-
са11у similаг to the WeSt Еuюреап, and the diНегепсеs of sесопdашу
sigпiЕсапсе;  in Рlеkhапоv's viеw, the Russian  and West Еuгореап

З:ОЁ:svssеЬ::i:еiutГуdіа:::id±Уйd:s]siЕt{:=::hdОf:g:d::tе3::Оluеtf:]гУеsh9:
Ьесаmе а Магхist,]2 Ьut this way of арргеhепdiпg the  Russian his-

іо Роkюvskу,  J#огбсhе$*аk  "t;kа  i  ЬоrЬо  *k8оtt,1:88,  91-9З.   Роkгоvskу  also
contemptuously dismissed Rozhkov and Тгоtskу, two оmег Магхist histогiапs, and thus
his own iпtегргеtаtiоп was left to enjoy uncontested dominance of the Ееld. As I have
sрl:kТапj:v.ТНаЕ:Го#еfеiПаш?%t:t7dеТнГ3:ss?f::L€::Ёf:L'is:ssоаоgпа]:П=j±ОЕЕVs;%а];:

11 Fог the development of Рlеkhапоv's ideas оп this theme ргiог to the рuЬliсаtiоп of
his  Н&огу,  see my агtiсIе:  "Рlеkhаmоv'§  Russiа:  The  Impact  of  the  west  upon  ап`Огiетtа,Г Sodеtу," ]оигпа1 of the Тstоrу of Idеаю 19, -п::-§бj=iЁ:1бёЕ8).

[h::]:2о:]:;tі::u:ЬiЁоsf±t+Ё'sо]%"h$Ёk,а±аос;#;:еW(:Т#аБ'#d':!s.%:ЁiОi:п'#Ё;ОеГiЁфГ,:`sЁl:#З:kЧ:;§Е:§
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tогiсаl ргосеss dovetailed neatly with the Магхiап conception as he
арреагs to have uпdегstооd it. 1п this viеw, histогу is а uпitагу рго-
cess  геgulаtеd Ьу lаw,  and а11 peoples  of neceSsity pass  thгоugh а
deEnite Sequence of Stаgеs-е.g., fгоm feudalism to сарitаlism,  and
fгоm capitalism to sсюiаlism. 1п Роkгоvskу'S Нktогу опе is асtuШу
hагd put to End а сlеаг-сut system of регiоdizаtiоп keyed to Магх's
Sегiеs of sосiФеюпоmiс Stаgеs. UпmistаkаЬlе, hоwеvег, is his stгеss
оп the likeness  of Russian and West Еuгореап histогiсаl dеvеlОр-
mепt,  he ргimасу of economic fасtогs  in histогiсаl саusаtiоп,  and
thерегсерtiопоfthеstаtеогgапizаtiопаsапiпstгumепtоfthеmliпg
сlаss.

These  guiding  ideas  аге  а11  Ьlепdеd  in  the  most  сhагасtегistiс
aspect of Роkгоvskу'S оutlооk. Не envisaged the sixteenth and Sеvеп-
teenth сепtuгiеs as me age when сюmmегсiаl capitalism гоsе to рге-
dominance  in  Russiа:  hence  Russiа's  development  рага]]еlеd  the
соmmегсiаl геvоlutiоп and the гisе of сарitа1ism in Westem Еuгоре.
Не explained the гisе of Russian соmmегсiаl сарitа1ism in есюпоmiс
tегms: it waS а геsропsе to fогеigп соmmегсiаl сарitаl's iпtгusiоп into
Мusсоvу's  economic  lifе.  Concomitant  to  the  гisе  of  соmmегсiаl
сарitа1ism, he saw the еmегgепсе of а SigniEcant mегсhапt claSs thаt,
as  а  mаttег  of  соuгsе,  assumed  роhtiса1  роwег.  The  inHuence  of
соmmегсiаl capitalism Ьесаmе аll-регvаsivе:  among оthег thiпgs, it
was the fогсе that dгоvе Ivan the ТеггiЬlе to Wаг fог the Baltic сюаst;
and the develOpment of the gгаiп tгаdе-а fеаtuге of the гisе of соm-
mегсiаl  сарitаlism-sрuггеd  the  landed  elements  to  сопvегt  thеiг
peasant lаЬогегs into sегfs. 1п а11 this` the State ехегсisеd по iпdереп-
dent аumогitу Ьut iпstеаd, as Роkгоvskу сгisрlу put it, "Мusсоvitе
аutосгасу waS the еmЬоdimепt of соmmегсiаl сарitа1ism'S diсtаtОг-
shiр."18

Рlеkhапоvsоuпdеdthеkеупоtеоfh€$iпtегргеtаtiоппеагthеЬеgiп-
ning of the Ёгst volume of his Нktогу. "Ресuliагitiеs of the [Russiап]
histогiсаl ргосеSs," he wгоtе, "vегу поtiсеаЬlу Set it арагt fгоm the
histогiсаl ргосеss of а11 the соuпtгiеS of the Еuгореап West and геса11
[iпstеаd]  the  dеvе1орmепtН  ргосеss  of  the  gгеаt  огiепtаl  dеsрФ

і3 Роkгоvskу, J$fогjоhе$*а& mtіkо 6 Ьог'Ьо kzds$оt;,1 : 142.  Although Роkгоwkу made

Ё§Stаагtае::#Пел:9i5iоti:Ё::апit}:ТhГе®ss:s6п=vwоiLа:оiеh8tkе:Р#Гts[hаVеmаdеiП
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tisms."14  Не  uпdегstооd  the  tem  "огiепtа1  dеsроtism"  to  mean  а
System in which the stаtе-thе despot and his goVeming аррагаtus-
thгоugh сопtгоl of the means of ргоduсtiоп,  геduсеd а11 claSses  of
the population to uttег dерепdепсе. Не intended this сhагасtегizа-
tion eSpecially Ьut not exclusively fог the MuscoVite ега. 1п his соп-
серtiоп, the decisive fасtог in the Shaping of the Russian state and
society was the massive disргорогtiоп Ьеtwееп the соuпtгу's Ьасk-
wагd,  паtuгаl-есопоmу Ьаsе  and  the militагу needs  gепегаtеd Ьу
ргоtгасtеd extemal thгеаts fгоm sеvегаl quагtегS. The еmегgепt МuS-
covite state геSропdеd With а dгасюпiап ро1iсу of Sосiа1 mОЬilizаtiоп
designed to епSuге its Suгvivаl. It aSsumed сопtго1 of landed ргорегtу,
стеаtеd  а new поЬilitу  dependent  upon  Sегviсе  to  the  stаtе,  and
геduсеd die peaSants to dependence upon the поЬ1е SегVitогs.  The
геSuШпg огdег, with its Stagnant аgгiсultuге and weakly deVeloped
соmmегсiаl-iпdustгiаl  sесtог,  its  оVегWhе1miпglу  peaSant  сюmро§i-
tion and its пumегiса1lу weak and ро1itiса1lу impotent uгЬап рорu-
lаtiоп, posseSSed а high dеgгее of StаЬilitу. Unlike fеudа1ism, mоге-
оvег, it was геlаtivеlу imрегviоuS to capitalistic iпгоаds.  Тhегеfоге,
it had геquiгеd the challenge of the WeSt tОі гоuSе Russia fгоm hег
ргоlопgеd SlumЬег and sрuг hег into the Еuгореап path of dеvеlор-
mепt.

1п  сопtгаst  tO  Роkгоvskу's,  Рlеkhапоv's  depiction  StгеsSеd  the
ресuliагitiеs of Russiа's dеvеlорmепt; the 6mfегосfёоn of economic and
political fасtогS in the histогiсаl ргосеss to ргоduсе ап uncommonly
роwегful stаtе; and the Stаtе's ехtгаогdiпагу го1е in the detemination
of the соuпtгу'S social and economic еvоlutiоп. This гергеsепtаtiоп
арреагS to me to Ье distinctly mоге сопgгuепt with the evidence than
Роkгоvskу's, Ьut it might Seem to Ье disquamed оп апоthег Sсоге.
Рlеkhапоv'S conception по dоuЬt has а fаmiliаг гiпg, and it does so
Ьесаusе it haS а good deal in common with the iпtегргеtаtiоп WОгkеd
out Ьу а пumЬег of рге-геvоlutiопагу Russian histогiапs,  of whom
me ЬеSt knoWn to WeStem Students is V. О. Кliuсhеvskу. 1п his 1923
lесtuгеS Роkгоvskу Sought to impale Plekhanov оп that vегу роiпt:
he  accused  his  opponent  of  having  fallen  captive  to  the  "stаtist"
sсhоо1 of Russian histогiапs that had its Ьеgiппiпgs With В. N. Сhi-
сhегiп, whoSe idеаs, he сопtепdеd, геmаiпеd inHuential in the wгit-

м Рlеkhапоv, sооhбnеmj;а, 20: 12.
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Plekhanov  w*  in fact inHuenced  по  little  Ьу  рге-геvоlutiопагу
поп-МагхiЫ histогiапs, Ьut that does not песеssагilу ргоvе that %
iпtекргеtаtiопwаsпоп-Мапist.IfhisгергеsепtаdопгеsеmЬlеdthаt
оfthеоthегs,hisехtгаогdiпагуеmрhаSisопRussiа'sпаtuгаIесопоmу
Ьаsis,  the  disсгеtепеss  of its  village  communjty  огgапjzаtiопs,  the
wеаkпеssоfthеuгЬапsсюtог,thеstаtесопtюlоfеюпоmiсгеsоuгсеs,
and the Ьаггiпg of сарiШistiс development Ьу these сiгсumstаmсхБ
аddеdаЬупоmеапsiпсюпsеquепtiаlМагхistdimепsiоп.ItmауЬе
оЬ].есtеd  that  his  iпtегргеtаtiоп  Seems  to  igпоге  the  wеll-kпоm
sequence of stages  that  аге widely Ьеliеvеd  to Ье  at  the hеагt  of
МагхiапhistоhсаIthоught.Ноwеvег,iпhjsЬооkF%wa!mеwРгоЬ-
zе" о/ Маmф (1908),  Plekhanov  disсгimiпаtеd in the  Магхiап
сапоп €tоо altemative lines of social develOpment fгоm а uпivегsаI
Ьеgiппiпgiпthергimitivесоmmuпismоfthес1ап.1пthеWеstthе
ВгststаgеhаdЬеепsuссееdеdЬуthесIаssiсdsуstеm(slаvегу)апd
then fеudаlism; еlsеwhеге, ouhg to diЕегiпg сiгсumstапсеs, ргimi-
tive  communjsm  gave  way  to  а  distinctive  social  system  саI1еd
"огiепtаl." While capitalistic геIаtiопs gгаduаl1у evolved  within the

fеudаlsосiеtiеsоfthеWеst,mогеоvег,thеогiепtаlsосiеtiеsргоvidеd
viгtuаllупоsсореfогSuсhdеvеlорmепt.Рlеkhапоv'sрегсерtiопthаt
the Мапiап 1еgасу alIowed fог multiliпеаг social development and
поt].uЫопеехсlusivеwауfога11реорlеswаsсоIтесt.]6Нisiпtегрге-

%Роkюvskу,J#оwоhе*йmаdо!.Ьоr'Ьа*Zaю8оtэ,1:85,89.

fф]#hеkЁ:П#н5пОgОsЬ';Ж`&]::3]Е:::].s:ПthаеГевС:%tsfssЖl::еhdfs::п?аtпhОЕГ::8Ё:ggьfg:-

dельs:Ёj:i:;#:Пd'jss:iесYАОsffаhЁsсtОmП:Сddе:fе:::ОdРu:Ё:::::еП:fv;:vsеЁf]zt:#аft:::':;о2{.еuМd#
ism-thаtfеаtuгеddеsроtЬгulеоvегаmultitudеоfесопоmiсаIlуSеlf-SuЯiсiепtаgгiсul-

cайf§Ё:Ёе::Ё:;ЁЁ::Ё;:аi;ХЁЁЁ:Ё;:uО::ЁЁаiЁЁ::::ЁаЁ::С:Ёпts::Г;dmЁоЁsЁЁjп?'аЁЁЁs!]е:п;а:wЁЁViЁi:YЁ;iЁЁ:tiЁi
with  the  Аsiаtiс.  see  НоЬsЬаwп's  iпtl.оduсtiоп  to  К.  Магх,  Рrе-сорjJа!фJ  Еоолmф
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The Husshn Reoiew

оfКliuсhеvskуапdР.N.Мiliukоv.]5Опthаtsсоге,hеdесlагеd,
suЬstапсе of Рlеkhапоv's iпtегргеtаtiоп was  dеmопstгаЬlу соп-
rtоМагхiапрг®ерts.
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tation of Russiа'S histогу, though not without fаults, is conSistent with
this регсерtiоп.

АSIsuggеstеdеагliег,thегеlаtivеmегitоfthеdiНегепtарргоасhеS
did not detemine Which Should ргеvаil. Роkюvskу'S ро1itiсd аfmа-
tiоп, the соmmапdiпg' position he  enjoyed  in  the  Soviet histогiсаl
Ееld, amd the Vегdiсt he ргопоuпсеd Оп Р1еkhапоv's wогk decided
the issuе. Ассогdiпglу, Роkгоvskу'S views еstаЬ1ishеd the fгаmеwогk
fог Soviet histогiсаl геsеагсh, while Р1еkhапоv's histогiсаl ccmception
-tо гереаt-wаs геlеgаtеd tO оЬliviоп. То Ье Suге, Роkгоvskу's апаth-
ema  did  not  ргеvепt  the  герuЬ1iсаtiОп  of  Р1еkhапоv's  Н6#огу  of
zl"8€ою Sос6оZ Тhmgh€ in 1925, as рап of his СоJ!есfеd Wогks. But
we may not uпfаiгlу SuppoSe that it waS in геSропsе to its герuЬ1iса-
tion that Роkгоvskу ргiпtеd in the joumal zstоw6k "гksisf , which he
еditеd,thе1епgthiеstапdmоStсiгсumstапtiа1сгitiquеоfРlеkhапоv'S
histогiсаl views that haS еvег dрреагеd in the soviet ргеSs, Iпdееd, it
Would not Ье suгргisiпg to leam that Роkгоvskу had commissioned
he рiесю.

The аuthог, опе Е. Gаzgапоv, accepted without queStion Роkгоv-
skу'sdерiсtiопоfthеRussiапhistогiса1ргосеss,апdhеаlsоfоllоWеd
the mаStег'S  lead in his  сгitiсism  of  Рlеkhапоv.  НОwеVег,  he  Suс-
ceeded Ьеttег than Роkгоvskу in disс1osiпg some of the Weak points
in Рlеkhапоv's сопсерtiоп. FОг ехаmр1е, he justiЁаЬlу took Plekhanov
tо.tаsk fОг his tendency to 1umр the sOcietieS of the west and those
of the EaSt into two mоге ог less unifom саtеgогiеs. AS againSt Роk-
гоvskу'S Ь1uпdегЬuSs  арргоасh,  GazgamoV mоге  sепSitivеlу,  though
Still  not  епtiгеlу  ассuгаtеlу,  dеSсгiЬеd  Рlеkhапоv'S  wогk  as  "ап
attempt  to set  the  tгаditiопаl  viewS  of  liЬегаl-Ьоuгgеоis  histогiоg-
гарhу  оп а  Магхist Ьаsе."  Не  eVidently  геgагdеd  Plekhanov  as  а
Menshevik aoont Je mof ; fог, though plainly аwаге that his suЬjесt
conceived the view of Russia aS ап огiепtа1 despotism in the 1890s, he
сhагасtегizеd this histогiсаl сопStгuсtiоп as "thе authentic Memshevik
htегргеtаtiопоf[Russiап]histОгу:'±7_WГаtеVеГОпеТуt.hiп^kоfй11S
сhагасtегizаtiоп, it Ьесаmе the Stапdагd soviet Viеw; апd, of сюuгsе,
it made Рlеkhапоv's oudook по mОге ассерtаЬlе than Ьеfоге,

w Е.  Gаzgапоv,  "IstогiсhеSkiе vzgliady G.  V.  Рlеkhапоvа,"  J#огjk  лIагkэ€эf,  по.  7
(1928), рр. 75-77, 8З-85, 109-16.
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The  denunciation  of  Роkгоvskу  and  his  "sсhооl"  folloWing  his
death  in  1932  Would  seem  to  have  ргоvidеd  ап  opening  fог  the
геsuгgепсе  of  the  Ыtеmаtivе  Магхiап  histОгiсаl  conception  that
Plekhanov hаd. dеvisеd.  1п  1937  the  exile  Miliukov  WaS  оЬviоuslу
thinking  а1опg  these  lines  when  he  геmагkеd  that  if  Роkгоvskу's
ргiпсiраl еггогs Wеге геа11у сопdеmпеd, that "wоuld Ье tantamount
to а геtum to Plekhanov and Тгоtskу" and the поп-Магхist histогiапs
Ьу whom they had Ьееп iпНuепсеd.  Because  that was  uпlikе1у to
с"uг,  he ].udgеd,  soviet  histогу  would  песеSsагilу  continue  to  Ье
histогу "iп the РОkгоvskу mаппег."і8

Miliukov ргоvеd гight in 1агgе рагt. The condemnation of Роkгоv-
Sky did поt, as has Ьееп widе1у аssumеd, signify the total герudiаtiоп
of  his  idеаS.  Сегtаiп  fеаtuгеs  of  his  histогiсаl  outlook  сопSidегеd
оЬ].есtiопаЬlе, among them his апti-hегоiс and апti-паtiопа1 iпdiпа-
tiопs, Wеге "соггесtеd." But а 1965 statement Ьу а ргоmiпепt gгоuр
of Soviet histогiапs noted that in the stalin ега "а1mоSt the оп1у task
сопfгопtiпg histОгiапs was taken to Ье the dеmопstгаtiоп of the uпi-
vегsНitу (оЬ$7.с7ьёk7. 2юkоmоmеmоsfе€) of the dеvе1орmепt of Social
fomations in а11 соuпtгiеs . . . [whilе]  the сопсгеtеhhistогiсаl mапi-
festations . , . thеiг  national  ехргеssiопS  wеге  оЬSсuгеd,  and  sоmе-
times completely igпогеd." The ехаggегаtiоп of the imрогtапсе  of
economic fасtогs and а соггеSропdiпg uпdегеstimаtiоп of the sigпiЁ-
сапсе of the геvегsе effects of the SuрегStгuсtuге, especially the stаtе,
Оп the Ьаsе герогtеdlу а1sО сопtiпuеd.]9 Why this should have Ьееп
so is рuzzliпg, and it dеSегvеS fuгhег iпvеStigаtiоп, ЬесаuSе thе\ го1е
of the State in Russiа's histогу was пеvег gгеаtег than in the stalin
ега,  and the dominating го1е it aSsumed was  plainly  геНесtеd in  а
whole гапgе of оthег disciplineS and iпStitutiогБ. Рlеkhапоv's view of
he Russian paSt would seem to have ргоvidеd а mоге арргоргiаtе
Ьасkgгоuпd than Роkгоvskу's fог the totalist Social mоЬilizаtiоп that
Stah canied оut.

Stalin  сегtаiпlу  had  the  роWег  to  геhаЬilitаtе  Рlеkhапоv'S  his-
tогiсаl iпtергеtаtiоп, Ьut he eVidently ргеfепеd to Sесuге histогiсаl

18 Р. N. Мiliukоv, "Vеliсhiе i padenie М.  N.  Роkгоvskоgо," sоtэrеmеmуе zа)рkk; 65
(1937): З87.

19 Регеkhоd ot fеоddйто h kОрЪtаuzтгш v Rоssiё (МОsсоw,1969), рр. 6, 7.
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suррогt fог his activities Ьу оthег mеапs. То еStаЬlish suitаЬlе ргесе-
dents fог the diсtаtог, his histогiапS гергеsепtеd Ivan the  ТепiЬlе
and Реtег the Gгеаt-попепtitiеs in Роkгоvskу's histогу-аs men of
tоwегiпg stаtuге who had сопtгiЬutеd mightily to  Russian national
dеvе1орmепt. 1п Рlеkhапоv's wогk, the Rгst Еguгеd aS the quiпtеsSеп-
tid огiепtаl dеSроt, the Second as the роsSеSSог of ап огiепtа1 dеsроt'S
роwег, whiсh, рагаdохiсаllу, he uSed to advance his policy of wеst-
еmizаtiоп.  AS  stalin Was  evidently 1еss  than еаgег tO Ье рогtгауеd
aS  ап огiепtаl dеSроt,  his minionS  сеlеЬгаtеd  Gгоzпу  and Реtег  as
fаг-sightеd, ргоgгеssivе stаtеsmеп,  and thеiг Ьгutаlitiеs  wеге  еimеі.
muted ог ].ustiGеd.2o

Оuг aSsumption that stа1iп did not геlish Ьеiпg caSt as ап огiепtаl
despot  depends  in  рагt  оп  the  outcome  of  а  сопtгоvегsу  аЬоut
огiепtаl despotism that extended оvег а decade ог So in the soviet
Union and ended 1аtе in the 1930S, when stа1iп Was at the рiппас1е
of роwег. Although the сопtгоvегSу has Ьееп tгеаtеd Ьу  а пumЬег
of wгitегS, much геmаiпS оЬSсuге.2r This much is с1еаг, hоwеvег: Ьу
the late 1930S the vегу concepts "огiепtd Sосiеtу" and "thе Asiatic
mоdеоfргоduсtiоп"wегеоНiсiаllуЬаггеdfгоmsоviеtSосiо-histогiсаl
disсоuгsе. This Step dms not Seem to have Ьееп motivated ргimагilу
Ьу апti-РlеkhапоV ЬiаS, although еаг1у in the сопtгоvегSу Plekhanov
(апd Тгоtskу)  wеге  рillогiеd fог identifying  tsагist  аutосгасу  With
огiепtаl dеSроtism.  NеvегthеlеSS, the  decision оЬviоuslу committed
Soviet histогiоgгарhу to the uпiliпеаг iпtегргеtаtiоп of the Магхiап
сапоп, fог the Asiatic mode of ргоduсtiоп was dес1агеd to Ье not а
distinct sосiо-есопоmiс fогmаtiоп Ьut а type of fеudаlism.  Ву the
Same tоkеп, Рlеkhапоv's outlook Was destined to continued Ьапish-
mепt. AS соггоЬогаtiпg еvidепсе, we have the сhарtег оп Plekhanov

20 It would Ье iпtегеstiпg to kпоw, Ьut we ргоЪаЬ1у пеvег shаll, if stalin was аwаге
of Рlеkhапоv.s waming (1883) that апу attempt to сгеаtе а nationalized economy in the
аЬSепсе of the ргесопditiопs would песс§sагilу геsult in ап "аuthогitагiап соmmuпism"
managed Ьу а "sосiаlist саstе." see Рlеkhапоv, sосh6mеnftа!, 2: 81.

2і Каг1 wittfоgеl, Огjеmtа! Dеэро*m (NеW Наvеп, 1957),  рр. 401412; Копstапdп
Shtерра, Rw6Мю Ндgfогiаn8 omd tJ.е Sсюjеf Stafe (Nеw Вгuпswiсk, N.].,1962), рр. б7L88.
Ап uпрuЬlishеd mапusсгiрt Ьу Gеогgе Enteen of Pennsylvania state  Uпivегsitу sреШs
out some of the issues especially с1еаг1у.
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in  RuЬiпshtеiп's  Rmgiom  Н*fоубоgгорhу  (1941),  which  faithfully
echoes РОkгоvskу'S 192З сгitiquе.2=

so the situation геmаiпеd until аftег the Second wогld Wаг, when
Роkгоvskу's concept of соmmегсiаl сарitаlism, гоuпdlу denounced in
the 1930s, waS геvivеd in someWhat amended fогm in Soviet histогi-
оgгарhу and given wide suррогt. I have in miпd, of соuгsе, the high-
1ightiпg of Lепiп's геmагk of 1894 аНiгmiпg the development of ап
"аll-Russiап mагkеt" in Sеvепtеепth-сепtuгу Russiа, and the guidance

this statement ргоvidеd fог ап immense amount of Soviet геsеагсh in
the пёхt decade ог sо.23 То Ье Suге, Lenin had поt, like Роkгоvskу,
envisaged "Мusсоvitе аutосгасу as the еmЬоdimепt of соmmегсiаl
сарitаlism's diсtаtогshiр." But not 1опg Ьеfоге his death Роkгоvskу
had cited Lепiп's геmагk in defenSe of his oWn histогiсаl iпtегргеtа-
tiоп,24 and many а soviet histогiап fгоm the late 1940s оп occupied
himself with dеmопstгаtiпg the гisе of capitalism in the sеvепtеепth,
ог even the siхtеепth,  сепtuгу.  Роkгоvskу himself геmаiпеd in  iu-
герutе, Ьut, аБ if to waid ОН апу роSsiЬilitу of fаvогаЬlе attention to
Рlеkhапоv's Н4stогу, in  1952 М.  1.  Sidогоv рuЬ1ishеd а 1опg агtiсlе
devoted to Lепiп's  сгitiсism of Рlеkhапоv's  "МепShеvik" histогiсаl
viеws.2Б

22 RuЬiпshtеiп,  Rt.$$kаb  &оr!оgго/i;о,  сh.  32.  The  оп1у  sоuгсе  RuЪiпshtеiп  cited
ou\е:й~аi:~йё-ii€Z*=*;НiЬd;Ь-оft-hе.СойтиМstРаНуоf_th_е5gЫеtuчiо_п(.Воkh_еvik€.).
shогt Соwю (Моsсоw, 1939) was Роkгоvskу's сгitiquе of Рlеkhапоv. It is imрогtапt to
note that Stdiп's Wеu-kпоwп exposition of dialectical and histогiсаl mаtегiаlism in the

Ёрhр:"#q#i,iоd#,;9;ГЁеiс€*еtХ#„::d#§,:#с%,€ЁFо#:еiоО;,сРi::FЁiЁсsЁ::{ЁuС;:::Ро:пi`::Пе8hЁе
point whеге Магх ргосееdеd to list the vагiоus SОсiо-есопоmiс fоmаtiОпs, including the
Аsiаtiс. Еlsеwhеге in the сhарtег (р.  12З), Stalin himself listed "thе Eve mа..ю types of
геlаtiопsоfрюduсtiопs,"ЬutthеАsiаtiсisсопsрiсuouslуmissiпg.

23 Оп this, see my агtiсlе "Тhе ТгапsitiОп fгоm FeudaHsm to Capitalism in Russiа; А
Маjог soviet Нistогiсаl Сопtгоvегsу," Аmег!сm Н&огiоаZ Веt7iесt7 77, по. З (Тuпе 1972.)

24РоkIоvskу,Istогiсhеsk_а4апаи_kаiЬоfЬаklаssро_,2...zП.4:76.,.sекэ.dLро^.М`.N.Р?Ф:^-
skу, Ргеfасе to the tenth edition of Вr®.еf Н&оrу of Ru$Ыо (Nеw Yогk, 19ЗЗ), рр. 11-1З,
and р. 292 of the аррепdiх.

2б М.   1.   sidогоv,   "КгiНkа   Leninym   mеп'shеvistsldldі   vzgliadov   Рlеkhапоvа,"
рр. 279-З21. This агtiс]е, which fOcuses chieHy оп Рlеkhmov's thought сопсегпiпg the"геvоludопагу dеmосгаts," is misпаmеd,  fог it is mоге а сгitiquе of Р1еkhапоv's views
Ьу the аuthог than а сопsidегаtiоп of Lепiп's сгitiсism. As fог sidоюVs сгitiсаl comments
оп Р1еkhапоv's histогiсаl iпtегргеtаtiоп,  iпtегеstiпglу  enough they  аге  often  identical
with РОkгоvskу's, although the lаttег is пеvег mеп6oпеd.
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The регiоd Ьеtwееп stаliп's death and the Twentieth Рагtу Соп-
gгеss Ьгоught little сhапgе. 1п 1954 the same POlevoi whose wогds
We quoted at the Ьеgiппiпg of this рарег, рuЬlishеd а shогt агtiсlе,
"Оп Рlеkhапоv's  Нistогiсаl Viеws," that plainly  "Ьеlitt|еd"  thеm.26

То  Ье  suге POlevoi  сгеditеd  Plekhanov  with  having  Successfully
expounded  and  developed  the  concepts  of  histогiса1  mаtегiаlism,
with Ьеiпg  "thе  Егst . . . to  арргоасh  the  study  of  Russian  histогу
fгоm the standpoint of histогiсаl mаtегiаlism  [iп his сгitiquе of the
рорulists],"  and with some оthег poSitive  асhiеvеmепts.  НоWеvег,
much of this waS mегеlу а гергisе of the judgments stalin paSsed оп
Р1еkhапоv in his Вrjе/ Н*огу о/ fhe СРsU;27 апd, fог the геSt, Ро1е-
vоi's evaluations wеге keyed to citationS fгоm  Lепiп.  Не vепtuгеd
into сопtгоvегsiаl tепitогу оп1у опсе, with а Ьгiеf fог the ргороsitiоп
that Рlеkhапоv's views in the 1890s wеге not in fact Menshevik Ьut
genuinely Магхist. The few pages of the агtiсlе he deVoted tO ГJ.е
Нjsfогу of Rtjэ#аю sосбоZ ГhоtjgJ.t гереаtеd the usual сгitiсаl роiпts.
Although Роkгоvskу's name went uпmепtiопеd, his Sрiгit was mапi-
fest in Роlеvоi'S  ultimate  vегdiсt:  "Рlеkhапоv's  scheme  of  Russian
histогу in this and оthег wогks," he ргопоuпсеd, "is а vагiапt of the
геаdtiопагу gепtгу-Ьоuгgеоis histогiса1 сопсерtiопs."28

1п 1956 F. 1а. Poliansky сопtгiЬutеd а сопSidегаtiоп of Рlеkhапоv's
histогiсаl conception much mоге аmЬitiоuS and extended than Ро1е-
vоi's.29 Uпfогtuпаtеlу, even Ьу сопtгаst with Ро1еvоi'S рiесе, Роliап-
skу's арреагs сгudе and iпsепsitivе.  Не misгергеsепtеd ог misiпtег-
ргеtеd  Plekhanov  а11  too  fгеqчепtlу,  and  опе  sometimes  gets  the
imргеssiоп that his fаmiliагitу With Рlеkhапоv'S НЬfоrу Was less than
аdеquаtе.  Equally  sегiоus,  and  гаthег  аStопishiпg,  he  completely
igпогеd оthег Russian histогiсаl 1itегаtuге; Ьеsidеs Plekhanov he cited
not а single sоuгсе оthег than Магх-Епgеls ог Lепiп. Not suгргisiпglу,
thеп, in fогtу pages of closely ргiпtеd tехt, Poliansky оНегеd nothing
new 'ог  аггеStiпg,  His  агtiсlе  waS  по  dоuЬt  wгittеп  Ьеfоге  1956,

26 lu.  РОlеvоi,  "ОЬ  istогiсhеskikh  vzgliadakh  Рlеkhапоvа,"  Vорrо$у  {Sfог€€,1954,
по. 8' рр. 48".

2і History of the СРsU(В). sl.ой Ссшr8е, рр. 8, 9,1\, L4,15,19.
28 Роlеvоi, "ОЬ istогiсhеskikh vzgEadakh Рlеkhапоvа," р. 60.
20 F. 1а.  Роliапskу,  "IstОгiсhеskаiа  kontseptsiia G.  v.  РlеkhаПОvа,"  UСhеmУе  2Юр*k!'

МGU, по. 179 (1956), рр. 147-184;
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the уеаг it  was  рuЬlishеd;  Ьut,  fог  him,  as  fог  some  оthегs,  1956
аррагепtlу did not Ёguге as а WаtегShеd. When nine уеагs lаtег he
аddгеSsеd himself to а closely геlаtеd SuЬjесt-Рlеkhапоv aS histогiап
of Russian economic thоught-his handling of it Was по mоге sаtis-
fасtогУ and gave eVidence of little ог по mоvеmепt.3О

As  opposed  to  РоliапSkу,  Some  histогiапs  Ьеgап  to  dерагt fгоm
stalinist огthodоху even Ъеfоге the Twentieth Рагtу СопgгеsS. Еsре-
cially  поtеWогthу  was  N.  М.  Dгuzhiпiп's  рарег  ddivегеd  to  die
Intemational Нistогiсаl Сопfегепее in Rome in 1955.3] It waS поtе-
wогthу fог its unHinching гесоgпitiоп that Russian histогiсаl еvоlu-
tiоп,  aS  evidenced  in  the  соuгsе  of  capitalist  develOpment  thеге,
diНегеd геmагkаЬlу fгоm tHe WeStem раttеm. Могеоvег, it епсюuг-
aged many апоthег histОігiап tO рuЬlish Ёпdiпgs consistent With that
регсерtiоп  and  to  сгitiсizе  the  сопtгагу  and  dominant  viеw.  This"пеw сuггепt" sсогеd ап imргеSsivе viсtогу ten уеагs lаtег at the 1965

сопfегепсе in Moscow оп the tгапsitiоп fгоm feudalism to capitalism
in Russiа.32 FolloWing Dгuzhiпiп's lеаd,  the iпsuгgепts  emphasized
the gгеаt hiпdгапсеs ргеSепtеd Ьу а tenacious and аdарtаЬlе feudal
огdег to the development of сарitа1ism in Russiа. They advanced the
Ьеgiппiпg of the tгапsitiоп fгоm feudalism to capitalism to the last
thiгd of the eighteenth сепtuгу,  and Some wеге plainly skeptical of
the view that Russian feudalism had exhausted its potentialities Ьу
the time sегfdоm was аЬоlishеd.

The "пеw сuггепt'S" insistence  upon the ресuliагitiеS  of Russian
histогiсаl development wemt tоgеthег with admonitionS to give due
weight to the го1е of the stаtе. То cite ап аdmiгаЬlу appoSite ехаmрlе,
опе рагtiсiрапt оЬSегvеd:  "Регhарs fог fеаг that they might Ье sus-
pected  of  Sympathy  fог  the  `Stаtist  thеогу,'  [оuг]  histогiапs  have
uпdегеstimаtеd the сепtгаl gоvеmmепt's  EScal ехрlоitаtiОп."33  The
iпSuгgепts uпdегsсогеd the iпdisрепSаЬilitу of соmрагаtivе-histогiсаl

8о F. іа„  Ро\iа,пs:1qг,  Рlеkhатюv  Ъ  гusskаiа  еkопотiсhеskаёа  muSY    (Моsсюw,1965),
сh.11.

3і N. М. Dгuzhiпiп, Gеmеz* *арёfоZ;zmd! tj Rо$s®.j (Моsсоw, 1955).
32 Fог а discussion  of the сопfегепсе ргосееdiпgs,  see my  агtiс1е  cited  in  note 2З.

1.  F.  Gindin  lаЬеlеd  the  views  of  the  iпsuгgепts  "thе  new  сuггепt"  in  Dоkt.mеntу
sоviеtskо-Itаl'iа"kо$ kопfегетsi4 4stотikоо (Моsсоw, \9qО), рр. 225:Ф9.

ЗВ Регеkhоd ot fеоdаhz{:ггш k kафlаhkтu о Rо$s$l, р. L8П .
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studу, and опе соmmепtаtог uгgеd-аS had Р1еkhапоv-thе neceSsity
of соmрагiпg Russiа's еVо1utiоп not оп1у with WeStem Еuгоре'S Ьut
also with the огiепtа1  sосiеtiеS.  The  "пеW  сuггепt"  also  contended
that the  Russian  state  diНегеd  mагkеdlу  fгоm  westem  аЬsоlutist
роlitiеS, and two сопfегееs tentatively агguеd that it might indeed
have Ьееп mоге like ап огiепtаl dеsроtism.34

These 1аst points  wеге  сепtгаl  to the  dеЬаtеS  among  Soviet his-
tогiа.пs  аЬоut  "Russiап  аЬsоlutism"  at  the  Sоviеt~Itаliап  histогiсаl
сопfегепсе in 1968, and in the pages of JsforjjaL SssR Ьеtwееп 1968
and 1972.35 This time the iпSuгgепts аggгеssivе1у advanced the vieW
that the Russian state diНегеd in kind fгоm Westem аЬsо1utism as а
consequence of Russiа's diЕегепt sосiо-есопоmiс dеvеlорmепt. The
сопtгiЬutог whoSe dе1iпеаtiоп of the сhагасtег of the Russian state
sесuгеd the  gгеаtеSt  арргоЬаtiоп was  the west Еuгореапist А.  N.
Сhistоzпоv.  1п ап incisive агtiсlе that dгеw рагаllе1s Ьеtwееп еаг1у
modem  Spain  and  Russiа,  he  emphasized  that  Магх  had  distiп-
guishеdthеSрапishfгоmоthегwеstЕuгореапStаtеsапdhаdlikепеd
it to the ASian political mоdеl. Leaving по dоuЬt as to his mеапiпg,
ChistozvonoV  гереаtеdlу  геfеггеd  to  the  Russian  polity  as  а  dеs-
роtism.з6

The fогсеful advocacy of Such idеаS-апd fог want of space we
have Ьееп compelled to tгеаt this in the most аЬЬгеviаtеd mаппег-
points to the геsuггесtiоп of РlеkhапоVism.  This  is  not to  say that
Рlеkhапоv's  histогiсаl  conception  haS  Ьееп  геvivеd  and  еmЬгасеd
6ю tоfо, ог that the advocateS of сопtгагу VieWs have аЬапdопеd the
stгugglе.  But even аftег such  disсlаimегS,  the  attentive  геаdег may
Still ргорег1у ask if we have геаSоп to аssегt that  soviet histогiапS
cdnsciously  aSsociate  the  ideaS  we  haVe  indicated  with  Рlеkhапоv.

34 IЬjd., рр. 192, 13940, 399.

35 Fог discussions of thею dеЬаtеs, see А1ехапdег GегSсhепkюп, "sоviеt Магхism and
АЬsоlutism," SJаtэ!о Rеt>беtt7 30, по. 4 (DесеmЬег 1971); Thomas Еsрег, "Rесепt soviet
Views  of  Russian  АЬsоlutism,"  Соnоdjаю-Аmеrjсаю  sЬо6с;  Sfс.djеs  6,  по.  4  (wiпtег
1972);  ]оhп Кеер,  "Тhе  Cunent  scene  in  soviet  Нistогiоgгарhу,"  swrt7еу  19,  по.  1
(wiпtег 197З); Напs-]оасhim Тогkе, "Diе пеuеге sоw].еthistiоgгарhiе zum РгоЪlеm des
iussЫsсhеп А\Ъsolutls"s," Fогsсhuпgеп z!иг оstеигорйischеп Gе$cЫchtе z0 (±91З).

36 Сhistоzvопоv's initial сопtгiЬutiоп, "Nеkоtогуе aspekty ргоЬlеmу genezisa аЬsоliu-
tizma v Rоssii,"  арреагеd  not in J8tогi®.а  ssSR Ьut in  Vорго$у  *ог6!,  1968,  по.  5.  А
second оопtгiЬutiоп was ргiпtеd in J6tогj6а sssВ, 1971, по. З.
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No опе ргопоuпсеd his name at еithег the  1965 ог  1968 histогiсаl
сопfегепсеs, it is tгuе; пеvегthеlеsS, Рlеkhапоv's name has Ьееп suг-
facing now and again in histогiсаl disсоuгsе, and vагiоus of his ideaS
fоппегlу igпогеd ог attacked haVe Ьееп арргесiаtivеlу disсussеd. As
еаг1у  as  1956,  М.  1.  sidогоv  defended  PlekhanoV  againSt  "uпfаiг
сгitiсism" of his view of the геlаtiопshiр Ьеtwееп the economic ЬаSе
and  Suрегstгuсtuге,  and  againSt  allegationS  that  he  omitted  с1аss
stгugglе fгоm his account of Магхiап histОгiсаl thеогу.37 1п 1960 оuг
wеаthегvапе,  Роlеvоi,  геmагkеd  that  Plekhanov  "lаid  the  ЬаSis  of
Russian Магхist histогiоgгарhу" in the 1880s and еаг1у l890s, though
he сагеfullу avoided геfегепсе to the mа].ог сопtоuгs of the рiопеег's
histОГiСd Оut|СЮk. 3 8

Ву сопtгаst,  the  same  уеаг,  in  а Ьгiеf discussion  of  Рlеkhапоv's
Шstогу of Russian socid Тhоиght, L. V . Сhегергі±п д±sсеігпеd "gгеа;t
mеогеtiсаl  iпtегеSt" in  РlеkhапоV's  "gепега1  uпdегstапdiпg  of  the
Russian histогiсаl ргосеss."  Сhегерпiп  found  faults  in  Рlеkhапоv'S
Н*fогу, Ьut he ргеsепtеd his SuЬ].есt's ideaS fаiгlу and ассuгаtе1у; he
гесоgпizеd Рlеkhапоv's emphasis оп the го1е of ргоduсtivе fогсеs as
the ргimагу Ьаsе of social dеvdорmепt; and he found SuggeStive and
vаluаЬlе the рагаllеls Plekhanov dгеw Ьеtwееп the fonnation of the
Russian сепtга1izеd State and огiепtаl dеSроtism. Two уеагs lаtег, in
а  wогk  оп  Russian  histогiоgгарhу,  А.  L.  Shарiго  took  notice  of
Сhегерпiп's арргаisаl in the сопsidегаЬlе сhарtег that he devoted to
Рlеkhапоv. Не himsе1f found deHnite mегit in сегtаiп of Рlеkhапоv's
viеws,  а1thоugh  he  Ьеliеvеd  that  Рlеkhапоv'S  "апа1оgу  Ьеtwееп
feudal  [siс]  Russia  and  the  Slaveowning  [Siс]  despotisms  lacked  а
suEcient Ьаsis." Shарiго еithег failed to гесоgпizе ог to acknowledge
that Рlеkhапоv'S views  оп огiепtаl society dегivеd fгоm  Магх  and
Епgеls.  Nеvегthеlеss,  he  waS  mоге  concemed  to  uпdегStапd  Р1е-
khапоv's  outlook  than  to condemn  it,  his  сгitiсism  Was  mеаSuгеd,
and his eSsay оп Рlеkhапоv'S histогiсаl wогk is the Ьеst infomed and

37 М.1,  sidоюv,   "RаzгаЬоtkа  G.  V.  Plekhanovym  istогiсhеskоgо  mаtегiаlizmа,"
Vортоsу filоSоfi6, L956, по. 6, рр. L7-L8.

38 Iu. РОlеvоi, "Nасhа1о mагksistkоi istогiоgгаЕi v Rоssii," in Осhеr*€ i#оr®.€ *tо#Оhе-
skoj nа"kб о SssН, 4 vоls. (Моsсоw,  1955-66),  2: 272. Рlеkhапоv's Н#огу о/ RtG$$6оn
Sос*'а!  ГJюtіght  Was  рuЬlishеd  SuЬsеquепt  to  the  time  span  POlevoi  was  assignod  to
соvег, it is tгuе; Ьut,  as We have оЬSегvеd еагliег, in the  1890s Plekhanov аdumЬгаtеd
What was to Ьесоmе the main theme of his Н*fогу.
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the mOst SenSitive that haS еvег арреагеd in the Soviet ргеsS.39
As soviet histогiапs have again сопfгопtеd the taSk of dеЁпiпg the

ю1е of the stаtе, the most imрогtапt SuрегStгuсtuга1 element in the
histогiсаl ргосеSs,  Some  ргоmiпепt  RguгеS  have  рuЬ1iсlу  tumed  to`Рlеkhапоv  fог  guidапсе.  Thus  Соггеsропdiпg  Academician  М.  1.

Iovchuk in 1964 саl1еd attention to Рlеkhапоv'S vieW оп the геvегsе
eHects of the Suрегstгuсtuге оп the Ьаsе;  апd, in  1966 Academician
Е.  М.  Zhukov  епdогsеd  Рlеkhапоv's  idea  that  State  policy  might
еithег impede ог аЬеt economic dеvе1орmепt.40

1п 1967 the thaw had ргосееdеd SuEciently to епсоuгаgе Polevoi
to advance с1аims fог sympathetic гесопSidегаtiоп of Рlеkhапоv. Не
now implicitly disasSociated Р1еkhапоv's outlook fгоm the "геасtiоп-
агу gепtгу-ЬОuгgеоis histогiса1 сопсерtiопs" With Which he himself
had aEliated it thiгtееп уеагS еагliег,  and emphasized instead that
Рlеkhаmоv'S conception of огiепtаl deSpotism was dегivеd "аЬоvе а11"
fl:оm  the  wогks  of  Магх  and  Епgе1s.  No  lesS  iпtегеstiпg,  he  now
disсоvегеd that Plekhanov had deduced the роssiЬilitу of two 1iпеs
of histогiса1 dеvе1oрmепt fгоm the same аuthогs. As а Епа1 token of
Рlеkhапоv'S геаdmissiоп to  the community of the fаithful,  Ро1еvоi
implied that Р1еkhапоv was mеге1у Ьеiпg а good Магхist when he
сгitiсizеd  "Ьоuгgеоis  histогiапs"  fог  соmрагiпg  Russian  fогms  of
development оп1у with those of Westem Еuгоре and not with those
Of the Огiепt.4і

Even  as  they  shift  to  а  mоге  fаVогаЬlе  арргаisаl,  soviet  wгitегS
who have рuЬ1iсlу епdогsеd сегtаiп of Рlеkhапоv's ideaS have gепе-
га11у  Ьееп  сагеful  to  couple  thеiг  епdогsеmепt  with  сгitiсаl  соm-
mепts. The оп1у exception I know of is М. V. Раvlоvа-sil'vапskаiа,
а сопtгiЬutог to the dеЬаtе оп Russian аЬsоlutism. Оthег рагtiсiрапts
аgгееd to 1аЬе1 the Russian State а dеSроtism, and Some wеге геаdу
to dеsсгiЬе it as ап огiепtаl dеSроtism, ог at 1еаst а state that ехhiЬ-

39 L. V. Сhегерпiп, ОZ)га)2;оt)а}юjе гtю$ko8О *еm±Га!6zоt)аmogо gо$udаrstt)О О ХJV-ХV
t>еkоkЬ  (Моsсоw,   1960),  рр.  95-98;  А.  L.  shарiю,  RW$8kаі6о  &оrjоgrа#b  о  perjod
6mреrбаZб2;ma[ (Lепiпgгаd, 19б2), сh. 12.

4О Vорrо$у d#оr6i, 1964, по. 3, р. 58; Е. М. zhukоv, "Vstuрitеl'пое slоvо," in Геоrе!j-

€83$9k):ер:6?i"i?s8;аgгСkhs::::пРt:О#г"оggG]zп*g€:fОz`gЁ:г:'п::.h%idРis]kgа6#П(Моsсоwэ
4і lu. Роlеvоi, "G. V. Plekhanov о vostochnom dеsроtizmе," рр. 74-75.
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ited огiепtаl-dеSроtiс tгаits, she а1опе gaVe due сопSidегаtiоп to the
case Plekhanov made fог designating Russia ап огiепtаl dеsроtism,
hоwеvег, and She dесlагеd it Ьоth genuinely Магхist and соггесt.42

It  Should  Ье  pointed  out that  геSuггесtiоп  of Plekhanovism  haS
сегtаiпlу Ьееп аЬеttеd,  diгесtlу ог iпdiгесtlу, Ьу the гесепt геvivаl
of the еаг1iег-Ьаппеd concept of а distinct ASiatic mode of ргоduс-
tiоп. .Тhе геvivаl, which dеsегvеS mоге attention than сап Ье given
hеге, was stimulated in рагt Ьу the рuЬliсаtiоп of Магх'S G"юdrk$е,
рагtiсulагlу  his  notes  оп  рге-сарitаlist  economic  fоmаtiопS.  This
mаtегiаl,  which  emphasizeS  the  imрогtапсе  Магх  attached  to  the
Аsiаtiсmоdеоfргоduсtiоп,ргоvоkеdаlivеlуdisсussiОпаmопgМагх-
ists outside the USSR, Ьеgiппiпg in the еаг1у 1960s,  Soviet  sсhоlагs
Егst  епtегеd  the  агепа  in  1964,  with  the  lead  tЖеп,  iпtегеStiпglу
епоugh, Ьу the famous economist Е.  Vагgа.  Мапу  Sdviet  students
of ргimitivе, ргесарitаlist, and поп-Еuгореап Societies now сопSidег
the Asiatic mode of ргоduсtiоп а distinct sосiо-есопоmiс fогmаtiоп
гаthег than а vагiеtу of fеudаlism, and they ассогdiпglу Suррогt the
caSe fог multiliпеагitу in  the histОгiсаl ргосеss.43 Ву сопtгаst, soviet
sсhоIагs  concemed with  Russian  histогу  have  Ьееп  cautiouS  аЬоut
аНiгmiпg the геlеVапсе  of the ASiatic mode  of ргоduсtiоп to  thеiг
агеа,  Магх,  Епgеls,  and  Р1еkhапоv  поtwithstапdiпg.  NеvегthеlеSs,

42 М. Р. Раvlоvа-sil'vапskаiа, "К vоргоsu оЬ оsоЬеппоstiаkh аЬsоIiutizmа v Rоssii,"
J#оr€®.а sSsR,  1968, по. 4, рр. 71-72, 77*З.  she also pointed out  that Lenin mоге ог
less shагеd the idea that the Russian state had Ьееп ап огiепtаl dеsроtism.

43 Fог the Егst гоuпd of сопtгiЬutiопs to the гепеwеd discussion of the Asiatic mode
of ргоduсtiоп, see La Реm§ёе,  по.  114  (1964).  The  discussion  among  Fгепсh Магхists
was set in motion Ьу the Нuпgагiап siпоlоgist, F. Тёkеi, who visited Рагis in 1962. Fог

Г[е7Г[а2П2ТЬе7С,е;2L9Т82?ё]ез3:s]2]g,С:4Р4?Еt5е]:О]%5?еFg{саоdiСыТьОudd?о:fsР]ГпОdmuеС%z%сshеЗгПе3§;
see Еiгеtіе З (1964),  5  (1966),  6  (1967).  Vагgа  condemned  the  suрргеssiоп о{ this  his-
tогiсаl concept in the Soviet Union and called upon soviet sсhоlагs to examine it anew in

Ч}^е^|A%stтсРарtегоfЬisЪо?k^О?hегk4.рорrоЫейаръроlitеkо_поп!ukйiiiiz-БiL-(ЬЕ;==ёЬ;,1964). Lаtег specimens of soviet wгidпgs оп the Asiatic mode of ргоduсtiоп that include
пumегоus  геfегепсеs  to  the  litегаtuге  аге:  L.  s.  Vаsil'еv  and  1.  А.  stuсhеvskу,  `.Тгi

gгЁg::h#;3Ё:Ёk:Ё.рог:о:пFj:Ёаj.;tf;]::Ёtss]Ёж5h35оа#;о;::[о;sе::gфЕ,;,,sЁL5.h5;ооЁьs,%сmhве:%:#3:;г.аоЕЁ]s,е#hsеg:*ЁЁа;
оЬ$ЬоЬе$€о  (Моsсоw,  1968).  Магх's  notes  оп рге-сарitаlist  economic  fomations  wеге
Вгst рuЬlishеd in the UssR in  193941  Ьut evidently evoked  по §igпi$сапt discussion
until  the  1960s.  They wеге рuЬlishеd  in  Gemam  in  195З,  in  Italian  in  1956,  and in
Епglish, with а 1опg iпtгоduсtогу esSay Ьу Егiс НоЬsЬаwп, uпdег the title Рrе-оaірj€о!&
Есогютiс FогтаЫопs (Nеw YОгk,19б4:).
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сопSidегаЬlе movement haS оЬViоuslу оссuггеd in the 1аst decade ог
sо, and thеге may Ье mоге in the уеагs аhеаd.

We аге left with опе регр1ехiпg ргоЬlеm.  Еагliег in this рарег I
SuggeSted  that  РlеkhапоV'S  and  Роkгоvskу's  iпtегргеtаtiопs  wеге
ро1аг  аltеmаtivеs.  Регсеiviпg  that  to  Ье  the  саSе,  Роkгоvskу  took
Steps to disсгеdit and SuрргеsS РlеkhапоV'S сопсерtiоп. when Роk-
гоVskу himsеШ was 1аtег dепоuпсеd, the геtепtiоп of imрогtапt е1е-
ments of his System соmЬiпеd with сегtаiп of Stаliп's ргеdilесtiопS
to Ь1осk effectively the геvivаl of Р1еkhапоv'S iпtегргеtаtiоп. Few of
us have Ьееп аwаге of the гесепt геvivаl of Р1еkhапоvism, Ьut it is
Widely  kпоwlі  that Роkгоvskу  haS  Ьееп  геhаЬilitаtеd  Since  l956.44
The mОге-ог-lеSS  simultaneouS геSuггесtiоп of Plekhanov  and геhа-
Ьilitаtiоп of Роkгоvskу may арреаг to upSet the ргеmisе of my рарег,
Ьut I Suggest that it геа11у doeS поt. То Ье Suге, Роkгоvskу's Н*fоуу
haS Ьееп герuЬlishеd and the Vicious сhагgеS lеvе1еd against him in
the 1930s have Ьееп expoSed aS gгоuпdlеSS slапdег. But it is Роkгоv-
sky the man who has Ьееп viпdiсаtеd, and the сопtеmрогапеоus гisе
to aScendancy of histогiапS who emphasize the ресuliагitiеs of RuS-
Sian histогiсаl development  indicateS  that  at 1опg  laSt Роkгоvskу'S
inHuence is геа11у dissiраtiпg. Ву way of соггоЬОгаtiоп, we may cite
the judgment made in 1966 Ьу а lеаdiпg-апd гаthег сопSегvаtivе-
histогiап:  "Роkгоvskу  Ье1опgs  to  histогу.  We  аге  Speaking  not  of
геstогiпg  Роkгоvskу's  conclusionS  пог  of  idеа1iziпg  his  Wогks  and
conceptiOnS Ьut of dеtегmiпiпg in ап оЬjесtivе, scientiEc way his го1е
in the еstаЬlishmепt and dеvе1орmепt of  [оuг histогiсаl]  sсiепсе."45

As а mеаsuге of the distance  SoViet histогiоgгарhу haS  tгаvе1еd,
we may conclude with this гhеtОгiса1 quеStiоп:  When in  1923 Роk-
гоvskу allowed that Р1еkhапоv waS регhарS а histогiап of the futuге,
could he have imagined that the time would соmе, as it hаS,  when

44 0п the геhаЬilitаtiоп of Роkгоvskу, see D. Dоюtiсh, "Disgгасе and RеhаЪilitаtiоп
of  М.  N.  Роkгоvskу,"  Соmаde.аю  sZоооm6с  РарGгs  8  (1966);  Gеогgе  Епtееп,   "sоviеt
Нistогiапs  Review Тhеiг  Own Раst:  The  RеhаЬilitаtiоп  of  М.  N.  Роkгоvskу,"  sообе!
S.€tіdc.е$ 20, по. З (Iапuагу 19б9);  Tohn Кеер, "Тhе RеhаЬilitаtiоп of М. N. Роkюvskу,"~i;Б;ёБоid;;;; ;п`Ё--FJiiiks in йи-88iа. Еssd;уs 6гі Метогу  of В,1. №cоlаеюskу, ед.  А.

RаЬiпоwitсh et аZ. (Вlооmiпgtоп, Iпd., 1972).

45 L.  V.  Сhегерпiп,  "М.  N.  Роkгоvskу  i  ego  го1'  v  гаzvitii  Sovetskoi  istогiсhеskоi
паuki," in Ооhегk€ 4sfогjj ktогiоhе8kо®. tюt.ki tj sssВ, 4 : 198.
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Some soviet histогiапs would соmраге his own wогk with his аdvег-
sагу'S and аWагd the lаuгеls to Рlеkhапоv?46

роstscгфt
The need fог cautiOn in tгеаtiпg ргоЬlеms of soviet histогiоgгарhу

is uпdегsсогеd Ьу the contents of а гесепt агtiс1е that came to my
attention аftег this рарег had Ьееп соmрlеtеd. AS we have sееп, L. V.
Сhегерпiп in  1960 not оп1у tгеаtеd  Рlеkhапоv's  Н6#огу  арргесiа-
tively Ьut plainly гаtеd it suрегiог to Роkгоvskу's,  апd, in the  196б
statement quoted аЬоvе, he seemed to dispose of the lаttег'S Views
сопс1usivеlу.  Yet гесепtlу, he ].оiпеd with two оthег Асаdеmiсiапs,
L 1.  Mints  and  М.  V.  Nесhkiпа,  to  attack  ``thе new  сuггепt"  with
Роkгоvskу-likе агgumепt.  They wгоtе :

Specialists  оп  feudaIism  have  the  task  of  continuing  to  сгitiсizе  the
views of sеvегаl histогiапs who uпdегеStimаtе the dеtегmiпiпg го1е of
Ьаsiс [есопоmiс] phenomena in the еаг1у feudal регiоd. We Ёпd оЬ].ес-
tiопаЬlе aISo the аSsегtiоп that the development of the сепtгаIizеd state
in Russia stemmed not fгоm economic ргосеssеs Ьut ргimагilу fгоm the
stаtе's  mihtагу  and  fогеigп  policy  пееds.  such  а  fогmulаНоп  of  the
mаttег  could  take  uS  Ьасk  to  the  viewS  of  В.  N.  Сhiсhегiп  and  the
Ъistогiсаl-].uгidiсаl  sсhооl',  that  tгеаtеd  the  state  as  the  dеmiuгgе  of
sосiеtу, that Ьоuпd and then liЬегаtеd Ніе сlаssеs.

То get the mаttег гight, the агtiсlе сопtiпuеd, it is eSsential to ге1у оп
"Lепiп's conception conceming the а1l-Russiап mагkеt."47

The opponents of the "пеW сuггепt" аге disсоVегiпg that Роkгоv-
sky still has his usеs;  апd, Оп that sсоге, he Should not Ье  counted
out ргеmаtuгеlу.

4ОСhегерпiп(ОЬrоzоtjоmiегW$эkоgо±$еmfra!Zб2;оt7оmоgоgо$t.dи$tt;а,рр.95-98)рlаiпlу
гаtеd Plekhanov оvег Роkгоvskу as did lаtег Раvlоvа-sil'vапskаiа (``К vоргоsu оЪ оsоЬ-
ennostiakh аЬsоliutizmа v Rоssii," рр. 71-72, 778З) and А. L. shарiго, "ОЬ аЬsоliutizmе
v Rossii," J8tоrj6а SssВ, 1968, по. 5, р. 75.

47 l. 1.  Мiпts, М. V.  Nесhkiпа, L. V.  Сhегерпiп, "zаdасhi sovetskoi istогiоgгаЁi па
sоvгеmеппоm etape ее гаzvitii," J$Jог®.I'а ssSR, 197З, по. 5 р. 9.


