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OUR RUSSIAN STUDIES  
WELCOMING ADDRESS 

DEAR COLLEAGUES! 
First of all, following the rules of hospitality and appreciation, I would 

like to express my gratitude and thankfulness, by addressing my greetings to 
all the participants of this anniversary conference, who have accepted our 
invitation and come to us from many countries from all over the world, 
thereby endowing our event with special importance. In the first place I will 
mention my friend and colleague Tamás Krausz, with whom we have been 
working as an effectively functioning tandem since the founding of the Cen-
ter of Russian Studies and up to these days. Ákos Szilágyi and Zoltán Sz. 
Bíró too belong to the “founding fathers” of the 1990s. We also owe so much 
to Károly Manherz, who was then dean and came up with an idea of the 
“center”, as an organizational form. Tamás Dezső, the head of the depart-
ment and my former student, supported our activity during the last eight 
years. Among the rectors of the Eötvös Loránd University I would like to 
single out Academician Ferenc Hudecz, as well as the current rector Barna 
Mezey, who rendered our Center particularly great help in expanding inter-
national relations.  

In what concerns the life outside the university, we are grateful to the 
Russian Cultural and Scientific Center for many years of cooperation. How-
ever, I should express the greatest gratitude to the fellow colleagues: the in-
ternational community of Slavists, first of all Russian scholars, as well as the 
Hungarian research teams working outside Budapest, with whom we have 
always worked together, shoulder to shoulder. And, of course, I am extreme-
ly grateful to the employees of our Center, who not only endured me for such 
a long time, but also creatively implemented my ideas, moreover, developed 
and improved them. 

Gratitude for the excellent organization of this conference should be 
addressed to a working group headed by Zsuzsanna Gyimesi. 

In 2015, the Center for Russian Studies of the Eötvös Loránd Universi-
ty celebrated its 20th anniversary, while its “spiritual” predecessor, the Hun-
garian Institute of Russian Studies – the 25th anniversary of its founding. 
Usually less time is needed for retrospective evaluation and summing up. 
We, the former, current and future fellows, as well as the best alumni of the 
Center, are proud of the work we have made, we rejoice at the results 
achieved and look to the future with great hopes. 
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However, there can be no “victorious” moods, since we vividly remem-
ber the unfavourable atmosphere in which our Center was founded, and the 
strong opposition that we had to overcome, although we did not forget the 
Sisyphean labour that the creation of the first Hungarian research department 
of historical Russian studies, the corresponding work is far from being over, 
and can not be finished. 

In the field of science and education, a quarter of a century is not 
enough to obtain final results. During this time, you can lay the foundation, 
line out a route for the studies and define the tasks, but to create a significant 
and authoritative school of international scholarly authority you need a pains-
taking, persistent and selfless work of several generations. 

It would be immodest to say that in this respect we are in a bad situa-
tion: we can not complain about the strength of our international ties, and as, 
for example, is evident from the collection of essays “Our Russian Studies”, 
published by our department on the occasion of the anniversary, the new 
generation of scholars is already knocking at the door, more than that, it has 
already entered the field of Hungarian Russian studies. In a sense, it is more 
difficult for our scientific discipline to achieve recognition in Hungary than 
abroad. This situation has its historical and political reasons, as well as the 
reasons in the history of science. “Russian subjects” have never been popular 
in our country either in the eyes of public opinion, or in academic science. 
It’s impossible to overcome prejudice instantly in any area, therefore, we still 
have enough work, but it would be unfair to say that no progress has been 
made in the last twenty-five years.  

Thus, our collection, as it were, marks the momentary fragment of a 
long creative process. It is representative since it demonstrates the current 
state of Hungarian historical Russian studies in the broadest sense of this 
concept and specifically it represents the work of the Center for Russian 
Studies of the Eötvös Loránd University, with all its abundance of topics, 
diversity of approaches, pluralism of opinions, unlimited freedom of re-
search. We are specialists in Russian studies, and therefore we are pleased to 
note those cases when our activities serve the cultural and scientific rap-
prochement of Hungary and Russia, or at least a closer acquaintance with 
each other. However, the essence of our profession consists in an unadorned, 
honest depiction of the past, in its study “sine ira et studio” for the purpose of 
multiplying the collective knowledge that will benefit the generations that 
follow us and are ready to learn. 

This is what I expect from this conference, and I wish it to all the par-
ticipants! 

GYULA SZVÁK 
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ANN KLEIMOLA 

Sea, Land, and Sky  
THE NEW HORIZONS OF AFANASII OF KHOLMOGORY* 

Afanasii, first archbishop (1682–1702) of Kholmogory and Vaga, was a 
multi-talented churchman. He was an excellent administrator, a leader in com-
bating the Old Believer heresy in the Russian North, a preacher determined to 
protect his Orthodox flock from foreign contamination, an author and educator, 
a linguist. At the same time, Afanasii was open to cordial relationships with 
foreigners, receptive to exchange of ideas in areas apart from religion, inter-
ested in art, architecture, construction techniques, even furniture, and fasci-
nated with books, maps, clocks and optics. He maintained close personal con-
tact with Moscow church and court circles while simultaneously developing a 
wide network of informants in the North, partly through administration of his 
eparchy but also through his acquaintance with traders and sea captains at the 
annual Arkhangel’sk fair. Ideally suited to become “Peter’s man in the North,” 
he found that his increasingly close contact with the tsar expanded his horizons 
in surprising ways in the last decade of his life.  

Afanasii’s rapid rise to prominence within the central church hierarchy 
well antedated Peter’s taking the helm in person.  Born the son of a soldier in 
Tiumen’ in 1641, he had served in the household chancellery of the Tobol’sk 
bishop and then as abbot of the Dalmatov Monastery before his transfer to 
Moscow in the late 1670s.  In the capital he served as the Patriarch’s household 
priest, learned Greek at the Pechatnyi dvor and was entrusted with supervision 
and control over editing works of the Church Fathers translated from Greek 
into Slavic.1  His duties made him familiar with patriarchal routine and with 
the church ritual order then in use in Moscow, above all in the Kremlin 
churches, and offered an introduction to members of the secular elite. 

On 9 March 1682 Afanasii was chosen as the first archbishop for the 
newly established eparchy in the Russian North. Upon his arrival in Khol-
mogory, Afanasii was determined as far as possible to recreate the high level 
of Moscow church life, building and adorning churches, providing books, 
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raising performance standards for church music and services. With the 
Kremlin Dormition cathedral as his ideal, he built a new masonry Transfigu-
ration church. The cathedral complex quickly expanded to fit the status of the 
“first metropolitan of the North”, including a masonry bell tower, 
archbishop’s chambers, sacristy, and gate church.2 

Throughout his tenure as archbishop Afanasii maintained close personal 
contact with Moscow church and court circles. In addition to keeping up a 
substantial correspondence, he paid lengthy visits to the capital on four occa-
sions (February 1684 – February 1685, December 1688 – February 1690, 
December 1692 – July 1693, and January 1697 – March 1698). During the 
minority of the co-tsars Ivan and Peter and during Sophia’s regency, Afanasii 
evidently managed to remain on cordial terms with all parties despite the 
political twists and turns of the Miloslavskii-Naryshkin rivalry.  

While taking an active role in church matters, Afanasii negotiated the 
difficult political terrain with great skill. His second trip to Moscow brought 
him to the capital during the last months of Sophia’s regency and he was 
there when the attempted coup against Peter broke out at the end of the 
summer. Throughout those difficult weeks the archbishop evidently avoided 
being drawn into the fray by focusing on his church-related tasks. On 17 
June 1689 he consecrated the new church of Tikhon the Wonderworker by 
the Arbat Gates, for which he received gifts from Sofiia.3 At the same time 
he clearly enjoyed a cordial relationship with Peter. On Peter’s name day (29 
June 1689) Afanasii conducted the services at the Kremlin’s “upper” Church 
of the Mandylion Icon (v verkhu) at the request (po ukazu) of the sovereign; 
he conducted the ceremony blessing the waters in Preobrazhenskoe on 1 Au-
gust, commemorating St. Vladimir’s baptism of Rus’. On 4 August, a few 
days before the strel’tsy uprising broke out, Peter invited the archbishop to 
Izmailovo for the liturgy celebrating the name day of Peter’s wife Evdokiia. 
And the archbishop hosted a gala feast on August 6, the holiday of the Trans-
figuration, the dedicatory icon of his Kholmogory cathedral.4 Afanasii did 
not join Peter and the patriarch at the Trinity-Sergius Monastery during the 
uprising, but on October 10 he visited Peter at the Alekseevskoe Selo transit 
palace as the tsar was returning to Moscow.5 In the 1690s, however, Afanasii 
continued to celebrate Sofiia’s name-day services in Arkhangel’sk on Sep-
tember 17, before he returned to Kholmogory after the end of the fair.6 

Afanasii’s contacts with Peter became more frequent as the sovereign’s 
changing political and military interests shifted his attention to the North and 
Peter visited the Dvina in the summers of 1693 and 1694. The archbishop 
became “Peter’s man in the North”, offering advice and taking on various 
commissions which made use of his abilities and widened his horizons, 
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drawing him into projects connected to sea, land, and sky. If we consider the 
scope of his interests, acquisition of new tools, and services to the state, we 
can see him clearly as a model of the “new Petrine man”. 

When Peter arrived in Kholmogory in July, 1693, the archbishop ar-
ranged a suitable welcome, with an artillery salute, bells, cheering crowds, 
singers and icons greeting the tsar, and, after church services and dinner, 
gave a tour of the city, including the windmill Afanasii had built according to 
foreign plans. At Peter’s request Afanasii also went to Arkhangel’sk, where 
Peter and his retinue visited the archbishop often, remaining for long, wide-
ranging conversations after dining in the refectory, and Afanasii blessed the 
tsar’s first ocean-going journey on his new yacht with a gift of loaves and 
fishes while Peter honoured the archbishop with a cannon salute. Upon his 
departure in September, the sovereign gave Afanasii the riverboat that had 
transported him from Vologda, complete with sails, anchor, and flags includ-
ing a standard with the Russian coat-of-arms, and a carriage worth 100 rou-
bles. The visit concluded with a gala celebration featuring a display of rock-
ets and grenade flares.7 

The tsar returned the following May, accompanied by 400 retainers (not 
counting servants), and Afanasii, along with his sacristan Efrem and 
pod’iakon Ivan Protopopov, joined the tsar and a small group of courtiers on 
the sovereign’s yacht for a visit to the Solovetskii Monastery, a voyage best 
remembered for the White Sea storm that almost capsized the ship. When 
Peter’s 44-cannon Dutch frigate arrived in Arkhangel’sk, the archbishop 
blessed the tsar and provided loaves and fishes for the sovereign’s expedition 
accompanying foreign ships to their exit from the White Sea.8 Once again 
the tsar and his court dined frequently with the archbishop, and Afanasii be-
came more and more interested in foreign affairs. 

Fortunately for the archbishop’s expanding curiosity, Peter had decreed 
the establishment of the Arkhangel’sk post in 1693, entrusting the job to An-
drei Vinius.  During the Azov campaign Afanasii spent much time and effort 
gathering news, requesting that all members of his clergy and F.A. Apraksin, 
the voevoda in Arkhangel’sk, forward any information to him as quickly as 
possible. The voevoda himself rode to Kholmogory as soon as word of Pe-
ter’s victory reached Arkhangel’sk, and the archbishop immediately ordered 
a celebratory great peal of bells.9 

The Great Northern War drew Afanasii into personal participation in 
state affairs. In 1701 Peter directed his decree on building a new fort, Nova 
Dvinka, at the mouth of the Dvina to both the archbishop and the Ark-
hangel’sk voevoda. That spring Afanasii assured the tsar that everything was 
progressing; despite a late spring and deep snow, trees were being cleared 
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and he had sent his best masons to the site. The eparchy provided building 
materials, including thousands of bricks, and Afanasii himself requested a 
copy of the building plans while suggesting improvements in the proposed 
construction of a well and connecting the water supply to the river in case of 
a siege. On 12 June Afanasii and the voevoda boyar Prince Aleksei Petrovich 
Prozorovskii visited the site to inspect the foundations. Afanasii also handled 
negotiations with foreign merchants in Arkhangel’sk, asking them not to join 
the Swedes. Peter directed Afanasii to take counsel with the voevoda about 
defensive action, and a combination of Russian heroics and sandbars in the 
Dvina led to defeat of the enemy on 25 June and their loss of three ships. 
A month later Peter awarded the archbishop three Swedish cannons in grati-
tude for his contributions.10  

On Peter’s third visit to the North, in 1702, Afanasii was again in Ark-
hangel’sk at the tsar’s behest. On 29 June he consecrated the wooden church 
at the new fortress in the presence of Peter and his son Aleksei, and in Au-
gust the archbishop accompanied them as the troops moved to Nova Dvinka 
for the start of one of Peter’s most ambitious campaigns, hauling ships more 
than 260 km overland along the “Sovereign’s Road” (“Osudareva doroga”) 
from the White Sea coast to Lake Onega. The trees had been cleared and 
swamps and waterways bridged over the summer. Afanasii’s contribution, 
however, had come earlier. In 1700 he had compiled “Three Roads to Swe-
den” (“Opisanie trekh putei”), a description of existing and proposed routes 
through Karelia to Swedish possessions. The archbishop was familiar with 
the old routes used by local residents and pilgrims going to Solovki, and 
gathered practical information from Russian traders. He consulted the copy 
of the Kniga Bol’shogo Chertezha in his personal library for data on dis-
tances between settled points, pogosts, position of rivers and lakes. Peter be-
gan his trace farther west along the coast, but the southern half of his road 
followed Afanasii’s first route, which he had correctly evaluated in terms of 
practicality, anticipating a military need for rapid transit. Peter’s forces 
moved swiftly, leaving the White Sea coast on 17 August and reaching 
Ladoga on 26 August, then proceeding west, resulting in the fall of the 
Swedsh fortress at Noteburg (Oreshek) on 12 October 1702 and Russia’s 
consequent breakthrough to the Baltic.11 

In January 1702 Afanasii made another topographical contribution to the 
state’s knowledge, sending to F.A. Golovin in Moscow a drawing Peter had 
requested of the Northern Dvina “from eight versts above the town of Ark-
hangel’sk... to the mouths of the Dvina at the sea”, including all the channels, 
islands, and sands, as close to size as possible. His charting of the river from 
Arkhangel’sk to the White Sea had great practical importance, as shown by the 
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desperate Swedish search in Baltic ports in 1701 for sailors with knowledge of 
the area who might serve as pilots for their attack squadron.12 

Over the decades the archbishop’s increasing contacts with elite circles 
brought steady exposure to the Western influences that were flooding in to 
both Moscow and the Dvina. Afanasii was clearly attracted by many of the 
new cultural trends. Just before Lent in 1697 he was among the spectators at 
Krasnosel’skii Pond where Peter put on a fireworks show featuring skyrock-
ets that burst into flames of many colours.13 His new riverboat bore his epis-
copal emblem and his title painted in Latin letters.14 The week after Trinity 
Sunday Afanasii visited Dubrovitsy, the village near Moscow where Prince 
Boris Alekseevich Golitsyn built the Church of the Mother of God of the 
Sign, which featured a central octagonal tower capped by a unique gilded 
crown, carved details and statues, and plaster cartouches with inscriptions 
from Latin religious poetry.15 And before he returned north Afanasii had his 
portrait painted by Semen Dement’ev syn Narykov.16 

Afanasii’s contacts with foreign merchants in Arkhangel’sk enabled him 
to pursue his interests in ideas and technology both through conversation and 
acquisition of books, maps, astronomical calendars, engravings, globes, and 
scientific instruments from abroad.17 The names of several dozen foreign mer-
chants appear in Afanasii’s papers, and he hired an interpreter to handle his 
constant contacts with foreigners. He purchased high-quality apparatus for as-
tronomical and meteorological observation from the English merchant John 
Baltus, including seven telescopes. The archbishop set up an observatory in the 
bell tower attached to his cathedral in Kholmogory, and adorned the cathedral 
gallery with depictions of the celestial movement of the sun, moon, and stars.18 

Cornelius de Bruyn, the Dutch artist and traveller who visited the 
archbishop in December 1701, reported that Afanasii “presented us with 
Cinnamon Water, red Wine, and excellent Beer. He also treated us with 
Dates of Egypt and other Refreshments”. After two hours of pleasant conver-
sation, Afanasii took them to see his arms collection, displaying not only the 
guns from the Swedish vessel but “two small Brass Cannon of his own cast-
ing”. Upon their departure the archbishop, “a Man of good Sense, and a 
Lover of Learning”, presented them with loaves and fishes.19 

Afanasii’s forays into spheres far afield from those of a traditional 
churchman are perhaps characteristic of those in the provinces who became 
“Peter’s people”. Like his sovereign, he had wide-ranging interests, curiosity, 
practical skills, and fascination with technology from the West. He entered 
and explored the new worlds opened by his environment, personal relation-
ship with Peter, and resulting enlistment in state activities. But while he was 
drawn to new ideas, he simultaneously retained a traditional orientation, evi-
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dent, for example, in his treatment of the Old Believers, wariness of the non-
Orthodox, severe punishments for malefactors under his jurisdiction, reserva-
tions about European theories of the universe, and even his depiction of the 
roads to Sweden in textual form. In suggestive ways the strengths and weak-
nesses of Peter’s man in the North, living outside court circles and away 
from the centre, mirror those of his sovereign. 
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М.Ю. САВЕЛЬЕВА 

Феномен самозванчества 
и особенности народного  

восприятия верховной власти 
в России XVII–XVIII вв. 

(ТЕЗИСЫ) 

Самозванчество – исторически закономерный феномен, сопут-
ствующий становлению и функционированию различных форм свет-
ской и религиозной власти и являющийся «побочным продуктом», «из-
нанкой» властных отношений, одним из признаков вырождения их в 
форме произвола. В этом смысле опыт самозванчества можно рассмат-
ривать как универсальный.1 Однако среди множества его проявлений в 
силу разных причин наиболее интересно и противоречиво политическое 
самозванчество монархического типа. Возможно, потому что монархи-
ческая власть формировалась в тесной связи с представлениями о сущ-
ности сакрального, и в какой-то мере на их основании, в то же время 
оставаясь светской властью. Изучение этой формы самозванчества поз-
воляет понять некоторые важные характеристики верховной власти, 
которые при других обстоятельствах остаются неявными или сохраня-
ют видимость понятных. 

Как и любое проявление общественного конфликта, политическое 
самозванчество выступает одним из следствий обостряющихся проти-
воречий во взаимоотношениях ведущих классов и сословий. Наиболее 
частое появление самозванцев пришлось на завершение становления 
феодализма и переход к раннекапиталистическим отношениям, в кото-
рых монархия не только всё ещё остаётся преобладающей, но и укреп-
ляет свою структуру. Впрочем, эта связь с объективным основанием 
слишком опосредована, чтобы проявляться и восприниматься одно-
значно. К тому же, её одной недостаточно для появления самозванцев. 
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Гораздо более явными и конкретными причинами являются кризисные 
черты и противоречия, либо же радикальные реформы в структуре 
верховной власти. К примеру, длительные междоусобные войны или 
войны с внешними врагами в результате успешного завершения, как 
правило, приводят к усилению централизации верховной власти путём 
ограничения вольностей благородных сословий вплоть до установления 
абсолютной монархии и создания единой рационализированной верти-
кали власти. Это всегда вызывает недовольство со стороны ущемлён-
ных в правах классов. И появление самозванцев является одним из ста-
ринных способов «восстановления утраченной справедливости». При 
этом «справедливость» понимается не как всеобщий и объективный 
принцип регулирования общественных отношений (по обычаю или на 
основе юридического права), а в своём субъективном проявлении – как 
реализация неких индивидуальных интересов и целей, выдаваемых за 
всеобщие. При этом, как правило, используются случайно подвернув-
шиеся средства, и лишь теми, кто в состоянии организовать, профинан-
сировать и воплотить в жизнь эти замыслы. 

Это означает, что путь, которым самозванцы приходят к власти, – 
это путь переворота, а не революции. В случае если самозванец при-
надлежит ко двору или является членом правящей фамилии, это будет 
локальный дворцовый переворот, не обязательно перерастающий в 
гражданскую войну. Конечно, налицо будет прямая узурпация власти, 
однако самозванство при этом будет лишь частичным или относи-
тельным, поскольку захватчик действует от своего реального имени и 
сохраняет его в дальнейшем, подтверждая тем самым некоторую объек-
тивность своих прав. Таков, к примеру, дворцовый переворот 25 ноября 
1741 г., когда на престол взошла Елисавета Петровна. Дочь Петра, с 
одной стороны, была внебрачной и, следовательно, не обладала фор-
мальным правом престолонаследования, и потому самостоятельно 
огласила себя преемницей трона. С другой стороны, она смогла исполь-
зовать собственное уязвимое положение как преимущество, объявив 
юридически более правомочных претендентов на престол неправомоч-
ными именно в силу своего исключительного близкого Петру проис-
хождения. Но если претендентом на престол оказывается посторонний, 
случайный субъект, тогда переворот неизбежно будет военным, вовле-
кающим в себя всё государство, а захватчик – не только узурпатором, 
но и полным самозванцем, осознанно выступающим как другое лицо. 
И со стороны его могут поддерживать только в этом качестве. 

Успешность переворота зависит от многих обстоятельств, – преж-
де всего, конечно же, от степени одобрения и поддержки ближайшего 



М.Ю. Савельева 142 

окружения, а в конечном счёте от отношения всего народа; но немалую 
роль играют факторы, выбивающиеся из общей картины отчуждённых 
логических связей, и касающиеся особенностей общественной психоло-
гии. В частности, личные, индивидуальные качества, которые позволя-
ют самозванцам впоследствии удерживать власть или терять её. Впро-
чем, есть всё же одна безусловная закономерность: самозваный опыт, 
основанный всецело на чуде (спасении, воскрешении и проч.), ни разу 
не был удачным. И всё потому, что это ложное, иллюзорное основание 
не способно трансформироваться в реальное пространство рациональ-
ных и прагматичных отношений власти. Самозванец, конечно же, дол-
жен позиционировать себя как «своего», поскольку речь идёт о фа-
мильной преемственности, для которой сложно подобрать аналог. Тем 
не менее, мера «свойскости» должна соблюдаться. К примеру, Екатери-
на Алексеевна свергла законного супруга, изначально будучи в статусе 
официального возможного претендента на престол и регентши мало-
летнего Великого князя Павла Петровича. Иными словами, она остава-
лась самой собой и не была случайным человеком. Поэтому, понимая 
всю противоправность и аморальность её поступка, ей всё же могли 
доверять. Но никакие чудесным образом спасшиеся наследники не мо-
гут избавить общество от сомнений в подлинности их происхождения. 
История убедительно свидетельствует, что даже самый искренний и 
всеохватывающий эмоциональный всплеск со стороны народа рано или 
поздно сменяется более взвешенным рациональным отношением. Чудо 
требует конкретных подтверждений или хотя бы повторения. А основа-
ний для этого нет. 

В зависимости от причин, поставленной цели, избранных средств 
достижения выделяют несколько форм самозванческого опыта. Наиболее 
предсказуемыми и распространёнными являются экспансивное и имма-
нентное. Первое в большей степени обусловлено исключительными 
внешними обстоятельствами (экономический и политический кризис, 
военная интервенция, несовершенство властной системы) и само впо-
следствии их провоцирует. Так было во времена Великой Смуты и во 
второй половине XVIII века. Лжедмитрии, княжна Тараканова, Пугачёв – 
экспансивные и безусловные самозванцы. Такие проявления самозванче-
ства вполне закономерны, хотя и не являются выражением исторической 
необходимости, ведь они – следствия в чистом виде; не будь внешних 
негативных факторов, не было бы и самозванцев. При этом лица, претен-
дующие на царственные роли, чаще всего совершенно случайны. 

Имманентное самозванчество – иначе «самопровозглашенче-
ство» – формально подобно экспансивному; это экспансия внутренняя, 
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спровоцированная теми же самыми противоречиями, но воспринятыми и 
пережитыми на индивидуально-личностном уровне, как личная драма – 
как противоречия между членами правящей династии. В этом случае са-
мозваный акт, напротив, кажется случайным, в то время как выбор само-
го претендента оказывается наиболее вероятным и закономерным. Так 
было в моменты восшествий на престол Елисаветы Петровны и Екатери-
ны II, когда жертвами их политических амбиций становились ближайшие 
родственники и законные наследники, а им самим приходилось захваты-
вать верховную власть насильственным путём. 

Эти опыты могут проявляться одновременно – взаимодополняться 
или же осуществляться автономно, не противореча друг другу, по-
скольку имеют единое рациональное основание – осознанное стремле-
ние отдельных субъектов или общественных групп сместить конкрет-
ных представителей верховной власти, не важно, с какой целью. Но 
поскольку имманентные самозванцы имеют непосредственное отноше-
ние к власти, в таких случаях всегда имеют место заговоры. 

Однако есть ещё один любопытный опыт самозванчества, который 
тоже отражает кризисное состояние субъективных настроений в обще-
стве и является показателем определённого мировоззренческого упадка 
и общественной дезориентированности, однако, может исключать 
внешнего претендента на власть. Такой опыт проявляется крайне ред-
ко и показывает, в первую очередь, уровень стихийного всеобщего 
недовольства правителем, и лишь потом – чьи-то личные амбиции. И, 
что очень важно, не только в периоды социально-экономического и по-
литического упадка, но и, как ни удивительно, подъёма. Это так назы-
ваемое мнимое или псевдо-самозванчество, когда законный верховный 
правитель воспринимается как самозванец лишь потому, что общество 
оказывается не готовым принимать его политический стиль. Представ-
ления о «самозванце на троне» могут быть наивными (народно-
психологическими), когда в общественных низах постепенно формиру-
ется искренняя уверенность в том, что «царь не настоящий», сопровож-
дается нелегальной или полулегальной поддержкой оппозиционной 
части правящей верхушки. Так было после возвращения Петра Алексе-
евича из Европы. Однако эти представления могут быть и вполне осо-
знанными, и даже тщательно спланированными идеологическими приё-
мами с весьма прагматичной целью – не допустить прихода к власти 
или хотя бы ограничить реальную власть. Такие настроения были под 
конец правления Анны Иоанновны, когда Елисавету Петровну многие 
воспринимали как «незаконную дщерь», то есть потенциальную само-
званку. Такая же угроза нависала над Екатериной II, вынужденной пой-
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ти на свержение законного мужа и престолонаследника. В результате 
ей, как известно, удалось обернуть угрожающую ситуацию в свою 
пользу и позднее даже посеять в народе недоверие к собственному сы-
ну. Для этого она не препятствовала распространению слухов о воз-
можном внебрачном происхождении Павла Петровича, – фактически, 
готовила почву для восприятия его как самозванца. Поэтому изоляция 
Великого князя от прямого участия во власти и назначение наследни-
ком великого князя Александра казались вполне естественными. 

Таким образом, можно сделать некоторые выводы, касающиеся 
закономерностей проявления опыта самозванчества и его результатов. 
Во-первых, его характер зависит от степени абсолютизации верховной 
власти и меры рациональности её восприятия в обществе, при отсут-
ствии развитой сферы публичного права и ограничение её индивиду-
альным правом. Чем сильнее, последовательнее и рациональнее власть, 
тем она понятнее для своих подданных. И тем менее спонтанным и 
наивным является самозванческий опыт и чаще появляются незаконные 
претенденты на трон. С установлением абсолютной монархии и утвер-
ждением принципов просвещения самозванчество становится весьма 
действенным способом влияния на власть, а в отдельных случаях – 
единственным, хотя и не легитимным способом её достижения. 

Тем самым, самозванчество изобличает не только свою противо-
правность, но и мифологическую сущность, поскольку осуществляется 
как неосознанная подмена смысловых связей: формируясь как замысел 
на основании объективных целей, оно реализуется субъективными 
средствами – желанием отдельных субъектов прийти к власти любой 
ценой и установлением хаотичных личных связей. В конце концов, 
средства вытесняют цель и занимают её место. Различные типы отно-
шений подменяют друг друга или отождествляются – к примеру, отно-
шения власти и отношения собственности; самозванцы могут не разли-
чать их. Поэтому сущность опыта самозванчества – не реформация 
общественного устройства и даже не реформация власти, а лишь её пе-
рераспределение на основе оценки индивидуально-личностных качеств 
правителя. Иначе говоря, смена династии. 

В то же время самозванчество социально и политически не про-
дуктивно, поскольку не самодостаточно. Оно направлено на решение 
сиюминутных задач путём достижения сиюминутных целей, но не мо-
жет стать основанием дальнейшего развития общественных отношений. 
Иными словами, оно – не идея, на основании которой формируется ин-
дивидуальное и общественное мировоззрение и возникают новые соци-
альные структуры. Оно – безыдейно, авантюра, вспомогательное сред-
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ство достижения цели, не имеющей прямого отношения к происходя-
щему в обществе и государстве. Оно – способ захватить, присвоить 
власть и сделать её средством самоутверждения. Поэтому самозванец 
должен, в конце концов, бороться за собственное имя, потому что толь-
ко так может доказать личную необходимость. Например, Екатерина 
Алексеевна публично позиционировала себя идейной преемницей Петра 
(«Первому – Вторая»), а Павел Петрович – родственными связями 
(«Прадеду – правнук»). 

Впрочем, стремление к безраздельному обладанию властью 
вполне понятно: именно опыт самозванчества высвечивает пределы 
возможного отношения к власти, точнее, весь построен на представле-
нии о непосредственном, почти физическом, единстве «вот этого» ин-
дивида и властного опыта. Поэтому для самозванца важно, чтобы его 
воспринимали не просто как «фигуру», «единицу», «носителя» власти, 
«одного из», а именно как полное и окончательное, а главное – безаль-
тернативное её воплощение. Самозванец неосознанно пытается дока-
зать, что не власть делает индивида правителем, а наоборот – конкрет-
ный индивид, предназначенный для правления, формирует 
пространство властных отношений. Причём, не организовывает уже 
наличные принципы и структуры власти, а продуцирует их собствен-
ными действиями и мыслями, буквально творит их, пытаясь убедить 
окружающих, что никто другой на это не способен. По-другому и быть 
не может: самозванец появляется внезапно (степень внезапности зави-
сит от степени авантюрности общей ситуации), а зачастую просто ни-
откуда, и своим появлением вносит хаос и смятение в устоявшиеся от-
ношения. В отдельных случаях ему удаётся даже поломать их. И если 
он не способен предложить ничего более продуктивного как носитель 
власти, он старается всеми силами завоевать расположение ближайшего 
окружения и одобрение народа личным обаянием или популистскими 
мероприятиями. Но даже и тогда, когда он оказывается талантливым 
правителем, он никогда не забывает, каким путём ему досталась власть, 
и старается сохранить личную приязнь с ближайшим окружением и 
народом. Так делала, к примеру, Екатерина Вторая, – нельзя не при-
знать, что весьма успешно. 

В любом случае, присвоение власти оказывается невозможным, – 
власть не предметна и не вещна, потому не может принадлежит никому, 
иначе она не власть; в её процессуальности можно только участвовать. 
Поэтому любая такая попытка будет не только незаконной, но и бес-
смысленной. В этом понимании самозванчество деструктивно: авантю-
рист сам становится орудием, средством, цель же ускользает, как   
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только он начинает предпринимать реальные действия, и на её месте 
формируется совсем другая, отнюдь не великая, а очень жалкая цель – 
выжить. Истинную же цель преследуют приведшие самозванца к 
власти, но сами остающиеся в тени и реализующие программу власти в 
соответствии со своими интересами; последние в любом случае 
оказываются субъективными, ибо реализуются не теми, кто 
предназначен для этого. 

Примечание 

1 См. напр.: Тульчинский Г.Л. Самозванство. Феноменология зла и 
метафизика свободы. СПб.: Изд-во РХГИ, 1996, 412 с.; Усенко О.Г. Кто такой 
«самозванец»? // Вестник славянских культур 5–6 (2002). С. 39-51 и др. 
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ENDRE SASHALMI 

The Coronation Medal  
as a Vehicle of Legitimation 

ICONOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS OF THE CORONATION  
MEDALS OF FOUR EMPRESSES, CATHERINE I (1724), ANNE 

(1730), ELISABETH (1742) AND CATHERINE II (1762)

An important feature of 18th-century Russian History was the advent of 
female rule, the prelude to which came in 1724, when Peter the Great per-
sonally crowned his second wife, Catherine, the Empress of Russia. The 
coronation was publicized by a novel medium in Russia, coronation medals 
or coronation jettons. They could be handed over or shown to others easily,1 
furthermore, because of their simple iconography, they could convey a direct 
message as to the source of legitimacy of this unprecedented event. 

Three different coronation medals of Catherine are known to me. The 
obverse of the first one (1) shows Peter and Catherine as quasi co-rulers with 
their titles (“Emperor Peter, Empress Catherine”) while its reverse depicts 
Peter’s crowning his wife, and contains the inscription “Crowned in Mos-
cow”, as well as the year of the event (1724) at the bottom.  

1. 

The obverse of the second medal (2) has the inscription, “Grace by the 
Most High”, which explains the imagery: rays of light (divine grace) coming 
from a cloud (Heaven) fall on a crown, the shape of which corresponds to the 
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new, imperial crown made for Catherine’s 1724 coronation. The meaning is 
clear: Catherine was crowned from Heaven. The reverse simply states the 
time and the place of coronation: “Empress Catherine crowned in Moscow in 
the year of 1724”. This type of coronation medal was issued unchanged on 
the occasion of subsequent coronations in 1730 and 1742, with only the 
name and the date altered on the reverse. Therefore, I call it the “standard 
coronation medal”. The depiction of the crown remained the same, despite 
the fact that a new imperial crown was made for Anne’s coronation which 
was also used at Elisabeth’s inauguration. 

2. 

How can the message of the two coronation medals of Catherine recon-
ciled? The solution is provided by the inscription on the obverse of her third 
coronation medal (3) which reads: “From God and the Emperor”. This in-
scription runs around a crown placed on a pillow with a dais underneath, and 
this image recalls the real scenario of Catherine’s coronation ceremony in the 
Assumption Cathedral Moscow. The sermon preached by Feofan Prokop-
ovich (Peter’s chief ideologist) at Catherine’s coronation propagated the 
same message as the inscription did, explaining the unprecedented nature of 
the event: “Only through God, Feofan repeatedly proclaimed, could some-
thing so bold as this coronation sanctioned and understood. God and Peter 
the Great”.2 The key to the understanding of the inscription on the corona-
tion medal was also provided in the coronation sermon as the crowd could 
hear: “The heart of the Tsar is in the hands of God”.3 This age old premise of 
tsarist ideology implied that “The tsar’s will was God’s will”. 

 3. 
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The 1724 coronation of Catherine can possibly be explained by Peter’s 
intention to make Catherine his successor to the Russian throne, and it might 
be treated as a consequence of Peter’s 1722 law on succession: this statute 
proclaimed that henceforward the ruler could designate anyone to be the suc-
cessor. After 1722, in principle, the nominated heir could indeed be any per-
son: even a woman, even someone having no ties of blood at all to the ruling 
family. Of course, the ruler could choose someone from the royal family but 
blood relation, in contrast to the past when the right of the eldest surviving 
son had been observed as a normative principle, was no longer a source of 
legitimacy: it was completely replaced by the ruler’s will, independent of any 
restraints. The main effect of Peter’s 1722 statute was the uncertainty of suc-
cession until 1797, which, in turn, paved the way for the age of the so-called 
palace revolutions (1725–1762): whatever claims were put forward by the 
candidates to the throne, it was the imperial guards created by Peter who said 
the final word on succession. This train of events is well known, and it does 
not need to be discussed here.  

When the wife of Peter assumed power, becoming thereby Catherine I 
in 1725, she was not crowned again: indeed, her 1724 coronation by Peter 
was considered as a justification for her rule. With Catherine’s accession to 
the throne a break with tradition occurred on two fronts: a female ruler was 
on the throne for first time, and her legal claim came from a newly estab-
lished law, not from right of birth. Given the uncertainty concerning the 
principles of legitimation it became vital at each accession to make the 
claims to throne public, especially in case of female rulers. The solution, as 
R. Wortman noted, was the act of coronation: “It was regarded as an urgent 
requirement of rule, and preparations began immediately after the seizure of 
power.”4 This gives, in my view, the real importance of the coronation med-
als besides the reasons given at the beginning: they became the media of 
legitimation issued for the occasion which put the seal of legitimacy on each 
ruler’s reign. 18th-century Russian coronations, as Wortman underlined, “like 
English coronations of the sixteenth and seventeenth- centuries, confirmed 
the uncertain claims to the throne”.5 

The issue of coronation medals created a tradition in the 18th century, 
and this practice continued in the 19th century as well. But from being a vital 
media of legitimation between 1724–1762, they would become simply cere-
monial conveniences when the succession was more or less stabilized (1797), 
and they would no longer have the same importance as before! In my analy-
sis I do not intend to highlight the circumstances under which the empresses 
came to power. I just focus on the visual strategy of legitimation conveyed 
by the coronation medals of three empresses following Catherine I. 
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The Coronation Medal of Anne 

The obverse of her coronation medal (4) shows the portrait of the Em-
press, and contains an inscription listing her titles: “[By] G[od’s] G[race] 
(B.M.) Empress and Autocrat (Samoderzhitsa) of All the Russias”. The title 
Autocrat is not just one of the conventional titles here: on the contrary, it 
bears crucial importance because of the previous attempt to restrict her 
power by “conditions”. The inscription on the reverse, “By God, by kin and 
by them” identifies three sources of legitimation. It is eloquent that the text of 
her coronation album explained the meaning of this inscription,6 and to a 
great extent the iconography of the medal as well. 

 

4. 
 
As for the iconography of this coronation medal, two closely related 

questions arise: Who are the “by them”? How is God-given power reflected 
in the imagery? The first question is partly answered by the album as it ex-
plains that the three female figures represent virtues, i.e.: Faith, Love, and 
Hope.7 What it does not say, that they are the Christian theological virtues. 
In the medal they are identified by the cross, a small child, and the anchor 
respectively. Each of them invests the empress with one of the regalia: the 
sceptre, the crown, the orb. Charity / Love holds not only the centre position 
but she is depicted as higher than the other two virtues, and this is the one 
investing Anne with the crown! I think it is not an accident but a visual re-
flection of the position of Charity among the theological virtues. “According 
to the Pauline definition charity is the highest of theological virtues.”8 This 
position of charity was also reflected in Western Art in the Late Middle 
Ages.9  

Traditionally in Christian symbolism the cross, the heart, and the an-
chor are the attributes of these three virtues but instead of a heart here we 
have a child in the arm a female figure. The coronation album, however, 
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mentions two more children beside the woman10 but these children are not 
visible either in the medal or in its graphic image given in the album.11 
Where did this symbolism come from? I claim that we have to turn to Cesare 
Ripa’s Iconologia. In his work (1603) we have more than one allegorical 
description of Charity: one of them is where a woman is described and de-
picted (as below) with two other children at her feet (5) – but an alternative 
description given by Ripa mentions one child only, held in the left arm of a 
woman (as in the coronation medal).12  

   5. 

How is God-given power reflected in the imagery? As for the overall 
pattern of the position of the three allegorical virtues, I think they are very 
similar to the canonical Orthodox depiction of the Holy Trinity in icons (rep-
resented by three angels), as in Andrei Rublev’s famous Troitsa (6). If we 
know that in Western Catholic symbolism there was a strong link between 
the doctrine of the Trinity and the three theological virtues (“There are his-
torically three steps to the sanctuary, symbolizing faith, hope and love, or the 
Holy Trinity.”13), and add the highest position of Charity among the theo-
logical virtues which was also reflected in art, then it is understandable that 
the allegorical representation of these virtues could easily be associated with 
the Orthodox imagery of Trinity. For an Orthodox viewer possibly this is the 
most immediate association coming to one’s mind. So, what we have here is 
probably the fusion of the canonical Orthodox iconography of Trinity (as 
represented by three angels) with the Western allegorical imagery of the 
three theological virtues – a fusion which can possibly be explained by the 
close association between the Holy Trinity and the three theological virtues 
in Western theology. 
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   6. 

The Coronation Medal of Elisabeth 

“Although it is rarely mentioned in literature, she went to considerable 
length throughout her reign to reassert the matrilinear link and to honour her 
mother’s memory.”14 To buttress her position, however, required further 
measures to be taken. “In the very first days and weeks of Elizabeth’s reign 
something arose that was unusual for the eighteenth century, a surprising 
combination of ideas, dogmas, and clichés that could be labelled only one 
thing: ideology.”15 This statement, as we shall see, also holds true for her 
coronation medal (7). 

7. 
What is important for its interpretation is the choreographing of the 

coup d’ état accomplished by the imperial guards: “On the evening of No-
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vember 24 1741 Tsarevna Elizaveta Petrovna attended a St. Catherine’s Day 
Mass, knowing full well that, as she knelt in prayer to her late mother’s an-
gel, a coup was taking place which would bring her on the throne the follow-
ing day.”16 Elisabeth prayed for divine providence, and her prayer was 
heard... 

The coronation ceremony of Elisabeth was a clear break with the past: 
she took the crown from the hand of the officiating prelate and placed it on 
her own head. This self-coronation was symbolically prefigured by the coro-
nation procession that we know from her coronation album: “Elisabeth’s 
agency, the pictures made clear, was direct, unmediated by clerical or other 
human powers. A picture above the passageway of the Tver arch, not among 
the illustrations, showed a hand extending from the heavens to place a crown 
on Elisabeth’s head.”17 Wortman noted that the legend, “the true sovereign is 
crowned not from earth but heaven”, also appeared in her coronation 
medal.18 But how should this inscription, “By divine providence through 
faithful subjects” (Promysl’ Bozhii cherez vernykh poddannykh) be inter-
preted? Or, in other words, how could divine providence be reconciled with 
reference to faithful subjects? What we have here is an idea appearing in 
Russia in 1613 that God acts through the people. The more immediate source 
of the inscription was possibly not so remote in time. I think it is plausible to 
see the influence of the work of Feofan Prokopovich, Pravda voli monarshei 
behind this theoretical justification. As for the origins of political govern-
ment this tract states: “every form of government… derives its origins from 
an initial agreement among this or that people, in every case at God’s voli-
tion and under his wise and active providence (premudro deistvuiushchu 
smotreniiu bozhiiu).”19 The word we have here is smotrenie, not promysl’, 
and though in case of Elisabeth the question was not the establishment of 
government as such by a contract, her accession as a result of a successful 
coup de’ état accomplished by the guards, could be interpreted that the 
guards were the “faithful subjects”, the vehicle of God’s will – divine provi-
dence worked through them.  

Elisabeth’s coronation medal, however, contains also some hidden mes-
sages which clearly prove the importance she placed on descent, especially 
on matrilinearity. If we compare the coronation medal with the right section 
of the engraving (8) showing her mother’s 1724 coronation,20 the parallels 
are striking.  

Elisabeth, similarly to Catherine, is crowned from Heaven: the first by 
the winged figure of Providence in a cloud, the latter by an unidentified god-
dess in a cloud, through her agents, two angels. Furthermore, in the right 
lower section of the medal we see a woman carrying a shield with the coat of 
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arms of Russia on it, the parallel of which in the engraving is a woman carry-
ing a scroll with the name of Catherine on it and listing the deeds she accom-
plished for Russia. The two columns are also significant: they come, in my 
view, from Peter’s personal seal. This seal (9) was already in use in 1714 but 
possibly from 1710–1711.21 

 

   8. 
 

   9. 
To conclude: The coronation medal contained not only the principle of 

direct God-given power but also reflected Elisabeth’s efforts to emphasize 
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her rights as the daughter of Peter the Great and Catherine by iconographic 
means.  

The Coronation Medal of Catherine II 

As for Catherine II, two of her coronation medals are known to me. 
One is a variation of the type I called the “standard type”. (10) The obverse 
has the inscription, “For the love of the Fatherland”, and rays of light com-
ing from a half circle under a triangle which contains an eye. The eye repre-
sents “the all-knowing and ever present God”, and, in combination with the 
triangle, the Holy Trinity.22 This visual representation of the Trinity was a 
commonplace of Baroque iconography in the West both in churches and out-
side them: it became closely associated with the unmediated God-given 
power of secular rulers, and during Peter the Great it became part of Russian 
political iconography. 

 

   10. 
 

The other coronation medal of Catherine II is a more elaborate one. 
(11) The obverse of it follows the traditional model, while the reverse is in 
many ways reminiscent of the imagery of Elisabeth’s medal (two columns, a 
winged figure handing down a crown). This is not surprising as Catherine 
II’s reign, in many ways, was the continuation of Elisabeth’s.23 The inscrip-
tion, “For the salvation of faith and fatherland”, shows the importance of the 
term Fatherland (also found in the other medal as we have just seen) which 
came into wider usage during Elisabeth. And Catherine II very much empha-
sized her image of Mother of the Fatherland (Mat’ Otechestva) throughout 
her reign. Catherine is represented in the reverse of the medal only by the 
initial letters of her name, which are crowned by Providence, while the other 
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two female figures are the allegories of Faith (left) and Fatherland (Russia), 
corresponding to the inscription. 
 

   11. 

Conclusion

Beginning from Anne female figures were prominent in the coronation 
medals of female rulers in Russia which could not be accidental: they clearly 
served, in my view, to legitimize the given woman on the throne. Coronation 
by a female figure, as in case of Anne by the allegory of Charity, by a female 
figure from Heaven, as in case of Elizabeth I and Catherine II (and also in the 
engraving depicting Catherine’ coronation in 1724) set the iconographic tone 
for legitimating female rule, and served as a background for the female rul-
ers’ identification with classical deities. “By the second half of the eight-
eenth century, two goddesses were often identified with the figure of the 
reigning monarch (who were female for most of the period): Minerva and 
Astraea.”24 Elizabeth was referred to as “the Minerva of our years” as early 
as her coronation (1742) in a poem,25 and the shield in the hand of Divine 
Providence in Elisabeth’s and Catherine II’s medal can possibly be inter-
preted as the shield of Minerva.  

There was clearly a shift in the gender of the iconography of power. 
Muscovite “Christo-centric”, i.e. male-gendered iconography had to be re-
placed with a female-gendered one, corresponding to reality, i.e. female rule. 
Neutral (in terms of gender) representations of divine right, namely through 
rays radiating from a cloud or a triangle (with or without the all-seeing eye) 
of course remained crucial, as we have seen the example of the “standard 
type” of coronation medal. At the same time, divine will had to be personi-
fied so that it could be associated with the gender of the reigning monarch: it 
was accomplished either by the allegorical representation of theological vir-
tues which conveyed an association with the orthodox image of the Trinity 



The Coronation Medalas a Vehicle of Legitimation... 167

(1730), or by Divine Providence having some reminiscences of Minerva 
(1742, 1762).
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GÁBOR KECSKEMÉTI

The Historical Roots of Liberal 
Russophobia in Hungary 

Introduction 

In this paper I would like to present you the historical roots of the lib-
eral Russophobia in Hungary, during the 19th century. In a nutshell I would 
like to show what kind of image the Hungarian liberals had of the Russians 
and Russia in the 19th century, and which stereotypes and fears formed 
against the Tsarist Russia. In the first part I would like to shortly define the 
concept of phobia and the characteristics of Hungarian liberalism in the 19th 
century, than I will talk about the question, whether the Hungarian liberals 
were Russophobe in this century. Finally I will talk about the “Russophobe 
Encyclopaedia” of the Hungarian liberals. 

The Definitions of 19th Century Liberalism 
and its Characteristics of Hungary 

Before defining Hungarian liberalism, I would like to discuss the basic 
concepts I set up to analyze Russophobia. Phobia: a Greek word, meaning a 
patological fear of something. Russophobia exists in psychology also. This 
phobia can be considered as an illness, only in the minority of the cases. So, 
here if I talk about Russophobia, I consider it, as socio-psychological phe-
nomenon. So it means: that the majority of the cases shouldn’t be treated 
psychologically, it is rather an area of social sciences. In my opinion if we 
talk about prejudice or negative image, we should call it a stereotype. In this 
case, the members of a group – Russians – or a type of political formation – 
the Tsarist Russia –, or a definable person – the Russian Tsar – creates a spe-
cific impression or fear of other people.  
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The liberal state theory is based on the concept of freedom, but the lib-
erals did not aim to reach this by isolating the individual and the state, but on 
the contrary, by creating closer relations between the two and subordinating 
the power to the society.1 

In Hungary, the establishment of the liberal public opinion can be asso-
ciated with earl István Széchenyi. He intended to promote its establishment 
on social meetings or attending clubs in the 19th century, which hadn't had 
any underlying political intentions before.2 He believed that after a while the 
power of public opinion would be enough to influence political power.3 

It is important to mention that most of the Hungarian liberal intellectu-
als and politicians were jurists before and after 1848, so their main interests 
were legal theory, public law and state structure, hence other important top-
ics, like social questions were neglected.4 It is interesting that in the 1830s 
and 1840s those groups, which were considered to be socially radical at that 
time (in topics like abolition of serfdom), were radical in their approach of 
minorities as well. They had intolerant views of ethnics groups in Hungary.5 
Most of the Hungarian liberal politicians and thinkers were from noble fami-
lies as the Hungarian middle class did not possess enough power or opportu-
nity to represent itself in politics. These lesser nobles were between the desti-
tute masses and the opulent nobles just like bourgeoisie between feudal 
aristocrats and the working class in other countries so they can be considered 
a type of middle class.6 

The 1848 / 49 revolution is an important turning point in the history and 
evolution of Hungarian liberalism. Before 1848, Hungarian liberalism was 
diverse, but as I mentioned earlier, it dealt with social questions rather than 
minority issues.7 These early liberals represented national interests as they 
were in opposition to the “conservatives” who were loyal to the royal Court 
of Vienna.8 Furthermore, this political group was willing to start an uprising 
to protect the institutional and civil development and freedom. The liberals of 
the reform era truly believed that the emergence of the middle class and capi-
talism will become appealing for the Hungarian minorities and will attract 
their counterparts (Serbs, Bosnians, Romanians) from the Balkans.9 During 
the century, the liberals gradually became less and less able to cope with 
changes of the notion of “natio”. Earlier it possessed political meaning and 
was first replaced by religious identity and in the 19th century by national 
(minority) identity.10 

In the beginning of the 19th century the fear of “death of the nation” ap-
peared, this was first reported by a German, Johan Gottfried Herder. In the 
Hungarian aspect it meant that in one or two centuries, Hungary would dis-
appear from the map of European nations as it would merge with the Slavic-
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German “sea” that surrounds it. For the Hungarian liberals – and for other 
political forces – this prediction seemed to be realistic so the liberal literature 
and works were heavily influenced by the fear of Germanization and Pan-
slavism and affected the mindset of the century.11 

Were Hungarian Liberals Russophobe  
in the 19th Century? 

The fear of pan-slavism had a huge impact on the – mostly liberal – 
Hungarian reformers' ideas of foreign policy that resulted in a desire to create 
a middle class nation-state.12 The crush of the Polish revolution in 1831 and 
the abolition of Polish autonomy were experiences of paramount importance 
for the generations of the reform era. In 1832, by the time the Hungarian par-
liament convened, the Polish uprising had been crushed by the tsarist army. 
However, a political movement started to help the Polish, furthermore a 
whole group of liberal noble members of the parliament did something un-
precedented: they addressed the monarch in foreign policy matters. Accord-
ing to some authors, one of the counties' petitions contained rather liberal 
views.13  

The members of the parliament realized that this step of the Tsarist 
Russia – which wasn't a classical military expansion, only an act of termina-
tion of the Polish autonomy – was not only a question of borders, but a po-
litical system – in this case the growth of an autocratic and extremely central-
ized military state.14 This generation of the reform era realized that a 
Hungarian social change (from a feudal system to a modern middle class 
state) was threatened by this act and as the royal court of Vienna denied any 
kind of discussion about the Polish situation, the anti-Russian political 
movement could blend with anti-Habsburg atmosphere. 

Apart from the Polish events, contemporaries perceived how the Tsarist 
Empire stabilized its positions in the Balkans, along the eastern and southern 
borders of the Hungarian Kingdom.15 Their fear of the Slavs' cultural move-
ments was not groundless and they assumed correctly that this would eventu-
ally result in a political movement, which would search alliance with the 
only independent Slavic state – the Tsarist Russia – to reach their goals. This 
would result in a threat on the regional unity of Hungary. They witnessed the 
development of the Croatian Illirian movement in the 1840s, which went 
beyond language rights and promoted the unity of southern Slavic peoples.16 
The claim to make the Balkans a Habsburg-led ally instead of letting it be-
come influenced by the Russians appeared.17  
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The revolution and the war for independence brought along a funda-
mental change in the history of Hungary and in the Russian-Hungarian rela-
tionship. The Habsburg monarch, Franz Joseph sought the Russian Tzar's 
help, who did not hesitate to send his armies against Hungary in the summer 
of 1849. This intervening army was huge (120.000 soldiers), but the Russians 
lost more soldiers due to illnesses than the fight itself. The Russian invasion 
was a turning point in the historical context of the two nations, and in spite of 
the previous examples the negative reputation of Russians gained strength. 

László Teleki, who was one of the leading politicians of the liberals be-
fore the revolution, published his work in 1849 about the Russian interven-
tion („Die russische Intervention, nebst diplomatischen Actenstücken, von 
Graf Ladislaus Teleki, ungarischem Gesandten bei der französischen Repub-
lik. Originalausgabe für Deutschland.” Hamburg, Hoffmann und Campe. 
1849.) His writings of the tsarist authorities are colored with fear and Anti-
Russianism: “I only want to prove one thing: The holy mission of Russia is 
nothing else, but a crusade against civilization.” He was suspicious about a 
conspiracy on the Russian side, he thought a new alliance was being formed: 
“The first one threatened only the freedom of people but this one, which is 
fully organized in a Cossack manner, is intended to push us back into the 
darkness of the barbarian centuries.”18 

It is important to note that during the revolution and war for indepen-
dence, the expectations of Hungarian liberals weren't met. As a result of more 
freedom the minority movements strengthened (Croatians, Serbs, Romanians, 
Slovaks) and aimed at more than linguistic rights and freedom of religion. 
They demanded political-administrative autonomy. This was rejected by Hun-
garian politics and it resulted in an ethnic insurgency against the Hungarian 
Government. The writings of Lajos Kossuth, who was one of the most influen-
tial politicians of the time that governed Hungary in 1849 for months, reveal 
that contemporary people believed that the insurgency was a plot of the Habs-
burgs and the Pan-Slavs – the Russians.19 Kossuth's writings reflect notable 
Russophoby, but we shouldn't forget that his aversions were strengthened by 
the crush of the Polish and the Hungarian revolutions. Therefore it is not a co-
incidence that he believed in Russian conspirators against Hungary until his 
death and that he even made up some theories himself. 

As I have already mentioned, when considering the Hungarian liberals' 
views of Russia and the Russians we should bear in mind that in 1849 a for-
eign state crushed the hard-gained national independence and many impor-
tant aspects of constitutionalism. During the Austrian absolutism that fol-
lowed the Russian intervention, the political-institutional forums of the 
public were eliminated.20 
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In the second part of the 19th century, there were no real liberal democ-
ratic views because the whole century was pervaded by the feeling of being 
threatened by minorities for which the centralizing and Germanizing aspect 
of the central (absolutist) power called forth the reflections of old patrician 
resistance.21 Those, who stayed in politics, tried to offend the centralizing 
Austrian power.  

The weakening Ottoman empire and the strengthening Austro-
Jugoslavism made the Hungarian liberals more pro-Turkish and anti-Slav as 
they were afraid that after the Turkish rule the less populous Slavic peoples 
in the Balkans could be incorporated by the absolutistic Austrian state.22  

Baron Zsigmond Kemény, who was one of the intellectual leaders of 
Hungarian liberals along with József Eötvös, thought that the Habsburg empire 
would be important in the 1850s to countervail Russian interests and expand 
the Western civilization to the Balkans and the East but wanted to avoid if this 
expansion would turn into Germanization.23 He considered it to be the duty of 
the Hungarians to play sort of a mediator role, which could help the Germans 
(the Austrians) to avoid conflicts with the Slavs. Kemény concluded that Aus-
tria and Hungary depended on each other.24 The political groups that formed 
after 1848 / 49 considered the Russian expansion a serious threat and foresaw 
two possible possibilities: 1, integration into the Habsburg Empire to offset 
outer (the Russian expansion) and inner (strengthening resistance of minori-
ties) forces that threatened the existence of the country; 2, the dissolution of the 
Habsburg Monarchy was seen to be unavoidable as it could a serious impact 
on Hungary as well, so it was important to find a way to conciliate the minori-
ties and get on the path of democratization.25 

Russophobia in connection with liberalism, which primarily meant a deep 
fear of tsarism, is not a unique Hungarian attribute, it was common in Europe 
at that time, because constitutional states considered the Tsarist Empire their 
natural enemy.26 Furthermore, the Hungarian liberals emphasized that the Tsar-
ist Russia, which was considered to be based on the monarch's unrestricted rule 
and expansion, was a state that threatened the existence of Hungarian state-
hood. Nevertheless they did not find the annexation of Hungary likely, but an 
attack against the territorial integrity of the country – especially in the areas 
neighbouring the Balkans – was considered very probable.  

The “Russophobe Encyclopaedia” of Hungarian Liberals 

During my research, I found a book, published in 1878, which could be 
called the “Russophobe Encyclopaedia” of Hungarian liberals of the 19th 
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century.27 The date of publication is not accidental. The last Balkan war 
(1877–1878) can be considered the culmination point of Hungarian Russo-
phoby: during this war the Russophobe feelings became more emphasized in 
Hungary. Most of the society and the political forces were against the Rus-
sians and pro-Turkish. One of the reasons was the proximity in time of the 
Russian intervention of 1849, the other was the hype of the Turkish-
Hungarian brotherhood. Processions were organized against the Russian ag-
gression, they blessed the Turkish generals and they wore black after Russian 
victories. During the war many Turkish delegates came to Hungary and the 
society emphasized their support for the Turkish. Because of the hysteria the 
Hungarian people were more and more afraid that the Russian armies would 
march to Turkey along the Hungarian borders. They thought this could have 
led to the uprising of the Hungarian Slaves and the treason of the Romanian. 

The author of the book was a medic so by no means can he be consid-
ered knowledgeable of the politics or history or Russia. Nevertheless, he 
wrote about international politics in a quite well-informed way, but he altered 
and showed the available sources without criticizing and he did not hide his 
russophoby. This is quite surprising, considering that it is obvious that he was 
a committed liberal democrat, furthermore he even mentioned that being an 
enlightened liberal, he opposed any type of discrimination based on religion 
or race. 

The book's depiction of Russia is quite oversimplified: a country of 
80.000.000 slaves and the Tsar, who rules them, where the only way to main-
tain peace is military intervention. The country is only characterized by empty 
plains and the icy snowfields of Siberia. The author blames the Russians for 
ignoring of the international law and uses the Ottoman Empire as a contrasting 
example, which he considered a developing institutional state, where even the 
incompetent South Slavic people were involved in the creation of the empire.28 

There is an interesting twist in one of the chapters of the book: the au-
thor writes about a secret alliance of the Germans and Russians and he dis-
cusses how these two anti-freedom states plot to divide Europe to Pan-
Germania and Pan-Slavia.29 For him, their roles were simple: the Germans 
had attacked the French and the Russians had subjugated the Polish. These 
were preparatory attacks to let the Tsarist Empire concentrate only on settling 
the eastern question once and for all.30 The book is full with the common and 
typical anti-Russian stereotypes of the era, but the author blames the ethnic 
minorities in Hungary too, calling them traitors in spite of Hungarian hospi-
tality and noble treatment.31 

This book describes every aspect of the Hungarian liberals' russophoby, 
mentions international Russian conspiracies and blames them for the lack of 
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a liberal rule of law. He gives an obviously exaggerated description of the 
Russian society, which he finds inferior, while continuously criticizing the 
Pan-Slavs. 

Summary 

In the foregoing I briefly summarized the general opinion of Russia and 
the Russians of the Hungarian liberals of the 19th century. Due to the short 
time available, the introduction of some important liberal individuals was not 
possible, but nonetheless I hope I could give an appropriate overview in the 
topic.  It is not possible to give an exact answer to the question if the Hungar-
ian liberals were unequivocally Russophobes but based on my research into 
the related sources and literature I would state the following: the liberals 
looked down on Russians culturally and socially and their emotions towards 
the Tsarist Empire were mixed with fear and grievance as they considered it 
the biggest threat of their politics and of the existence of the Kingdom of 
Hungary. History has proved it since then that the Hungarian liberals per-
ceived the dangers that threatened the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy but the 
cause of these was not the dreaded Pan-Slavism but the narrow-minded poli-
tics of the reigning classes. 
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ALEXANDRA MEDZIBRODSZKY 

Alexander Bogdanov and  
the Sociology of Knowledge 

“Cells in an organism do not realize the 
whole to which they belong, this is why 
contemporary type of individualism is 
similar to them. We want man to realize 
fully himself as an element of the great la-
bour whole.” 

A.A. Bogdanov. “Engineer Menni”

Alexander Bogdanov’s1 work more or less fell out of collective memory 
for a long period of time as a consequence of Lenin’s primacy in Bolshevik 
leadership. It is a welcome development that Bogdanov’ writings have been 
rediscovered in post-1989 scholarship, although Bogdanov remains a challeng-
ing research topic due to his versatile, but synthesizing thinking. This versatil-
ity has been and is being recognized in various fields: for instance, in his con-
tribution to the first manifestations of systems theory and cybernetics, in his 
research in blood transfusion or in his pioneering role in early Russian science-
fiction with his books of “Red Star” and “Engineer Menni”, but the list could 
be continued. As Krementsov highlighted, the problem with the majority of the 
literature on Bogdanov was that they focused on one aspect of Bogdanov’s 
work and they did not investigate the relationship between Bogdanov’s differ-
ent “personas”2 and were not able to show how these different aspects corre-
lated and relied on a firm and original philosophical base. 

I agree with Walicki’s claim that Bogdanov was a “systematic thinker” 
and that “[h]is views on different subjects were always connected with his 
general theoretical conceptions and, therefore, should be studied with a thor-
ough knowledge of his major philosophical works.”3 It does not mean that 
Bogdanov’s philosophical ideas can serve as a magic key to all of his writ-
ings, but familiarity with these ideas do illuminate certain controversies and 
do eliminate certain otherwise possible interpretations. This essay will deal 



Alexandra Medzibrodszky 288 

with one particular work by Bogdanov, “The Science of Social Consciousness. 
Short Course of the Science of Ideology in Question and Answers” (1914)4, in 
which he summarized his ideas about “ideology” clearly with the proletariat in 
mind as an audience. “The Science of Social Consciousness” has not received 
much attention in the literature so far. This might be due to the fact that the 
book is written in a very specific form as it can be already seen in the subtitle: 
“in questions and answers”. This is clearly the manifestation of Bogdanov’s 
understanding of education and pedagogy as a maieutic activity,5 but now, 
with a present-day mindset, we would also associate it with propaganda and it 
might have been the reason for the negligence of this work. But the work 
builds on and develops Bogdanov’s ideas about society, economy and the 
world and by analyzing it, it can actually help us to understand more, how 
Bogdanov imagined the emergence of a proletarian culture and what role he 
might have delegated to intellectuals, which remained a controversial topic.6 

In line with the principles laid down in this introduction, the essay has 
two main parts: the review of aspects of Bogdanov’s philosophy which are 
relevant to the social consciousness question, the discussion of ‘ideology’ 
and the ‘science of social consciousness’ as developed by Bogdanov. 

Experience, Objectivity and Sociomorphism 

For Bogdanov, the world was the “world known to us”, not just ‘things 
in themselves’, and this world was “the product of collective human praxis”7 
that is ‘experience’. The essence of ‘experience’ was labour which meant the 
‘interaction of human activity and nature’.8 The driving force behind human 
activity and nature is the idea of adaptation [prisposoblenie]: that which does 
not adapt will die and disappear. This is called ‘selection’ [podbor] and it 
applies to “all forms of life – plants, animals, people, societies, concepts or 
ideas.”9 In the development of Bogdanov’s philosophy, his reliance and criti-
cism of two important thinkers, Erst Mach and Karl Marx, played a crucial 
role. Jensen in his book convincingly argues that Bogdanov did rely on both 
Marx and Mach, but that he also went beyond them. Therefore, it is not cor-
rect to consider ‘empiriomonism’, Bogdanov’s philosophy, to be a simply 
amalgam of the two philosophies of ‘empiriocriticism’ and ‘dialectical mate-
rialism’, Jensen argued that it should be regarded as an original philosophy. 
Bogdanov clearly sympathized with the empiriocritics’ emphasis on ‘experi-
ence’ as a way of overcoming the dualism of ‘idea’ and ‘matter’. Bogdanov 
considered the history of this duality to be the history of substitutions: in 
case, an idealist worldview had to interpret the material, it substituted it to 
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something ‘ideal’ and the other way around. Though the worldview of em-
piriocriticsm seemingly present a solution to this duality, in Bogdanov’s 
view, it did not really manage to solve the problem, because there is only a 
semantic difference between a materialism saying that mental processes are 
nerves processes or a empiriocriticism saying that there is a ‘functional de-
pendency’ between mental and nerve processes. One of the main criticisms 
Bogdanov expressed towards empiriocriticism is that it narrowly focuses on 
the ‘experience’ of the individual and this is why it cannot overcome the 
idea-matter duality successfully. Bogdanov’s proposal was that the differ-
ence between the ‘spiritual’ and ‘material’, or in other words the ‘subjec-
tive’ / ‘objective’ or the ‘psychical’/’physical’ is the level of organization: 
“individually organized and socially organized experience.”10 

Bogdanov’s relationship to Marx was similar in that sense that he em-
braced basic tenets of Marx’s writings, but he also criticized some of them.11 
For Bogdanov, the crucial importance in Marx’s thought was “his emphasis 
on the primacy of social praxis”.12 Marx developed a ‘truly active world-
view’ which Bogdanov supported and embraced, but he believed that Marx’s 
method of explanation, ‘dialectical materialism’, was not sufficient enough. 
In Jensen’s word, the Marxist dialectic in Bogdanov’s work is “presented as 
a stepping stone to the philosophy of living experience.”13 Bogdanov also 
sympathized with Marx’s ‘objectivity’:  

Marx for the first time, understood that objectivity does not possess ab-
solute significance but rather social-practical significance. He first … 
suggested one should understand reality, ‘Wirklichkeit’, the objective 
world as human practice and thus, as social practice.14 

This point permeates The Science of Social Consciousness: any time 
Bogdanov would explain the social and economic organization, the culture 
and the worldview of an epoch, he would ask such a question: 

‘Was the concept of “miracle” a simple error [zabluzhdenie]?’ 
‘For the present scientific thought, it is, obviously, not only an error, 

but simply devoid of any sense or content. But for the authoritarian 
consciousness, it was useful and rational [tselesoobraznii] adaptation.’15 

Boll also quotes Bogdanov that by the same logic, “spirits and goblins” 
could still “possess objectivity” if there were no other social groups but 
“backward peasants” because they could still be “socially harmoniously re-
lated to experience.”16 In other words, objectivity is experience that is so-
cially organized, disenchantment comes out of changing social and economic 
relations. Nikitina expressed a similar interpretation when he wrote that 
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“[e]very world – mythological, metaphysical or positive – has, in A.A. Bog-
danov’s opinion, its own ‘fable’ (its principle of construction), in which the 
last truth of that world resides.”17 

It is clear that Bogdanov built his system on Marx’s axiom that “social 
being determines social consciousness”, but he developed it further and at-
tempted to explain the mechanism of this relationship. This is where the idea 
of ‘sociomorphism’ plays a crucial role as he argues that social experience is 
organized by the help of cognitive models and the source of these cognitive 
models is collective labour practice. Cognitive models can include basic 
words and concepts, causality relations or more complex scientific laws and 
theories. In Bogdanov’s view, all of these models are sociomorphic because 
they reflect labour and social practice. After the discussion of certain aspects 
underlying Bogdanov’s worldview such as experience, objectivity and so-
ciomorphism, I will continue reconstructing more specifically what he meant 
by ‘ideology’ and causality. 

Ideology, Causality and Consciousness 

For Bogdanov, ‘ideology’ was “literally” the ‘science of ideas’ [nauka 
ob ideiakh], like psychology the ‘science of the soul’ or biology the ‘science 
of life’.18 He explains his understanding of the science of ideas in the begin-
ning of The Science of Social Consciousness in the following way: 

Question: What is the science of ideology [ideologicheskaia nauka]? 
Answer: It is the science of the social consciousness of people. 
Q.: What is ‘social consciousness’? 
A.:  Every person has his own mental-spiritual [dushevnaia] life: he 

sees, he hears, he is happy, he suffers, he desires, he strives, he re-
members, he imagines… All these impressions, emotions, volitions, 
ideas create his ‘personal’ [lichnoe] (or ‘individual’) consciousness. 
But a person always lives in society, that is, in connection and in 
communication with other people. What he ‘cognizes’ [soznaet], 
what he feels, desires, thinks – he expresses in various ways, unin-
tentionally or intentionally; and other people in one way or another 
understand him and in the same way he [understands] them… Re-
searching social consciousness means to research in what ways peo-
ple express [themselves] and understand [each other].19 

However, “social being determines social consciousness”, and conse-
quently, ideology is not just the sum of ideas belonging to a group, it is a tool 
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of organization, it has a dynamic relationship to collective human activity, to 
labour and social relations. 

For Bogdanov, the first manifestation of ideology was – language. He 
was convinced that language emerged out of so called ‘labour cries’ [trudo-
voi krik]. ‘Labour cries’ are involuntary voices that accompany labour and 
these involuntary voices later became the first roots for words. Hence, the 
most basic and primary form of ideology, language, emerged out of collec-
tive labour, out of production.  

On the basis of this meaning of ‘ideology’, the social consciousness of 
people, Bogdanov reviewed human history. He believed that if we wanted to 
research ideological forms, we have to ask: “whom, that is, which elements 
of society and in which relationship does [ideology] organize?” and we have 
to reconstruct the technological and economical situation as “ideology is 
crystallized [opredeliaetsia] by technology [technika] and economy, because 
it serves as organizational adaptation for them.”20 Bogdanov differentiates 
between four epochs: primitive culture, authoritarian culture, the individual-
istic culture and the collectivistic culture. I reconstruct in a table in a reduc-
tionist way, a draft of what Bogdanov thought of all the four epochs concern-
ing the technology-economy-ideology triangle: 

 Economy Causality Ideology 
Primitive culture Primitive communism Metaphors (language) 

Authoritarian
culture 

Patriarchal-patrimonial 
 feudal 

Authoritarian 
causality Religious forms 

Individualistic 
culture 

Exchange relationships + 
private property Abstract causality Science, phi-

losophy 
Collectivistic 

culture Mechanistic production Labour causality Collectivism 

In a nutshell, primitive culture does not have a systematic or structured 
ideology, but the first elements are already in emergence – such as language. 
In the second epoch, in authoritarian culture, we have a strict separation of 
‘organizers’ and ‘implementors’ and we can already talk about the ideology 
of the epoch which is the authoritarian ideology based on authoritarian cau-
sality. Causality in Bogdanov’s writing is used as “basic law or structuring 
device of a worldview and the reflection of basic forms of labor organiza-
tion”21 and “understanding causal actions permits us to see, the basic connec-
tion between thought and the system of production it reflects and serves.”22 
Thus, in the second epoch, everything is ordered according to the authoritar-
ian causality – every phenomenon in the world is the result of a human or 
human-like will. This is the epoch when religious forms of consciousness 
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dominate – meaning that the will of God is prevalent. The third epoch, indi-
vidualistic culture, is characterized by the emergence of exchange relationships 
in economy. The world view for this third epoch is characterized by individual-
ism, ‘abstract causality’ or ‘abstract fetishism’. ‘Abstract causality’ is “neces-
sity which irreversibly brings consequences after their causes; price which 
rules the exchange of products; pure truth which is independent of people and 
which rules in cognition [poznanie]…” Although it is a change in relation-
ships, it is not real progress: it simply replaces human agency of the authoritar-
ian causality with ‘impersonal force’. Walicki highlighted that this was “Bog-
danov’s way of dealing with the problems which we call today “alienation” 
and “reification”, and which were totally ignored in the Marxism of Kautsky, 
Plekhanov, and Lenin.”23 The fourth epoch, collectivistic culture, emerges in 
the capitalistic system, but Bogdanov treated it separately as it represented a 
completely new causality emerging out of a new way of production: 

‘Which technical condition gave birth to collectivism?’ 
‘Mechanical production [mashinnoe proizvodstvo]. It gave a new 

character to human labour, developed a new type of cooperation be-
tween workers; and from there emerged a new way of thinking.’24 

Collectivistic culture has its own new causality as well: ‘labour causal-
ity’. It comes from machine production, from its process of transformation of 
energy and it means that “for the labour collective any kind of a process of 
nature serves as a source for getting any other process”.25 It is based on the 
principle of energy conservation, but it is situated into the framework of hu-
man activity (and not an isolated thing-in-itself). 

The reconstruction of Bogdanov’s periodization of human history hope-
fully illuminated how the nodes of the triangle are interrelated: the organiza-
tion of economy is shaped by technology [tekhnika]; and the organization of 
ideology is shaped by economy and technology. In comparison to Marx, it is 
evident that Bogdanov delegated a more important and more active role to 
culture/ideology than Marx who separated it from the economical base and 
delegated it into the ‘superstructure’. For Bogdanov, “culture played a real, 
practical role in society, an organizational role, and until this idea was under-
stood, any analysis of society would remain incomplete.”26 

Conclusions 

This essay reconstructed some basic aspects of Aleksander Bogdanov’s 
worldview in order to develop a better understanding of his ideas on ‘ideol-
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ogy’ and social consciousness. The focus of the essay was on a particular 
work, The Science of Social Consciousness. It must be noted that Bogdanov’s 
use of ‘ideology’, ‘culture’, ‘consciousness’, ‘philosophy’ or ‘world view’ is 
not strictly consistent, or at least are subject to changes in his writings as he 
developed his ideas throughout the years. I could not reconstruct these changes 
in this essay in its fullness, as I focused on one work, but I recognize the termi-
nological ambivalence. Therefore, I conclude by pointing out the relevance of 
Bogdanov’s ideas on ideology and social consciousness to another, controver-
sial, issue, the role of intelligentsia in the workers’ movement. After reviewing 
how Bogdanov saw the relationship between technology-economy-ideology, 
his view of how ideology emerges from collective labour practice, it is impos-
sible not to agree with Walicki’s claim, in his criticism to Marot, that “[t]he 
notion of a consciousness introduced from without was deeply alien to his phi-
losophy, as sanctifying the authoritarian dualism.”27 I believe that this is cru-
cial to understand Bogdanov’s emphasis on education and pedagogy among 
workers for the creation of a proletarian culture, in contrast to Lenin’s empha-
sis on the ‘vanguard’. Bogdanov could not have believe in the effectiveness of 
‘simple’ forms of indoctrination as he was convinced that knowledge emerges 
from human practice and struggle with nature. He believed that workers do see 
or have an access to labour causality which should be the basis of collective – 
proletarian – culture, but they do not possess the intellectual discipline to cre-
ate on the basis of that causality an ideology and culture that would be needed 
to support the organization of a corresponding collective economy and tech-
nology. A non-worker intelligentsia could never develop this collectivistic cul-
ture as their ideology is based on authoritarian or on abstract causality – they 
can only help in training workers so that they could organize their experience 
in a higher, more complex level and create a correspondingly complex culture. 
It seems that Bogdanov’s writings which explicitly or implicitly have an edu-
cational edge, such as “The Science of Social Consciousness”, could be of ser-
vice in that ‘training’ and not ‘indoctrinating’ process. As ‘[n]ot until the prole-
tariat grasped the nature of ideology as an organizational tool would the 
proletariat be able to master it.”28 
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Krementsov, Nikolai. A Martian Stranded on Earth: Alexander Bogdanov, Blood Transfu-
sions, and Proletarian Science. University of Chicago Press, 2011 or Zenovia A. Sochor. 
Revolution and Culture: The Bogdanov-Lenin Controversy. Cornell University Press, 1988.



Alexandra Medzibrodszky 294 

2 Krementsov. A Martian Stranded on Earth... P. 4.
3 Walicki, Andrzej S. Alexander Bogdanov and the Problem of the Socialist Intelli-

gentsia // Russian Review 49, no. 3 (July 1, 1990). P. 304.
4 Bogdanov, Aleksandr. Nauka ob obshestvennom soznanii. Kratkii kurs 

ideologicheskoi nauki v voprosakh i otvetakh. Knigo-iz-vo. Pisatelei v Moskve, 1914.
5 Walicki. Alexander Bogdanov... P. 302.
6 See Russian Review 49, no. 3 (July 1, 1990). A special issue dedicated to Alexan-

der Bogdanov, contributions by John Eric Marot, John Biggart, Zenovia A. Sochor, 
Andrzej Walicki and Aieleen M. Kelly.

7 Walicki. Alexander Bogdanov... P. 296.
8 Jensen, K.M. Beyond Marx and Mach: Aleksandr Bogdanov’s Philosophy of Liv-

ing Experience. Springer Science & Business Media, 1978. P. 83.
9 Bogdanov. Nauka ob obshestvennom soznanii... P. 25.
10 Walicki. Alexander Bogdanov... P. 296.
11 There are various interpretation on evaluating Bogdanov’s overall relationship to 

Marxism, for instance Biggart believes that Bogdanov’s sociology, “complements rather 
than contradicts that of Marx.” In: Biggart, John. Alexander Bogdanov and the Theory of 
a ‘New Class’ // Russian Review 49, no. 3 (July 1, 1990). P. 268.

12 Gare, Arran. Aleksandr Bogdanov and Systems Theory // Democracy & Nature 
6, no. 3 (November, 2000). P. 343.

13 Jensen. Beyond Marx and Mach... P. 98.
14 Boll quotes from Bogdanov’s “Filosofiia zhivogo opyta”. In: Boll, Michael M. 

From Empiriocriticism to Empiriomonism: The Marxist Phenomenology of Aleksandr 
Bogdanov // The Slavonic and East European Review 59, no. 1 (January 1, 1981). P. 51.

15 Bogdanov. Nauka ob obshestvennom soznanii... P. 86.
16 Boll. From Empiriocriticism to Empiriomonism... P. 51.
17 Nikitina, N.N. Filosofiia kultury russkogo pozitivizma. Iz-vo: M.: Aspekt Press, 

1996. P. 54.
18 Bogdanov. Nauka ob obshestvennom soznanii... P. 10.
19 Ibid., P. 9.
20 Ibid., P. 33.
21 Jensen. Beyond Marx and Mach... P. 35.
22 Ibid., P. 40.
23 Walicki. Alexander Bogdanov... P. 298.
24 Bogdanov. Nauka ob obshestvennom soznanii... P. 177.
25 Ibid., P. 187-188.
26 Sochor. Revolution and Culture... P. 71.
27 Walicki. Alexander Bogdanov... P. 302.
28 Sochor. Revolution and Culture... P. 30.



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

XX ВЕК – НАЧАЛО XXI ВЕКА  
(ДО НАШИХ ДНЕЙ) 

● 
20th CENTURY – BEGINNING OF 

THE 21st CENTURY 
(UP TO NOW) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 



.  , . .  

   
  

   
   * 

       -
  1917–1991 .     -

 .       
    ,   . 

   -    
  ,      .  -

     - -
         -
,      :  -

    - , « -
», «  », «  »   

.   ,       
       ,   
.  1990-  .,     

   , -    
  ,    . 

      

    ,   -
    .      -

*        
 ,   14–01–00341 .



. . , . .  298 

      .   
  « »     -
 , -    -

     , -
      

. ,     (   
,    )    -

 .  ,    -
      -
.1        

  . 
     , 

    .      
      . . -

.  1918 . . .      -
  «  »,2  ,    , «  -

    ».3   ,  
   1920-  .   –  -

      .4  
  (  « »  , 

,  )      -
.5  ,   , - , . .   1922 . 

 XI  ( ) : «…    ,     
   ,    -

.           -
  ,         -
.      ».6  

 1920-  .        
 , ,  1925 .    -

       -
.  ,     (  ,  
 ),    -  -

   .  , , 
     -

    . 
      -

     1930-  .    
.     ( . , . , .   

).7         



   ... 299

,       « -
 »,   .  

   -  -
,     ,   -
  .     -

    ,    
    ,  -

.   ,   – , -
     .8   -

 ,     ,   
  ,     . 

      

  ,   -
      , 

 , .   ,   1930-  .  
« »      «  »,   

  –      ,   -
 .      

     
   ,  -

   . .  ,    « » -
  ,     -
,         

(    ).  
     1930–1980-  . 

   ,        -
.   ,     -
,    ,    ,  « -
» ,   ,  « » 

     . 
      
 .      -

 ( . 1). 

 

 



. . , . .  300 

 1 

     
       1913–1977 . 

 1913 
. 

1940 . 1945 
. 

1950 
. 

1965 
. 

1970 
. 

1975 
. 

 
  

  
 -

 ( . .  
 1973 .) 

27,7 72,14 63,7 91,4 360 581 805 

 
  

  
 -

 (1913 = 1) 

1 2,6 2,3 3,3 13 21 29 

:       
  (1913–1977). . 1. ., 1979. . 3-4;  -

   60 .   . ., 1977. . 12. 

      -
  ,     1950 –

1970-  . 
     

        -
     .   -

    ,    -
  :  «     

  ».  
 1923 / 24 .       
     54 %, -

 – 38 %.9 ,   1930 .    
  ( ) XVI   . . , ,  

 1928 / 29 .        -
    51, 3%,   – 

48,7 %.10  1934 .     XVII   ( ) . . 
  ,       -

   (   1926 / 27 .)   1930 . – 
38,4 %,  1931 . – 33,3 %,  1932 . – 29,3 %,  1933 . – 29,6 %.11  



   ... 301

,      1930-  .   -
        -

 . 
      

   .    , -
 ,    ,   -

, ,     1935 .    
 (        

    )  32 %,   – 
22 %.12  1937 .    (   -

      )  44 % 
   ,    – 37 %.13  

        -
        

   .     
  -  . . , . . , 

. . , .    .14  
     

  ( ) ,  ,    
    ,    -

 ,    ,  , -
     , ,  , 
  1953 .  .  

 ,     -
  ,     -

 .  ,  ,    -
  ,  ,     -
 ,     1930-  .  -

    ,     -
 ,  , ,   

        
    ,  -

       
 (       50 %   

  1960-  .),15    -
  .  

 



. . , . .  302 

     

        
      1930– 

1950-  .   .     
     ,    -

   . 
     (     -

   )      
1930 –  1950-  .   .    

    (   
. .  «   “ ”»),  , -

   .    -
   1930-  .,  « »    

 1950-  .16     -
     (    -
)       -

.   1929 .     
  14 %       -
,  1937 . – 13 %,        -

   1929 . – 22 %      -
 ,  1937 . – 26 % .17  1946–1953 .  

       298 . 
.,          

  193 . .18  
  1950-  –  1960-  .     
,    ,    

  .     ,  « » 
 .  1966 .    -

   :    -
   .19  

         -
      ,  ,    

 ,      
    .  1970–1980-  . 

         -
    30 %    
 .20 ,    ,   

      1930–1960-  .,  



   ... 303

      
 ,    -

,    . 

  : 
    

       
      -

 ,     « »    -
.     ,  ,  
,      -

,  .  
     -

 .  1930 .    -
    66 %     

( ,  , , )   34 % 
    .21  1955 .      -

    21 %   -
 , 79 %   .22  1976 .     

    15 %   
 , 85 % –   .23  

      -
.  . .      

       -
 ,   1925 .     -

   .      -
        
 56–75 % (    ).24 

     -
  .    -

   (  )      
      1950-  . -

 55 %  45 %    ,    -
        -

     ,   
 .25   ,  

     , -
   1960-  .     -



. . , . .  304 

 ,        -
   1964 . 52 %  ,  1965 . – 

57 %.26 

    

      
  -  ,  

 .      
, ,  ,   «  »  

« »    –  ,   -
      

 .27 

     , -
 .      -

        -
     .   ,  
      -
   .    

     , 
 ,     -

            
 ,  ,    . 

    ,   1930–1980-  
    5  : , 

, ,    . -
 -       -

   ,    , 
-    . .  ( -

 ,    )    -
     ; -

 ( ,    .)  
   ;  ( , 

, -   .)   ; 
   ,      

    –  -
  ( , ,   .); -

   ,    -
  ,   «  -  ».28  



   ... 305

,         
    , ,   

        
     . 

  

 , ,     -
 ,      -

    ,    . 
   ,    .  
,       – 

       -
  .     -

   ,     
        

  .     -
     ,  

,     .   ,  
 -     -

,  .    -
      1930–1960-  .,  

    1970–1980-  .,    -
   1990-  .  . 

 

1  .,  .   . ., 1979; 
Socialism // Encyclopedia Britannica. – https://z5h64q92x9.net/proxy_u/en-
ru.ru/www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/551569/socialism ( . 2017). 

2  . .   //  . .   . . 5. 
. 43. ., 1963. . 229. 

3  . 

4  . . 222. 

5  . . 213. 

6  . .      ( ) 27  [XI 
 ( )] //  . .   . . 5. . 45. ., 1970. . 84. 



. . , . .  306 

7  . .  . ., 1991; Goldman E. My Further 
Disillusionment in Russia, Garden City – N Y. 1924;  .  -

  . ., 1991; Pannekoek . State Capitalism and Dictatorship // International 
Council Correspondence III /1 (January, 1937); Binns . State Capitalism // Marxism and 
the Modern World, Education for Socialists 1 (March, 1986);  . , 

  . ., 1995 (  . . – 1942 .)  . 

8   //   /  30 . 
. 7. ., 1972. 

9      1923–24  /  . . . -
.    1926 . ., 1993. . 46. 

10  . . . 12. ., 1953. . 265. 

11  . . . 13. ., 1953. . 310. 

12 . . 1562. . 3. . 317. . 31. 

13  : . . 1562. . 3. . 446. . 3-4 (  . .   
1937 .). 

14  . .   . ., 1961;  . . -
    . .  . . ., 1969; 

 .     (  XIX –  XX .): 
   . ., 2003;  . .  . ., 1959; 

 .     . ., 1932  . 

15     60 .   . 
., 1977. . 7. 

16 . :  . .,  . .   -
  1930–1960-   //   2 (2002). . 96-111. 

17  :        1928, 
1929  1930 . ., 1932. . 94; . . 1562. . 3. . 446. . 15. 

18  . .,  . .  .  . 
 -  . ., 1999. . 281. 

19        (1965–1974). ., 
1975. . 123-124. 

20    ,    . 
., 1989. . 13. 

21  :   .  . 
. – ., 1932. . 58. 

22  . . . ., 1957. . 29. 

23     60 .   -
. ., 1977. . 196. 

24  . .   : , , 
. ., 1977. . 266-267. 



   ... 307

25  : . . 7486. . 7. . 1655. . 25-33, 49. 

26       . ., 1969. . 256; 
  .  . ., 1971. . 506. 

27  .  . - , 1961;  .  
  . . 1991. 

28  . .,  . .    1930–1980-  ., ., 2014; 
    -   1930–1980-  . // -

 11 (2011). . 90-102;  . .,  . .    
-     1930–1980-   //   2 

(2010). . 25-43. 



. .  

    
    
  *1 

       -
 ,        

,      . -
      -

 ,      . , , 
,  , ,  , , ,   -

   .      
     ,    

. ,   ,       
    -    -

 , ,      
   .   

(       -
 ,      ,  

 ,    ,  
     .)   ;  

  ,       
        -

  . 
 1920–1940-  .      

 .  ,    -
,     ,   

  .2   -

*        , 
 -4739.2016.6.



     ... 309

   , ,  -
 .       

      (  –  
)   . . ,     1925 

.      , , -
,   . . , . . , . . -

, . .   .    /   
   ,   , . 

      ,   -
  . 

     (Nándor Fettich; 
1900–1971),    1926 .     -

  .3       -
  , ,   . . -

.4       ,   
        .5 

   ,  .     -
       ,  

       .  
 ,          

     (     
    . . ,  17  1937 .).6 

     « » .   
1929 .  -   «      

   ».7  1931 .     (Gyula 
Rhé; 1871–1936)        -

    .8 
   ,   -

 ,     (Gyula 
Moravcsik; 1892–1972).       . . -

  : «       ,   
           

          
     ,   

   ».9 . ,    
,         -
  .       

    . . . 
  . .  .    

   .    -



. .  310 

   1930-  .   «       -
»,         « -
», ,   ,    . -
         

: «  -     ( , , 
 ,     ) -

  . ,         
        -

   (    . )  -
  …».10  .   . . -
      (László Rásonyi Nagy; 1899–

1984),        -
. .   . .    ,  

       -  1933 .: 
«         :     

  ;       
.      ,  !    -

       .     
     !   -
   ».11  , .   -

     .    -
 . .    1933 .   ,   

«  »    ,      
 ,   .12 

      -
,       . , 

,  . . ,     , 
      1934 ., ,  -

 : «         
        .  ,  

   3  ,     ».13 , 
    1935 .      

 . . .      (Imre 
Lukinich; 1880–1950),       

    .   . .   
       

 ,       -
.       . ,  -

   .14 
    .   -

 . . ,       



     ... 311

« »  ,     
(Rezs  Vári; 1867–1940).15  .     

       1932 . . . , -
     -

 .16 
  1930-  .,     . . 
    , .  

         
  .      

       .  
« »  .     1950-  . 

,         -
 - .   1951 . . . ,   

     ,  -
  .   : «   -
       ».17    

        
      . -
    . .      -

,   .18 
 ,    . .  

     -   -
   .     -

   ,  «Archeologia Hungarica» 
 .       ,  -

,         
«Seminarium Kondakovianum». ,  1928 .   . -

          
,  1931 . –  .    (  -

  );  1932 . –  .     
  ,  1933 . –  . -   

 ,   1936 . –      
 «    ».19  ,   «Seminarium 

Kondakovianum»      -
  (      . . ), -

,     (Géza Fehér; 1890–1955),   
(Gyula Német; 1890–1976)  .      

 (András Alföldi; 1885–1981),    -
     .20 

        
      ,   , 



. .  312 

 . ,      , 
 .   .   

   . . , . . , . . -
  . ,        -
 . ,     1947 .,  

. ,    . 
 1940-  .       -

  . . ,     
-       XVIII .  -

     ,      
 ,      .21 

. .     1930-  .  -
     XVIII . ,  

        ,    
     . . 

   . .      
     1950–1960-  .  -

       -
    (József Perényi; 1915–1981).22 . . -

        
.    .    . -

    1950-  .     
        

. .  1960 .   . .   ,    
  60    ,   

85% –   , 10% –   5% – 
.23 .       -

     ,  ,    , 
      . .  (  
     ).    .  -

    ,     
       . 

.    . .   -
  , ,        

   -  (János Váradi-Sternberg; 
1924–1992)   . . ,   -

  . ,       .24 
. .      

  ,  ,   .   
       1710 .  -



     ... 313

    : «   
 y ,      ,    

  ,   . , -   
    . Ho,    -
   o  C a  1½–2 . ,    

  .    o   Pa o   -
 pycc o-     ,   

    c   e epo-pycc x -
».25 . .     .   

      .26    -
     .  1963 . . .  

 . : «          -
   1710 .?   -   a -

  –         ! 3     
  ».27 , .       

 ,     1966 . . .    
    . , ,  «    

…      -    ».28   
 « » .   . . ,  -

 .  ,     -
 ,      .   

         -
  (Kniezsa István; 1898–1965),   
 «Studia Slavica». ,   . , .  -

         ,   
 1965 .   .   . . 

 .        
   1966 .      -

        «Studia Slavica».29  
. .       –  1968 .    

.          1710 . 
    .       -

   -      XVIII . 
. .        -

      ,  
,  «Archivum Rákóczianum»,   . ,  
      . .     

       -
   «      ».30 

 ,   ,    
      -



. .  314 

 -  .    , 
          -

  ,      .    
       -
,     ,    

    .   , -
-        

 .     . 

 

1             
       ,  , -

 ,  ,   .   -
      . 

2  . .  -    (1920–1940 .). : 
     . . , 

2012. . 37-58. 
3 Odd lení dokumentace Ústavu d jin um ní AV R (  – OD ÚDU), fond 

«Archeologický institut N.P. Kondakova» (  – AINPK), KI–30, Fettich N., 1926–
192, a b. d., 8, II. 

4 Cambridge University Library: Manuscripts, MINNS, Add. 7722, box 1, folder F, 
N. Fettich. 

5    .  5283, . 1, . 61, . 2; 
. 6, . 17, . 48–54, 190;   .  1, . 5, . 936, 

. 32, 43–44. 
6 Magyar Nemzeti Múzeum irattára, Nandor Fettich, FE 7, 452.89.1, Ca 14. 
7 Fettich N. Bronzeguss und Nomadenkunst auf Grund der ungarländischen 

Denkmäler, mit einem Anhang von L. Bartucz, Über die anthropologischen Ergebnisse der 
Ausgrabungen von Mosonszentjános, Ungarn. Prag: Seminarium Kondakovianum, 1929. 

8 Rhé Gy., Fettich N. Jutas und Öskü: Zwei Gräberfelder aus der 
Völkerwanderungszeit in Ungarn mit einem Anthropologischen Anhang von L. Bartucz. 
Prag: Seminarium Kondakovianum, 1931. 

9 OD ÚDU, f. AINPK, KI–14, Moravcsik G., 1927–1943, 68, II. 
10 Ibid. 
11 Ibid. 
12 Magyar Tudományos Akadémia Könyvtár, Kézirattár és régi könyvek 

gy jteménye (  – MTA Könyvtár), G. Moravcsik, Ms. 1233 / 873. 
13 OD ÚDU, f. AINPK, KI–14, Moravcsik G., 1927–1943, 68, II. 



     ... 315

14 MTA Könyvtár, G. Moravcsik, Ms. 5361 / 340; Ms. 5361 / 341; Ms. 1233 / 695. 
15 Ibid., Ms. 1233 / 879. 
16 OD ÚDU, f. AINPK, KI–14, Moravcsik G., 1927–1943, 68, II. 
17 MTA Könyvtár, G. Moravcsik, Ms. 1233 / 251. 
18  . .  . . . :   (  -

  . . ) //  4 (1993), . 63-74. 
19 Fettich N. Eine gotische Silberschnalle im Ungaruschen Nationalmuseum // 

Seminarium Kondakovianum:      , -
   . . . . II. 1928. . 105-111;  . 

  TZITZAKION //  . . IV. 1931. . 69-76; Vámos F. 
Attilas Hauptlager und Holzpaläste //  . . V. 1932. . 131-148; Rásonyi Nagy L. 
Der Volksname  //  . . VI. 1933. . 219-226; Eadem. Noms de tribus 
dans le “    ” //  . . VIII. 1936. . 293-299. 

20 OD ÚDU, f. AINPK, KI–14, Moravcsik G., 1927–1943, 68, II. 
21    . :  . .  « » (   

 . . ) //    XI / 1 (2009). . 32-47; 
 . . -  . .   :  -

 » //    28 (2011). . 80-87;  
. .,  . .   :   

 (1884–1968) //   3 (2013). . 149-163; Šaur J. A.V. 
Florovskij (1884–1968) // Slovanský p ehled 1 (2005). . 131-146  . 

22  .         (   -
). : Russica Pannonicana, 2014. . 57-67. 

23 Slovanská knihovna v Praze / trezor, A.V. Florovskij, T-FLOR (  – SK. T-
FLOR), krab. XLVIII, korespondence A.V. Florovského odeslaná: osoby,  9: J. Perenyi 
A.V. Florovskému, b. 

24 Ibid., krab. XLVIII,  9: J. Perenyiovi (katedra historie vých. Evropy na FF 
Budapeštské univerzity), g; Váradi-Sternberg J. Ukraincev, Péter cár követe 
Magyarországon 1708-ban // Századok 2–4 (1959). 233-251. 

25 SK. T-FLOR, krab. XLVIII, korespondence A.V. Florovského odeslaná: osoby, 
 9: J. Perenyi A.V. Florovskému, b. 

26 Ibid., krab. XXIV,  . .      1710 . 
(       1700–1721 .). 

27 Ibid., krab. XLVIII,  9: J. Perenyiovi (katedra historie vých. Evropy na FF 
Budapeštské univerzity), g. 

28 MTA Könyvtár, G. Moravcsik, Ms. 1233 / 252. 
29    .  1609, . 2, . 360, . 1. 
30 SK. T-FLOR, krab. VIII.  210. Pod’japol’skaja, Jelena Petrovna;  

. .,  . . “        50  …”.  -
 . .     . . , . .   

. .  //   4 (2014). . 66-87.



. .  

   
 1920 . –  XXI . 

   -   -
      .  

-       
.    -   -

   ,  , , , , 
, .     

   .       , 
 –  .      

-      .   -
   100  . 

   –   
       1918–1920 .  

     .    
,      .  – 

  ,   .  –   
      . 

  ,   ,   -
    .    -

 (     ),   -
      - . 

      , 
,    - .   -

         -
      .    -

    .1  
       -

, , ,   .  -
         . , 

         -



 ... 317

.        
. ,      

   (      ),   
      -

   ,  .   ,  
 ,      . 

   -   .  -
         

 ,    -  
    . 

        -
.      .   

     ,  
   ,    –     

 .  ,    , -   -
        -

 ,         
   . 

        . 
      , -

,   ,        
       . -

    ,   90% -
  ,     .2 

   ,    ,  -
   ,   . 

     -   -
-  .    -

- ,  –       
   –      

   .  ,   ,  
, ,   .   -

        -
 ,   -  -

    . ,   
     .    -

  ,   . 
        -

  (  , ,   ) 
-         

  ,      ,  
         

 .3  



. .  318 

        -
   .      -

      . -
    .     
 ,       

     .4  
    .   -

    .     ,   
,      ,    

 . 
      -

.         -
   .      

     ,    -
   .       -

     . , , 
    «   ».    

 -        
.      ,   -

       -
.      , -

 .        
    ,  ,   
       ,   

         
,        -

  . 
        1990-  . 

   -   - -
      .    
  . - ,   

    , ,  
 , -    . -
,      ,     
.        

       
       -

.         -
-     .  

       -
        -
   . 
 



 ... 319

,        -
    ,      -

-      .  -
      
,    -   -

-    .  -
          

         
  . 

       
 ,     -

,     . 
  ,      -

.       (1917–1920 .) 
       

-   -  , -
        -

. 
        -

.     , ,   
,      ,  -

 ,       -
    .   
      . 

       -
      -

. - ,      -
          

          
   . ,   

     . - ,   -
,     ,    -
        

    .    -
      . - ,  -

      , 
  - . 

      ,   , 
    -      -

  « », « ». ,   
 ,  ,     

  . . ,       
       -



. .  320 

        -
  .       -

,        ,    
 ,      . 

        
    .      -

        -
     ,   
  .      -

,     ,     
 ,  . ,   -

  .      -
       -

.          
 - . 
        

      –   
,       -

. 
       

      .   
       -

  .     -
 , , ,   .   

    ( , , , -
  .)   .     -

,      .  
,  ,    , 

       –  ,    -
.      ,    , 

  ,      –  -
  . .       -

 .    -
. ,       

     .5  
    .    -

        
   .      

 «        », 
    ,   

,     . . .   
,       «   -

     .   -



 ... 321

  :    , -
  ,  ,   , -

          
 ».6  ,     

 ,    ,    
 ,       . 

        -
 ,     ,    -
   ,      -

  ,    .  
       -
      . 

         -
       -

   .   -
   .  

    ,     
   .     

    ,   -
     ,  

   ,    -
.      -
   ,      

       
  ,      -  

    – -  . 
    ,    -

  .     ,   
 ,      

 . 
       ? 

   :  ,   -
  1920 .,  (   ),     

1943–1945 ., ,    1960-   1980–1990-  . 
    .      

.        
.           

     .   -
        -

   . 
        

      .   
       , 



. .  322 

       
.         

   .  
      -

    «   »,  
  .  ( )      
    .  ( ).    -

          -
 .     -

         
 ,       1920 .  

.          -
    .   -
          -

 .      266 
 25.03.2013       . . 

   . 
      -

  . ,      -
        -

,      . 
       -

       -
 ,   ,    .   

      -
,       ,  -

 ,      
  . -      -

 .        
 , : «        
      -

 ».7 
     ,   , 
    ,   

     ,  ,    
 ,       . 

 

1  . .    (1920–1945 .). : 
 . - , 2013. . 73-84. 



 ... 323

2   //  16 (1923). . 20. 
3  . .    (1920–1930-  .) // 

    2 (2015). . 52-56. 
4  . .         

 //      3 (2013). . 125-129. 
5  . .     (1920–1939 .) // 

  -  , 2013. . 39. 
6    . . 6461, . 1, . 273, . 14. 
7     . – http://kazaksusa.com/node/563 ( , 

2015). 



BRIGIT FARLEY 

The Fog of War 
THE FATE OF A RUSSIAN ARMY CONTINGENT IN 

FRANCE DURING THE GREAT WAR, 1916–1918 

For the next few years, the world will be marking the centennial of the 
Great War. The broad sweep of major events and issues has received exhaus-
tive coverage in the decades since the war ended in l9l8. It seems therefore 
most useful during this centennial commemoration to spotlight episodes with 
which relatively few people are acquainted: for example, the experience of a 
group of Russian soldiers, a Russian Expeditionary Force, mustered and sent to 
France in l9l6 to help the French hold the line against the Germans. A private 
in the REF First Brigade, Artem Vavilov, left a memoir that illuminates and 
personalizes the REF’s tumultuous stint in France, which began with a warm 
welcome in Marseille and ended in what amounted to an internment camp after 
two revolutions in Russia shattered the REF’s cohesion. The following essay 
will serve as the basis for an introduction to an English translation of Vavilov’s 
memoir, “Zapiski soldata Vavilova”. It aims to give an overview of the cir-
cumstances under which Vavilov and others went to France, what happened to 
them when war and revolution overtook Russia, and how they fared after their 
withdrawal from combat during the fateful summer of 1917. The REF’s ordeal 
well illustrates the consequences of the extreme stress the Great War put on all 
the belligerent nations and their armies. Tsarist Russia cracked under the pres-
sure in February 1917 and the ensuing revolutions had a seismic effect on both 
French and Russians fighting half a continent away.  

As is well known, the First World War involved the Germans, French 
and British on the western front, with Tsarist Russia fighting Austria-
Hungary, Germany and the Ottoman Empire in the east and south. In the 
west, the conflict turned into a bloody stalemate after the German invasion of 
Belgium and France. The British and French stopped the Germans at the first 
battle of the Marne, wrecking the Germans’ Schleiffen plan for a quick cap-
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ture of Paris prior to the launch of a campaign against the Russians in the 
east. Neither side willing to abandon their positions, the British, French and 
Germans dug deeply into the earth and began to search for ways to break the 
stalemate. In the east, the conflict remained a war of movement, German, 
Austro-Hungarian and Russian armies clashing repeatedly across open 
ground, but proved just as costly. 

As the least prepared for a long war among the belligerents, the Russian 
army began experiencing serious shortages of clothing, weapons, food and 
munitions in the first few months of the conflict, owing to poor planning and 
the resulting necessity of ordering from abroad. In his magisterial study of 
the Russian Revolutions, “A People’s Tragedy”, Orlando Figes notes that 
since officials confidently expected the war would be over by Christmas, 
they had made no provisions for the mass production of winter clothing and 
footwear, with the result that thousands of soldiers were fighting without 
coats or boots into the winter of 1915.1 Long before he was dispatched to 
France, Private Artem Vavilov reported that, despite cold rain and snow in 
the vicinity of training, “only the most in need of boots and overcoats re-
ceived them” in his unit.2 The munitions problem proved just as difficult, the 
supply of shells virtually spent by Christmas 1914 and soldiers limited to just 
ten shots a day. One infantryman lamented, “Our position is bad, and all be-
cause we have no ammunition. That’s where we’ve got to, thanks to our min-
isters of war, making unarmed people face up to the enemy’s guns because 
we don’t have any of our own.”3  

On the western front, the French were experiencing a severe manpower 
shortage. Having concluded that France had lost the 1870 war with Prussia by 
through overreliance on defense, the French military had heavily stressed the 
doctrine of offense, “attaque à l’outrance” in its training between 1870 and the 
outbreak of the Great War. 4 But going on the attack against 1914 weaponry-
machine guns, heavy artillery – in the opening days of the conflict had resulted 
in terrible losses, totalling almost 400,000 killed or wounded in a matter of 
weeks. Thus French officials believed that they needed more soldiers, more 
bodies, if they were to continue to hold their part of the line against the Ger-
mans. Bodies were the one thing the Russian army had in abundance, as a Rus-
sian general had made clear. Grand Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich famously as-
sured a French official concerned about heavy Russian losses that “We are 
happy to make such sacrifices for our allies.” 5 And so, officials in France and 
Russia began to contemplate the possibility of a deal: French weaponry and 
munitions for Russian reinforcements on the western front. 

This idea did not immediately come to fruition, as some in the Russian 
military doubted the wisdom of sending forces to France in view of the seri-



Brigit Farley 326 

ous military situation on the eastern front. Logistics promised to be difficult, 
too since the overland route from Russia to France constituted one continu-
ous battlefield. Officials faced the challenge of getting Russian troops to a 
port where they could board transport for France, and then deciding how best 
to proceed to Western Europe. Nonetheless, after protracted negotiations, it 
was agreed in December 1915 that the French would supply Russia with half 
a million rifles and the Russians would send four brigades to France.6 This 
arrangement did not entirely satisfy French officials, who hoped for a much 
larger infusion of manpower, but at least they would have some additional 
support, and the dispatch of the weaponry would help maintain Russian 
forces in the east. “At least in part,” wrote Jamie Cockfield in his detailed 
study of the REF in France, “the French had achieved their goal:  the ex-
change of arms, of which they had plenty, for men, which they did not.” 7  

The son of a peasant from Siberia, Artem Vavilov received his draft call 
and joined the Russian army in May 1915. Shortly after his enlistment, he was 
surprised to learn that his first action as a soldier in the Tsar’s army would 
come in France, not Russia. He became a member of the REF First Brigade, 
which drew its members in large part from Moscow and environs. Com-
manded by General Nikolai A. Lokhvitskii, Vavilov and his comrades left for 
France via the Russian Far East in February 1916, arriving in Marseille in mid-
April 1916. 8  General Fedor F. Palitsyn led a second brigade, classified in 
France as the Third Brigade, which left for France in August. An additional 
two brigades would be redirected to the Salonika front in the Balkans.  

At first, the operation went relatively well. The Russian Expeditionary 
Force’s First Brigade arrived to a hero’s welcome in Marseille. “Music began 
playing on the ship and on shore,” remembered Vavilov. “We heard shouts 
of “hurrah… our hearts were glad”, even if “no one really understood why 
we had come to France”.9 The nature of their mission soon became clear as 
they proceeded north, to an encampment called Mailly, in the Champagne 
region. The Russian forces underwent a few weeks of training there, concen-
trating on the use of their new French rifles, the conduct of operations in the 
tight spaces mandated by trench warfare and gas mask protocols. The First 
Brigade went into action in late June, fighting alone and assisting French 
units in several small engagements through October 1916. Vavilov memora-
bly recalled one of their first experiences in combat: they came under artil-
lery barrage and suffered a direct hit on their observation point, after which 
there was nothing left of a comrade save a “piece of Russian meat.”10 From 
all accounts, the Russians fought well, but morale tended low among the 
troops. Despite their enthusiastic reception, soldiers soon discovered that 
Russian rank-and-file troops were not free to go into the towns behind the 
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lines. Vavilov expressed indignation early on that he and his comrades were 
kept in a fruit orchard, under guard, with the French public gathered outside, 
looking at the troops “as if we were some northern species of animal in a 
zoo”.11 Like their French allies, Russian soldiers found living conditions try-
ing both at the front and behind the lines. Vavilov often wrote of damp, cold, 
grey encampments where there was no shelter from the elements. “A hard 
rain fell”, he wrote of one bivouac, “and there was no shelter for us.  It was a 
terrible night”.12 Of greater concern was the perception that French military 
officials intended to use REF troops as suicide squads, to be sent on espe-
cially dangerous missions.13 Thus there were some rumblings of discontent 
in the ranks. Few suspected that there would be much worse to come in the 
first months of 1917. 

Word came slowly of the February revolution in Russia. When it 
reached the First Brigade in late March, there was both elation and conster-
nation. Soldiers “immediately felt freer”, in Vavilov’s words, omitting titles 
when addressing their officers and observing their officers treating them with 
respect born of sudden apprehension.14 Everyone wanted to know what was 
happening in Russia and what kind of governing entity the “Provisional 
Government” would become, and many soldiers wanted to get back to Rus-
sia as soon as possible to determine for themselves what had transpired in the 
Russian capital. In part owing to the late arrival of the news from Petrograd, 
these concerns did not interfere with the Brigade’s participation in a major 
offensive spearheaded by the French General Robert Nivelle, one of the he-
roes of the Verdun campaign concluded just a few months before. Nivelle 
intended to launch an all-out, coordinated attack on the Germans, with the 
British taking the offensive in the north, near Arras, and the French on the 
river Aisne. The First Brigade was to join French forces in an assault against 
German defenses on a high ridge near the Chemin des Dames, to comple-
ment a British operation that would include an attack on Vimy ridge.  

While the Canadians achieved notable success at Vimy, almost every-
thing went wrong in the French offensive. The Germans had gotten word of 
the impending attack, the weather was atrocious and the expected coordina-
tion between advancing infantry and artillery was compromised owing to 
terrain, weather and changes in German troop positioning.15 The First Bri-
gade fought well in their sector near Courcy, winning praise from both 
French and Russian military leaders for their bravery against steep odds. 
However, the operation failed spectacularly and both Russian and French 
losses were heavy. Disillusion set in early with First Brigade soldiers, espe-
cially Vavilov, who recalled an order to attack German trenches heavily for-
tified with barbed wire, without French artillery support. “It looked to us”, he 
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wrote, “as if this were done deliberately, sending Russian troops against well 
defended German positions”.16  Over 100,000 French soldiers were killed 
trying to take the Chemin des Dames ridge, where French planners had esti-
mated only 10,000 would perish. Estimates of Russian losses ran as high as 
6,000 between the First and Third Brigades.   

There were serious consequences for both the Russian and French armies 
in the aftermath of the Nivelle disaster. In the French army, there occurred nu-
merous instances of “indiscipline”, soldiers protesting against a costly sacrifice 
of men and materiel only a few months after Verdun. These were not strictly 
speaking mutinies, but the disturbances proved serious enough that the French 
military leadership summoned Marshall Henri Petain to quell them.17  There 
was trouble in the Russian ranks too, owing to the fall of the Tsar and the 
emergence of two centers of power in Petrograd. The Provisional Government 
was comprised largely of members of the Russian Duma, who were deter-
mined to honour their commitments and continue the war, while the Petrograd 
Soviet of Soldiers and Sailors was adamantly anti-war. Accordingly, the Soviet 
issued its famous Order no. 1 in March 1917. Perhaps the best-known of all the 
revolutionary proclamations, each point fired another round into the already 
precarious authority of the Russian commanders in the field, declaring that 
soldiers should obey the Provisional Government only when its orders did not 
contradict those of the Petrograd Soviet, creating soldiers’ committees and 
abolishing titles and distinctions between officers and enlisted.18 In France as 
in Russia, Russian army units effectively ceased being a reliable fighting force 
after this order became known. 

True to their urban origins – most were from Moscow, which had wit-
nessed strikes and revolutionary rhetoric in the years after the Russian Revo-
lution of 1905 – many of Vavilov’s comrades in the First Brigade formed 
“soldiers’ committees” to hash out their reaction to events in Petrograd. They 
appeared to be taking a hard line against remaining in France, giving their 
officers short shrift and refusing to swear an oath to the Provisional Govern-
ment. On the other hand, many soldiers in the Third Brigade, perhaps owing 
to their peasant background, indicated that they would remain loyal to the 
new government. Thus one Russian officer raised with General Petain the 
possibility of retaining one or two battalions of volunteers, comprised of the 
“best soldiers”, at the front. Petain replied that, to his great regret, he could 
not permit any units with soldiers’ committees to remain near the front, in 
view of the revolutionary contagion he believed militant Russian soldiers had 
already spread in the French ranks. “As you know”, Petain continued, “the 
fact that committees formed in your army has caused a number of serious 
breaches of discipline in our army. For the moment, we have resolved them. 
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But the presence of your forces with committees in any form could lead to 
further such demands in our army. That I cannot permit”. 19  Taking no 
chances, the French government opted to remove all Russian units from the 
front and ordered them far behind the lines, to a military camp in the town of 
La Courtine, in central France. 

It was unclear what the fate of the REF would be in the summer of 1917. 
Ideally, its members would go back to Russia, as many of them wished. The 
French government almost certainly preferred that they go back, fearing a 
propaganda bonanza for the Germans in the presence of revolutionary-minded 
Russian soldiers on French soil. But the Provisional Government understanda-
bly did not want an influx of unreliable soldiers in a fast- deteriorating domes-
tic situation in Russia.20 Thus the REF remained at La Courtine, where mem-
bers of each brigade made known their positions on continuing with the war. 
Vavilov reported that both brigades gathered to hail the new “free Russia”, but 
could not agree upon what kind of “free Russia” they supported.21 As before, 
Vavilov and most of the First Brigade came out against continuing to fight and 
demanded to be sent back to Russia. In addition, they balked at laying down 
their weapons. This was fueled partly by revolutionary ideology, but Vavilov 
wrote repeatedly that many soldiers simply had no reliable information on the 
character and makeup of the Provisional Government. Most of the Third Bri-
gade, true to their rural origins, remained loyal to Tsarist Russia’s successor 
government and their officers. Himself a determined First Brigade holdout, 
Vavilov wrote that the Third Brigade “believed what their officers told them. 
They were far too trusting and allowed themselves to be led along on a 
leash”.22 Accordingly, most of the Third Brigade left presently with their offi-
cers for an encampment nearby in the town of Felletin.  

By the end of that summer, French officials had grown impatient with the 
First Brigade’s unresolved status and decided to force a reckoning, in particu-
lar with the individuals they believed were responsible for the Brigade’s hard 
line. After luring the latter from camp for a quick arrest, French officials pres-
sured the soldiers to surrender and give up their weapons by withholding food 
and water. Some First Brigade members, apparently including Vavilov, agreed 
to give up their arms and agreed to be transported to Bordeaux.23 At the behest 
of the French military, who did not wish to be the public face of such an opera-
tion, loyal Russian troops laid siege to the camp September 15-18, 1917, kill-
ing about a dozen soldiers and taking the rest into custody.24 

In December 1917, the French government insisted that REF members 
remaining in France make one of the following choices: to serve as a front-
line soldier or work behind the lines as a trench digger or hospital orderly.25 
Those who refused the first two options would go, as noted, under guard to 
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one of the French North African colonies and work as forced labourers. 
Vavilov was contemplating taking a position behind the lines, but ultimately 
decided to flee to Switzerland, where he believed he could find a way back to 
Russia eventually.26  

Those soldiers who ultimately returned to the front – men from both the 
First and Third Brigade – organized into a new unit, the Russian Legion of 
Honor. Four battalions strong, they became affiliated with French colonial 
troops in the famous Moroccan Division and fought in the Operation Michael 
offensive near Paris in March l9l8, suffering heavy losses. They also took 
part in the fourth battle of the Marne in September and continued in the Al-
lied ranks until mid-1919, doing a stint of occupation duty in Germany. After 
the war, most of the Russian Legion remained in France, as they were in the 
main loyal to the Tsar, while others eventually returned to what was now 
Soviet Russia.27 

Beyond Vavilov’s memoir and various other documentary materials, one 
can find evidence of this tragic episode in Russian and Great War history on 
the landscape of east central France, scene of some of the fiercest fighting of 
the conflict. The St. Hilaire-le-Grand military cemetery is located in Mour-
melon-le-Grand, a Marne Valley town behind the lines famous in the annals of 
Franco-Russian history. Tsar Nicholas II had reviewed Russian troops there in 
October 1896 on a ceremonial visit to intended to strengthen the Franco-
Russian alliance negotiated by his late father, Tsar Aleksandr III28. Forces of 
the Russian Expeditionary Force and one of its successors, the Russian Legion, 
had fought all around the town. Site of the first Russian interments in l9l8, St. 
Hilaire-le-Grand ultimately became the final resting place of 1,000 Russian 
Expeditionary Force members. They lie in the shadow of the Orthodox Church 
of the Resurrection, whose style recalls early Novgorod architecture. Its inte-
rior is appropriately dedicated to the sacrifices made by Russian soldiers in 
France between 1916 and 1918.29 The standards of the Russian regional capi-
tals – Kiev, Vladimir-Suzdal, Moscow and Novgorod – greet visitors as they 
enter, symbolic of the places from which REF members left for France. The 
interior walls feature frescoes depicting scenes from the life of Christ, who 
made the ultimate sacrifice on the cross. Above the altar appears the inscrip-
tion, “Greater Love Hath No Man than He Who Lays Down His Life For His 
Friends”.30 Memorial tablets and the graves outside give convincing testimony 
of REF members who laid down their lives far from their homeland. The chief 
architect of the church, Aleksandr Benois, and its chief financial backer, Sergei 
Rakhmaninov, seemed to feel a kinship with those buried at St. Hilaire. Neither 
the architect nor the composer lost their lives, but they both lost their homeland 
in the tumult of 1917.31 
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For many years now, the Russian Expeditionary Corps in France Me-
morial Association has held commemorations of the dead and missing on 
Orthodox Pentecost Sunday.32 In 2016, members will gather to honour the 
soldiers of the REF on the centennial of their arrival in France. It seems 
likely that, whether they were “heroes or mutineers”, the soldiers will be re-
membered as victims of a savage conflict that shattered the homeland and 
world they had known (See Photos 1 – 3).  

 
Photo 1. 

 
Photo 2. 
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ÁKOS FÓRIS 

The Soviet Prisoners of War and the 
Hungarian Royal Army 1941–1943 

During the Second World War the Axis powers captured about 5.7 mil-
lion Soviet prisoners. More than 3 million of them died due to the inhuman 
treatment. In my presentation I examine the POW's policy of Hungary be-
tween 1941 and 1943. 

The Hungarian POW’s policy wasn’t uniform during the Second World 
War. Although the Hungarian state ratified the Geneva Convention on the 
Prisoners of War in 1936,1 and the Soviet Union declared the acknowledge-
ment of this convention by means of Red Cross after the outbreak of world 
war,2 Hungary has failed to comply with the rules of the convention. One 
part of the Hungarian units got most of their Soviet prisoners of war from the 
Germans. On the other hand, the Hungarian units committed war crimes also. 

Firstly, I distinguish three territories of the POW’s policy of Hungary: 
the politics of the Ministry of Defence, the treatment of the Hungarian occu-
pation forces and the practice of the fighting troops, especially the Hungarian 
Royal 2nd Army, which was the greatest Hungarian formation in the Eastern 
Front in the examined period. 

Secondly, I examine the issue of prisoners of war in the level of ordi-
nary soldiers and the behaviour of prisoners of war from resistance to col-
laboration. 

In the days following the German attack against Soviet Union, the 
members of the 21st – so-called prisoners of war – department had already 
dealt with the issue of Soviet prisoners of war.3 The Hungarian authorities 
wanted to make arrangements for the Soviet units who had surrendered to the 
Hungarian frontier-guards in the Sub Carpathian border. Three days after the 
outbreak of war, the Hungarian authorities had already determined the place 
of camps.4 On 26 June the first Soviet deserters appeared in the Hungarian 
border.5 
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After the Hungarian entry into the war, thousands of Soviet prisoners of 
war were captured by the units of the Carpathian Group and the Rapid Corps 
at the first week of the campaign.6 At that time they wanted to handle the 
masses of prisoners so that, similar to the Germans7, they released the 
Ukrainians against certificate. 8 

At the start of the war against the Soviet Union, the German and Hun-
garian high commanders agreed that the Hungarians had to hand over the 
caught soldiers to Germans in the Eastern Front. The Hungarian political and 
military leadership didn’t agree with this decision, because it was damaging 
for Hungary’s international position.9 

Although the Soviet prisoners of war were not in Hungarian captivity ac-
cording to the law, the Soviet prisoners arrived at the territory of Hungary sev-
eral times. Firstly, the Soviet prisoners of war were brought to Hungary by the 
Hungarian units returning from the Eastern front. Secondly, many Soviet pris-
oners of war escaped from Ostmark to Hungary due to the forced labour. Some 
of them escaped during the transportation of Soviet prisoners of war.10 

One of the most important functions of the rear areas was the guarding 
of the Soviet prisoners of war in 1941. During the Operation Barbarossa the 
Axis armies took over 2.8 million prisoners. In Ukraine, where the Hungar-
ian units fought in the summer and autumn of 1941, the invaders captured 
around 770 thousand soldiers in the Uman and Kiev pocket. 

According to the 4th order of the Hungarian Occupation Group, the 
Hungarian troops were responsible for the guarding of the prisoner-of-war 
camps in the area of Occupation Group. The commanders of the Hungarian 
units had to contact with the regional commander of Dulag and Stalag. Seven 
prisoner-of-war camps (Stammlager – Stalag) and two transit camps (Durch-
gangslager – Dulag)11 officiated here in 1941–1942.12 

In the Hungarian-controlled camps the prisoners got the quarter of the 
German ration – approx. 950 calories – by the German model.13 According 
to a Hungarian soldier, Alajos Salamon’s diary the prisoners were treated 
horribly in these camps. Masses of prisoners of war died on account of hun-
ger and epidemics like typhus and gastro-enteritis. According to the Soviet 
reports, the Hungarian units took part in the death of 24000 Soviet prisoners 
of war only in Chernigov region.14 

When the Hungarian units were regrouped in February 1942, they 
transferred the control of camps to the German local authorities, but after-
wards they participated in the escorting of the prisoners.15 For example, the 
several troops from the 108th Light Division took part in collecting and 
guarding of Soviet prisoners in the region of Alekseyewka, Tatarowka and 
Gomolsha in May 1942.16 
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Three institutions were responsible for handling the prisoners of war in 
the 2nd Hungarian Army. The rear battalions and prisoner of war collecting 
units collected, guarded and waited on the Soviet prisoners. The function of 
the department 1.b was the interrogation of prisoners of war. The Hungarian 
military surgeons helped for the prisons in the German camps. 

In summer 1942, the Hungarian units took thousands of the Soviet sol-
diers prisoners. In August – September, 4 prisoner of war camps existed in 
the area of the 2nd Hungarian Army.17 According to the files of Lieutenant 
Károly Lázár’s trial18 the Hungarians did not give sufficient treatment and 
the prisoners had to bear atrocities as well. 

Colonel-general Gusztáv Jány, the commander of the 2nd Army said af-
ter the war, that the Hungarians handed the Soviet prisoners of war over to 
the Germans after the interrogation.19 Although, this practice regulated by an 
agreement between the Hungarians and the Germans, the prisons remained 
under Hungarian supervision. 

The work of POW’s played an important role in the rear area of the 2nd 
Army. The Hungarian units suffered from labour shortage, therefore they 
used the workforce of the prisoners of war and the local population. Accord-
ing to a Hungarian officer, the workforce of the poorly clothed prisoners was 
not great, but it was greater than the workforce of the Jewish labour service-
men.20 The prisoners had to work, so they were integrated into labour units 
widely behind the front.21 During the forced labour, appropriate supply 
wasn’t provided for the workers, therefore, the defensive works often con-
structed in the inhuman circumstances. 

The Hungarian prisoner officer of Heeresgruppe B asked, that approx. 
100 tons food was allocated to some 50-60 thousand prisoners of war. The 
Germans rejected this request with reference to the difficulty of transport, 
therefore, they didn’t allow the food supply trains.22 

The local commanders didn’t get any help from the high commands, 
therefore, they had to solve the treatment by themselves. Some Hungarian 
commanders tried to supply the prisoners with help of the local population. 
Cannibalism turned up among Soviet prisoners in another unit. It was an ex-
tra problem for Hungarian soldiers that they often could provide the prison-
ers of war with food from the expense of the local population.23 

In the end of September 1942, the 18th order of head quartermaster or-
dered more humane treatment with Soviet prisoners.24 Although the suffi-
cient provision was ordered for prisoners, these orders contained some limi-
tations, and were disregarded. 

The hygiene situation of the Soviet soldiers was a general problem for 
Hungarian troops. The POWs – captured after heavy fighting – were in bad 
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condition,25 what worsened by the deficient treatment. Although the 2nd 
Army took the measures – e.g. it ordered supply of prisoners with delousing 
powder26 –, they couldn’t stop the epidemic. Therefore the local population 
regarded the groups of prisoners as a potential threat to the public health. 
Several interesting situations developed in the camps. For example, a Jewish 
doctor treated the prisoners of the camp, because he was not allowed to treat 
Hungarian soldiers as a result of anti-Semitic politics.27 

At the beginning of 1943 more than 4000 Soviets soldiers were in cap-
tivity in the territories of the IV. and VII. Corps.28 According to Lieutenant 
general Marcell Stomm, the commander of III. Corps, his units didn’t hand 
the prisoners over to the Germans.29 

After the Soviet advance, the provision of the prisoners collapsed, caus-
ing the death of many prisoners of war. The camps were destroyed and the 
prisons were driven to the rear area. One of the orders of the 7th infantry 
regiment required that the Jewish labour servicemen and prisoners of war, 
who were “reluctant” to march, should to be shot to death. 30 

The Hungarian soldiers had different attitudes toward the Soviet 
POW’s. Most soldiers felt pity for the ragged prisoners of war. Despite of the 
German prohibition, the Hungarians gave food or scraps of food to the pris-
oners. Other soldiers spoke about the prisoners stonily and sardonically. 

Very important question is whether the Hungarian soldiers considered 
the Soviet soldiers as comrade. Anti-bolshevik propaganda described the 
Soviet soldiers as an inhuman, and barbarous foe. The cruel treatment toward 
the prisoners was influenced by the atrocities against the Hungarian soldiers 
and the rumours about being a prisoner of war at the Soviet side. For exam-
ple, a Hungarian soldier, László Pap wrote in his diary: “In Darnizza 40-45 
men are buried daily in the prisoner of war camp. (…) Stalin – supposedly – 
declared, that prisoners of war didn’t exist. There is life-and-death struggle 
between Christianity and bolshevism.”31 

The so-called military necessity regulations determined the treatment of 
the Soviet prisoners of war. In the Eastern Front martial law was often disre-
garded due to achieve military aims. For instance, a battalion commander 
had got order to shoot Soviet casualties, because the wounded Soviet soldiers 
rifled the Hungarian soldiers previously.32 On 13th February 1943 Captain 
László Hárs, the commander of 23/II Battalion had reported, that 300 Soviet 
POW were shot by his order. Captain Hárs justified his cruel order on the 
grounds that his unit did not have enough strength to escort the prisoners 
while his battalion took part in heavy battle.33 

Unfortunately, we have only sporadic information in the sources about 
the prisoners who collaborated with the Hungarians and Germans. The Ger-
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mans wanted to recruit Ukrainians in Hungary from the group Polish inter-
nees by the help of a former tsarist officer in 1942.34 The prisoners of war 
were used as an auxiliary force – e.g. coachman, driver – in understrength 
units.35 The auxiliary police companies were set up from Soviet prisoners of 
war due to the rear area security by the 2nd Army since October 1942.36 The 
extremist example of collaboration is a Soviet deserter, Sergei Vavilov, who 
served voluntarily as a soldier of the 47th infantry regiment. He was a soldier 
in the combats of 2nd Hungarian Army in 1942–1943.37 The Hungarians 
tried to persuade the enemy by propaganda, but according to the reconnais-
sance of the 2nd Army “the Russian crew was afraid of bad and miserable 
supplying as prisoners of war.” 38 

From the start of the war, many prisoners of war escaped due to the bad 
treatment and weak guarding. Suggested by the OKW's instruction, the 
Command of Hungarian Occupation Group ordered that the left forearm of 
the prisoners of war must be marked with cross due to the escapes.39 

The orders of the Hungarian occupation forces punished the negligence 
of the guards40 and the illegal use of weapons.41 The Hungarian soldiers on 
several occasions wanted to use brutal instruments. In one occasion, the 
guards of a camp wanted to decimate the prisoners after 18 escapes.42 In 
March 1942 a company of 50/I battalion took 30 hostages in Gaysin, because 
somebody conspired among the prisoners.43 

The greatest escape of Soviet prisoners of war happened between 12. 
and 15. October 1942, when 1150 Soviet soldiers escaped during railway 
transport between Nikolajewka and Ostrogoshsk.44 The partisans helped to 
escape the prisoners of war. E. g. in October 1943 a partisan troop attacked a 
prisoner group. In this incident, they captured a Hungarian soldier.45 

In December 1942 the Hungarian commanders wanted to transport the 
Soviet prisoners further from the frontline, because the prisoners of war re-
belled in the territory of the Italian 8th Army.46 The POW’s, who worked at 
the mine clearance command, made time bomb.47 

* * *  

All things considered, in the activity of the Hungarian POW’s policy, 
we could differentiate 3 parts.  

The 21st department of Ministry of Defence wanted pursue independent 
policy related to Soviet prisoners, but the Prisoner of War Department 
couldn’t implement it. 

The Hungarian Occupation Forces had an auxiliary role in the German 
POW’s policy. These Hungarian units had no POW’s policy because their 
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activity served the realization of German orders only. Therefore they partici-
pated in the destruction of Soviet prisoners of war. 

The policy of the 2nd Army was ambivalent and pertinent. Despite of 
the fact, that these Hungarian troops had to transfer their POW's to the Ger-
mans, the Hungarian commanders kept the thousands of prisoners back in the 
rear area of the 2nd Army. The most important factor of the POW’s policy 
was the work of prisoners. The treatment of prisoners depended on more ad 
hoc aspect, e.g. the mentality of the local Hungarian commanders, the 
amount of the supply, and the operational situation. 
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