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[IpemMeToM McCrefoBaHMA sABIAETCA NMpodecCHoHaNbHAA AUCKYCCUSA UCTO-
PUKOB M IIperofiaBarenell ucropun B crpanax 6biBinero Coserckoro Corosa
u BocToyHOro 6710Ka 10 TaK Ha3bIBAEMbBIM «TPYAHBIM BOIPOCAM» POCCUIICKOI
ucTOpMuU. ABTOp IIPMBIIEKAET COBPEMEHHbBIEC HayYHBbIe TyO/IMKaINY, 3aTparnBa-
IOII[VIe TaKye BOIPOCEHL, U yueOHbIe n3ianus. CTaTbsa COCTOUT U3 ILATY PasJIeNos,
Ka)K[JbIJ1 U3 KOTOPBIX COOTBETCTBYET OFHOMY U3 «TPYJHBIX BOIIPOCOB». B mep-
BOM PacCMaTPMBAETCA COCTOSHUE MCCIeNOBaHMIT 0 MpobneMe 06pasoBaHsA
IPEBHEPYCCKOTO TOCYHAPCTBA, BAPsKCKOMY BOIPOCY M LIMBUIM3ALVIOHHBIM
0COOEHHOCTAM BOCTOYHOCTABAHCKIX HAPOJOB. BTopoil pasaen mocasieH npo-
61eMe VIMIIEpCKOTo IpoItoro Poccuyt ¥ KOJIOHNATbHOMY JUCKYPCY KaK HOBOJ
06'BACHUTEIIBHON MOJIEIIN, TIPUMEHAEMOIT K MIMIEPCKOMY IIePUOJY MCTOPUKAMM
U aBTOpaMy y4eOHMKOB B HeKOTOphIX cTpaHax OpiBiiero CCCP. B Tpetbeit 4a-
CTH, KacasiCh PEBOMIOLMOHHBIX COOBITIII 1917 I, aBTOp OTMEYaeT, YTO BBIIBU-
HyTas HECKOJIbKO JIeT Ha3afl KOHLENLNs eJIHOTO PEBOMIOLIMIOHHOrO Ipolecca
(1917-1922) o cux mop He 3aKpenmmaach B poccuiickoit mxone. KpaTtko pac-
CMOTpEHBI JIpyTHe MpOoO6IeMbl, BaXKHbIe [/I HOHMMAHNUA UCTOPYUN PEBOIOLVIL:
uctoku IlepBoit MUpOBOIt BOIHBI M ypOBeHb pa3ButuA Poccuiickoit ummepun
B Hauare XX B. B uerBeproit qacTy o6CcyxaeTcss KOHLEIIMA COBETCKOI MO-
mepHusanyy 1930-X IT. M pacCMaTpUBAKOTCA HEraTMBHbIE OLEHKM COBETCKOTO
Hepyofia ICTOPUY B OBIBIINX COIO3HBIX pecITy6O/MKax. B marolt vacty gaH kpart-
Kuit 0630p po6iieM, CBsA3aHHBIX C MICCTIEAOBAHMEM 1 Pellpe3eHTaluell UCTOPUM
IIOBCETHEBHOCTY 1 Ky/NbTYpbl. Clie/laH BBIBOJI, YTO MICTOPYSA Ky/IbTYPbl HEJOCTa-
TOYHO IIPEeCTaBIeHa B POCCUIICKMX IIKOTbHBIX y4eOHVKaX, a MCCIeOBAHVIA
IO CTOPUM TIOBCETHEBHOCTU HEPEKO NMEIOT IIOBEPXHOCTHBIN Xapakrep. O6-
CY’)XJasi pas/iMuHble «TPYAHbIE BOIIPOCHI» POCCUIICKON MICTOPUY, aBTOP YKa3bl-
BaeT Ha IIPOTMBOPEYMBbIE UCTOPMIECKIE TUIIOTE3Bl M MHEHUS, CPOPMUPOBAB-
1IMecs B IIOCTIefHME IeCATU/IETHA Ha IOCTCOBETCKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE.

Kniouesvie cnosa: ncropmdeckoe o6pasoBaHue; HallMOHAIbHAA JMICTOPUS; Ba-
psKckmit Bonpoc; Poccmiickas mmmepus; pesomonus 1917 r.; coBeTcKas Mo-
TepHU3AIA.

In recent years, the term “difficult questions of history” has been at the
forefront of Russian discussions on the problem of historical education. The
emergence of the term immediately raised some doubts and objections, as
a logical question arose: “What do the so-called ‘difficult questions’ mean
in history?”

The concept of “difficult questions” was formed in 2014 as a result of
radical changes in the study and teaching of history in secondary schools.
The changes led to a certain variability in the sphere, and dozens of text-
books for high school appeared then. At the same time, the Russian scien-
tific and educational community as well as the media started discussions
about revising the previously formed views on many events in the history
of our country from ancient times to the present.

History teachers found it difficult to navigate in such a difficult situa-
tion. A typical Russian teacher, having their own priorities, preferences, and
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their own attitude to certain historical events, also has to convey the mod-
ern point of view of the national historical science to their students in the
process of teaching. It is not surprising that it was the teachers who made
the list of “difficult questions” of Russian history, which caused disputes
among scholars and specialists in world and national history. In response
to these requests, 20 methodological brochures were created, revealing cur-
rent views on “difficult questions”. At the same time, a number of research
projects were initiated. The task was to rethink or clarify and correct the
previous, seemingly well-established views on events in Russian history.
This was also facilitated by the study of new documents and other evidence
which were introduced for scientific use, as well as the process of revising
previous theories and concepts in several countries (Poland, Ukraine, the
Baltic States, etc.), which were imposed by politics.

The origins of Kievan Rus’

Many historical issues are connected with the origins of Kievan Rus.
Earlier, the confrontation between “Normanists” and “anti-Normanists” in
understanding Rurik and the Scandinavian’s role in the formation of Kievan
Rus’ was the main point of discussion. The discussion on these issues that
took place in Soviet historiography ended up by the beginning of the 1980s
with the formation of an official position, which was reflected in the works
of B. A. Rybakov [Psi6akoB] on the one hand, and A. A. Zimin [3umnH]
on the other. Soviet historians agreed that Rurik came with his men not
to “empty space’, but to a territory where people already had their own
economy and developed social structures. Soviet scholars postulated that
the Scandinavians did not play a crucial role in the formation of the state
in this territory. However, most scholars held that Scandinavian traders
and warriors exercised considerable influence over Slavic tribes of Eastern
Europe [CnaBsiHe 1 CKaHIVIHABBI].

In the 1980s, Soviet historians did not deny that the Varangians could
possibly originate in Scandinavia, and even Scandinavian roots for the name
Rus’ were found in the last years of the Soviet period [Menbuuxosa, Ilerpy-
xuH]. It should be noted that there was a revival of the interest in the Varangian
question in the 2000s. At this new stage, participants in the debate are
concerned with the ethnic origins of the Varangians, their cultural influence
on FEast Slavic tribes, and the interaction between Slavic and Scandinavian
political traditions [Caxapos; MenbuukoBa, 2011; MenbHukosa, 2017].

Soviet scholars held that Kievan Rus’ created the basis for the formation
of Russian, Ukrainian and Belarusian civilizational entities [[Tamryro, ®mo-
ps, Xopouikesuy; Onops]. However, Kiev has recently developed its own
concept of the history of that period, which is based on the idea of only
Ukrainian statehood, while denying the value of the Russian component
[Ticem; Bracos; CrpykeBud]. Given that no new documentary evidence has
appeared, we can assume the presence of political bias in this interpretation.
It is worth mentioning that the “new trends” in the Ukraine do not come
from classical academic scientists [Mcropus Ykpaunsi], but mainly from
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journalists, political scientists, and so on. Nevertheless, it is obvious that
we should give a more detailed and documented justification of the Kiev
Rus’ development history in educational literature, pay more attention to
the formation of Ukrainian nation and the elements of statehood [Poccusa
1 YKpayHa Ha [lepeKpecTKax MCTOPUM].

Russian Empire: the issues of evolution

The problem of formation and evolution of the Russian Empire is also
considered among these “difficult questions” In Soviet historiography, there
were controversial views on the history of the territories of the Caucasus
(Armenia and Georgia) and Central Asia becoming part of the Russian
Empire. The official idea of the authorities about the so-called “voluntary
entry” of these peoples and territories into Russia was often rejected and
debated by local national elites [HeBckas, Kongpamesa]. In the 1950s
and 1960s, the “lesser evil theory” was even put forward. It stated that,
for example, for Armenia and Georgia, their inclusion in Russia was the
lesser evil compared to joining Turkey or Persia [Boitra u ncmam Ha Ce-
BepHoM Kaskase]. The topic of any negative aspects of “accession of these
territories” to the Russian Empire was not raised at all. The incorporation
of the Ukraine into Russia in the 17" century as a result of the initiative
of Bogdan Khmelnitsky was seamlessly included in this scheme. However,
when the former Soviet republics became independent states after the
collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, they began to build their own history
and look for their own identity.

In contrast to the previous generally accepted concept, the period when
they were parts of the Russian Empire was characterized as “colonial”
This definition was included in the history textbooks of schools, and in
the programs of higher education institutions. Some scientific papers
explaining this process of their development were published and various
characteristics of the “colonial” period were presented: in some works, the
focus was made on seizure and oppression, suppression of independence
and culture [Kenunbi; Kurlovics, Tomasins; Kypnosuy, Tomamrys; Pa-
xumoB; Yoporernx, Omypbekos; Omyp6ekos, Hoporerun]. Other works
attempted to explain the term “colonial period” as taking account of the
differences between the traditional understanding of “colonies” (mainly
overseas territories) and what happened in the outskirts of the former
Imperial Russia, with particular attention paid to economic and cultural
development, and the establishment of political organizations'.

The problem of the Russian Empire’s formation concerns the
development of Russian Siberia and the Far East, the annexation of the
Caucasus and other areas of the Volga region. These issues remain the

! See, for example, the history textbooks edited by the academician of the national
Academy of Sciences of Armenia V. Barkhudaryan [VMctopus Apmenun pnsa 8-ro kiaacca,
2005; Victopusa Apmenun s 8-ro knacca, 2007; Victopuss ApMeHun B KOHTEKCTe MIPOBOIA
ycropuu st 9-ro Kmaccal.
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subject of discussion in the scientific and educational societies of modern
Russia [Mcropus Cubupu].

In all regions and republics of Russia, schools mention the so-called
“regional component” (local specificity), which actualizes the problem of
modern scientific assessment of the history and development of the regions,
including those within the Russian Empire [VMctopus Openbyprckoro
kpas; Victopusa Kpeima; Victopus Cubupu; Poccust — Bauikoproctan;
Vicropus Caparosckoro IToBomxbs]. This task requires an interdisciplinary
approach and the use of a comparative method - comparing the processes
that took place in the Russian Empire with similar examples in the Persian,
Ottoman, and British empires.

The problem of the Empire inevitably leads to new approaches in the
study of colonialism in general and in a specific historical context, as well as
to the study of imperial attitudes in the metropolises themselves.

At meetings with colleagues from post-Soviet countries, Russian
historians drew attention to the vulnerability of transferring the general
concept and practice of colonialism to characterize the position of
individual countries within the Russian Empire. Taking the actual practice
into account, we can expect that in the post-Soviet countries the research
of “Russian colonialism” will become more popular, and in this situation
the study of Russian history (the Imperial period) will acquire a special
meaning (the international school of young scientists and historians has
ended in Moscow...).

In practice, this may lead to new approaches in the study of the “Treaty
of Georgievsk’, which determined the accession of Georgia to Russia, in
the study of the processes that took place in Central Asia (the uprising in
Turkestan in 1916, etc.) [Boccranue 1916 roga B Typkecrane]. In 2016,
Kyrgyzstan's increased attention to the history of the 1916 uprising indicated
a growing trend [Poccmiickas rasera — Hepemns: Kuprusms].

The problems related to the Ukraine’s accession to Russia remain
important. In the early 1990s, after Ukraine gained independence,
Ukrainian historians began to formulate new approaches to the events of
the 17%-18" centuries, different from traditional Soviet historiography.
Recently, a number of works devoted to Ivan Mazepa were published, in
which special attention was paid to the problem of the Ukraine’s accession to
Russia [3 emicTonspHoi cnaguay rerbMana IBana Maseny; JIuctu [Bana
Masenn; Masennna kuura; Kosanescbka; [TaBneHKko; Ta'iPOBa-HKOBHeBa].
In accordance with new trends, the most radical authors in Kiev began to
use the term “forcible absorption” of Ukrainian lands by Russia.

Russian historical science has faced the need to update the argumentation
when describing the complex process of interaction between Russia and
the Ukrainian Cossacks and the State. This is the subject of joint research
of Russian and Ukrainian historians [Vctopusa Ykpamusy [annnes-
ckuit, Tamposa-SIkosnesa, Illy6un, Muponenko], which uses modern
and documented approaches that appeal to the process of the Ukraine’s
accession to Russia in the 17 century.
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The main task is to avoid excessive politicization, taking new documents
and the study of various interdependent factors into account; to reveal
the process of formation of the Russian Empire, the development of the
lands of the former Tsarist Empire. A balanced and unbiased assessment
of the policy of Russification of national borders is needed, as well as a
sober understanding of the many advantages these regions received from
joining the Russian Empire in terms of economic and cultural growth, the
development of political institutions and civil society, and the preservation
of border security from external military threats.

Revolution and Civil War: A New Axiology

One of the most controversial topics is the history of the Russian Revo-
lution of 1917 and the Civil War.

It seemed that this issue was finally resolved in the preparation of the
historical and cultural standard in 2019. Then, by analogy with the French
Revolution of the 18" century, the Russian revolution was considered as a
process, the stages of which were the February and October revolutions,
and the Civil War. Thus, the Russian revolution covered the period of 1917-
1922 [KoHuenmnys HOBOTO y4eOHO-MeTONYECKOr0 KOMIDIEKCa M0 oTede-
crBenHoit ucropun]. This chronology was determined by the emergence of
new data, as well as new approaches to the interpretation of the history of
the Russian revolution, including the important position about “own truth”
among the Reds and the Whites.

My communication with history teachers, however, shows that obsolete
chronology and assessments are still often used, and the new concept of
the Russian revolution and the Civil War needs a deeper documentary
and theoretical justification, as well as accessible presentation forms.
A new “reading” of the history of the Russian revolution was announced
in the year of the centenary of the revolution. Since 1991, the ROSSPEN
publishing house, in cooperation with Russian and foreign scientific
centers has been implementing a project to publish documents of Russian
political parties from the late 19" - early 20" centuries, in the series
“Political Parties of Russia. The end of the 19" - the first third of the 20"
century. Documentary Heritage.”>

The complexity of the situation is that a change in concept led to the
disappearance of a significant historical heritage, because many hundreds,
or maybe thousands of collections of documents, scientific and educational

>In 2017, on the 100th anniversary of the Revolution in Russia, scholars released many
monographs, e. g. [1917 r. Boxpyr 3uMHero; AxkciotuH, Tepar; MenyuieBckuit; XaHIOPUH;
y6uH, 2017a, 20176], collections of articles [Poccust B 1917 ropy; Poccuiickast peBOIOLst
1917 ropa n ee mecto B uctopun XX Beka] collections of documents [PeBosmrorust 1917 roga
rmasamu coBpeMeHHUKOB; A. ®. KepeHckuit: pro et contra; JI. JI. Tpoukuit: pro et contra],
memoirs of contemporaries of the events [V3roes; Tpouxwuit, 2017a, 20176; PeBormonys
rmasamu coBpeMeHHNKOB; llTertH6epr; «CBet Bo TbMe...»; ComoB], chronicles [1917 rog.
ITerporpan. Mocksa. boropopck; Tarkyes, Pennnkos], biographies of the leaders of the
Revolution of 1917 [Komonnuxuit; Hanunku#]; also, works by Western historians were
translated and published [Vctopuyeckast HenzbexxuocTs?; Crouon].
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works contained “evidence” of the old concept of the history of the Russian
revolution. The task is to take the necessary documents and memoirs
from these previous works and collections and correlate them with the
arguments about a new interpretation and a “new chronology” of the
history of the Russian revolution and the Civil War. It is also necessary to
answer the discussion questions that arose in connection with the scientific
substantiation of the 100™ anniversary of the Great Russian Revolution.

In Soviet times, the idea prevailed that Russia in 1917 and during the
war was one of the most backward countries, and that in this situation only
the October Revolution opened the way for Russia to recover. Now these
estimates have changed dramatically: it is argued that by 1913 Russia was
among the most advanced countries in terms of economic indicators [Map-
keB14, Xappucos; [lerpos, JKypasnes, baxtypunal. It is clear that further
scientific studies of the real state of the Russian economy, as well as its role
and place in world economic development, are required.

In the past, the question of the role of the First World War in the fate
of Russia and in the preconditions of the Russian revolution was actually
removed from the sphere of scientific circulation. To date, serious scientific
research has been published on the origin, course and history of the First
World War [Boitna u obuiectBo B XX B.; [IlepBas MupoBast BoiiHa Ha IIO-
YTOBBIX OTKpbITKaX; IleTpos, IlaBnos; Poccusa B cucreme mMexxayHapoj-
HbIX oTHoweHnit; Poccus u Ilepas muposas BoitHa]. But it seems that
this is only the beginning of new studies of the First World War and the
consequences of this war for Russia.

The Soviet period in the history of Russia: the empire “vice versa”

The assessment of the Russian revolution is inseparable from the
general understanding of the place of the “Soviet period” in the life and
development of Russian history. It is known that from the beginning of the
1990s, extremely negative characteristics of the Soviet era were given in
our historical literature and journalism. However, there are differences in
emphasis, for example, the period 1920-1930 and the postwar years [baxTy-
puHa]. This question arose quite sharply in preparing the cultural-historical
standard for high school. In the course of historical discussions, theidea came
to call the period of the 1930s “the Soviet version of modernization,” which
makes it possible to include in this concept all the difficulties of creating
a large industry, collectivizing agriculture with tragic consequences, mass
repressions, but at the same time successes in industrialization, science,
culture, education, etc. It seems that the comprehensive justification of our
assessments of the Soviet period is one of the important tasks of modern
Russian historiography and political science.

It cannot be solved without the combined efforts of specialists from
different disciplines: historians, economists, legal scholars, political
scientists, sociologists etc. Studies are complicated by the fact that in the
public consciousness there are significant differences in the perception of
the relatively recent historical past. The difficulties are compounded by the
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real contradictions of the Soviet era: the proximity of negative episodes
of history with obvious achievements and successes. Russian researchers
are faced with the task of developing new criteria and methods for
analyzing such a complex and controversial phenomenon as Soviet society
and the Soviet system.

When choosing a research topic, a new generation of scientific personnel
is not particularly interested in problems of the Soviet period. Apparently,
this is due to distrust of previously published collections of documents
and concerns about the correctness of the results due to the apparent
uncertainty and inconsistency of the estimates of the Soviet period as a
whole and on its merits.

The problem of assessing the Soviet period has not only a Russian, but also
an international context. All countries of the post-Soviet space have passed
the “Soviet period”, and the attitude of different states to it varies. The Baltic
countries are ready to erase the Soviet period from their history, declaring it
an occupation by Moscow, although these countries were led by their own
figures. The Baltic countries ignore the obvious fact that during the years of
Soviet power they received strong financial and economic support, which
contributed to the successful development of culture, science and education.

A much more complex perception of the Soviet era exists in the CIS
countries. In the early 1990s, a number of CIS countries put forward the
idea of continuing the colonial era of the Russian Empire in the Soviet
Union [Coserckue Hayu]. But this trend has not been developed: it is too
obvious that it contradicted the realities of that time. The Soviet republics
of Central Asia and the Caucasus during the period of Soviet power had
significant privileges, and the local elite and national nomenclature were
at the head of the republics. The process of gaining independence was
completely led by national leaders [baxTypunal.

Held in 2017-2018, the centennial of the Russian revolution was
simultaneously accompanied by the celebrations of the centenary of
statehood in Belarus, Kazakhstan, Armenia and other post-Soviet countries.
The same anniversary was celebrated in Tatarstan, Bashkortostan, etc.

In the Ukraine, the events of 1918-1919 attract special attention today.
In numerous works of Ukrainian historians, the short-term period of the
reign of the Ukrainian Central Rada is considered as a certain standard
of Ukrainian statehood [JIutBun; XMminb]. Meanwhile, it is known that
the Ukraine during the Central Rada was actually under the German
protectorate. This period is depicted as a time of “deliverance” from Moscow
and from the Moscow Bolsheviks, although there was a sharp struggle in the
Ukraine itself, including with the participation of the Ukrainian Bolsheviks
[MuxyTnHa; ConaTeHKo].

History of everyday life and culture

There are a number of topics that did not fall into the category of
difficult ones, but which should be specially mentioned. Modern history
textbooks and educational programs have little space, for example, for the
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history of everyday life, which today is at the center of many international
studies. It seems that in the domestic scientific tradition, methodological
approaches and criteria for historical tools to include everyday history in
the general research scheme have not been developed. The sections that tell
about everyday life, which are now present in a number of scientific works
and in educational programs, look rather simplified and superficial.

Equally important is the lack of attention paid to the problems of cultural
history. The deficit of efforts in the coverage of culture in textbooks persists
from Soviet times. As a rule, it all came down to a simple enumeration
of cultural figures in various historical periods. Meanwhile, it is very
important to explain the importance of culture in the history of mankind
as one of the main aspects of spiritual life, thus, special attention should be
paid to the role and place of the Russian culture, including Soviet.

The presented notes do not consider the content of many other topics
and problems in the course of national history in school and university
educational programs, which need additional substantiation and
development. I have cited a number of examples of the so-called “difficult
questions” to draw attention to the interconnection and interinfluence
of education and science, and to establish how the needs of education,
including in high school, can stimulate basic scientific research.
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