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THE RUSSIAN




Historians have disagreed about the causes of the Russian Revolution

(1917).
What is your view about the cause of the Russian Revolution?

My Perspective

In my opinion, | side mainly with the revisionist perspective because | agree that 7/f) "\« 2o b

individuals do play a large part in what happens. Without the leadership of the tw el eA<d

men, Lenin and Trotsky, the entire effective Bolshevik party could have been usele pw— et

in bringing around the revolution. These two were the mind behind the party as all

the Bolsheviks ideas seemingly came from one of the two so without them the

Bolshevik party would have not have done any of the actions we today see as

important parts that pushed the country towards revolution. Furthermore, it was the

promises from Lenin about obtaining a new government that lead to many people

joining the group. Initially the Bolshevik party was created due to a split in the Soci

Democrats but without Lenin everyone may have sided with Mensheviks. They did 75 |"fu

not seek revolution as much and would settle with reforms from the tsar allowing

the autocratic rule to continue.

It is in my opinion the best method of historical research as it evaluates the existing

information, attempts to find new sources and if so views them with a revaluation of

the information they already have to present new ideas on history. Unlike the liberal My i (lf;-

and soviet historians they have less bias because their view of history has no political >M 7

affiliation this mean no denial of any event and its outcomes. Instead, they closely (v ¢y vetn ]

examine empirical evidence. A zaen.

| disagree with the liberal historians because they state that events are the cause not

individuals with the prime example believing the First World War is a significant

cause of the Russian Revolution. However, | believe this event in particular supports

the idea that individuals can have a large effect. As it was Gavrilo Princip shooting

Archduke Franz Ferdinand that started the First World War that went on to effect JATA

the whole world. If Princip had failed the war may have been averted. Thisis <. a,b(pl t o

therefore evidence that the revisionist perspective is most effective. Lnbundz

| think that the “Russian Centre for the Preservation and Study of Documents of ‘I'\ulqc bAens

Recent History”? being closed off to the public for so long and only allowing c A gt

specialists licensed by the Communist Party who will agree with the view of the /HW

government shows that the modern day Russian Government does not have full {ysy .

faith in their soviet belief of an inevitable revolution. Events like Lenin almost being C'\C"I-Mb\/l‘jeﬂ L

detained by a guard on the way to Bolshevik Headquarters if not for acting drunk, PR

could have massive ramifications on what happened with the Bolshevik party, as } 1

they would have lost their leader, and that would change their effect on the country,

for example having the revolution be a failure. Furthermore, Orlando Figes seeks to

disprove the grandeur of the revolution, which he states is a Soviet Myth, and

explains that the insurrection “passed unnoticed by the vast majority of the

inhabitants of Petrograd. The Legendary storming of the Winter Palace was more like

aroutine house arrest”.® This reanalysis of an event thought to be known shows why

the revisionist style of historiography is superior. oy e ﬂﬁwtt & Axhr»« I
Co bt YC/\ (‘(C{/L‘ [
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The Liberal Perspective

The liberal point of view of the Russian Revolution is that it was triggered by other

events that lead to the revolutionary unrest of the Russian people most notably

events such as the First World War which was another reason for the people t

disagree with those in control of the autocratic government, Tsar Nicholas Il. They

believe unplanned events lead to the uprising not a large-scale plan with individuals BF) Sex

at the centre effecting the outcome. This is known as deterministic theory, which is ‘et ¢} eat
the idea that individuals have little influence on society and therefore history. This is ‘b*")v’i 1
because they are only capable of doing their actions due to the society they live in lr\Lt--? ¢ Mo
which itself was constructed through past events and not individuals. Most of the
individuals at time could be summed up into a large group of people unaware of
what decisions were being made that would affect them. Groups like the Bolsheviksb/'
led by Lenin, took advantage of this and would use the masses outrage at events to

push them towards action. This would benefit their cause and beliefs. For example
Liberals see the October Revolution (1917) as the exploitation of the social unrest to
bring the Bolsheviks closer to their goal to overthrow the current government run by

the Duma and end Tsardom forever. The fall of tsardom and autocracy can be seen,
as supporting the liberal view because it was the event of the First World War that
showed the people of Russia that that their leader, Tsar Nicholas I, was incompetent

in his rule. He was not able to lead an army to victory or establish dynamic reforms

to provide for the county in wartime. This has led to some liberals making the claim

that if there was no first world war there would therefore be no revolution and

people would need to wait for a new event to provide the possibility of change

because large-scale events are the only way change can happen in this point of view.

t}‘l,rf:—({ /

Historians with a liberal point of view often have a right wing, anti-communist /\@> 18y

perspective on these events which is why they disagree with the soviet sentiment i \b’d/l A 2% S

that the revolution was an inevitable occurrence. This view also holds politics as the

key to understanding what caused the events instead of class conflict, which others

such as the Marxists focus on. A leading liberal historian in this field is Robert Pipes

who explains that if you do look at the influence of the people the impact of this

revolution came from above not below meaning that this revolution was more due

to those in higher positions like politicians in the Duma and army leaders. These

people had the ability to stop the actions of the masses through the intervention of

troops by command of the generals but instead allowed them to happen because

past events, and the Tsars reaction to them, had influenced these people into not

believing the Tsar did not meet the standard to lead Russia. Pipes infers this from his

research that took place in the “Russian centre for the Preservation and Study of

Documents of Recent History” which gave him access to accounts from the time.

Pipes view is supported by Robert Service who in his work states the “The Great War

produced the situation that shattered the Romanov”.2 /A2 > G ¢ At [ (¢ fenl 9
A eqe fr Ty

| question this perspective because this line of though'is commonly from a western

historian who has had their views constructed by the prejudices of the Cold War. ;

This results in them being hostile to ideas like Marxism, socialism and communis

party rule. They may not want to admit that a group like the Bolsheviks who support



all these ideals were effective and able to transform an entire country through their
efforts. In addition, they would not want to reveal that the revolution was actually
wanted and popular with the masses as in the west communism is shown as
something forced upon its people not asked for. The knowledge as well that the
Bolsheviks would later more clearly show totalitarian tendencies as they pushed for
a one party, one ideology country would influence how they want to present the
group. In addition, Liberal historians have a trend of viewing history from above/as’fh
they focus on the figures they consider important and do not view what the avera;e
people were doing and how they may have had an impact on the outcome. In s {}
addition, out of the viewpoints of liberal, revisionist and soviet this view has the least
/LPL‘ reliability when it comes to their sources. This is because the revisionist’s main
(Altaa  purpose is to be the group of historians who revaluate the facts through the use of
ot new sources that come out. The soviet historians had access to exclusive Russian//
) I government documents before anyone else because they were allowed to view
N J them as their view matched that of the Russian government. Liberal historians
"”’l "’/‘L however just had the sources available to everyone so they lacked the information of
7 the others,

P

The Revisionist Perspective

Another way to look at the revolution is from a revisionist point of view. This comes

from historians like Orlando Figes who have reassessed what they believe happened

in past events after the soviet archives were opened to the researchers, not just t!‘\e /
Russian approved historians. There are also post-revisionists like Robert Service whd

get their understanding of events from accounts from both before and after the new

accounts were released to form what they believe is a measured conclusion. The

desire to do this for some comes from the idea that the history of the Revolution has

been “written backwards” by having the outcomes projected onto that period of

time instead of the developments that lead up to Russia being in the state it was jn™

1917. Unlike liberals, revisionists do believe that individuals make a significant M:{

impact on history making them in agreement with the “Great man” theory that

states that highly influential individuals determine history. A key element of the

Russian Revolution, the Bolshevik coup, may not have happened if the mounted

patrol guard who saw Lenin had detained him instead of letting him and therefore

allowing him to lead the coup. Pipes determines, with all his background knowledge,

“Had he been arrested, the Bolshevik coup might very well have never occurred (%) Cilq A
because he was the principal driving force”?. Also, if Fannie Kaplan, the socialist ¢4« whkt et
revolutionary terrorist, had successfully assassinated Lenin he would have not been ~ “71/}/“™
able to revitalise the Bolshevik Party, which at time was falling apart without him. Nt
Revisionists do however also view the changing factors of Russian society as a cause

of the October Revolution due to their structuralist approach to history. They

perceive that the workers who joined the revolution became militant because of the/
industrialisation and trade unionism of labour work which negatively affected them.

Revisionists seek to also analyse if there are truths or inaccuracies in the general .
consensus and stereotypes which people come to believe because of the historical >/ e 4
narratives that affect people’s view of the events. An example is that it is usually Unent ear
seen that the public of Russia were a hive-mind who all shared the same thoughts C“«\f""‘f’ ke

77 e \..U«t)'.\ U(W“L



and beliefs when it came to politics and society. It was believed that they did not
have an understanding of how it worked. However, events such as the march to the

@\r &) Winter Palace during Bloody Sunday shows that individuals came together to degl

m'&ﬂ "/ with a government that was not benefiting them. This shows that the will of the

individuals of Russia may have helped lead the country to its revolution. A reason
why the Bolsheviks were a success is due to their goals seeming to benefit the
masses if the masses wanted something else the Bolsheviks may not have actually
succeeded.

While this perspective is the one my views align with most, there are still points to \
take issue with such as their want to revaluate every preconceived idea may lead to ((',‘ 5
dismissal of the clear truth in the belief that the accounts historians previously had ¢ -3 4 3
access to must be reassessed. They may do this with the desire of finding a different s ”{W] \ot -
outcome in this case a different cause for the revolution. The older sources may b
more accurate than the newer released sources. For example, the First World War
clearly had an effect on the state of Russia as one of the reasons the masses was

/angry with the ruling government was because they were successfully providing food
during wartime.

The Soviet Perspective

The Soviet perspective on history is the one that current day Russia itself holds as

they claim that the Russian Revolution was an inevitable thing which is why the

Bolsheviks succeeded as Russia at the time had been naturally building towards it )

happening. These changes came around due to a long process of class conflict Al v—c/{"-“) “
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. Marxist ideas, which Lenin had, state @ st vn
that inevitably the proletariat would win and so due to the Bolsheviks being on this " ez
side they succeeded. The cause of the revolution has been described as the Iongut./ —eving
duree which refers to trends that neither groups nor individuals can control and slow

processes which in this case the overthrowing of the government. These processes

that lead to the country being in the right form to change include the failure of the

Russo-Japanese war, Bloody Sunday, meaningless reforms like the October NS w b
Manifesto that didn’t solve the issues and more. The most important, besides the At €%
actual 1917 revolution, was the 1905 revolution, which soviet historians see as test 3--1 1%

trial for the revolutionaries and a way for them to learn from their mistakes allowing \Le—¢

the next revolution to be a success. It gave people of the masses, like the workers,

experience in what a revolution would be like and by seeing what it is like lead to

many supporting it the next time a revolution happened and then armed with the

knowledge of how to support it. The idea of the 1917 revolution being a ;

continuation of the 1905 revolution is a soviet idea as liberal historians disagree but

soviet historians see it as another part of the process. This means they do not see

Lenin as the reason as Dmitri Volkogonov stated Lenin went on to have “malign (A wolue e <o/
influence imbibed by all subsequent Soviet leaders.”* He was merely thegue‘"to do  epunet ¢
the inevitable if not him someone else would have at some point. In addition, the M (3
class struggle dealt with bringing down the imperialist nature of their government
and at that time the Tsarist regime was the weakest link, which is why it became /“(LC"") Lad

ﬁ'.nﬂ,r F-
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focal point for opposition of the government to target as after that fell it would lead

to the rest being brought down as well.

This idea also means then that from a Soviet point of view Tsar Nicholas II's

leadership was not to blame for the revolution. The revolution being inevitable

means that it was the not the fault of the individual, in this case the Tsar, but the/'

society that he existed in which was going to lose its autocratic nature eventually

because of the foundation it was built on. This being a society where people are

divided into either proletariat or bourgeoisie eventually those being pushed down

would rise up.

| question the soviet historian decision to place less emphasis on the First Wold War

and instead view it as just an aspect of the already growing developments in Russia.

They do however see the events that originated internally as important that happen

to show the revolutionaries as a growing force to be reckoned with. This could be A¢y

seen as the soviet historians being biased, as they want all the credit of the <. @<Lelsr ¢
revolution to go to the Bolsheviks and have it be seen as an inevitable process ( Ab‘f! ¢feta
instead of an event that only happened due to external events like the First World A
War. If this is to be believed then it may also be true that despite having accessto ' ™" R

many sources of information they only use the ones supporting their point of view. I (e ca LG
Also, the signs that soviet historians point to that show the country reaching the fu \,{'.M(t‘
inevitable revolution can be countered through further research into similar Ak 7 Ao~
situations in other countries. An example was the ever increasing amount of

industrial strikes but as Pipes points out “the same Phenoménon occurred in England

and the United States... yet neither had a revolution.’l’ljI

2594 words
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