Trotsky’s Theory of Permanent Revolution:
A Real Alternative to Socialism in One Country?

vy Eva Dragasits

Leon Trotsky is & controversial person--the spectrum of Judgements on him ranges from "a
briliiant leader” to "a deformed persanality, " There is no doubt that he was g ki rhly intelligent man
with mreat organizatonal talent, but, having a closer look at his career, one realizes that he did not
fully use his abilitics. Saveral times he failed to use pahitical opportuties he had: and his greatest
theorenical achicvement, the theory of permanent revolution, wlich he had developed in 1903,
finally led 10 his end as a political leader. | try to examine to whal extenl Trorsky’s personality and
nis political career depended on cach ather, and why Stalin, skillfully exploiting Trotsky's
weaknesses, could so easily outmaneuver his political cpponent.

Leon Trotsky, who had been fascinated by revolutionary ideas already at an eurly age, joined
the Mensheviks in 1903, He shared their idea that a coming revohtion would be bourpeois and
would eventually lead to a secund, a socialist, revolution.' But by 1905, Trotsky had developed
4 mew wdea: the proletarial, having assumed the leadership in the approaching revolution, would
also assume the power, and, therefore, the new government would not be bourpeais, but Social
Desmoeratic, proletarian. From this embryo he gave hirth to the doctrine of "purmanent revolution, "
Support wounld come from revolutions in Western Furope, which he expecied "the Russian spark
to igmite,” and which would ilead Russia directly through the process of ripening industrialization,
making possible the proietarian revolution. With this theory, Trotsky was contradicting Lenin wha
did not believe that 2 minority could achicve soeialism, butwas convineed that much time and mass
education were needed. I'rotsloy was convinced that enouph sirength could be mustered temporarily
to take and to hold Russia until the workers of Europe would ariss. Bur the Petersburg uprising in
1905 was not answered by revolutions m the Wesl, contrary to Trotsky's expectations. Trorsky as
leader of the St. Petersbure Sovier was sent tw exile.”

All Russian Social democratic revolulionaries based their concepts of revodution on Mary and

Engels, according to whom proletarian revolurions cceur in sucieties which are already
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industrialized and urbanized under capitalism and therefore ure ready for very rapid reconsiruction
along radically new lines, This society on the morrow of the great workers' revolt was the "first
phase” of comemunism and in the later development of the Marxist movement became known as
“socialism”. Socialism would be governed by a revoiulionary dictatorship of the proletariat and
would be a transitional phase fallowed by the higher phase of communism. [n communism the
medem productive powers would be completely liherated, matenal plenty would be achieved, and
the government 1n the old repressive sense would cease to exist.”

Applied to the sconomically bacloward Russia, Marx's theorv required first the creation and
experience of 3 capitaist stage of industrislization, before a socialist revolution could occur and
the countey finally could proceed Lo communism,

In 1905, there existed three distinctly different positions wwards the coming revolution which,
according 1o Marx, wasg necessary to achieve socialism,

The Mensheviks thought the coming revolution in Russia would be a bourgesis demuvratic
revolution which would bring the hourgeaisie to power and lead to the political and econumic
development and the organization of the working class. This would prepare 4 second, & sociaiist
revolution. The role of the workers was, for the Lime being, subordinats to that of the liberal
bourgeoizie,”

Lenin and the Bolsheviks accepted that the revolution would be bourgaois because Russia was
too backward for a sociulist revelurion:

The degree of econumic development of Russia...and the degree of olass sonscions-
ness and organization of the broad masses of the proletariat. . _make the immediate
complete emancipation of the working class impossible.”

However, Lenin rejected the notion thal the hourgeoisie would lead the revolution hecause it was
too weak and cowardly; therefore, the leading role would likely fall to the proletariat.®
Under Russian circumstances, however, the revolution could only suceesd through an alliance
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of the two great oppressed classes, the proletarat and the poor peasantry.” The Secial Democratic
Party would strive lo snfer any provistonal sovernment thal mighl anse in the course of Lhe
struggele and would determine the policy of that govermment. He advocated a bvo-class government,
"the democraric dictarorship of the prolatariat and the peasantry. ™

The third position was that of Trotsky. He was n complede arreement with Lenin about the
lack of revolunonary potential in the liheral bourgenisie and, therefors, believed that the proletariat
would have o do the job which the bourgeoisic was incapable of doing. The revolulionary
government would be a government of the workers' democracy, so the "hourgeois revolution”
made hy the proletariat would tend to fow aver into a prodetarian revalution.

He further anticipated thar the Eussian revaluton would tend to spread to the Wast which was
ripe for a sncialist revolution. The proletanat, onee in power, might hold onte it and keep the
revolution going "o permanence”: the bourgeors and proletarian revolutions wonld combine into
a single, continuous process, deminaled throughoul by the proletariae,

Trotsky and Lanm both armbuted the leading role 1 the revolution to the proletariac becanss
thev thought the hourgenisic to be incapable of carmving through a revolution, and hoth wanted the
Social Demoeraric Party to anter the provisional government. Bur Lenin rejected Trotaky’s formmla
of 8 "soeialist povermment” or a “dictatorship of the proletarial.” He favored a "democralic

dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry:” g

The only foree capable of paining "a decisive victory aver tsarism”, is the peopla. i.e.,
the proletartar and the peasantry, And such a vietory will be precisely a dictatarship, ...’

In Trowky's opinion Tenin ovarestimated the prospects of independent revolutionary

representation of the peasantry.™

As [ have already mentioned, he had developed his own theory
of revolution, which T here want to explain in deeail,

The basic wlea of this theory was thal Russia could snd would schiove power hefore the
working classes of Wesrarn FEurnpe and withour passing through a prolonged perniod of bourgeois

democracy.  Trolsky considered the peasantry, which plays an imporant role in Lenin's
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conception, o0 be low differenuated and shapeless o form an independent party ur poliey of itg
ovwn. The peasantry would be forced 0 side with the proletariat, but its role would be strict]y
subordinate. The coalition envisaged by Lenin was not realizable ar a political, governmenta]

fevef: !

Our attitnde towards the idea of a "dictatorship of the prolataniat and the peasantrv” is now
quite clear....In our opinion, it simply cannot be realized. st least in its direct meaning, "

Conssquently the government waould pass indo the hands of the party and the class that had led the
uprising, which could only be the Social Democrats and the proletarial. But, compelled by the logic
of the conlinuing class struggle, the government would nol he able to restrice jreelf to merefy
democratic measures, but would lead to the socialist revalurog,

This 1= the first aspect of Trotsky's theory of permanent revolution: the transition of the
democratic ravolution into the socialist: Tratslcy denied that a long period of demucracy would
exist.'*

The second aspecl of the theory characterizes the socialist revolution:

For an indefinitsly long time and in constant internal struggle, all social relations are
transformed. ... Revalutions in cconomy, technique. science, the family, morals and UsADes
develop in complicated reciprocal action and de not allow snciery to reach equilibrium, 't

The third aspect of the theory coneerns internarionalism, Russia was an cconomically and
politically backward country, and the material prerequisites for socialism did not vet exist. Trotsly
saw the answer to this problem in “internationalization" of the Revolution: "...A Socialist
revidution in the West would allow us to tum the temporary supremacy of the working class

directly inie a Socsalist dictatorship, "' This help from the Buropsan proletariat would remove
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the threat of military restoration of capitalism, would relieve Russia from he pressure of
international economiz competition, and would make availahle rasources which would allow a rapid
development of Russia's productive forces.” Therefore, fur the Russian working class “nothing
remarns but o hink the fate of ils political supremacy and the fate of the Russian revolutivn with
the fate of a Socialist revelution in Europe.""™ Trotsky wamed about Lanin's concept, which
required a highly centralized Parly cantrol over the peasants who were not vet abie o povern the
stale: "The organizanon of the Party will lake the piace of tha Parry nsalfs the Central Conunitiee
will take the place of the organizaton: and finally, the dictator will lake the place of the Cantral
Committee.” This shows that Trotsky was aware thar omt of Lenin's concept a dictatorship would
almost certainly be crealed under the conditions of actual revolution. For his parr, Lenin warmsd
ahaut Troteky: "Whoever wants (v approach socialism by anyv other path than that of poitical
democracy, will inevitahly arrive at the most absurd snd resctionary conclusions, pohincal and
eoonomic.

In 1903 Lenin faiied to grasp the significance of Trotsky's new theory. He himself started to
question some of the ssttled points of Russian Marxism, like the necessity of a period of capilalisl
mile, and suggested that workers and peasants "will not surrender™ the democratic revalution to the
bourgeoisie. He alse admitted that "in history certain partucular elements of both revolulions
hecome interwoven,” thus Flurring the old distinction between the bourpenis revalution and the
socialisl revolution, Lenin came very cluse to Trotsky’s position, but drew back from a sharp break
with orthodox Marxism.™

In the years herween 1905 and 1917, Trotsky continued his independent line, disagrecing with
both Bolsheviks and Mensheviks on many 1ssues. Nevertheless he red also ta reconcile the two.
However, in 1912 the split became final, when Lenin, at the Prague conference proclaimed the
Bolshevik faction lo be the party. The Mensheviks and a few Bolshevik splinter groups then
coalesced against Lenin and formed the August Bloc under Trotslky; bul it svon hroke apart.™
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Trotsky, who then was in Vienna in exile, kept attacking Lenin in his journal Borba | "Strugple™),
In 1214, when the war broke out, Trotsky left Vienna and subsequently staved in Zurich, France,
Spain and New York, After the liberal revolution that ousted the Tsar in February 1917, he
returned (o Petrograd (o his position of leaderstup in the Petrograd Suviet, which was again in lhe
coutrol of the Mensheviks =

In Apnl 1917, Lemin also retumed to Petrograd and issued his famous “Aprl Theses,” his
analysis of the revolutionary situation in Russia. He had changed his concepl. In his "april
Theses,” Lewin believed that the Petrograd Soviet and others throughout the country were strong
cnough te take power. In a kind of amalgamation of his own and Trotsky's theories he proposed
to carry the boursems revolution on mto a proletanian and peasant revolution as soon as he could

seeure 4 Bolshevik majority in the Petroprad Soviet. He presents this i his April Theses:

The specific feanire of the present situation in Russia is that it represents a transition from
the first stage of the revolution—-which, owing to the insufficient class conscinusness and
organizatien of the proleranat, placed the power m the hands of the bourgecisie--to the
second stage, which must place the power in the hands of the proletariat and the poorest
strata of the peasanlry.

Trotsky saw that Lenin, in his "April Theses," did oot want to hait the revolution, aven
temporarily, al the hourgeois-democratic stage; and Lenin saw in the Russian and internativna)
situations an opportunity that convineed him that Trotsky's formula of “permanent revolution”
could succesd. The differences berween them had narrowed. They both now formed a sort of
"pragmatic union” n a determined snd concentrated strupgle toward the same poal,?

After the scizure of power in 1917, which was brilliantly arranged by Trotsky as the chainman
of the Military Revolutionary Commillee of the Petrograd Soviet, Lenin wanted Lo minimize his
pasl disayreements with Trotsky. He simplified the scheme of "permanent revolution” for his own
nse; he behieved that a politica] or hourgeais revolution in backward Russia mightl "prow nver” into
a socialist revolucion, ™

It was more difficult for Trotsky to justify his posiion. Being a leader in the parry after 1917
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weant that he had to suppress and deny parts of his past. In 205 he had feared (py, tha
finally be replaced by a dictalor—and in 1917 he himself had joined this party!

party might
This was a missing
link in Trotsky's theory of permanent revolution: an authorilarian PAMTY Bad st R
force the revolution within u hackward and incompletely prepaced COUNTY, Trotsky realized et
ne had been too aptimistic CROUCUIMINE & spontanepus melination of the Proletariat in both Flisaln
and western Europe,
g ¥, bul an
unavoldable step for his theory of permanent revolution, 1t js verrainly o paradox that in 1917
Trotsky's prophecy of 1905 applied not oaly to Lenin, but 1o Trotsky himsaf, 45 a4y suthoritarian
leader of the party
Trotsky explained his long resistance to Lenin (1903-1917) by #¥ing thyy "only a man whe
has strupggled with doubts can emerge 4 firm and principled believer vy, t-‘mimzed the
dependence of the Bulshevils upon Lenin:

"One could wrte an instrueiva chapler oo the leadership of the Leniniuee without Lenin.
The latter towered so high abave his nearest disciples that in his Bresence they falt thay
thers was no need of their solving theoretical angd tacrical prohlspg indepen dently. When
they happenad to be separated from Lenin ar & critica] moment, they imaz.q one by theip
utter helpiessness, "%

He thus justified his former oppositton.  But also, he produced the UNintenti oy
himself became the heart of (he party, the "one and only leader, " withay, whom the Party would
fikely have blundered budly ™ With this he wnknowingly played in hands of Stafin who, in
a very fow years, would very skillfully claim Leninjst legitimacy—and 15,
Trotsky.

Trulsky, appointad War Comumissar in March 1218, was a brilliant miditary leader: i

effect that Lemin

It devastatingly against

5 army

defeated the Isarist generals iy the c1vil war and repelled invasians b¥ the Brijish French, Poles
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Czechs, Japanese and Americans. ™ Since intermationalisy played an imporiant role in lus theary,
Trotsky placed high hopes m both his mulitary activity and in the Communist Intamationa
(Comintern), which was founded m 19158, Je hoped that the revolition, with the help of the
Comintern, would gain foatholds In central Europs, The Hunpanan, Bavarian, ang Spartucts!
revolutions failed, hot Trolsky never gave up his belief in the Intemanogal

In the sphere of economues, Lenin and T rotsky were following the policy of War Communism
berween 1917 and 1921, with (he abolition of the free market, centralized Planning, and
militarization of labor.® By by the end of 1919 and the beginnmg of 1920, they had to realize
that this program was fuiling. Svvier Russia was War-ravaged; the peasants wers destructive]y
oppasing policies of requisitione and rationing: and signs of Popular unrest weps growing ™

Lenin at that time planned the ratreat into the New Economic Palicy {NEP). 'This would be
a tactical ratreat from War Communism, durmg which capitalism waould temnporarily he resiopad
and the forces of socialism ip Russia would "retrench, recuperate, and then resume their
march, "™ Trotsky now Joined forces with the parly ideolugist Nikola; Eukhagin, wWaning 1o
continwe War Commupism. They demanded the retention of central Planning and adininisteation
and tighter discipline, a snbordination of democracy to efficiency. At the Tenth Congress in 197]
these two positions were discussed: Lenin’s retreal from War Communism and independence for
the lrade unions versus Trotsky’s and Bukharins idea of slrengthening discipline, centralized
Planning, and incorporatinn of the unions into the state administralion with allowing for 4 limired
Ires market,* The Conpress endorsed Lenin’s pesition by an overwhelming majority, T rotsky
SAMS Oul as a loser in the irade unjan controversy, the Tenth Congress was ag anportant political
sethack for him, NEP explicilly repudiated the line he had heep publicty laking in economic
poliey, ™
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On March 25, 1922, Lenin suffered the first in 4 series of strokes that would Jead ultimate]y
to his death, gng the strugzle for sucosssing began, This struggle was foupht betwesy Tmtsk}f azicl
the so-called "Trotka" Zinaviey, Kamenev, and Stalin. I April 1922, Lenip Proposad that Trotsky
be appoimeed vie, chatrman of the Caunei] uf People's Comumissars, the goveming hody of (ha
Soviet Uniog, 14 Trotsky had accepted, he would have hecome Lenin's deputy ang polential

SUCCESSLE [n the Soviar premuership. But when Lenin's condition wiirsened, Trotsky said 1o
Kamaney:

‘Remeniber, und 10 oghers Bat the last thing | want is 1o start a fight t the congress for

any changes ip organization. T am for preserving the status quo. ... | am Against removing
£ 8 i i . . w37

Stalin ang #xpelling Ordzhonikidze and displaying Dzerzhinsky. ..

Trotsky obviousty underestimated Stalin and failed to use his chanee for poiirca) leadership ang
the surge of pro-Trotsky feching that arnse in (972 and 1923 in reaction to the MNEF, which wae
upapular within the pagl,e of the Party,

This Passivity of Trotsky was probably caused by apathy or depression in the wake af the
failure of the Permanent Revalution 1e transpire, Trotsky, instead of fighting, started 1n operate
With slogans like "ihe Party is always right" thus Justifying his vam attitude, J¢ was Stalin whn
mockingly reminded hig that "the Party has sometimes been wrong, "%

Lenin died oy January 21, 1924, and shorlly after Stalin was ahle to drive Trotsky qut of (he
Faﬂ}r and eventually emerpa op Lup.

In autumy 1924, Stalin for the first lime preseated an independeant theory, thar of socialism in
UNE country, In April 1924, he had the sume opinion on the Russian Fevolution ae Lenin and
Trotsky: 1t was 4 stage in the warld struggle against capitalism. He asserted that the Soviet Union
WAs ot "an eng ip tself.. [but] a link needed tu strengthen the chain of revolutionary movement
1w the countrjps of the West angd the Bagp " By the end of 1924, however, he had reversed his
Pasition and spake of building socialism in an isodated Soviet Russia His 1des wyy thal Russis
would be able, with or withont help from vutside, to accomplish the second historic fear of Com-
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structng a full sociaiist society. ™ He rooted his theory firmly in Leninism:

... The vietory of Socialism in one country, even if this country 15 less developed in the
capitalist sunse, whle capitalism is preserved in other countries, even if these countres
are more highly developed in the capitalist sense, while capitalism is preserved in other
countries, even if these countries are more highly developed in the capilalist sanse—is quile
pessible and probabie. Such, brieflv, are the foundations of Lemin’s theory of the
proletanan revolution.™

So he denied any orginalicy of his own in the matter and claimed Leninist legitimacy by
mamtaining that it was Lenin who discovered the truth that the victory of sncialism in one country
15 possible.®

Stalin emphasized that only in the further progress of world revelution law final security for
the Soviet Revolution. His innovarion was that he made the construction of 4 socialist society at
home independent of the international revolution, ag is shown in the following: " After consolidating
its power and taking the peasantry 1 tow, the proletarial of the victorious country can and must
build up a socialist sociery.® Both conceptions, Stalin’s and Trotsky's, thersfors envisaged the
same end product, an international socialist socisty, but they differsd in timing, temperament, and
their means to achivve this. Stalin called for the establishment of socialism in Russia first to be (he
leading example for an international revolution, Trotsky had the order reversed.* His arpument
was that the temporary rule of the Russian workers mi ght only be converted into a lasting socialist
diclatorship, if the. European proletariat, hy the Russian example, would be mspired to s successinl
revolution,

In 1924, Trotsky wrote Lhe essay "Lessons of Getober, " which questioned the polivy of Stalin
and the "Right’ and branded it as counter-revolutionary, This essay set the entire propaganda
machine against Trotsky and helped Stalin to smerge as undisputed party leader as well as its
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theoretical spokesman.’™

Stalin’s strategy in allacking Trotsky was to draw 4 fundamental contrast between " Lenimism"
and “Trotskyism" and an equally fundamental identification between "Leninism’ and 'Stalinism.’
He presented lus theory of socialism in nne country as Lenin's theory and criticized Trotsky's
theory of permanent revolunon as semi-Menshevik and anti-Leninist. He accused Trotsky of the
following: ...Lack of faith in the strength and capabilities of our rav olution, lack of faith in the
strength and capabilities of the Russian proletariat—thar is what lies at the root of "permanent
cevolution."  Stalin citzd this as proof of Trotsky's contimuing  underestimation of the
potentialilies of the peasanl, Lis early opposilivn to Lenin’s nation of an alliance betwean workers
and laboring pessants as the prolelarian dictatorship.®

This public actack on "Trotskyism” in 1924 and 1925 markad the beginning of tha end for
Trotsky and his political cause.”” Trotsky did not fight back. He was feverish, nervous, racked
by influenza, and he kepl silent to all the accusations that were made against him in the papers. On
January 15, 1925, Trotsky asked to be relieved af the duties of the Revolulionary War Council,
and his resignation was accepted.®

[n 1926, in a last futle effort to resist Stalin’s relentless march lo dictatorship, Trotsky,
Zinuviev and Kameney were briefly alipned against Stalin in the so-called “United Opposition.”
vinoviev declarad that "nnly through the WET could the party tead the country to socialism, ™ but
the country could not proceed to socialism through the WEP smoothly, that means without class
strugele, and it could nol proceed to socialism alone. Stalin argued that Trotskyism “denies Lhe
possibility of the victory of socialism in our country through the intemal forces of our Revolu-
uon, "

Ev August, 1927, Trotsky and Zinoviev were gxpelled from the Central Committer and by
November 14, 1927, they were expelled from the party. [n January, 1328, Trotsky and hie family
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left for Alma Ata, from where they wenl Lo exile in Mexico, There Trotsky was murdered by an
pssassin sent by Stalin in 1940.5 With hie departure the 1.oft opposition a5 & polincal force was
crishad,

Historians agree thal Trowsky was 2 genius a8 an Orator, Organizer, and milary Jeader, but
tailed in appreciating the personal element in Party relulions. Antheny D°Augustnd puts it as
fallows: "he fuils mot iu the realm of thought, but where thought transiated mto praclical
palitics. "+

Trotsky several times did not see and use the chances thal the politizal sivatipns gave hin
Waiting for the revolutions in other countries lo occur, he failed lo use his real chances. In
1025/24, in the contest with the Triumvirs, Trotsky had aimed his politics only at Zinoviey and
Brapdler of the German Communist Party, but nal at Sralin; and he even later admitied this o ba
omly u "mustake of secondary impor:anu:.“‘"' But this mistake gave Stalin the chance to come o
power and subsequantly w get nid of Trotsky. Stalin was much more dkillful in using Marxism-
Leninism as & lepitimacy fur his theary and politics than Trotsky, wha even remamed silent under
Stalin’s attacks,

Trotsky atso failed to face reality regarding his theory. He had stressed fhe international
alement and the hope that Western cevalurions would support the Russian revolutions, but the
Wedlern revolutions did not bappen. Alsc the Russian Revolution had rather been carmied by
soldiers and sailors--preasants--than by the proletanat, contrary 1o his theory.™ But Trotsky still
did not adapt his theory 1o veality, but tried to explain reality according to g theory. Trolsky
"eometimes was the prisoner of abstract aouns," whersas Stalin used the words 1o serve his
nberests, "

Trotsky, despits all his talents and brilliance, was not 4 politician. Furthermore, he was unable
to judgpe about penple with whom he deall directiv and frequently, like notably Sralin.

Sialin's advantage over Trotsky was his strength as a leader. He very pragmatically pushed his

ideas fhrougl, whereas Trofsky was unahle io defend himself and his ideas. Slalin faced reality.
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carricd throuph lus idess through his comtrast of the Leninist party organization, and lesitinuzed
them by carefully picked quates from Marx and Lenin.

Trotsky did not know what to do when his complicated modtal of permanent revolution did not
wodk. I think that only Stalin, with his stremg will 1o cary mut his ideas, no matter what cost, was
able to lead the country, He saw the pecassity of strong, pragmatic leadership, This pragmatism
is what Trotsky lacked.
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The Issue of Messianism as an Historical
Motive in Russian and Soviet Expansion

Mark . Sehmeltzer

Winsten Churchill opee called Sovier behavior “'a nddle wrapped in a mystery inside an
emigma'™ Rubinstein further expounds upen the problem, stating that it was, "an amalgam of
discrele clements., the end product of a complex interaction of many determinants, which, though
always changing are sver present.”® These sccounls are clearly apl in Iight of the divessity of
scholarly imlerpretations regarding Russia’s histonical motives in regional and international affairs.
Because of the iniqueness of its internal and external developments, many interpretations of presant
day Soviel policy are possible.” Furthermore, he adds that [while] "each has some validity....none
can claim exclusiveness.™ He then breaks down the varying schools of thought into three general
categories. The first clauns that the foreign policy of the Union of Soviet Socialisr Republics
(LJSSR) is primarily a continuation of "traditienal Czarist objectives,” and guided by such desires
as resuurces, border security, and a stronper international position. The second, that il is guided
strictly hy the Marxist-Lenimist doctrine of world-wide proletarian revolution and world domination,
und @ documentzd hostility toward the nations of Capitalism.  And the Lhird argumeat lies
somewheare in the middle of these, between the "traditionalist and the 1deological” schools.” This
"Jualistic” theory considers the role of geography, craditicnal patterns of capansion, changing
international climates, and a "Marzian world outlook whose historical anrecedent consistad of a
deep-rooted Russian messianism.™

It is this concept of messtanism which, whether Communist or Christian, rraditional or
revolulionary, Pan-slavic or iuternational, can be detecred in a variety of scholarly inlerpretations.

Some of the authors to be considered, parlicularly those that maintain that 1917 marked a clear line

Lalvin 7. Rubinstein, Foreipn Pelioe of the Sovier Unien, (New York: Random Hause, [260), 2.
lhig.. 4.

Mz,

lhid., 4-5.

Thid.,
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separating Russia from its past, deny the role of rraditional Russian messianism in foreign pelicy,
and reject any argument defining any national, racial or cultural character. However, despite the
early Bolshevik ingistence on the equality of all nations, and the future "withering away " of the
slale, Lhe subsequent mulstions in the Soviel policy bepan o display the traditional Russian
assumption of 1seli as hair to an ideology; whach it would then export abroad in order to "save the
world from itself"’  There are others, naturally, who claim thal lerms such as "messianic,”
"parcchial,” "ideological," etc., are irrelevant in that they are merely external justifications for
traditional, European style imperialist motivauons. Such pretexes, acconding o this view, claim
a distinclion from the Western warld, Their purpose is to motivale their subjects to serve practical
political and sconomic aims.

Indeed, there 1s an historcal conflict with the Western world which can be sean through Russi-
a’s relationship with 1ts Bast European neighbors, Whether any of thase are penuing dniving forces
behind expansion or merely instruments of politcal power, or some sort of blending of the tan,
Russia’s foreign outlook can be sxamined in the laboratory of the East Buropaan plam. This essav
will (oeus on some of the arpuments concerning the role of Russian messianism in territorial, ideo-
logical and political expansion in an attempt to shed some light on the "enigma" of Soviat foreign
policy.

Numerous difficulties exist in attempting to define a correlation between the Crarist and Soviet
empres, not the feast of which 1s the disparty of nformation between the histories of pre- and
post-revolutionary Bussia,  The lack of officially acknowledzed Soviet archival data has forced
modern scholars to rest on their speculations and assumptions dertved from pacterns of behavior

and Communist literatire.®

Furthermore, the unpredictabiliey of Soviet leaders, which is dus m
part to their adjustments of Marxism to fic varying conditions (.c. tactics and strategies’), leads

Paul Winterton to conclude that "thers are no experts on the Soviet Umon, merely varving degrees

*Peter Mever, "The Drving Force Hehind Soviet Impedafism,” chap. in Keadings in Ruvsian Foreion
Pelicy, Robert A, Galdwin, {Mew Yaork: Oxford University Press, 1939), 66E.

"Edward Crankshaw, "Russia’s boperial Desizn," chap. in Readings fn Russian Foreign Palicy, ed.,
Rober A, Goldwin, (MNew York: Oxford University Press, 19595, 718

Blve 1. Lederer, ed,, Russian Foreign Policy (New Huven: Yale University, [962), xvil-xix.

L"]3.:=11'*.'1L|::_|;_'r.;::n Meare Jr., “The Pressure Behind Soviet Expansion,” chap. i Foreign Policy of the Sovier
Linion, ed,. Alvin £, Eotingtein, {Mew York: Eandom Housc, 19600, 421,
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of ignorance. ™" However, Robert ©, Tucker of New Republic magazine reminds us that recent
changes will make future Soviet study easier, since the standard Soviet texts arc currently "under
reconsideration, !

One cannot argue the fact that, al least on the surface, claims aboutr Russia’s historic mizsion
have been made. Only their actnal mmpact on popuiar sentiment and govermment policy 1
debatable. While there may have been some disagreemenl conceming their regional ar international
function, the thonght of the ninsteenth century Slavophiles became a central plaver in the messianic
ideal,

Roger Don characlerizes their belisf as emphasizing the pulf between the Slavic world and the
civilization of Western Europe by claiming a "uniqueness of the Slavie culture,” and o disdain for
the decadence of the old world.'® While this can he ssen by some as a call to isolalion, the ideg
of a distinct quality of their civilization sustamed jtsell in its traditional belief that Russia was the
“third Rome, " whose inhahitants wers 2 “sprritually.,.chosen race," who would one day *astound
the world by thuir example,""” Edward Crankshaw notes thar the other equally important factors
guiding Russia’s imperial development were strategic and economic, and that no smpirs huilding
has ever begun on purely altmistic motives, ' But, this does not diminish the force of “messianic
zeal and a new imperial spirit of Pan-Russianism. "* These latent foreas, having been directed
imward for so long, were suddenly tumed outward and revitalized after the defoat of Napoleon, '
Alexander went to the Cungress of Vienna representing a major power, and saw himself as a
Christian monarch whose God-given mission was to "organize Burope,” and repet the secular threal
of revolution."  Crankshaw savs the result wes that, "Russian thinkers hepan to elaborale the
concept of Russia, hackward for so long, but with her vital forces husbanded, bringing to a corrupt

""Ounted in Rubinstein, Forsign Polivy of dte Seviet Unign, 207
"Rabert . Tucker, "Cuars and Commiczars," The Mew Repubiic, 204:3 29.25

“Roger Dow, "Mraster,® clup, i Readings in Russien Foreign Poticy ed,, Robest A, Goldwin (New
York: Rondom House, 1960, 714,

“Crunkshaw, "Russia's Imperal Design,” 710,
“Ikid., 703,

Ylbid., 711

“Thid,, 710-711
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and hankrupt world a pristine spinmal impulse. "IE The consequent foreign palicy was, according
to Crankshaw, the realization for "Russia’s historical aspirations towards Constantinople, " and the
beginmings of Tsarist expansion wuto the Ralkans. fusled and rationalized by this revived messianic
spirit."?

In “The Utepian Conception of History, " Feodur Diostoevsky charged that the old. isolationist
Russia did an injustice to mankind. Russia had kept "her treasure, her Orthodoxy, for hersalf, to
seclude herself from Europe,” in order to prevent the "Russian idea” from being spoiled hy the
influcnice of Western civilization.® He proclaimed: "he [who] wishes to he first in the kingdom
of God must hecume a servant to everybody/ This is how [ view the Russian mussion in ils
ideal.”® However, within s view of Russia as the "profectress and guardian" of Orthodox
Christianity, lies the mission of unifying Slavdom, even non-Orthodox European Slavs, under the
protection of Russia.® The right of Hussia Lo serve in this leading role is crucial fo Dosigevsky
sincs, without its strength and unifying deternunation the Slavic people would “exhaust themselves
in mutual strife and discord,"® He alsa denies that such a conquest would not be 2 palilical unien
since it would he different from anything betore it. Tinlike the European form of subjugatien, the
Russian empire would be a "union founded upon the principles of commen sarace Lo mankind,”
and "man’s regeneration hasad upon the true principles of Christ."™

According to the 19th century philosopher Nicholas Berdyaey, the roats of Orthodox messian-
ism extend further into Russian history than the end of the Napoleonic era, rather they go hack
considerably further to the start of Russian expansionism, definud by Roger Dow. as the reign of
[van TV.% Berdyaev cites the fall of Constantinople in 1433 as the awakening within the Russian
consciousness the idea of Moscow as the "Third Rome". Afterwards this aspiration became "the

Ehid. Ti0.
hid,, 711,

Wendar Dastoevsld, "The Ttnpian Concentration of History."” chap. Readings tn Russian Foretgn
Eoiicy ed,, Roner A. Guldwin (Meww York: Oxtard University Press. 1938}, 19,

*Ibid., 20,
Dfbid., 223
“lbid.. 23.
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basic idea on which the Muscovile state wus formed. The kingdom was cunsolidaled and shaped
under the symbol of the messianic idaa. "%

It can be argued thal the external mamifestation of this ideal was evident in Muscovy's
historical nvalry with the "champion of Catholicism” -the kingdom of Poland. Russia and Poland
often competed for cuntrol of the horder]ands and the lovalty of the Ukrainian people, who shared
a mixture of religions, hngwstc, and cultural traits from hoth of its embattied neighbors.”

Throughout the development of 4 Russian messianism based on religious Orthodoxy, anather
strain of the messianic tradinon evolved which adds to the complexity of Russia’s foreign relations.
Thas was the same idea of the peculianty, sven superionty, of Russian culture Lo the decaying and
hostile west: the same type of nationahism later glorified by the Slavaphilas. Amold Tovnbee
clims that the centralization of the Russian political tradition, which remains an historical constant,
arose out of the necessity of defense against western conguests.®  Berdyasv takes this claim
further to show how it became interrelated with the forces of Orthodox messianism in the process
of the nationalization of the Church.® Berdyaev states thal:

Religion and nationality in the Muscovite kingdom grew up together, as lhey did also
in the consciousness of the ancient Hebrew people/ And in the same way as the
Messianic consciousness was an atirbute of Tudaism it was an attribate of Russian
Crthudoxy alsa/ Bur the religious idea of the kingdom took shape in the formation
of a powertul state in which the Church was to play a subservient part, The Moscow
Orthodox kingdom was a totalitarian scate, ™

In The New lmperiatinn, Hugh Seton-Watson shows how this centralizing, autocratic tradition,
driven by its rapidly burgeoning bureaucracy, eventually led Lo the pulicy of Russification near the

end of the nineteenth century.® This policy toward the non-Russian subjects of its empire,

*Nicholas Berdvaev, "Religion and the Russian State," chap, in Readings in Russian Foreign Palice, ed, |
Fobert A, Goldwin (Oxford University Press, 1853), 27.

“Hugh Seton-Watson, The Mew impeririivm (Mew Jersew: Rowman and Linlefield, 1971, 14=13,

®arnold I Tovabes, "Riassiz and the West,” chap. i Readings in Russiar Foretgn Policy, ed. Rober|
A Goldwin (MNew York: Guford University Press, 1958, 28,

“Berdyuev, “Religion and the Russian Stawe,” 28,
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displaved the messiunic tendencies of nationalism and militarism,™ Russification was a policy hased
on the illusion of Bussian superonty, and sought to impose its language, culture, and celigion upon
the conquered non-Russian peoptes of Lthe cmpire, in an attempt at "reducimg all Russian subjects to
a conunen denominator. "™

This i5 how some scholars have perceived the role and evolution of Russia’s messianic character.
As mentioned above, there is considerabie debate over whather or not it was a "force” in Russian
expansiomsm. Furthermors, an equal degree of controversy exists over whether or not this
messianism continued in Soviet expansionst policies,

Those who identify the Russian trait of messianism in molives of Sovist expansionism often do
s0 by viling a parallel between Russia as the spinmal center of Orthodoxy, and the TISSR as the
idealogical muclens of warld Communism, This view holds that the Soviet inonopely oo matters of
idevlogy and power over its satellite nations, and the Marxast-Leninizr ideal of the inevitable world
proletarian revolution, upon which the union was formed are consequences of Russia’s assumed sense
of ideological superiority and a desire to correct the evils of Western civilization. This view also
serves to explain the centralizing, hureavcratic lendencies, as well as its cultural impositions upon
the govemnments of irs subject nations. ln facr, the apparant similanities between "Russification” and
"Sovietizalion" of incorpuraled peoples are sirtking:. While it {s true that messianic sumilarities can
be seen in the methods and practices of Soviet forsign policy, the real debate concermns itself with mo-
Livus,

In The New Imperialism, Seton-Watson trsats the role of Marxist ideology in Russian hands much
the sames way he saw their use of religious messianism. While he does not overlook the more hasic
motives of international realpolitik, he describes che historical messianic tendency ol Russians to
claim exclusiveness to an ideclogy and view itself as the bastion and protector of that fawch, be 1t
religiaus or political. Ha further explains the continuity in Soviet expansionism as armving from a
double origin, the first of which is that the Soviets "inherited the Soviet Empire,” and all of its non-
Russian peoples collzcted by their Tsanst predecessors,™ The second is that the Communist Parly
af the Soviet Union (CPEUY 15 "inspired by a missionary declogy, which is its duty to inpose, ...on

Fhid_, 31,
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those nations which have not vel accepted the Communist faith or Commumst institutions. " The
results of the Soviets’ economic, social and political monopohes, and the contradictions between
expansionist practices and dentals by the povernment of their own imperialism. are irrelevant to the
messiamc 1deal, or the question of it being, at least part of the original impetus for cxpansion. This
i especially true in light of the Bolshevik faith in the international proletariat, Seton-Watson points
out that Lenin saw the role of a Communist government as one of assistance in the aceeleration of
the natural baws of history to achieve the inevitable wrinmph of Socialism, However, he did not ses
this process as a senss of "military conguests by the Red Army. ™ Under Stalin, the stralepy of
the world revalutions quickly changed. Now, only the Soviet Regime could correctly be viewed as
providing the "blueprint for socialism,”™ with ils "forced collectivization of apricultore and forced
planned industrialization."® Hefore long, "Socialist revalution could only mean the extension by
force, of the Soviet systam to other countries. " Seton-Watson shows how the Soviets demanstraded
thiz in their haliaf that the CPSU was "in posséssion of the truly proletarian theory, the science of

Marxism-Leninism, "™

Furthermere, the infallibilily of the Soviel parly leaders, according to their
own accounts, denies all charges of ats impenalism.  Thev clanmed that any Soviet conguest of
another nation "can only be liberation, and can only lead to the establishment of troe liberly and
social justice. "

However, the messianic quality of Soviet Commumism 15 more than jusl 8 clever semandic
manipulation by government spokesmen, The basic Manast-Leminist doctrine of warld revolotion,
regardless of anv subsequent tactical deviations, did intermingle with the Russian feelings of
uniqueness, and played itsslf out on the world scene with traditional mistrust of the west. Amold
Toynbes constructs this historical bridge by noting, "Eastern and Western Chrstisnily have always
been foreign to one another, and have often been mutually apathetic and hostile, as Russia and the

West unhuppily still are today, when cach of them is in what one might call 2 ‘post-Chrislian® phase
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of its history.™' Furlhermore, the bureaucraric, centralizing adminsstration of official idenlogy,
mentioned ahove ag a traditional messianic tool, was also integrated in the Soviet Communist Party's
control over its subjects, both at home and in the satellites of Baslern Europa. Robert . 'l'uck;:ur,
in his recent analysis of currenl inlerpretations of the Sovier pencd, by Russian intellectuals, calls
the Soviet government a "neo-czanist order that calls ilself socialist."® Tucker cites the popular
view, "that ¢zanst absolutism, and centralized bureavcratic statism, made a comehack in the
tramework of the Communist Party state,” and traces this "administrative-command svstem" buck 1o
Ivan the Termble.® -

Philip E. Masely explains that the role of terntorial dispures in facilitating Suviet suzerainty in
the repion. The Soviets offared arbitration m narional conflicts within its expanding sphere of
mfiuence; and the appeal of Moscow as s strong protector of national mtegrily against aggressars,
asked i retumm for “loyal obedience’ and “polilical conformity" to the interests of the USSR,
Here agmin, Russian historical messianism, in its mle as "big brother” over its Bast Buropsan
neighbuors, resulted from failed regional cooperation, and offered unity in the merass of j_uﬁ_z_]:.ll;ing
and “small power imperialism. "** Whilc il may be guite a stretch to view Lhis relationship as “pan-
Slavism," il cerainly containad many of the messianic truits of Russia’s assumed role as regional
protector.

The scholurs who cite the prevailing force of Russian messianism thronghour 1ts entire history
of East European relations attempt to understand or predicr Soviet behavior by forging a jink berween
the pre- and post-revolutionary periods. Others, hiowever, disagres on the existence of an overriding
histerical force in the character of Sovict ceopolities, yet they accept thal the role of messianism
cannol be a reality in policy. Some of the arguments deal with the distinet nature and international
scope of Communism, while others clatm that all Russian expansion has resulted from historcal needs
and geographical constancs, {such as the nead for sccesg (o warm-water s2a outlets, forergn resources,

and the need w strengthen border security against the great powers of Western Europe.  Still others
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attack the very idea of Russian unigueness by demonsirating how its expansionist development closely
foilowed traditional Enropean models of imperialism. with its muthless exploitation of the economies.
industries and resources within its conguered lemitories.  According to this view, such is the case
in hoth the Tsarist and Soviet eras.  S5till another view disputes the prevalence of any deep rooted
messianism by claming that it was a view of a minority of educated efite, and nor a popular
sentiment among the Russian masses,

The arpuments and their variations are loo numerous to axamine here, and they provide an ample
source for further study. However, | should brietly mention an imporlant counterargument to the
messtanic theory, since it contains many of the above elements. It holds that, repardless of one's
historical bent concerning the problem of Russian expansion, all claims of a messianic mission serve
unly ws a pretext for the territorial ambitions of rulers of aither state, This approach recognizes such
calls to action as a smoke screen for government policy, as well as a (ool of state power. Tdward
Crankshaw admits that ideciogy is often manipufated to fulfill the thirst for wealth and power by any
ruler. He explamns how the politically sucessstul are not regularly puided by a purely idenlogical
zeal: "bom leaders and organizers are not given to philosophical speculation. " This rajses vet
another important problem in defining motives of policy: that 1s, the relationship berween crasd .-;nd
practice, and leads Lederer o ask, "is a dichotomy bebween ideolopy and Realpolitik possible?"s

However, Crankshaw still wants to emphasize the role of Russian messianism, and concindes:
"There will always be Russians, under whalever remime, who will helieve in their mighty destiny to
save the world from iself and sweep away the effeteness of Western European culture."®  The
recent changes i the Sovict Union, however, undoubtediy will aiter our understanding of the Russian
“enigma,” as llelene Carrere [’Encausse concludes: "The period of the Russian empire built on a

commen ideolory—-monarchial, Christian Russia or lolalitarian, Marzist Communism--is over, "
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Cheating Nature

by George Tiller

The indusirial revalution was, through its entire course, henelicial o the English psaple. This
is true for 2 number of raasons, the chiel une being that the industrial revolution allowed the English
to chear nature by fenoring the lumits placed upon every pravious society.

The most dreadful limit placed on any sociely is that imposed by the supply of food. "Nature
has scattersd the law of nature, restrains them within the proscribed hounds." The English, by
achieving the ability to manufacture gonds cheaper and better than anyone else, were able to trade
for resources on a global scals. This made the "proscribed bounds" more than laree encugh to
accommoedate a growing Enplish population.

And grow it did. For a people supposedly deopping like flies from the effects of factory and gin-
mill, the English were reproducing at a rale (hat makes one wonder about English reserve. How
badly nff were they? "During this season of distress the discouragements to marriage and difficulty
of raising 4 family are so great that progress of population is retarded.™ In 1760 the population wus
.5 million. By 1811 it grew to 10 million and reached 26 million by 1881, Tlus is the bottom line.
If the industrial revolution was not beneficial, the English population would not have grown as much
as it did. Segments of the population did suffer termibly; but taken as 4 whole, the English throve.

The mast effective counter-argument against this is that made by Tir, James Kay. “nsirocted
in Lhe fatal secret of suhsisting on what iz harely necessary 1o life, the laboring classes have ceased

ul

to entertain a laudable pride..."? It also implies that the English wers able to survive only by
deprading their quality of life. This argument probahiy assumes Lhat English laborers had a quality
of life higher than actually possessed.

The fact that before the mdustrial revolution nebady knew or cared about the actual condition

Tiomas dMalthus, ~4n Essay on the Principle of Populslivn.” in Walter L. Aunstein, The Past Speats Since
JG88: Soprces and Problems in Bririch History (Lexinglon; DO, Heath and Company, L8981}, [57.
Toid., 139,

James Kay, “The Merol aod Physical Conditions of the Warking Classes. . in Manchester,” in Amnslein,
The Pest Speaks Sinee 1688, 165
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of the laboring classes 1s indicative of the other great benefit of the indusinal revolution. Malthus
writes that only the affairs of the great e found in history. The suffenng was anvthing but
inevilable. For the first time, people such as the Luddites and the Yorkshire cloth workers had a
cause of their misery that was a human invention. The fact that prosperity was dependent on human
decisions made poverty itself a political issue, Engels in his description of the working class of
England, represents e milestone in human perception. This 15 because he ascribes poverty io
"Industrialists who grow rich on the misery of the mass of the wage eamers, " Poverty, considerad
the fate of the majority of mankind by natural Jaw at the beginning of the industrial revolution, was
becoming a matter of political and business decisions by 1844, This implies a hope that mankind had
never had before. The recognition of the "workers™ as a vital part of society and he resulting
concern on their behalt began to occur with the onsel of the industrial revolution,

A preal deal is suid sbout the misery caused by the industnal revolution. However, given the
choces (where thev existed), the alternative evil would have been worse, "The immediate effacts
ol this manulacturing phenomenon were & rapid increase of the wealth, industry, populalion and
political influence of the British and...cnabled o contend with...the most formidable malitary and

0E

immoral pirwer...." Chwen later laments the graed of the mannfacture and the abuse of the worker.
Were country squires and workshop mesters anv less grasping? The fact that tenant farmers were
pouring inte Manchester before and after 1832 from an even worse situation in Ireland suggests that
greed was not confimed to factory owners.® Andrew Ure points to the far greater labor required by
artisans and workers in domestic industries for less reward, although his description of factory
chiidren as "lively elves" strains his credibility.” The Saddler Reporl containg vivid descriptions of
the gbuses m certain factories but does not deal with the problems of workers in differing modes of
emplovment. This and the lack of hard statistical data makes the report nsaless m considering the
allernatives facing the Enplish worker,

The demands of the Luddites and the Yorkshire cloth workers, if followed, wounld not have mads
their lives berter. lor them to compets for the markets they needed, they would have causad far

‘Friedrich Engels, " The Conditions of the Working Class in England m 1844, " in Amstein, The Past Speaks
Since JOBS, 177,
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greater degradation, caplured fewer markets and created Jass wealth.*  As to thewr concern for
employment, the factories created far more opportunity then thev destroved. This is confirmed by
Jahn Aikin,? Owen, Kay and Ure. lreland showed the terrible cost of restricting human enterprse.

It is interesting lo note that fwo of the opponents to the factory system believe that mosl of the
ills of the workers were Broupghl upon their own "improvidence, ™ Tt is alse interesting and sad to
note that not only did the parents of the factory children not riot over their treatment by the owners
but that the children were sent to work by their own parents!" [s this development new or was it
4 holdover from the small workshop and farm? 17 the latter is the case, then perchaps the industrial
revolution made these children’s lives better.

The industrial revolution was beneficial to the English people because it gave them options that
they had never had before, Goods became cheaper and far more plentiful. The mind hecame prized
for its inventions which broke all restraints on human endeavor. For the first Lime, poverty itself was
seen as something that could be ended; this hope alone made the industrial revolurion beneficial to
lhe Euglish pecple. '
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Liberty ar Absolutism?: A Brief Study into the
Course of Freedom During the Reign of Charles I

by Vernon A. MeGuffee II

Undeniahly, England experienced the most lurbulent period of its long history dunng the
revalution of 1640-1660, The civil wars brought the defeat of the monarchy, lral and exscution of
the king, and the estublishment af the Protectorate. The radical nature of the [nterregnum proved
to be its worst enemy, however, and in 1660 the Stuart line was restorad lo the throne, Some
historians aroue that Lhe effects of the Interregnum an the reign of Charles II are clear. Clayton

Raherts concludes that

The English Bevolution left a lasting legacy to future generations, a legacy thal was
religious, political, and intellectual. In the religious tealm it created nonconformity....
Puritanism was able to put down roots so deep Lhat no amount of persecution after 1660
could dislodge it... Those who persisted in [ponconformity] bronght Lo English puhlic life
an mdependence, a nonconformist conscience, that did much to make England the home of
liberty and individuality, Politically, the revolution ensured the defeat of absolutism and the
permanence of Parliament.'

Christopher Hill supports some of his arguments i God's Englishman., On nonconformily, he states
that "ponconformity in the reigns of Chacles TT and James [T hoth showed under persecution that it
had come to stay, and shook off its revolutionary political associations.”  As for administranve
supremacy, Hill proclaims that the Inlerregmum "ensured that England was to be ruled by Parliaments
and not by sbsolutist kings™ since " divine right in all spheres was in decline by the vnd of the
century.™ He further argues that the Vmitation of the king is evidenl in that "royal interference in

sconomic affairs did not return, nor...roval interference with control of [the gentry’s] Tncalities by

'Clavtan Roberts and David Robens, A Historv af Englamd: Prehistarny o i7i4, wnl 1 (Mew Jersew:
Prentiee Hall, foe., 1985}, 368,

“Christopher Hill, God s Englishman (Mew Yorle: Harper & Row, 1970), 257-8,
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the 'natural rulers.'™ In effect, Roberts and Hill are assertmg that one of the legacies of the
Revolution and Inteeregnum was the natural growth of political feeedom, that is the lmitation of
centralized control. Howewver, such an arpument 15 debatable after one sxamines the success of the
Anglican and monarchial agendn, decay of Parliament, and submission of the gentry to the Canter.
T address this 1ssue, one must first feok al the nslure of the Cromwellian e, and then observe its
influence on the Church, Parliament, and cencry of Restoration England.

Nearly all social and political classes had reason o fear the revolutionary age of Oliver
Cromwell, Surelv the Anghican bishops held considerable contempt for the rebellion from the stagt,
Although Protestant in doclrne, their smphasis on ritual gave the hishaps the appearance of crypro-
Catholics, More than once they were attacked as the overintluential "popish and malignant party"*
in the Parliamentary debates of 1841, Tnoa large part, the civil wars represenced a movemenrt against
the Episcopal church in favor of Pumtanism. Political persecution such as the removal of the bishops
frum the Howse of Lurds, the execation of their leader, Archbishop Land of Canterbury, and their
aholition as an instimition served o stoke Anghcan ammosities toward the "Pugitan Revolution." The
blaze of herstical sects such as the Quakers and Antlinomtans during the 16350s only served o kindle
further the fires of vengeance buming in the hearts of staunch Episcopalians. A strong monarch
served for them as an embodiment of protection and reascendency,

Even the lraditivaal Parliament did not remain unscathed under the Cromwellian era. As a bady,
the Parliamentary ranks watched the way 2ffort whictle away their numbers. Onee 3L became clear
in 1648 thal Parliament favored reconciliation with the king rather than the king’s destruction--as the
army wanted—Colonel Themas Pride purged Parliament, leaving only the body known as the
"Bump." Parlisment no longer represented England; rather ic represented the radical army that
estahiished it." When Cromwell remirned ro an elected form of assembly, he adopted the Instrument
of Government. This documenl, accepted in 1653, altered the franchise by allowing the vote to be
heid by those with £200 in property rather than the previous 40 shilling freshold.! This meant that

mny o the geatry lest their voelee in Parliamenc while nonpropertied and nondistimguished merchants

Thid., 225,
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tnok their place. Furthermors, the document gave all effective power to the Lord Froteclor, Oliver
Cromwell. Bur aven the Instrument could nol guarantes Parliamentary perpetuance as the assembly
discovered when General Lambert dissolved it and pur England under the rule of the army in 1639,
agam the body existed only ar the whim of England's armed dictators. Dunng no other period of
English history had the Ancient Constitution--the ancient laws of England estahlished by God--been
abused m such & manner.

The gentry af Enpland also lovked loward a strong monarch for protection.  They had begun
assuining leadership roles in their communities under Henry V1T and Henry VII® The monarchy
evenrually found thar it could not rule without the support of this class and the gentry would not help
a king rule who endangered their lands, In effect, their alliance depended upon preservation of
property.'V Over time the autonomous peniry beeame synonymous with control of their localities
in both & political and & judicial sense. And then, during 1656-1657, the peried called the "rule of
the Major-Generals," Cromwell made the mistake of trying to rule the counties by force. He placed
his officers in what originallv started as & mimic of the truditional positions of the royal Lords
Liettenants. However, the powers of the Major-Generals expanded to near authoritarianism—a direct
challenge to the local supremmcy of the gentrv;! Cromwell had broken the alliance, The gentry
forced Cromwell to relinguish the counties as spheres of influence but the attempt made the "natural
rulers" vearn for a lord with the constraints of a monarchy., A monarch had to conform to the
umwritten baws of the Ancient Constitulion, but & Lord Pratector lacked such restruints, Oaly the rule
of & king ensured that the localistic rule of the pentry--a form of property—would ramain untouched.
Never befors had Enpland suffered from such internal strofe.  Only the wrath of God could cause
such lamentation. .

The English believed (or wanted o believe) in a divine monarchy more than ever after the
experiances of the Interresnum. For example, Robert Filmer's Patriarcha, written sometime hafore
1653 and published posthumously m 1680, justificd the monarchial tradiuon with Semipture. A quote

from this work went as such:

Do we not find that in every family the government of one alone is most natural? God did

*Michacl Van Clesve Alexander, The Firse of the Tudors: A Stuch of Hewry VII and His Refgn (Totowa,
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always govern his own people by monarchy ooly. The patdarchs, dukes, and kings were
ail monarchs, There is not in all the Scrpture mention or approbation of any other form of
government.

This passage not only attests to the divine relationship of a menarchy, but also attacks any other farm
of government as trreligious, By abanduning the king in 164%. England also abandoned God and
meurred Tis wrath; thus, its downfail was assured. But now the Stuart line was restored to the
throne and the returmn of God's favor would lead England to be a blessed and prosperous realm.  This
belier, coupled with the fear of "'41 come again,” became Lhe oot of roval power.

Punishment was mandatory for those who would bring the wrath of Ged Jown upun England.
The purnitan Presbytenans found themselves persecuted under Lhe reipn of Charles T hecanse of their
ardent participalion in the Parliamentary army. Destruction of the Anglican Clurch served as their
revolurionary incentive in the 1640s, Hewever, during Charles' reign they did not posa a threat to
the restored king,  Indeed, they helped the Restoration. Nevertheless, the Presbyterians became
scapegoats for the wars. In 1682, Aphra Behn reflected this vindictive attitude m her play, As a
lengthy quote shows, Ms. Bebn linked the anarchy of the [nrerregnum and the king-killing with

palitical and religious freedoms.

All Laws, the Church and Slate to Ruin heings,
And impudentdy sets a Rule on Kings;

Ruin, destroy, all's good thal you deerce,

By your infallible Presbyrary,

Prosperous at first, in llls vou grew so vain,
You thoughl W play the d Game o’ar again:
And rhus the Chear was put apon the Mation,
First with Lony Parliaments, next with Reformarion,
And now vou hop’d o make a new [nvasion:
And when you can’l prevail by open Force,
To cunning tickling Tricks you have recourse,
And ratse Sedition forth withoul Remarss,

“Roisert Filmer, Patriarcha, in Twa Trastises of Governmen Iy John Lacke: With a Supplement: Patiarcha
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Hehn reflected the beliaf that the Presbyterans wantad, again, o underming Anplicanism and the
hereditary monmarchy, Only this time, it would be through Church domimation and Parlamentary
politics rather than ournght armed rebellion. MNonconformity had no doubt succesded in retaumng 1ts
"revolutionary political assosiations,”

The immediate result of such asseciations took form in the vppression of all Noncon formists,
The Clarendon Code consisting of the Corporation Act of 1661, the Uniformity Act of 1662, the
Conventicle Acts of 1664 and 1670, and the Five Mile Act of 1665 offered the best example of this
dominant attitude, The Corperation Act required Lhose who held Jocal offices to be active members
of the Anglican Church.” Thus, the Anplicans were ensured control of all positions of power. The
Uniformity Act required all clergy to recognize the Thirly-nine Articles that constituted the doctnne
of the Church of England; as a result, the Presbyternans were foreed from their ecclesiastical
stations as the Articles conflicted with their beliefs. The Corporation Acts attacked the MNopconfor-
mists’ only remaining avenue of prossiviizing by fining individuals who atiended unofficial religious
services.'® Finally, the Five Mile Act exiled nonconforming ministers 1o the aliotied distance from

17

corporate fowns o remove their influence.”  Owverall, the success of the legislauve persecution
found lestimony in the relipious census of 1676. England contamed 2,123,362 conformists and
03104 Nonconformists: a rane of 22.8 lo 1."" This evidence attests (v the success of the Anplican
apenda rather than the expansion of religious freedom. The lovalty of an organized state church was
one af the pillars of 17th-century BEuropean abselutism.

Parliament, as the hody blamed for the civil wars, was especially vulnerahle Lo waves of intenss
loyalty to the crown. The theory of divine right coupled with fear uf “'41 come again,” expressed
jtselfl in & strongly royalist Cavalisc Parhament. This body reversed nearfy all of the legislation of
the Long Pardiament (1640-166{). To protect the king from future rebellions, Parhament passed sots

to extend treason to documents and declarations and to pul the control of the militia in the hands of
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the king. Furthermore Charles had control over his personal Coldstream Guards. This unit
originated as Generul Muoncl's regiment that inidated the resroration of Charles [1 1 1659, Despite
Parliamentary complamts, thev continued as a roval force after the rest of the army had been
disbanded.” MNow Charles had lotal coneeol over all of England's military might. Althourh the
MPs never wanted to create a monarchy powerful enough o infrings upon the privileges of the
gentry, ther legislation did creats the machinery necessary for Charles and his Privy Council to
become the backbone of English politics.

The gentry had more to fear than just the devastations of the 1650s. Power and wealth both were
slowly transferring from their countryside to the City. ™ Both the gentry and the central povernment
found cooperation an asset. Ty appealing to the court, the gentry could attain enough power ro
mamtain dominance over the localities.  Meanwhile, the government used the gentry as its
representatives {o rule helow the nanional level ™ However, the duminant parmer in this relationship
proved to be the King, For example, Charles effectively used his power to appoint new Justives of
the Puace if the current Justices’ lovalty became questionable. In addition, the povernment's
mvelvement in local atfairs increased as the countiss asked for its mediation in domestic disputes
more than ever before.=  Just as Charles used the fears of the genlry lo create the Cavalier
Partiament, so did he use those same fears Lo master the countryside,

Later Stuart England suw the desire for liberty m much the same way as il viewed the “king
xilling” Presbyterians: liberty promoted the revolulion. For this reasan, the government saw a nesd
to protect itself from ideus contrary to the preservarion of the monarchy, The offense of lreason--
traditionaily an act against the king--found itseif expanded not only to cover the written word,, bue the
spoken word as well.” The Judgement and Decres of the University of Oxford, issued in 1683,
aremplified literary repression when it declared that all works which were "false, seditious and
impious;....also heretical and blasphemous, infamous to Christian religion, and destructive of all
government in Church and State.” would be burmmed. Furthermore, it demanded instructors to teach
“that.. Submission and Obedience is to he clear. absolute and without exception of any Stars or Order
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of Men."® Individual liberty, specifically freedom of the press, did not entrench itself in
Restoration Enginnd.

In 1681, Charles showed England just how little its freedom extended when comparsd to the
majesty of the Crown, At the Oxfurd Parliament, the Earl of Shaftsbiry called for the ezclusion of
James--a Catholic—from the throne and the legislated permmanence of Parlisment.®  The dermands
of inis parly, known as the Whigs, were limitations on  the king similar to those imposed upon
Charles | in 1047 and 1642, When rovalists discovered Shaftsbury’s unpublished papers called The
Assaciarion, the Earl’s call for the local contrel of the militias represented another "Militia Bill"--2
principal clement causing the civil war of 1642.% Such a document brought cries of "*41 come
agamn" showing that England remembered the radical natere of the Padiamentary body of 1641 and
its atiempls (o annex lesislatively the king's pr'emgat'rvﬂs. Charles 11 dissolved the Oxford Parliament
for discussing the Exclusion Bill withm a weel: of its congregation.™  After the Ryve House Plot o
kill the king and his brother in 1683, England made the necessarv choice berwesn civil war and 2
Protestorate or an absolutist state.

The "Tory reaction” ensued.™ To purge the Whigs from offices, the governmenr revoked the
charters of cities by writs of que warranio until they accepted the consent of the king 1n all elections.
Furthermore, Toeres had Whigs armested and tried directly for plotting apainst the king.® Tory
persecution of the Whigs showed that 17th-century England lacked comprehension of & loval
opposition. 1L alse showed that Charles was not alone 0 wanring to ensurs the pressrvation of the
ancient monarchy.

Eul for the king to lruly be autonomows, Charles nesded financial independsnce from
FParliament--a goal be achieved, The expansion of commerce under Cromwell eventually undarmined
the Parliamentary desite to keep the king financisflty dependent. Initially the Commons voted to allow

:"I{:i.ng Wilbiam IT wnd Queen Mary [1, Stare Trocis, 1660-765%9, "Tudgement and Deeree of the University
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the king only the Hearth Tax. Customs, and the Excise as sources of revenue.™ But in 1681 they
realized their mistake. A boum in lrade led to an increase in customs dulies, Because of the
orpanization and efficiency of the English system of trads, Charles did not ask for revenue ot the
Oxford Parliament.” Nor did he summon Parliament before his death in 1685, He had obviously
disregarded the Triennial Act of 1664 which stated that "the sitting and holding of Parfiamenr shall
not be intermitted or discontinued above three vears al the most. ** But hecause the document lacked
safeguards, Parliament found itselfl defenseless against the power of the king’s ancient prarogatives,

Charles proved to be a success in establishing the machinery for an absolurist state, thanks Lo
Cromwell. Rather than open the door to freedom, the Prolectorale caused lamentations that created
a conservatively closed society--one thal praved determined to reentrench the aucient monarchy and
protect it at all levels of government. Through the Clarendon Code, the once tolerant church of the
Republic returned to the Anglicanism of the carly Smarts, The willingness of the Cavalicr Parliament
to legislate the increased potency of the monarchy and its inahifity affectively to assert its rights led
to Charles’s position at the pinnacle of political power, The gentry allied with the king rather than
oppose him, sacrificing their auronomy for local preeminence. And, in 1681, Charles demonstrated
that once the crown became financiallv independent, the Parliamentary institution became expendable,
Thus the king was relieved of all constraints. With these basic mechanics of a strong central
government 1 place, only the cog of perpetuance remained. With his abrupt death in 1685, Charlas's
dreams fell short of his goal and he left the opportunity to his successors to dove the absolutist
machtne sither to the heavens or to its grave,
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A Brief Historiography of Immigration:
From Romance to Tragedy

by Malissa 5. Wright

When the Congress of the United Slates enacted the Immigration Law of 1924, 3 momentous
chapter in Amarican history was closed. Unlimited immigration had come te an end, yet the study
of Amercan immipration had just begnn. Cwer the past 67 vears, countless historians have studied
American immigration from many different viewpoines.  Within these studies, however, distimet
historingraphical schools have emergad, making it possible for one to see an overall theme in
immigration smudies. During the last century, historians’ interpretations have evolved from viewing
immigration as & romance, in which the immigrant imposes his will tpon the sociaty he finds in the
United States, to viewing immigration as a fragedy, in which immigrants, a separate group within
American socisty, become sociely’s victims,

One of the first greal studies of immigration was undertaken in 1926 by George M. Stephenson
in A Historv of American Immigration 1820-1924 which examines the role of immigranis in the
political history of the Uniled States.” A main assumption upen which Stephenson bases his work
iz that inmunigrants should be grouped logether as a whole. In discussing this assumption, he
addresses the contemporary view of the distinet differences between the wld and new immigrants.
Many historians in the 1920s separated immigrants into hen distinet groups: old immigrants, or those
who acrived in Amerca belore the Civil War: and new immigrants, those who arrived in Americh
after the Civil War. This distincfion was made as a result of the political trends of the time. The
cstablishment of communism in Russia in 1917 precipitated the Red Scare in 1920, a5 America feared

eommunism and anarchy would overtake the United States. This fear, combined with the rise of the
Tinited Slates.

second Ku Klux Klan, produced a strong anti-foreign feeling which swept across the
nds,

The KKK, in an altemp to justify many of its members’ older generation immigraut backgrou

A ; ! . : T e rants, whoss
beman Lo distinguish between oid and new immugration. They claimed the ald immigrants,

, . . g i i cceptahble.
Mardic h[{l’-k.g!’l el enabied then to i‘l.dﬂ.‘pT to Amorionn Society and arcepL tle values, werc acCop
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The new anarchist immigrants who spoke unfamiliar languages and did not physically rescmble
“ Americans.” however, wers a threat to freedom, democracy, and the American way of life. This
reasomng, according to Srephenson, Was cold-plooded and untare, as the cvidence required to make
a fair judgement would not be available for many vears to come.”

Using this assumption that both old and new immigrants were simuar, Stephenson uses the first
half of his study to provide basic background history of each af the immigrant groups Lhal srrived
in America: British, Irish, Scandinavians, Geimans, Duteh, Italians, Jews, and Slavs, establishing
4 set of reasons for emigraticn into which all immiprants fell. The immigrants from the United
Kinrdom escaped from their countries Lo find materfal hederment in America.  In Britan, the
beginning of enugration coincided with the changes brought on by the Industrial Revolunon. As
relalions with ampioyers became more openly hostile and fluctuations in rrade cawsed busmess
depressions and widespread uncmployment, emigranis looked to America Lo relieve their discontent.”
The Irish suffering centered on their small heldings, which necessitated a one-crop cconomy. When
their patato hacvests of the 1840s failed. the Trish were faced with famine, Amernca was their only
gscape.’

[ike the [rsh and British, the Scandinavians’ mmin reason for smigration was malerial
betterment, They, however, ware a slep above the average immigrant, as they had adventurous
instinct and the desire Lo improve their material conditions. The Dutel, too possessed that same
spirit, according (o Stephenson, as they were shrewd, hard-headed, calculating, and industrious.*

The Germans also came to America to find a better life, one without German religicus and
political persecution, As liberalism emerged 1n Clermany, many university profussors and stidents
ambraced it strongly. The governments, however, did not, Thus, the cmigration of individusls was
a self-imposed exile of educated and aggressive men and women looking for a better life.®

Based on these hackground snmmaries, Slephenson concludes that all immigranes® reasons for

=migrating fell under one of five calepories: pressure from incressing populations, religious zeal and
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persecution, sconomic motives, love of adventure, and politcal ambition.”

In additjion to sharing the same motives for emigration, all emigrants shared the same
characteristics “at the time of departure as well as i later vears.” The emigrant was incapable of
analyzing complex forces operating over a long period of tme, and thus to hiz environment. In
addition, he was essentially a non-conformise in the economic, political, social and religious realms
before and afier tnmigration. To survive, the enugrant leamed the Enplish languape and Amencan
ways, but never truly rejected the influences of s earhier hife, Thers were some, however, who
could nol adapt sufficiently to American life, and consequently chose to retum home,  Withoul the
emugrant’s knowledge, Amenca had worked "marvelous transformation,” malking the emigrant "a
fiving advertisement of Amercan prospenty” and an cutcast in his own homeland.® To understand
fully the emiprant, one had to retum to the "cottages of the peasants and (o the humble dwellings of
the Jahorars in the factory and on the farm.™

Thus, according to Stephenson’s metonomy trope, the experiences of the American immigrants,
mid and new, were similar.  Tn addition to similar hackprounds and personal characteristics,
Stephenson alse claims that immigrants shared similar experiences in politics in the sscond half of
his hook in the sections titled "The Immigrant in Politics 1§40-1860," and "The Tmmigrants in
Polities 1860-1914.7 Using contextualism, a focus on background and trends, Stephenson paints the
picture of an immigrant population a= it atternpted to establish itself in politics.

In the political arena, Immigrants were termed spescial interest blocs as they could, as ethnic
goroups, swing the vote one way or the other. This was illustrated in | B40-186{ as political parties
battled for immigrant groups’ support on the issue of slavery. In order to pain the support of the
athnic groups, the R-&publicaﬂ.q added a campaipn plank to attract the Dutch, a Dutch plank, their
party platform and engaped Germans, Scandimavians, and Duleh o speale to their conmounities
thear matrve topngues, According to Stephenson, the political role of the immigrant was marked and
culminated in the momentous clection of Abrdham Lincaln.®

in addition to their power of support, immigrants possessed the power to challenge political
parties. The losh and Germans were the most dangerous, claims Stephenson, as they came from
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g roles i world affairs and had frequently been 1 dispules

'ﬁmlﬁ&q whose govermment played leadin
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‘wm (he govermment of their adopted count
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curred, historians’ views of Immigrants and immigration changed
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 Depression. Anli-immigrant feelings hardened as native Americans accised immigrants of holding
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sffort to disputs this common fealing, Carl Wittke, n 1935, wrote We Wihe Built Americe;
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University, and John H

immigrumts wers 1ot simply sycophants, but major comributors to ihe development of "a new

composite American civilization, " Thus, the jmunigrants’ story was A TOmAnce, us they were able
o overcome the obstacles of 1mmigration and contribute posilively Lo the aver-evolving American
society, As such, signs of immigrants’ conrributions to American So¢

One major area of jmauarant contribution Wwas art. Emmanuel Leutes, a German, painted

rd Ha," bath of which decorate the walls of the

tatue of Thomas Jefferson at the University

iety were widespread. £

"Washington Crossing the Delaware’ and "Weslwa
nation's capitol. An Ausirian, Karl Butier, scolpted the s
of Virginia and served as fhe sculpture director of the pan-American Exposition, the St. Louis

World's fair, and the Panama-Pacific Expasition. b

In addition, immigrants provided America with fiddles., futes, nallads, follc dances, symphonies,
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and choral singing, The father of orchesiral music, Gottleib Graupner, emisraled from Germany,
as did the fovnder of the Boston Conservatory of Music. In 1930, the New Yok Philharmonie
Orchestra buasted 114 members, 72 of whom were naturalized citizens, Immigrants 3]y Provided
Americans with the Steinway plano, Gemunder violin, and the Schwab organ, '

Immigrant talents were not restricted to fine arts. German immigrants pioneered infagt feeding,
hydrotherapy, appendicitis surgery, X-ray work, and pharmaceuncais, In addition, immigrants ware
responsible for the development of cantilever bridges, suspension bridges, and the New York subsway
tunnels. In the ares of mannfacturing and business, immi grants contribulions were innumerahia anel
included cable cars, player pianos, prain elevators, outboard motors, zippers, oil refining, and
linotype.  Some of the most famous businesses developed by immigrants which still exist today
include Bulova Watches, Bausch and Lombh, Schittz, Pabsl, Blarz, Annheuser-Busch, and H__T',
Heinz, '

Thus Wittke, like Stephenson, discourages the use of new and old immigration divisions. In
his introduction, Wittke informs the readsr that his writing is based on the sgsumption that we, ag
human beings, know nothing about a “pure race,” as thers is no satizfactory scieqtific method of
accurately testing inherent racial qualities. Thus, America is not a set, constructed mation as such,
but is ruther a constantly evolving and forming nation.  Using an oreanicist approach, Wittke
descrihes the process that each immigrant group experienced as it attempred fo contribute to the
tormation of Amenica. As the immigrant groups assimilated. they also contributed their own talents,
lranscending the obstacles in America, and. while still releining some of their homeland values,
contributing significantly to the formation of the American civiiizaton,!”

One of the unigue contributions by the immigrants to the formation of America is illustrated in
Wittke's chapler on imnugrant utopias. He claims that utopian societiss could be divided along
communist/socialist and religious lines, Reflecting the anti-communist/socialist political views that
dominaled his times, Wittke conlends that religious utopian societies were the helter-organized and
longer lasting. In addition, the majonty of the utopian societics, alleges Wittke, were compnsed of

i ' o . . ppsriy . i . - 2 e - [he
immigrants,  Thus, Amencan otopian socisties constinied "an important chapter in the story of th
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;mmigrants’ hopes for & promised land.

While Wiitke presents a romance much like Stephenson’s, he concantrares manly on settlement
of the frontier, and thus, oid immigration. Although Wirtke's work has been critically acclaimed by
many historians, heréin lies his main fault. A difference existed herween old and new i gration,
a5 old immigration mainly settled the frunder lands while new immigration was conmained in urban
areas, His lailure to address urban immigration dates his work,

Stephenson's and Wittke's works were representative of the first four decades of the 1900s, as
thev examned the impact of the immigrant upon the soctery which received Lim. The 1950s marked
a 1.|;m in immigration research as historians hegan to study the effects of the immigration process and
American soclety upon the newcomer. This shifl 15 quits remarkable when one considers the palitical
contaxt underlying it. Ninetesn fifty marked the beginning of bMeCarthyism, as anti-communism
reached hysteric proportions, MeCarthy's wilch hunts and Hollvwood show Lriais, dlomg with
Truman’s loyalty cath, pushed anti-immigrant feelings o their highest pomr since the Red Scare.
How does one recencile historians’ approaches to immigration and the political conlexl in which they
wrote! Historians of the 19305 sought ta defand the immigrants’ contributions to Amsrcan society.
They, however, defended Lhe immigrants by establishing themn as the victims of American sueicty and
the immigration process,

Une of the first histortans to meat thus challenge was Oscar Handlin in his popular The Upraored:
The Epiv Story of rhe Grear Migrations Thar Made the American Peaple published in 1951, Using
# blend of psychology, history, and immigrants’ personal axperiences, Handlin claims that he hopes
0 "seize upon a single stand woven into the fabric of our pasl, Lo understand that strand in its
mumerous ties and linkages with the rest: and perhaps, be revealing the nature of this parl, to throw
light upon the essence of the whole, " Thus, Handlin's goal is Lo illustrate emigration as the central
experience suffared by a preac many human beings, us "emigration took these people vul of tradition,
weelistomed environments, and replanted them in strange ground, among strangers, where strange
manners prevailed,

Handlin's trugedy of the immiprants' stmigale to survive in o new land begins with a short soudy

———
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of the peasant vrigims of the mmmigrants, incinding communal tradilions, lransformatinn of agriculira)
organizations, and epidemics.  After tracing the similarities in e Imunigrangs' Srussmies of the
Attantic, Handiin presents, m preat delsil, the plight of the Immigrant as he arrived in the Clties
empty-lunded. Aching of spirit went hand in hand with achimg muscles, as the burdens of his
seonomic roie hecame intolerable, Appealing to the readar’s emottons, Handlin dramatically vriteg
about the immigrant; "He was not a man at all...Drver ip » helpless alternanon of fortunes by the
pawer of remote forees, these were no longer men, not HRY more men than the cogs SpAONIng i thaip
greal machines, "¥ Accompanying this economic desperation were lonelingss, supAration from the
sommunity of the village, and despair at the msignificance of their own abilities, These were tha
elements that victimized American immigrants, 2

Althourh Handlin's work s;jgnallud a new T3 I immigranl history, he presented a liberal view
of immigration, much fike the historians who preceded hin, The role of immiprants was tragic rather
than herpie, as they "lived in crisis becanse they were uprooted. . whils the old roots were sinderad
before the new were established, the inymi grant exdstad i an exirems sitwation. .. the effects of the
shock persisted for many years; and their influence reached down 10 genarations which themselves
never paid the cost of crossing. "2

Four years later, an extremely controversial hool appearad, which, while maintaining a thame
of tragedy and a liberal ideology, addressed an obstacie faced by many immigrants bt addragsed
directly by few historians: natvism, John Higham, author of Sirangers in the Land, reprasents the
school of intellecmal history that emerped during the inler-war Years.  combining the iniemnal
upproach, which stales that creative thought is the mos| pawerful force in history, and the external
appruach, which presents jdeas ge the inslrumeants of EOCio-econoni; groups and forces, Strampery
i the Land presents a diglectical slructurs of progressive history, proposing that deep soctal crises
provide the pivot for change. This conflict s represeptative of a Marxist viewpoint, and Higham
confirms this, stating: " was drawn (o the kind of progressive thought--distinetly sacialist rather than
communisi--that lovked forward to g fratemity of people rather than the solidarity of class, " Thus,
Higham’s dialectic is basad nel on class distinctions, but on another beliel that fraternally bonds

Shid., 86-1,
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peeple lopether: nanvism, ™

Unlike the historians preceding lim, Higham presents a dualism hased an differing versions of
the meaning of America. According to Higham, rwo opposing sides have always deminated history:
nativists and Lheir adversaries. Mativists historically embodied three rraditions: anti-Catholicsm,
racism, and auli-radicalism. Within the definition of nativism lie the defining features of its
adversaries.  Social crises occurred as the vomponents of this dualism were, In certain situations,
placed direetly at odds.  Certain new 1deas existed. however, which were powerful epough (o
transcend this dualism. These ideas spread across the whole of society, linking the npposing sides
of the dualism logether. The most prominent example of this is the concept of war. Historically,
races and refigion have joined willingly in war efforts. War transcends the duslism of nativism and
its adversaries, ™

0f all the booles examined in this essay, Strangers in the Lund has proven to be thus far the most
resiliznt, as il was reprinted in 1985, In Hipham's words,

Most remarkably, it [Srrangers in the Lund] has never come nnder sustained criticism from
any of the schools of historivgraphy that have arsen since its publication, nor has it heen
superseded by wider syntheses or by a desper penctration of its subject. Strangers in the
Lund to this day remains a hardy, solitary perannial--an academic phenomenon with a history
of its own that begs for explanation,™

This quots, unfortunately, is representative of the attitude Higham cxhibits thronghowt his writing,
While Higham's argument is indeed strong and his credentials, including education and previous
publications, impressive, the reader cannot help being put off by hiz obvious arrpgance.

While Higham’s writing may remain an academic phenomenon in s own mind, John Bodnar's
The Transplanted: A History of Immigrants in Urban America (1985) presents a senous academic
challenze to Higham's view of immigration. Previous treatments of irmmigration, states Bodnar, have
heen hased on a similar assumprion: the imoigrant expLTienca was A common sxperience shared by
all. This is incarrect, states Bodnar, “as aven the most cursory glanee at an immigrant community

or stream will suggest that not all newcomers behaved in a similar fashion.” lnstead, immi grants
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were fragmented into numerous enclaves arranped by mternal status, levels, wdeclopy, and
nrentation.

The real explanation of immigrane adjustment lay at all the points where the immigrant met
modarmty and capitalism: the homeland, neighborhood, school, church, workplace, family, and
fraternal hall. Thus. “the fragile link berween the penerations of the last century and the current one
i not necessarily cultural or emolional as much as it is the shared need to respond o an evolving
capitalism...”  Using this metaphor, Bodnar uncovers the pature of immigrant involvement in
capitalism to see that values and ideologies the immigrant abandoned and what he retamned. ™

In his first chapler, Bodnar concludes that the sconomic changes in the immigrants” homelands
accounted for the cyele of migration. Mamifestations of capitalism were apparent to Immigrants in
their hemelands as cheap goods undercut the local artisan economic base and the rise of industrial
cities creared massive markets for apncultural products. As a result, immigrants came to America
in lwo slreams.  The first stream. a punorty of craftsmen, artisans, and small farmers, predicted
what was about fo happen tn their economy and took their families to Amenca fo establish a new life.
The majerity of immigrants, who compnsed the second stream, were searching for resources which
could sarn them a more respeclable status in their homelands, Thus, the first stream came
America to establish new lives, whils the second stream came Lo lake advantage of its fabled gold-
paved streets, ™

The chapters which follow deal with the immigrants’ myvelvement with an adjustment to
capitalism. Rather than submit or acquiesce to capitalism, the immigrants simply accepted it, doing
what liad to be deope in order to survive--nothing more. As such, wnigrants, in Bodnar's work, did
nat intentionally attempt o change or better American society. Rather, they simply accepted the
society, the victims of capitalism. Based oo the immigranls’ many responses to capitalism. however,
separate classes emerped within the immuigrant community, destroying the myth af the monolithic
immigranl comumunity. All responses, however, were based on what was best for the family. As
a result, the immugrant community lived in a continual dynamic berween sconomy and society, and

between class and cullure. Bodnar examines this swir of interaction Lo uncover the nature of the
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nmrnigrant's involvement with capitalism, derermining which values they rejected and which they
recained.

Using a Marxist argument, Bodnar presents the assimilation of the immigrant into capitalism,
proving that immiprants formed a new cullure, "a product of both men and women, believers and
nom-believers, workers and entrepreneurs, leaders and tollowars.  drawing both a past and a present
and continually confroncing the limits of what was possible.” Thus, the mentafity and culture of most
immiprants in urban America Wwas 4 blend of the past and present, centered on the immediate and the
attainable.™

During the century of 1820-1920, over 35 million immigrants entered the United States. As the
first immigrants came ashors, the American soctety experienced a transformation which would never
cease.  Histornans have studied immigration for over a century, armving at many different
conclusions, rangmg from rhe degree of simiiarity in immigrant backprounds to the degree of
similarity in immigrant responss (o capitalism,  As new historiographical schools emerge, so will new
conclusions, all of which will likely hold some grain of truth. The impact of immigration on
American society 1s immeasurable, and as such, will be the object of lustorical study for decades to
come,

b, 2068
Bihid,, 209,
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An Interview with Michael Cook
Historical Administration Cooridinator

Egstern INinois University offers a unigue alternative to the traditional Master of Arts degres in
History. Since its inceptiom in 1975, the Historical Administration program has pamerad national
prominence, Interested in the specifics of the program and concerned over recent rumors regarding
the program’s uncertain future, Hisroria spoke 1o Program Coordinator Michael Cook.

Historia{H}: What doss the Historical Administration program prepars students for?

M.C.; The program prepares praduartes for careers in museums, histonical apencies, historical
societies snd jobs 1 related flelds, Thess tvpes of jobs reguire the sbility o think hstorically, 1o
think eritically, o conduct hisforical research and o be aware of the importance of preserving our

American heritage,

H: How do the courses offered by Historieal Adminisiration compare Lo those found in Eastern's
traditional history graduate program?

M.C.: While the courses emphasize history, some take a more practical approach to history-—
bow to actually put things into use. Some of the courses offered include U S, Social and Cultural
History, Oral History and Local History Ressarch, History of American Architecture, Archival
Photography, as well as musenm related covrses lilie History Museum Exhibits, Historical
Intarpratation, Archives and editing, Cars and Manapement of Historical Artifacts and & seminar in

Histenieal Admumstralion.

H: What are some student activinas?

M.C.: The Greenwood School Mussum, located on Hayes Awvenue, 1s osed in coursework as
a place for students to learn skill: needed to plan and wstull an exlhibition and serves as a learming
laborarory. The museum houses a phorography lab and other equipment used by sindents.  Cither
sites providmy hands-on cxpenienes melude the Drodley Houwse on Seventh Streel and the Lineoln Log
Cabin State Historic Sie, South of Charleston,

Bach class visiis and analyzes severa] historc sites and meseums. The Indisnapelis Children’s
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Mussum, Conner Prairie Living History ¥illape in Muoblesville, Indiana, the Winwis Stale Museum
and the Tlhinois State Historiea] Library represent a few of the fieid trips taleen during the vear, Cther
areas of the country are visitad o & rotating hasis by year, This vear's class will visit areas iy the
South and Suutheast, including Colonial Williamshurg,

After two semesters of tourses, students begin internships.  While some find therr gwn
inlernships, the department keaps a large file and often assists in this process. Intemnships count for
credil and offer a method of practical experience which strengthens students' skills and halps (hem
secure professional smployment onee they huve finished the propram.

H: Why wauld someane interested in work al a history museum or agzency choose Gastern's
program?

M.C.:  Eastern's program has a remarkahla repulation and 15 one of the fow nationally
recognized pragrams in Historieal Admenistration, Impartant to note s the fact that the past five
winners of the Malkovich award (presented o vulstanding, yrung, historiea] professionals i Hlinois)
have been graduates of the program.

Established ssventecn vears ago, the program provides a broadly-hased backeround for people
interested in this field. The students are prepared to perform a variety of skills needed to hunda the
different aspects of useum, archival amd historical tgency work.  Another reason [or choosing
Eastern's program is that the alumni are very active in the professional organizations of this field and
reémain in contact with the Program, current classes and other alugm;.

The program maintans an assoctation for alwmmi which holds an annual Symposivm.  The
S¥mposium hosts speakers on lupics which vary from vear to vear, This is un importanr event as
It exposes studants o outside speakers and allows them to interact with alumni.  This mtermingimg
allows the current elass to enter the existing network of the museum related fisld

H: There was unce discussion of dropping the Program; how does it stand now?
M.C.; The progiam was ahis 1o et and surpass the Unversity requirement in question and 15
no longer in any danger of hamg cul.

H: s there a typical applicant to the program?
MC.: T would not define any of these srudents as "lvpical”, hut many of them do have
similarines: all ape commutted Lo working in history museums or in historical agencias, st are
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experienced in the field, many are voluntesrs mn related institutions, and most of our students are from
out of state,

H: Afler completion, are students successfully placed in their chosen freld?

M.C.: Yes, the placement record is close o 100 percent. The History Department office
comtnuaily gets notices of opening positions and job announcements and we ofien help place peaple
not only once, but two or three limes at various points in their careers.  People like Bastern because
of the broad base thev recerve i the program. The program's alumni are located across the Unitad
States and in the Provinee of Cmtario.  Many of them hold positions as directors, curators, in-
terpreters, and archivists and some have gone on to be educaters or to work in other related fields,

Hisroria thanks Michasl Cook for his time and insight and would also like to recopnize the rest
ol the Hislurical Administration professors: E. Duane Elbert, Wendy Hamand Venet, Robert E.
llennings, David 1. Maurer, Christopher Waldrep and Patricia L. Miller. The abililies ol these
instructors are reflected ina wide range of professional activities, publications,and outstanding accom-
plishments. For more information concerning the program, its faculty, students or alunni, conlact
the History Department CHTice, 224 Coleman, or Michael Cook in office 2168F Colaman,

--Cheryl E. Munyar
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Dr. Anita Shelton’'s "Wamen in
Russia’s History

Dr. Anita Shelton’s presentation on Waomen in Russian fustory, given on April 8, 1992, dealt with
the significance of women in the averall history of Russia. Through her research for this topic she
became fully of aware that the seemingiy marpinal history of women, in facl casts pew light on the
cenlral questions of human existence.

1t 15 this new light that shows, for example, that although the sucial position of neble women has
changed dramatically from the vriging of the Russian state, 1o tha present, it has alwavs interrwined
with {and often been fused with} the main themes of the whole of Russtan history.

There is evidence available that shows women in early Rus history were warriors and tnatriarchs,
The word "amazon" comes thron gh the Gresk from the ancienr Slavie waord amurhonpaia--masculine
womanl. The Primary Chronicle--the main wrillen sourcs of ear] y medieval Russiag historv--indicates
that CHza. an claventh sentury gqueen of Rus was a shrewd und ambitious ruler,

The significance of this lies in the survival of the wmyth of the super-competent shavic "amazon"
heyond the next phases of gredler oppression and intw the modern colleclive CousCinnsness., This js
expressed by the popular saving that "women do everything and men can do the rest,” The begianing
of the phases of oppression came with the Byzantine Orthodax Christianity and continued through the
Mongol invasion. Both of these in different ways combined 1o reduce the Slavic female o the solc
role of producers and tendery of children. This oppression remained in this form until Petey T and
his mass reconstruction of Russian society furced rhe bepinning of the reemergence of women into
broader society.

Dr. Shelton went on to explain that women played un extensive role i the intellipentsia of the
nineteenth and warly twentiath tentury. These women wers nat solely of the uobilitv: in fact. this
i8 the period when the [easanl woman juined the noble woman to pursue the task of eliminating bath
class and gender megality, Thay becamea especially active during the earliag stagres of communist
Zrowlh in Russia. lromically, this acuvily, did not give them any positions of aulthorty in the Bolshe-
vik government, Argam they found themselves producing children for the state and |is wags, as wel]
as working full time, 7t is also interesting to nate that wien the women m the United Stares Wera
lobbying for the E.R.A. and the legal right to "do it all”. Saviel wornen could nol understand thic
need of American Women--they “had 1t all" and would nar mind being so “imijed" occasionally,

The women of Russia through the ares have gome from matriarchs to slavas to citizens, Thase
metlamorphoses have not alwavs heen bencficial or apprecisted.  Thar each of these changes
corresponded Lo a changs in the complele history of Russia is undemiahle.

~feanine L. Raardon
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