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Introduction

BBenenue

The Revolutionary Process

IIpouecc Pesomroruun

For the French men and women who lived
through it, the period from 1793 to 1794 was a
deeply troubling and frightening time.

st ppanIy30B, nepexuBmux nepuos ¢ 1793
o 1794 rox, 3To Bpemsi ObLIIO KpaiiHe
TPEBOYKHBIM U MYTaIOUIIM.

Only four years earlier they had witnessed the
beginning of an extraordinary Revolution that
utterly transformed the state and the
relationship of the government to its citizens.

Bcero 3a yeTeipe roga g0 Havyajia 3TOro
Meprojia OHU CTajy CBUACTEIISIMUA Havajia
YAUBUTENBHOM PeBoironinn, KoTopast
MOJTHOCTBIO U3MEHUJIA TOCYAAapPCTBO U
OTHOUIEHUS MEXAY ITPABUTEIBCTBOM U
rpakJaHaMu.

A National Assembly, created in the name of
popular sovereignty, abolished a “feudal
system” that had held sway in France for a
thousand years.

Hanmonansnoe codpanue, co3iaHHOE OT
MMEHHU HapOJIHOTO CYBEPCHUTETA, YIIPA3IHUIIO
«(heonanbHyIO CHCTEMY», KOTOpas
rOCHOJICTBOBaNIa BO DpaHIUK Ha TPOTIKCHUN
TBICSYH JICT.

It also proclaimed a series of basic “human
rights”: freedom of speech, freedom of the
press, religious tolerance, careers determined
by talent rather than by blood, and equal justice
before the law.

HanmonanbHoe coOpaHue Takxe
JIEKJIApUPOBAJIO PSAJT OCHOBHBIX «IIPaB
YeJ0BeKa»: CBOOOIy CIIOBa, CBOOOTY IEUaTH,
PEIUTHO3HYIO TEPITUMOCTH,
npodeccHoHaNbHYIO AEATEILHOCTD,
OTIpeIeNIIEMYIO TATAHTOM, a HE
IPOUCXOKACHUEM, a TAK)KE PABEHCTBO IEpe.]
3aKOHOM.

It then proceeded to draft Europe’s first written
constitution.

3aTreM OHO MPUCTYMUIIO K pa3paboTKe MpoeKTa
nepBoii B EBpone nucaHoil KOHCTUTYILIHH.

Fueled by an ever-expanding conception of
liberty and equality, the Revolutionaries would
subsequently broaden individual rights to
include universal male suffrage, greatly
expanded rights for women, the abolition of
slavery, and the goals of universal education
and social welfare.

JIBHXKMMBIE TIOCTOSIHHO PACIIUPSIOIICHCS
KOHILIETIINEH CBOOOBI U PaBEHCTBA,
PEBOITIOIMOHEPBI BIIOCIEICTBHN PACIIHPUIIA
npaBa rpakiaH, BKIIOYMB B HUX BceoOmiee
n30upaTenbHOe MPaBo sl My>KUUH U
3HAYUTEIBHO PacUIMPEHHBIE ITPaBa JIJIst
*eHIrH. HoBbIe npaBa Takke BKITIOYAIH
OTMeHY pabCTBa, HJIeH BCEOOIIero
00pa3oBaHMs M COMAIILHOTO 00ECTICUCHUSI.

By the middle of 1793, however, a darker side
of the Revolution had emerged.

Opnako, k cepenune 1793 roga nposiBuiIach
OoJiee TEMHasi CTOPOHA PEBOIIOLIHH.

An increasingly dictatorial government was
promoting denunciation and repression, while
surveillance committees were everywhere
rooting out “suspects” and purported traitors.

[IpaBuTensCcTBO, CTAHOBUBIIIEECS BCe Ooee
BJIACTHBIM, MOOLIPSIIO JOHOCHI U PENPECCUH, A
KOMMUTETBHI 10 HAA30py UCKAIIH
«MOI03PEBAEMBIX)» U MIPEAIIOIAraeMbIX
TpeJlaTesiel 1o BCEN CTPaHe.

Thousands of citizens were arrested, and
hundreds of others, tried before “Revolutionary
Tribunals” without appeal, were executed.

Tricsun rpaskaaH ObUIM apecTOBaHBL, a COTHU
OCYXJIEHHBIX "PEBONIOLMOHHBIMU
TpuOyHamaMu" ObLITM Ka3HEHbI 0e3 MpaBa
00>KaJI0OBaHUs IPUTOBOPA.

The king himself and several major political
leaders, whom people once thought they could
trust, had been accused of treason and sent to
the guillotine.

Jlaxxe KOpoiIb M HECKOJIBKO KPYITHBIX
MOTUTHYECKHUX JIUJCPOB, KOTOPHIM, KaK
CUUTAJIOCH PAHBIIIE, JTFON MOTJIH JOBEPSTH,
ObUTM OOBMHEHBI B TOCYIapCTBEHHON U3MEHE U
OTHPABJICHB! HA THIHOTHHY.




Tragically some of those subjected to capital
punishment were men and women who still
claimed to be fervent supporters of the
Revolution.

ITo Tparmyeckoii ciiy4alHOCTH HEKOTOPBIE U3
IIPUTOBOPEHHBIX K CMEPTHOM Ka3HU
IPOJOJKATU YTBEPKIATh O CBOCH
NMPCAAHHOCTU PCBOJHONUOHHOMY JIBUKCHHIO.

No less than eighty-two deputies to the
National Convention— over 10 percent of the
total — would The Coming of the Terror in the
French Revolution be executed or die in
prison through 1794.

Boiiee necsitu mpoIIeHTOB YIECHOB
HammonaneHOro KOHBEHTa — 10 KpallHEen
Mepe, 82 JenoBeka ObUIM Ka3HEHBI WIH YMEPIIH
B TIOpPbME MOCJIE Havajia Teppopa BO BpeMsi
®paniy3ckoi pepostonuu 10 1794 roaa.

As the contemporary phrase would have it,
terror had become “the order of the day.”

I[To croBamM COBpEMEHHHKOB, TEPPOP CTAT
«9aCThIO PACIIOPSIIKA JTHSD.

How had this happened? How had the high
ideals of 1789 turned to the violence and terror
of 1793?

Ho xak Takoe morio npousoiitu? Kakum
o0OpasoM BbIcOKHE ueansl 1789 roga
00epHyJIUCh HACHIIUEM U Teppopom 1793
roxa?

“Future centuries,” wrote the deputy and
minister Dominique Garat, “will be astonished
by the horrors that we committed; they will
also be astonished by our virtues. What will
always remain incomprehensible is the
incredible contrast between our principles and
our follies.”

[Tonutnueckuit aestens ¥ MUHUCTP JlIOMMHUK
I'apa nucan: «byaymue nokonexnus Oyayt
IIOPAKEHBI Y’KACHBIMU IIOCTYIIKAMH, KOTOPBIE
MBI COBEPIIMIN; HO OHU TaKkKe Oy1yT
nopakeHbl HaIMMu goopoaerensimu. Ho
KOJIOCCAJIBHOE MPOTUBOPEUNE MEXKY HAIUUMU
IPUHLIUIIAMU U 0€3yMHUEM TaK U OCTaHYTCS
HEIOCTUKUMBIMIY.

For well over 200 years, historians have
struggled to understand this strange bipolarism
of the Revolution.

Ha npotsxenne 6onee 200 et uctopuku
IBITAINCH MIOHATH 3TY CTPAHHYIO
JIBOMCTBEHHOCTh PeBosronuu.

How can one explain the swing toward state-
sponsored intolerance and repression? How
was it that the Revolutionaries began Killing
one another?

Kak 00BsCHUTD IPUXO JBMXKEHUS K
CTIOHCHPYEMOM TOCyIapCTBOM HETEPIHUMOCTH
u penpeccusm? [Touemy peBoIOIIMOHEPHI
HayaJld YHUYTOXATh JIpyr pyra?

Of all the issues concerning the period, the
origins of the Terror is perhaps the most
difficult, the most mysterious.

Cpenu Bcex BOMPOCOB, OTHOCAIIUXCS K
JTAaHHOMY TEPUOJTY, CAMBIM CJIOKHBIM,
BEPOSITHO, SIBJISIETCS BOTIPOC O TIPOUCXOXKICHUN
Teppopa.

Throughout the nineteenth century both
historians and many French political figures
attempted to come to terms with their nation’s
violent past.

Ha npotsxkennn Becero XIX Beka UCTOPUKU U
MHOTHU€E NOJIUTHYECKHE AesTenu OpaHuun
MBITAJTUCH TPUMUPHUTHCS € )KECTOKUM
IIPOLLUIBIM CBOEH CTPAHBI.

Francois Guizot, Adolphe Thiers, Alphonse de
Lamartine, Alexis de Tocqueville, Edgar
Quinet, Victor Hugo, Jean Jaurés— all wrote
extensively on the Revolution.

O peBoIOIMY MHCATN TaKHE YUEHBIE,
MUCaTENIN U TIONUTUKH, Kak: Dpancya ['n3o0,
Anoned Trep, Anbdonc e JlamapTus,
Anexcuc ne Toxsunb, Onrap Kuns, Bukrop
I'roro u XKan Kopec.

In the twentieth century three generations of
exceptionally talented historians — from
Alphonse Aulard, Albert Mathiez, and Georges
Lefebvre through Albert Soboul and Michel
Vovelle— explained the Terror by
emphasizing the powerful contingencies of
foreign invasion and counterrevolution that
Revolutionary leaders were compelled to
confront.

B XX Beke Tpu NOKOJIEHUS UCKITIOUUTEIIBHO
TaJaHTJIMBBIX UCTOPHUKOB - OT Anb(hoHca
Oumnapa, Ans6epa Matbe3a u XKoprka Jledespa
1o Anbbepa CoOynst u Mumenst Bosenst
00BsicHSIST TpUUUHBI Teppopa, MoauepKUBaII
00JIBIIYIO BEPOSATHOCTh HHOCTPAHHOTO
BIIUSHUS U KOHTPPEBOIIOLUHU, C KOTOPBIMU
OBLIH BBIHYKJCHBI CTOJIKHYTHCS JTUAEPHI
Pesomtonmm.




The assumption was that the Terror was a
rationally calculated option, that it was always
conceived as provisional, that the liberal
achievements of the early Revolution were
temporarily and self-consciously set aside—
until threats to the new regime’s very survival
could be beaten back and overcome.

[Ipeanonaranock, uro Teppop ObuT
paLOHAaIbHO IPOCYUTAHHBIM BPEMEHHBIM
BapUaHTOM, U JIMOEepabHbIe JOCTHKEHUS
panHeill PeBomroninn ObLIM CO3HATENBHO
OTOPOILIEHBI 10 MPEOJI0IECHUS YTPO3 HOBOMY
pexumy.

But another group of historians, more
conservative in their orientation — from
Hippolyte Taine and Augustin Cochin through
Frangois Furet — would explain Revolutionary
violence and terror in terms of internal politics
and above all ideology.

Ho Gonee koHcepBaTUBHbIE yU€HBIE - OT
Mnnomuta Tona u Orroctena Komena o
®paHcya Prope 00BSICHIIOT HACUIIUE U TEPPOP
PEBOJIIOLMH C TOUYKH 3pE€HHsI BHYTPEHHEH
MOJTUTHKH U, IPEKIE BCETO, UIICOTIOTHH.

Deeply immersed in the philosophy of the
Enlightenment, so the argument went, the
patriots of 1789 naively adopted a utopian plan
to remake society from top to bottom on the
basis of reason.

JlanHast rpynna UCTOPUKOB I10JIAraeT, YTo
naTpuoTsl 1789 roga, riry0oKo MOrpy3uBIIUCH
B uzaeu [Ipocelienus, HAaMBHO IPUHSAIN
YTONMYECKUH IIJIaH ITOJTHOM NIEPECTPONKHU
o011ecTBa KaKk OCHOBY.

Deprived of any direct experience in the
exercise of power, they had “nothing to fall
back on but first principles,” and above all on
the political theories of Jean-Jacques
Rousseau.

PeBosrorinoneps! He obsaganu
HEIOCPEICTBEHHBIM OIBITOM OCYILECTBICHUS
BJIACTH U «HE UMEIU HUYero, KpoMe 0a30BbIX
IPUHLIUIIOBY» U, PEXKJIE BCErO, NOJUTHUYECKUX
teopuii Kan-Kaka Pycco.

Of particular influence was Rousseau’s theory
of the “general will,” according to which any
variation from that will, any political
opposition, any concept of political pluralism
could be viewed as intrinsically pernicious and
counterrevolutionary.

Oco00€ BIUsIHUE 0KAa3aJI0 MOHITHE «OOIIEH
BosIn» Pycco, cormacHo koTopomy sroboe
OTKJIOHEHHE OT DTOH BOJIH, JIF00ast
MMOJINTHYECKAs OIIIO3MIINS, JIF00ast uaes
MTOJINTUIECKOTO TLTFOPATU3MAa MOTITH
paccMaTpUBaThCS KaK KOHTPPEBOIIOIIMOHHBIE
Y pa3pyIIUTEIbHBIC JIJIS TOCYIAPCTBA.

In this sense the violence of 1793 was already
inherent in the ideology of 1789.

B stoMm cMmbiciie Hacunue 1793 ropa yxe
xapaktepHo Juist uaeosoruu 1789 roxa.

The National Assembly of that year, in
Norman Hampson’s phrase, was but the
“prelude to Terror.”

ITo cnoBam Hopmana Xsmricona,
HanmonansHoe coOpanue Toro roaa Opu1o
JIUuIb «IIpenoaue K Teppopy».

At the turn of the twenty-first century a
number of historians attempted to move away
from the stark dichotomy between
“circumstances” and “ideology.”

Ha py6exe XXI Bexa HEKOTOpbIE yUEHbIE
MBITAJIUCh OTOMTH OT KOHLIENIUU PE3KOTO
Pa3BETBIICHUS MEXKAY «OOCTOSATEILCTBAMUY U
«HAJEOJIOTUEN».

Arno Mayer, David Andress, Jean-Clément
Martin, Donald Sutherland, Dan Edelstein, and
Marisa Linton — among others — have
written probing and complex analyses of the
Terror and the events leading up to it.

Apno Maiitep, I»Bun Auapecc, XKaun-Kneman
Mapren, Jlonanen Cazepnenn, [pH
OpnenbiuteitHn 1 Mapuca JIMHTOH B cBOMX
paboTax MpOBOJIWIN TNTyOOKHE aHAJIN3BI
Teppopa 1 coObITHI, KOTOpPBIE K HEMY
TIPUBEIIH.

Building on the work of such scholars and
taking into account a considerable amount of
new documentation, the present study seeks to
entirely reexamine the question.

JlanHOE MCClej0BaHNEe OMHPAETCs Ha pabOThI
BBIILICYKa3aHHBIX YUeHbIX. Ero 3amaua —
MOJIHOE TepeoCMBICIIeHue mpobdaemsbl Teppopa,
YUYUTHIBAsA 3HAYUTEIBHOE KOJIMYECTBO HOBOM
JOKYMEHTALUH 110 3TOU TEME.

Although “the Terror” can be defined in many
ways, here it refers above all to state policy

HecmoTpst Ha To, uTO noHsATHe «Teppop»
HMeEET Psifi ONIPEICIICHNI, B TaHHOM CIIy4ae




during the period 1793— 1794 that used
institutionalized violence and the threat of
violence — primarily executions — both to
punish and intimidate the purported enemies of
the nation.

OHO OTHOCHTCS K TOCYAApCTBEHHOM MOJIUTUKE
B nnepuoa 1793-1794 ronos, mpu KOTOpOit
HACHJIME U YIPO3bl HACUIINEM, B IIEPBYIO
ouepeib — Ka3HH, HOCHJIM 3aKOHHBIN
XapakTep U UCIIOJIb30BATUCH KaK IS
HaKa3aHUsl, TaK U JIJIs1 3aIyTUBaHUS
IpeJoiaraéMbIX BparoB Halluu.

While the book is conceived as a general
interpretation of events in France from the
onset of the Revolution through the fall of
Robespierre, it focuses above all on the
development of a political culture of violence
among the leadership, on the attitude or
mentalité, it will be argued, that preceded the
Terror and made the option of “state-
sponsored violence on an unprecedented scale”
seem almost inevitable and necessary.

Wnes nanHo# KHUTH — 00IIasi MHTEPIpETaLns
coObITuii BO @pannuu oT Havyasia Pepomomnmu
no nagenust Po6ecnbepa. OiHako, OCHOBHOE
BHUMAaHHE COCPEAOTOUYECHO HA PA3BUTHH
MOJUTHYECKON KYJIbTYphl HACUJIUS B
[IPaBUTEIBCTBE, HA OTHOLIEHUU WIH
MEHTAJIUTETE, KOTOPHBIH, KaK OyaeT
YTBEPKIAThCsl B IAJIbHEUILIEM, TTPEAILIECTBOBAI
Teppopy u npuBen K HEU30€KHOCTH U
HEOOXOMMOCTH «TOCYAAPCTBEHHOTO HACUIIHS
B OeCIpereICHTHBIX MacIITabaxy.

In some respects, the book might be seen as a
continuation of general reflections on the
course of the French Revolution.

JlanHyio paboTy MOKHO paccMaTpuBaTh B
HEKOTOPOM CMBICJIE€ KaK MPOJI0HKEHUE OOIITNX
pa3MbIIUICHHH 0 X01e PpaHIy3CKOi
PEBOJIIOLIUH.

Whereas an earlier study examined how the
French became Revolutionaries, this work
seeks to understand how they became
terrorists.

Ecnu B npenpinyiem ucciejoBaHuu
paccMaTpuBaIUCh IPUYUHBI CTAHOBJICHUS
rpaxzaad OpaHIUK KaK PEBOJIIOLIMOHEPOB, TO B
3TOW KHMTre OyIyT pacCMOTPEHBI TPUUMHBI UX
IIPEBPALICHUSI B TEPPOPUCTOB.

Three aspects of the book’s approach to the
subject need to be underlined from the outset.

C camoro Hayasia He0OOXOJUMO BBLAECTUTH TPU
aCIeKTa K M3y4EHHIO BOIIPOCa.

First, in the exploration of the origins of a
political culture of violence, considerable
emphasis is placed on the process of the
Revolution.

Bo-niepBbIX, B U3Yy4€HUN UCTOKOB
HOJUTUYECKON KYJIbTYpbl HACHIIUSA 0c000€
BHHUMaHUe yJensercs npoueccy Pesomtonun.

Part of the difficulty in understanding the
Revolutionaries is that theirs was a moving
reality in which values, perceptions, and
ideologies were continually developing and
transforming, often in a quite unpredictable
manner.

CoXHOCTh IOHUMAHUS PEBOJTIOIIMOHHOTO
JBUKEHUS YaCTUYHO 3aKJIFOYAETCSA B TOM, UTO
WX KU3Hb ObllIa U3MEHYHBOM, B KOTOPOI
LICHHOCTH, MHEHHS U UJEOJIOTUU ITOCTOSHHO
Pa3BUBAIUCH U TPAHCHOPMHUPOBAIHUCH, 9aCTO
COBEPILIEHHO HETPeICKa3yeMbIM 00pa3oM.

The Revolution was an extraordinarily
innovative and protean period in which little if
anything was scripted in advance.

PeBomrorust mpencraisia co00i HEOOBIYaitHO
HOBATOPCKU U MHOTOTPaHHBIN MEPHOI,
COOBITHS KOTOPOTO ObLTH MaJio
MpeIcKa3yeMbIMH, €CITM He3aIUIaHUPOBAHHBIMU
BOBCE.

New perspectives and understandings were
pieced together from a wide array of materials
from the past or were entirely innovated.

HoBrble B3rmsiip1 1 ipeACTaBiICHUS OBLITH JTHOO
coOpaHbI 13 MHOKECTBA MaTEPHAIIOB
MIPOIILJIOTO, JINOO OBLIH a0COFOTHO HOBBIMH.

Language was set adrift, as the relationship
between words and things was transformed.

SI3BIK CIIOBHO IUIBII IO TCUCHUIO, TaK KaK
CBSI3M MEXK]y CJIOBAMH U SIBICHUSIMU OBLITH
peoOpa3oOBaHBI.

A great many leaders were themselves
extraordinarily volatile, inconsistent, and

MHorue nuaepsl IBUKEHUS OTINYAIUCH
KpalHeW HENOCTOSIHHOCTBIO,




vacillating in their positions from week to
week and from month to month.

HETIOCJIeI0BATEILHOCTRIO U HEYBEPEHHOCTHIO
BO B3IJIsA/1aX, KOTOPbIE MEHSUIMCH OT HEJEIH K
HEJIeJIC U OT MECSIa K MECSILY.

Even social identities and the values on which
those identities were based were frequently
reexamined and sometimes reformed.

I[axce conuaJibHbIC HACHTHYHOCTH U LICHHOCTH,
Ha KOTOPBIX OHH ObLIH OCHOBAHBI, 4aCTO
NEepCCMaTpUBAJIMCh U UHOT 1A USMCHAJINCD.

Indeed, it seems likely that in the
Revolutionary dynamic no single array of
factors was operative at all times.

B PeBomrorinonHom nporiecce akTHIECKH HU
OJIMH U3 (haKTOPOB HE SABJISUICS MTOCTOSHHBIM.

The Revolution evolved, rather, in an irregular
fashion through a series of “phase changes,”
each initiated by unanticipated crises or events,
each entailing a distinct configuration of cause
and consequence.

MoxHO cka3artsb, 4To PeBontonns pa3BuBaiach
HEpaBHOMEPHO, uepe3 psl «(ha3oBbIX
M3MEHEHHIT», KaX/10€ U3 KOTOPBIX SBIISIIOCH
CJIEZICTBUEM HEIIPEJBUACHHBIX KPU3HCOB WU
COOBITHI, UMEIOIINX COOCTBEHHBIC TPUYHHBI U
CJICJICTBHSI.

Many historians and social scientists over the
years have gone astray by vaulting directly
from the beginning of the Revolution to the
Terror, with the unquestioned assumption that
the first led directly to the second and with
little appreciation for the importance of context
and sequence.

MHO0k€CTBO HUCTOPUKOB U COLIMOJIOIOB Ha
NPOTSKEHUHM MHOTHX JIET 3aXO/IMJIN B TYIHUK B
CBOMX HCCJIEJOBaHUSX, IEPEXOs
HEMOCPEeACTBEHHO OT Hauana PeBomtonuu k
Teppopy. YdeHsle pyKOBOICTBOBAIUCH
HEOCIIOPUMBIM YTBEPKJICHHEM, UTO IIEPBOE
SIBJISJIOCH CJIEICTBUEM BTOPOT'O, OJHAKO OHH HE
IpUaBaiy 3HAYCHHUs BaKHOCTH KOHTEKCTa U
I10CJIEI0BATEIbHOCTH COOBITUH.

Between interpretations based on the longue
durée of ideology or class struggle and on the
short term of immediate and imperious
“circumstances,” it is essential to explore the
“middle term,” and consider the extent to
which attitudes underlying the Terror
developed out of the Revolution itself.

Mexny uHTEpIIpeTalusiMHi, OCHOBAaHHBIMU HA
JIOJITOCPOYHOM MEPUOJIE UACOJTOTUU WU
KIJIaCCOBOM OOPHOBI M KPAaTKOCPOYHOM MIEPUOJIE
HEMOCPEICTBEHHBIX U UMITIEPATHBHBIX
«0OCTOSTENBCTBY, HEOOXOAUMO TIPOBECTH
HCCIIEIOBAHUE «CPEAMHHOIO MEPHOJIA» U
pPacCMOTpETh, B KAKOM CTEIEHU UIEH,
Jexane B ocHoBe Teppopa, pa3BUIINCh U3
camoit PeBommonuu.

The military officer Lazare Carnot, deputy to
the National Convention and member of the
Committee of Public Safety during the Terror,
put it succinctly: “A man does not begin as a
revolutionary; he becomes one.”

Jenyrar HannoHanmpHOro KOHBEHTA U YJIEH
Komurera o61uiecTBeHHOM 6€301MacHOCTH BO
Bpems Teppopa, Jlazap KapHo, Beipazuiics
KpaTko: «YenoBek He HAYMHAET ObITh
PEBOIIOMOHEPOM, OH IIPOCTO UM
CTAaHOBUTCS».

Second, while the present study takes into
account the full range of French urban and
rural society, it focuses in particular on the
political elites.

BO-BTOpI)IX, XOTs B JAHHOM HCCJICAOBaAHUN
YUUTBHIBAET BECh CIIEKTP TOPOICKOTO U
cenbcKoro obmectsa dpannuu, ocodoe
BHHUMAaHUE yJENSIEeTCS MOJIUTUYECKON dJIHTE.

Invariably our definition of such elites must be
somewhat elastic.

Hame onpenenenne naHHON 3JIUTHI JOJKHO
OBITH B HEKOTOPOW CTENEHH THOKUM.

We will consider under this rubric all those
men who were elected to national, regional, or
local offices after 1789 or who joined political
clubs.

3/1ech K 3TOMY KJIaCCy OTHOCSITCSI BCE
MY>KYHHBI, KOTOpbIE OBbLIN U30paHbl Ha
HallMOHAJIbHBIE, PETMOHATILHBIE HIIN
JIOKAJILHBIE TOoKHOCTH nociie 1789 roma minn
BCTYNHJIN B IOJIUTUYECKHE KITYOBI.

Two generations of scholarship have
demonstrated that the vast majority of

Hccnenosanus mociae1HUX ITOKOJIEHUN
II0Ka3ajiu, 4TO IIOAaBJIAIOIICC 6OJ'II:H_II/IHCTBO




leadership positions in the Revolution were
held by the urban “middle class” of the Old
Regime: nonprivileged male commoners —
those who were neither nobles nor clergymen
— whose occupations did not involve physical
labor.

PYKOBOSIIMX JOJDKHOCTEH B IEPHO/T
PeBoutroninm 3aHMMany npeacTaBUuTeNn
TOPOJICKOTO «cpeaHero kiacca» Craporo
pexuMa: HEMPUBUIICTUPOBAHHBIC MY>KUMHBI U3
MIPOCTOHAPO/IbSI, KOTOPHIC HE OTHOCHIIUCh HU K
apUCTOKPATHH, HU K LIEPKBH, a UX
JeATEILHOCTh He OblIa CBs3aHa ¢ (PU3NYECKUM

TPYAOM.

To be sure, a certain number of nobles and
priests also attained political positions in the
Revolution, and there was some variation
between those holding posts of national
responsibility in Paris and those serving in
regional, town, or neighborhood
administrations.

Pasymeercs, onpeneneHHOe Ynucio JBOPSH U
CBALLICHHUKOB TaK)Ke IIOJIy4aJI [TOJIMTUYECKUE
noipkHocTd. Kpome toro, cymecrsoBana
HEKOTOpasi pa3HULA MEXIY TEMHU, KTO 3aHUMaJl
OTBETCTBEHHBIE TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIE ITOCTHI B
[Tapuxe, 1 TeMH, KTO CIIy’KHJI B
PETMOHANIBHBIX, TOPOACKUX UM PaOHHBIX
YIPABJICHUSX.

Municipal elites might include a minority of
artisans and petty merchants, and at the village
level, leadership was often dominated by
wealthy landowning farmers.

MYHI/II_II/IHaHBHaFI 3JIMTa MOT'JIa BKJIFOYATh
HeOO0JIBIIOE KOJIMYECTBO PEMECICHHUKOB U
MCJIKUX TOPTOBLECB, 4 B pYKOBOJACTBE
ACPEBHAMHA YaCTO JOMUHHUPOBAJIN 3a)KUTOYHBIC
KPCCTBAHC.

Moreover, there was a certain evolution over
time that brought to power individuals
somewhat lower in the social hierarchy.

Kpome Toro, co BpeMeHeM Mpon30nuia
oIpezieJICHHast YBOJIONNS, KOTOpas IIpHBea K
BJIACTH MHIUBHJIOB, CTOSIINX HIKE B
COLIMAJIbHOW UepapXUH.

For the most part, however, the Revolutionary
political class was composed of “respectable,
urban professionals and tradesmen,” well
educated and generally born in the 1740s or
1750s.

Ho peBomoninoHHbIN TOJIMTHYECKUH KI1aCcC
COCTOSII IPEUMYILECTBEHHO U3 «yBaXKa€MbIX
TOPOJACKHUX KUTEJIEH U TOPrOBLEB)», KOTOPBIE
UMeIH Xopoliee 00pa3oBaHus U, KaKk IPaBUIIo,
pomwmiuch B 1740-x nnm 1750-x rogax.

The most important political clubs were
dominated by the same social group.

B Hanbonee BIUATEIBHBIX MOTUTHYECKUX
KJIy0ax JTOMHUHUPOBAIM MPEACTABUTEH OTHOM
Y TOM K€ COLMAIILHOU IPYIIIIBL.

Even the leadership of the neighborhood
councils or “sections” of Paris — commonly
associated with the sans-culottes —are known
to have come primarily from the educated
middle classes.

N3BecTHO, UTO Make PyKOBOJICTBO PAailOHHBIX
COBETOB WIH «cekuuii» [lapuxa, koTopbie
0OBIYHO aCCOIMUPYIOTCS C CAaHKIOJIOTAaMU, B
OCHOBHOM COCTOSIJIO U3 00pa30BaHHBIX
MPEJICTABUTEIIEN CPETHETO KI1acca.

This dominance of male social elites is
scarcely surprising.

Takoe mpeBOCXOACTBO MYCKOW COIMATBHOMN
DJINTHI 03KUIAEMO.

Through 1792 elected positions at all levels
were restricted by law to men who paid a
significant minimum tax.

Jlo 1792 rona BeIOOpHBIE TOJDKHOCTH Ha BCEX
YPOBHSIX OBLTH OTpaHUYEHBI 3aKOHOM. X
MOTJIA 3aHUMATh TOJIBKO MYXYHHBI, KOTOPHIS
TJIATUJIM 3HAYUTENIbHBI MUHUMAJIbHBINA HAJIOT.

Even after that date leadership was often
limited to those who could afford to devote
sufficient time to public functions and who
were not tied to the day to day necessities of
making a living.

W naxxe mocie 1792 ronga qOImKHOCTH
3aHHUMAJIM TOJBKO T€, KTO MOT II03BOJIUTH ce0e
YAETATH TOCTAaTOYHO BPEMEHHU OOIIECTBEHHBIM
JcjiaM " HE 61:1.]1 OTAT'OLICH IMOBCCAHCBHBIMU
3a00TaMu O MPOMTUTAHUH.

It was also limited to those who possessed
functional literacy.

Kannunate! Ha JOIKHOCTD TAKXKE TOJKHEI
ObLTH 00JaaTh Y3KOMPOo(eCcCHOHATbHON
IPaMOTHOCTBIO.




In fact, on the eve of the Revolution, only
slightly over one-half of all men in France
were able to sign their names on their acts of
marriage, and only a far smaller percentage
had the schooling necessary to assume
positions of civic responsibility.

JelicTBuTENbHO, HaKaHyHe PeBomtonuu aumb
9yTh OOJIBIIIE TTOJIOBUHBI MY>KYUH BO DpaHInu
MOTJIM BIIMCATh CBOM UMEHA B aKTax o Opake, U
€l1e MEHBIINMI IPOLEHT )KUTEJIEH UMEIl
o0OpasoBaHue, HEOOXOIUMOE JIJISE TOTO, YTOOBI
3aHUMAaTh OTBETCTBEHHBIE TPAXKTAHCKUE
JOJKHOCTH.

Overall, those individuals capable of holding
leadership posts represented only about one-
fifth of the male population of Revolutionary
Paris and a substantially smaller proportion
elsewhere in the country.

B pe3ynbTare, TONBKO OJHA I1ATas 4YacTh
My>KCKOro Hacenenus [lapuxa B nmepuon
PEBOJIFOLIMH MOTJIa 3aHUMATh PYKOBOJISIIINE
JOJDKHOCTH. B Apyrux yacTsax cTpaHbl JaHHBIN
MoKa3aTeb Obl TOpa3i0 MEHbIIIE.

As for women, there can be no doubt that those
of all classes closely followed the Revolution.

Yro kacaercs KECHIIMH, TO, HCCOMHEHHO,
MMPEACTAaBUTCIbHUIBI BCEX KJIIACCOB
BHHMMATCJIbHO CJICANIIN 3a XOA0M PCBOHIOI_[Heﬁ.

On occasion, through their writings, through
their participation in popular societies, through
their presence in demonstrations and revolts,
they measurably influenced the course of
events.

B oTnenpHBIX cilydasix, )KEHIIUHbBI BIMSUIA Ha
COOBITHS Uepe3 CBOU TPY/bl, yUyacTHE B
HApOJIHBIX COOOIIECTBaX, MPUCYTCTBHE HA
JIEMOHCTpALUAX U BOCCTAaHHSIX.

Indeed, we will underscore the veritable
“feminist moment” in the spring and summer
of 1793, when a significant number of women
in Paris and the larger provincial towns
achieved a remarkable level of political
consciousness and activism.

BakHO MOJUepKHYTh HCTUHHBIA «MOMEHT
(demuHM3Ma» BecHOM u ietoM 1793 rona,
KOT/1a 3HAYUTEIBHOE YMCIIO KEHIINH B
[Tapmxe 1 KpYIMHBIX TPOBUHIHMATBHBIX
rOpoAax JOCTUTIIH BBIAAIOLIETOCS YPOBHS
MOJIUTHYECKOTO CO3HAHUS M aKTUBHOCTH.

During these years they were granted social
and economic rights that would have been
scarcely imaginable in 1789.

B 5TH roap! M ObLTH TIPEOCTABICHBI
COIMATTLHBIC U IKOHOMUYECKHE MTPaBa,
KOTOpPBIE BPS TU MOXKHO OBLJIO MIPE/ICTABUTH B
1789 rony.

But women never attained — and only rarely
sought — the right to vote or hold office.

Ho xeHIMHBI HUKOTJa HE ,Z[O6I/IB8.J'II/ICB, a
JIMIOb U3pEAKa 3alipaliBaliv IpaBa
T'0JIOCOBATh MW 3aHUMATH IMOJIUTHYCCKHUC
JOJIXKHOCTH.

While they must and will be taken into
account, the primary focus will be on the
Revolution’s male institutional leadership.

HecmoTtps Ha TO, 4TO MHTEPECHI KEHCKOTO
HaceJIeHUs JJOJDKHBI U B lajibHeleM OyayT
YUYTEHbI, OCHOBHOE BHUMaHUE Oy/IeT yAeIeHO
MY>KCKOMY MHCTUTYIIHOHAJIbHOMY
pykoBoacTBy Peosronuu.

Third, the present study examines not only the
political and institutional activities of the elites
but also the evolving mindset that motivated
and energized those activities.

B-TpeTbux, B JaHHOM HCCIET0BaHUU
paccMaTpuBaeTCs HE TOJBKO MOJIUTUYECKAS U
WHCTUTYIIMOHANIbHAS IESITeTbHOCTD
MPEACTABUTENCH DITUTHI, HO U TIOCTOSTHHO
pa3BUBAIOIIEECS MBILIJIEHUE, KOTOPOE
MOTHBHPOBAJIO U HAIIOIHSIIO DHEPTHUEH JTaHHOE
JIBIJKCHHE.

In order to understand the development of a
political culture of violence, we will argue, it is
necessary to explore the psychology of the
Revolutionary leaders — as others have
attempted to understand the psychology of the
masses and the crowds.

MBI yTBEpKIaeM, 4TO UCCIIEI0BAHNE
TICUXOJIOTUU JINACPOB PCBOHIOLII/II/I, KaK "1
JIPYTHE NONBITKHA UCCIIEJOBAHUS IICUXOJIOTUI
MacCC U TOJIIIBI HGOGXOIII/IMI:I JJIA IIOHUMaHUsA
IpoLecca pa3BUTHs MOJTUTUYECKOU KYIbTYPBI
Hacuius.




In broaching this issue, we do not intend to
adopt a preconceived theoretical framework.

MBI Takxke He HaMEpPEHbI OCHOBBIBAThHCS Ha
CYIIECTBYIOIIMUX TEOPUSX IPU HCCIIETOBAHUU
JTAHHOT'O BOIIpOcCa.

“Psychology” is used here in a general sense to
evoke the mental states and emotions, the
mentalité of those who lived through the
period.

[Tonstue «lIcuxonorus» UCHOJIB3YETCS B
JAaHHOHM paboTe B OOIIEM CMBICIIE C IEBIO
nepeayn MICUXUIECKOTO COCTOSTHUS, SMOIUH 1
MEHTAJUTET T€X, KTO KW B 3TOT IEPHO/I.

Historians often assume that the behavior of
the Revolutionary leaders was always
rationally calculated, whether in the effort to
logically reconstruct the state and society, to
advance their career or faction, or to
implement one or another coherent ideology.

Cpenu HCTOPUKOB NOIYJISIPHO
IPEIOJI0KEHNE O TOM, YTO TIOBEJICHUE
muaepoB PeBomorum Bceraa 0110
paIMOHAIBLHO TPOCYUTAHHBIM, OYIb TO
CTPEMJIEHHE JIOTUUYECKH I1EPECTPOUTD
rocy/1apcTBO U OOLIECTBO, IPOABUHYTH
(bpakuuo Wim camoro ce0si, UM BHEAPUTH Ty
WIM WHYIO TOCJIEeIOBATENIbHYIO HIC0JIOTHIO.

Yet emotion could play a significant role in
actions and decisions.

OpnHako, YMOLIMK MOTYT UIPaTh 3HAYUTEIIbHYIO
pOJIb B MX JEUCTBUSIX U PELICHHUSIX.

For those who have never lived through a
revolution, it is easy to overlook how
disconcerting, unsettling, and painful such an
experience can be.

Tewm, KTO HUKOT/Ia HE MTEPEIKUBAIT PEBOJTIOIIHIO,
CJI05KHO 0CO3HATh, HACKOJIBKO
00€CKypaXUBAIOIINM, TPEBOKHBIM U
00JI€3HEHHBIM MOKET OBITEH IMOTOOHBIH OMBIT.

At a time when so many everyday assumptions
were being reassessed or overthrown, anxiety
and fear, anger and the desire for revenge,
shame and humiliation could all come into play
in both individual and collective behavior.

B To0 Bpems, KorJia Tak MHOTO OOBIYHBIX
MPEJICTABIICHUI MOABEPTaiOCh MEPEOIICHKE
WJIM HU3BEPrajaoch, TPEBOra, CTPax, THEB,
JKE€JIAHUE OTOMCTUTb, CTBHII U YHUKEHUE MOTJIN
MPOSIBUTHCS KaK B MHJIUBUAYAJIBHOM, TaK U B
KOJIUISKTUBHOM MOBEACHHUU.

Indeed, during periods of great stress, there
was often a volatility of emotions among both
the elites and the masses, a rapid alternation
between joy and anguish, empathy and hatred.

Bbonee TOT0, B ICPHUOABLI CUIIBHOTO CTpECCa
qacCTo Ha6J'IIOI[aJ'IaCL OMOIIMOHAJIbHaA
HGyCTOfI‘IHBOCTB KaK Cp€Iu DJIUThI, TaK U
cpeau Macc, 6BICTpOG qepeaoBaHuC padoCTH U
CTpagaHus, COUYBCTBUA M HCHABUCTH.

The French Revolution, we shall argue, was
quite unanticipated, at least before 1787, and
the men to whom power devolved, the
architects of the new regime, were long forced
to grope for a consistent policy and a coherent
ideology.

Me1 yTBepxkaaem, uro @paniry3ckas
pEBOIONIKSA, ObLTa COBEPIIIEHHO
HENPEIBUICHHBIM SIBJIEHUEM, 110 KpallHen
Mepe, 1o 1787 rona, u 11014, K KOTOPHIM
Iepelia BjacTb, CTPOUTENIN HOBOT'O PEXUMA,
OBLITM BBIHYK/IEHBI JIOJTO CO3/aBaTh
MOCJIeI0BATENbHYIO MOJIUTUKY U MOHSATHYIO
HACOJIOTHIO.

The great majority might agree on the general
goals of “liberty” and “equality,” and they
might adopt those goals with all the conviction
and enthusiasm of the newly converted.

[Tonapnstoiee OONBIIMHCTBO MOTJIO
COTJIACUTBHCS C OOLIUMHU LEISIMHU «CBOOOIBI»
«pPAaBEHCTBa» U MPUHATH UX CO BCEH
yOeXIEHHOCTBIO M SHTY3Ua3MOM
HOBOOOpAITICHHBIX.

But the application of these principles in a
society quite unaccustomed to the reality of
such values, the determination of the
boundaries of liberty, the limits of equality,
and the reconstruction of a new regime in the
midst of an old would all prove extraordinarily
challenging.

Ho npuMeHeHne TaHHBIX TPUHITATIOB B
O6HIGCTBC, COBepIHeHHO HerI/IBBIKIHeM K
TaKUM IOCHHOCTAM, OHpGI[eJIeHI/IC I‘paHI/II_[
CBOOO/IBI M PAaBEHCTBA, BOCCO3JTaHUE HOBOTO
pexxnma Ha (POHE CTAPOTO - BCE ITO OKAKETCS
HeOoOBIYaliHO CJIIOKHOM 3a1ayeii.




All major revolutions are invariably
destabilizing, because they involve a process of
tearing down and transition, with lengthy
periods of interregnum when the old regime
has been discredited but the new is still
struggling to assert its legitimacy.

Bce 3HauuTenbHbIE PEBOTIOIMHA HEU3MEHHO
HapyImaT paBHOBECHE B 00IIECTBE, IIOCKOJIBKY
OHHM BKJIIOYAIOT B ce0sl Mpoliecc pa3pylieHus u
IIepex0/1a, C JUIMTEIbHBIMU [IEPHUOJaMHU
MEXIyLIapCTBUS, KOTJa I0BEpPHUE K CTApOMy
pEeXUMY IOTEPSIHO, @ HOBBII BCE €LIE MbITAETCS
YTBEPJUTH CBOIO JIETUTUMHOCTb.

The task can become even more daunting with
the emergence of counterrevolutionary
movements that fundamentally repudiate the
new value system.

3aa4a yCJI0)KHUTCA B CBSA3H C IOSIBJICHUEM
KOHTPPEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIX IBUKEHUH, KOTOpBIE B
KOPHE OTBEPraloT HOBYIO CUCTEMY LIEHHOCTEH.

While some revolutionaries rapidly evolve into
confident true believers, a great many others
are plagued by doubts, uncertainty, and
mistrust.

B 10 BpeMs kak 0JJHU pEBOIIOIIMOHEPHI
OBICTPO IPEBPALLAIOTCS B YOCXKIEHHBIX
IPUBEPKEHIIEB PEKUMA, MHOTUX JIPYTHX
My4arOoT COMHEHUs, HEYBEPEHHOCTb U
HEJI0BEpHE.

Both social psychologists and neuroscientists
have underscored the tight link in human
behavior between cognition and affect,
between reason and emaotion.

ColupianbHble ICUXOJIOTH H HEBPOJIOTH
OTMEYAIOT TECHYIO B3aMOCBSI3b B
YeJI0BEYECKOM MMOBEACHHH MEXK/Y TO3HAHHEM
1 apexrom, pa3syMOM U SMOIHSIMHU.

Such emotions are mediated by cultural rules
and expectations and are modified over time
through close interaction between individuals
in an “emotional community” — to use the
concept elaborated by Barbara Rosenwein.

CornacHo koHuenmuu bapoapel Po3enBeiiH ,
SMOLIMM OMOCPEIOBAHBI KYJIbTYPHBIMU
npaBwiIamMu U oxxugaHusiMu. Co BpeMeHEeM OHU
W3MEHSIOTCS B PE3YJIBTATE TECHOTO
B3aUMOJICUCTBUS MEXAY JIOJIbMU B
«3IMOIMOHAJIEHOM COOOIIECTBEY.

Moreover, collective emotions are part and
parcel of the phenomenon of rumor — its
generation, its propagation, and its
transformation within the society.

Bbonee Toro, KOJUIEKTUBHBIE IMOLIUU SBIISIOTCS
HEOThEMJIEMOH YacThIO (PEHOMEHA CITYXOB - UX
NIOPOKJEHUS, PACIIPOCTPAHEHUS U
TpaHc(opmalu B 0OIECTBE.

In times of great stress such rumors can
transcend sociocultural class and cross between
emotional communities that are normally
separate.

Bo BpeMs1 CHIIBHOTO HaIIpsKEHUsS JaHHBIE
CIIyXU MOTYT BBIXOJUTH 32 PaMKH
COLIMOKYJIBTYPHOI'O KJIACCa U IEPEeCceKaThCst
MEX/1y SMOLMOHAILHBIMHA COOOIIECTBAMH,
KOTOpbIE OOBIYHO pa3/IeCHBI.

Thus, the fear, suspicion, and anger of the
masses can play a significant role in elite
revolutionary behavior.

Takum 006pa3om, cTpax, MoJ03pEHUE U THEB
Macc MOTYT UTpaTh 3HAYUTEIHHYIO POJIb B
PEBOJIIOIMOHHOM MMOBCACHWH DJINTHI.

The role of emotions in the coming of the
Terror has not been entirely ignored by
scholars.

YueHble YUUTHIBAIU POJIb SMOILIMH B
HacTyIuieHuu Teppopa.

The great historian Georges Lefebvre was well
aware of their importance, and in recent years
William Reddy and Sophie Wahnich have
written thoughtful essays on the question.

Benukwuit uctopux XKopx Jlepenp ocoznasain
WX 3HAYEHUE, a B IOCIIETHNE TOJIbI Y WIIbSIM
Pennu n Copu Banuin npoBoauiu nmogo0HbIe
HCCIIEI0OBAHMS TAaHHOTO BOIIPOCA.

However, the present study seeks to go beyond
the concept of the undifferentiated “sentiment”
proposed by most recent authors and to focus
on the impact of specific emotions.

OnHako HacTosIIee UCCIIeJOBAHUE CTPEMUTCS
BBIMTH 32 paMKH KOHIIETIIUN OJTHOOOPa3HOTO
«HACTPOEHUS, MPEI0KEHHON
OOJILIITUHCTBOM BBHIIICYITOMSHYTBIX aBTOPOB, U
COCpeILOTO‘{I/ITbCH Ha BJIIUSIHUU KOHerTHLIX
SMOIIUH.




Considerable attention will be given to the
enthusiasm and fervor in the Revolution, to the
intensity of conviction, to the “supernatural
effects” of liberty and equality.

3HauuTeNIbHOE BHUMaHKE OyIeT yJEeIeHO
SHTY3Ua3My U BOOAYIIEBIEHUIO PeBoonuu,
HaANPSHKEHHOCTU YOeXKICHUH,
«CBEPXBECTECTBCHHBIM PE3yJIbTaTaM»
cBO0OO/IBI 1 PAaBEHCTBA.

But in our effort to understand the mentality of
the Terror, particular emphasis will be placed
on the emotion of fear and the specific
contingencies that engendered such fear.

Ho B Hammx nomneITKax NOHATh MEHTAIUTET
Teppopa, ocoboe BHUMaHUE OYAET yAeIeHO
CTpaxy U KOHKPETHBIM OOCTOSATEIHCTBAM,
KOTOPBIE €r0 MOPOKIAAIH.

Indeed, the argument will be made that fear
was one of the central elements in the origins
of Revolutionary violence: fear of invasion,
fear of chaos and anarchy, fear of revenge.

Hamu Gyner BbIiBUHYTA UI€s O TOM, YTO
cTpax ObUI OTHUM U3 LIEHTPAJIbHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB
B UCTOKAaX PEBOJIFOLIMOHHOIO HACWIIMS: CTPax
BTOP’KECHMS, Xa0Ca, AHAPXUU U MECTH.

Moreover, as we shall discover, the
psychology of the Revolution was increasingly
characterized by a predominant fear of
conspiracy, a belief that would be a major
factor in the emergence of anger and hatred
among the elites and in the imposition of state -
sponsored violence and repression.

Bonee Toro, Mbl Bckope 0OHapyX HM,
ncuxojiorust Pesomonnu Bee 60sb1e
XapaKTepU30Ballach IPE00IaAAI0UINM CTPAXOM
3aroBopa, Bepoi, KOTOpasi CTAaHET OCHOBHBIM
(hakTOpOM BO3HHUKHOBEHUS THEBA U HEHABUCTH
CpEeAM INUTHI U BBEIEHUS ITOOLIPSEMOTO
roCyJapCTBOM HACHJIUS U PENIPECCUM.

By 1793 this “paranoid style of politics”— to
use the term of Richard Hofstadter— was no
longer an episodic reaction to individual cases
of counterrevolutionary plots — for which
demonstrable evidence had been uncovered—
but an obsessional fear of a ubiquitous,
monolithic “grand conspiracy.”

K 1793 rony 3T0oT «t1apaHOuJaIbHBIN
MOJIUTUYECKUH CTUJIBY - TEpMUH Puuapna
Xodmraarepa, SBISIICS YK€ HE CydaiHOM
peakiueil Ha OTJeNbHBIC CIIyYan
KOHTPPEBOJIIOIIMOHHBIX 3aIOBOPOB,
JTIOKa3aTeNIbCTB KOTOPBIX TaK U HE ObLIO
HalJIEHO, a HaBsI3YMBBIM CTPaXoM Iepes
BE3/IECYIIIUM, MOHOJIUTHBIM «BEJTMKHUM
3aroBOPOMY.

Virtually all of the difficulties encountered by
the Revolutionaries would be attributed to the
actions of a few omnipotent figures
manipulating the strings behind a veil of
secrecy.

[IpakTryecku Bce TPYAHOCTH, C KOTOPBIMH
CTOJIKHYJIUCH PEBOJIFOLUOHEPHI, MOTTIN
OOBSACHATHCS AEUCTBUSAMU HECKOJIBKUX
BCEMOT'YIIUX JIULI, TAWHO YIPABISAIOIIHUX BCEM
ITPOLIECCOM.

In our effort to comprehend the violent events
of the Revolution, we must seek to understand
how it was that the Terrorists themselves felt
terrorized.

[IbITasick OCMBICIUTD HACUJILCTBEHHBIE
COOBITHS PEBOJIIOLINN, HEOOXOAUMO
MONBITATHCS MOHATh, KAK UMEHHO CaMU
TEPPOPHUCTHI YyBCTBOBAIH CEOsI )KEPTBAMHU

Teppopa.

Any history that hopes to take into account
both the rational and the emotional repertoires
of Revolutionary behavior invariably confronts
the problem of sources.

JIro6oi uccrnenoBaresb B MOMBITKaX YU4€CTh
panroHaibHbIE U YMOLMOHAIbHbIE ACTIEKTHI
MOBEICHHSI PEBOJIOIIOHEPOB, HEM3MEHHO
CTAJIKUBAETCS C MPOOIEMOI HCTOYHHUKOB.

The present study makes use of a wide range of
manuscript and printed documents, including
parliamentary debates, newspapers, and
brochures.

[Ipu HanMcanuu JaHHOM PabOTHI UCIIOIB30BaH
IIMPOKHIA CIIEKTP PYKOITMCHBIX U TIEYATHBIX
JOKYMEHTOB, BKJIFOYasl MapJaMEeHTCKUE
nebathl, ra3eThl U OPOIIOPHI.

But of particular importance are the
contemporary series of letters and diaries of
some seventy or eighty individuals who
experienced the events of the Revolution
directly.

Ho oco0oe 3Hauenne IMEIOT MUCbMa U
JTHEBHUKH TTPUMEPHO CEMUICCITH WU
BOCBMHACCATH UYCIIOBCK, Hepe)KI/IBIJ_II/IX
coOrITHA PeBosmronuu.




The sustained use of correspondence in a study
of this kind may strike the reader as surprising.

HeHOCpeI[CTBeHHOG HCIIOJIBb30BaHHUEC
NEPCIUCKU B UCCICIOBAHUN TAKOT'O poaa
MOXET YAVMBUTHb YUTATCIIA.

In general, when historians look to personal
testimonies, they are far more likely to draw on
the memoirs or “histories” of contemporaries.

B nenom, npu oOpalieHuu K IMYHBIM
CBH/IETEJILCTBAM, TOPA3/10 Yallle UCIIOJIb3YOTCS
MeMyaphl UJIU «MCTOPUN» COBPEMEHHHUKOB.

The memoirs of Talleyrand, Alexandre
Lameth, Bertrand Barére, Paul Barras,
MarieJeanne Roland, and the marquis de
Ferri¢res were called on repeatedly by
nineteenth- and twentieth-century historians.

Hcropuku XIX u XX BEeKOB HEOTHOKPATHO
oOpamanuch kK Memyapam TaneiipaHa,
Aunexcanjnpa Jlamera, beprpana bapepa, Ilosns
bappaca, Mapu->Kanns! Ponan u mapkusa ne
depphbe.

Consisting of preconstructed narratives,
already sorted and organized, such materials
are relatively easy to access and integrate, and
we will have occasion to consult a certain
number.

Takue matepuanbl UMEIOT IOCTPOEHHOE U
CTPYKTYPUPOBaHHOE II0BECTBOBAHUE, OHU
JIETKOJJOCTYIIHBI U UHTETpUpyeMbI. B
JaJIbHEUIIIEM MBI 00paTUMCS K HEKOTOPBIM U3
HUX.

Unfortunately, however, most memoirs were
written twenty or thirty years after the events
described, and all were subject to the
transformative effects of memory.

K coxanenuto, 60IbIIMHCTBO MEMYapOB ObLIO
HAIKMCaHO Yepe3 JIBA/IATh UK TPUALATD JIET
MIOCTIE OMMCHIBAEMBIX COOBITHI, U BCE OHU
I10JIBEP>KEHBI Peo0pa3yronieMy BO3IeHCTBUIO
namsITH.

Letters, by contrast, are more difficult to use.

B npoTHBOION0KHOCT MEMYapaM, NUCbMa
IPEJCTABISIFOT OOJIBIIYIO CIIOKHOCTD ISt
aHaIMn3a.

They typically wander over a wide range of
topics, interspersing accounts of political
events with personal observations of all kinds
— family news, health problems, local gossip,
or instructions concerning a farm or a business.

OHu 00BIYHO OXBATHIBAIOT IIUPOKHUIT KPYT TEM.
Pacckasbl 0 HOTUTHYECKUX COOBITUSIX
MEPEMEeXKAIOTCS C TNYHBIMU HAOIIOICHUSMH -
ceMeHHbIE HOBOCTH, TPOOJIEMBI CO 3I0POBBEM,
MECTHBIE CIUIETHH, YKa3aHUs, KaCAIOIIUECS
CEJIBCKOT0 X0351CTBA WIIM TOPTOBJIH.

Yet day to day accounts of this kind by
thoughtful contemporaries, presenting
observations and opinions without
foreknowledge, can provide rich insight into
the development and dynamic of the
Revolution.

TeMm He MeHee, 1Tog00HbIE OObIIEHHBIE
paccka3bl COBPEMEHHHUKOB MEPEAAI0T
HaOJIIOIEHNS ¥ MHEHHUS 0€3 KaKkoro-inodo
MPOTHO3UPOBAHUS U MOTYT MPEAOCTaBUTh
MIOJTHOE MPEJICTABIICHUE O Pa3BUTHHU
Pepomronmm.

They can be especially valuable for our
understanding of the impact of emotions.

[TucpMma Takxke MOTyT OBITH OCOOEHHO
LICHHBIMH I TOHUMAaHHS 3HAYEHHS
SMOIIMOHAIBHOT'O BO3JIEUCTBHS.

The eighteenth century was, after all, a golden
age of correspondence.

B xonne xonmos, XVIII Bex ObL1 3010ThIM
BEKOM TIEPETTHCKH.

Much more than in our own century of
electronic media, letter writing between friends
and loved ones was a serious enterprise, as
individuals passed along in the form of an
ongoing conversation the impressions and
information they felt were most important.

B cpaBHEHMH C TEKyLIEH IPOU 2JIEKTPOHHBIX
TEXHOJIOTHI MepenucKa MeXIy Jpy3bsIMU U
O65u3KUMU Obl1a 0oJiee Cepbe3HbBIM SBICHHUEM,
MTOCKOJIBKY JIFOJIU PacCcKa3bIBaJId O CBOUX
BIIEYATIICHUAX COOECEIHUKY U TIepeiaBaIn
Han0OoJjee BaKHYI0 HHPopMaIuio B hopme
HENPEPHIBHOIO JUAJIOTA.

Of course, no two sets of letters are the same.

Pa3ymeercs, He cymecTByeT IByX OJANHAKOBBIX
HaOOPOB MHCEM.

Much depended on the specific relationship
between individual writers and their

MpHoroe 3aBuceno 0T B3aUMOOTHOIICHUI
MEXTy KOHKPETHBIMU COOCCeTHUKAMH, U, K




correspondents, and unfortunately we usually
have only one side of the “conversation.”

COJKaJICHHIO, ITPH U3yYCHUHN MATEPHAIIOB
yUYEHBIE OOBIYHO MOTYT U3YYUTh TOJIBKO OJHY
CTOPOHY «IHAJIOTa».

In general we have given preference to longer
and sustained exchanges between close friends,
colleagues, or relatives.

B nanHoM uccrnenoBanuu Obl1a U3yuyeHa
PEUMYIIECTBEHHO JJIUTeNbHAs epernrcKa
MEXTy OJU3KUMHU JIPY3bSIMH, KOJIETaMH UITH
POJICTBEHHUKAMHU.

Such letters are particularly useful, moreover,
when they are read “in series,” when one
compares the reactions and impressions
conveyed by several different witnesses who
passed through the same experiences.

ITomoOHBIe THCEMA OCOOEHHO MMOJIE3HBI IS
Haykd. Boiee TOro, mpu «mociieaoBaTeIbHOM
YTCHHUHU MOXXHO CpaBHI/ITB peaKI_II/II/I nu
BIIEUATIIEHUS HECKOIBKHUX CBHJIETENEH,
HpOH_IeIIHlI/IX qepes OJWH U TOT K€ OIIBIT.

Used in this manner, series of letters allow us
to integrate a kind of “microhistory” into our
macrohistorical account, where the
microhistories in question are not of local
regions or villages but of the experiences of
specific individuals.

Takum 006pa3om, nmepenucka mo3BosSET
HCTOPUKAM ITPUCOETUHUTH CBOETO POJia
«MHKPOHMCTOPHIO» B MAKPOUCTOPHUCCKHUI
OTYeT, B KOTOPOM BHHUMAaHUE yJIEJICHO HE
pEeruoHaM CTpaHbl, @ ONBITY KOHKPETHBIX
JIFOJICHA.

The sets of correspondence examined here
represent a variety of social milieus, men and
women, commoners and nobles, Parisians and
provincials.

PaccmoTpenHbIe B JAHHOM UCCIIEOBAHUU
UChMa 0TOOPaKAIOT MPEICTABUTENICH Pa3HBIX
COOOIIIECTB: MY>KYMH U KEHIINH,
MIPOCTOTIOJIMHOB U JIBOPSIH, IAPHKaH U
YKUTeJIeH TPOBUHITUY.

They include deputies, magistrates, publishers,
businessmen, retirees, wives of officials, and
soldiers on their way to the front.

Cpe;m HHUX TAaKXC BbIACIAIOTCA YHHOBHUKH,
MUPOBBIC CYAbHU, KHUT'OU3ATCIIN,
OpeaApUHUMATEIN, IICHCHUOHCPHI, JKCHBI
YMHOBHHUKOB U COJIAATHI, OTIIPABJIAOIIHUECA HaA

(pOHT.

With only a few exceptionsu— notably
Georges Couthon, Pierre Vergniaud, and
Gilbert Romme— the correspondents led
relatively modest lives, largely forgotten by
historians.

3a peIKMM MCKJIFOUEHUEM - B YACTHOCTH,
XKopxa Kyrona, [Ibepa Bepubo u XKusbepa
PoMMa — aBTOpBI TUCEM BEIIU OTHOCUTEIIBHO
CKPOMHYIO KM3Hb, B OCHOBHOM 3a0BITYIO
UCTOPUKAMU.

Though they might well take passionate
positions on specific events, they were
ultimately observers rather than players.

Hecmotps Ha TO, 4TO OHU BIOJTHE MOTIIN
MMETH BIIOJIHE YETKOE MHEHHE B OTHOIIEHUHN
KOHKPETHBIX COOBITHH, B KOHEYHOM UTOTE OHU
OBLIH CKOpee HAaOMI0AaTesIMH, YeM
YYaCTHUKAMHU.

Indeed, relatively few personal letters are
preserved for Robespierre, Danton, Barnave,
Saint-Just, Barére, Brissot, and many of the
other major leaders.

be3ycinoBHO, COXPaHNUIOCH OTHOCUTEIBHO
MaJlo TUYHBIX HceM PoGecnibepa, JlanToHa,
bapnaga, Cen-Krocra, bapepa, bpucco u
MHOTHX JIPYI'MX KPYIHBIX JUIEPOB.




