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Abstract

The article analyzes the specific features of the relationship between M.O. Menshikov and S.A.
Tolstaya reflected in the notes written by the essay writer and the countess, their correspondence,
essays, and memoirs. The peculiarities of how Menshikov depicted the personality of Tolstaya are
described. The research shows how the perception of Tolstaya by the essay writer was changing in

close connection with his comprehension of L.N. Tol st
of hisviews. Thearticleadds t o the image of the writerds wife; b a
out that Menshi kovds essays were of great interest to

in the family circle up to 1916.
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Introduction

At the current stage of the development of journalism history, scholars put a lot of
effort into studying the legacy of a famous Russian essay writer Mikhail Osipovich
Menshikov (18597 1918). The processes that are taking place include comprehension of the
cultural dialog between the journalist and his contemporaries in the late 19th and early 20th
centuries, analysis of his political, social, literary, critical, philosophical, and futuristic views,
active exploration of his biography and artistic legacy, identification of the strengths and
weaknesses of his essays, and determining the significance of his works for the modern
time.

From the perspect i ve of comprehension of Menshi kovds
extremely important to explore his close cooperation with the most outstanding men of letters
of his time: N.S. Leskov, A.P. Chekhov, and L.N. Tolstoy.

In the last decade of the 19th century, thoughtful readers saw Menshikov as an
interesting and sincere conversationalist. The Tolstoy family were avid readers. Articles by

Menshi kov published in Gaideburovédés populist tit
the magazine fHRKoi zlkksipeacaNadlély those connected wi
(AThe 13th volume of Count L. N. Tol stoyds writin
Tol stoy. Wi t h respect t o the 40t h anniversary
consciencedd t(odetvibd -Amcttiivwilteyoi Nmyw Count L. N. Tol st
astrayo (devoted to the short story ifMaster an
iMi st akes of fearo (1896), etc.) were noticed ani
other works did not only encourage Menshikov to grow closer with Tolstoy but also allowed
him to enter the writerés family circle.

The relationship between Menshikov and Tolstoy, their correspondence, literary and
socio-pol i tical di al og, ceaomMenshikoe representtthe subject mattef | u e n
of a few large scientific works?. However, Tolstoybs wife has near|

by researchers as a member of relationships wit
works, there are articles, letters, and notebooks where the essay writer reflected upon the

figure of Sophia Andreyevna Tolstaya. In the diaries, notes, and correspondence of the great
writerods wif e, there are also a | ot of referenc
work.

Methods

In the course of the study, such empirical methods were used as observation and
sampling of textual sources from archives of newspapers, journals, and scientific literature
looking at this topic. The comparative method was also important within the framework of
this research and allowed us to identify the dif:
and S.A. Tolstaya.

1 D. V. Zhavoronkov, Pisatel i ego kritik: pisma M. O. Menshikova L. N. Tolstomu 1890-nachala 1900

gg. Filologiya: nauchnye issledovaniya num 3 (2018): 75189. Retrieved from:
https://nbpublish.com/library_read_article.php?id=26881; G. V. Zhirkov, Se chel o
Publitsisticheskoe slovo L. N. Tolstogo k cheloveku i chelovechestvu: Monograph (Moscow: Flinta,

2019); N. I. Krizhanovsky, Publitsistika M.O. Menshikova v kontekste kritiko-filosofskoi mysli rubezha

19 i 20 vekov: Monograph (Armavir: RIO AGPA, 2012); S. M. Sankova y A. S. Orlov, Mikhalil

Menshikov (St. Petersburg: Nauka, 2017)yV.B. Tr of i mova, #fAM. O. Menshi kov ka
Literaturovedcheskii zhurnal num 35 (2014): 1981 224.

PH. D. (C) NIKOLAY IGOREVICH KRIZHANOVSKY / DR. YURI MIKHAILOVICH PAVLOV / LIC. OLGA ALEKSEEVNA DOROFEEVA
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The close connection of the explored issue with the biographies of the above-
mentioned people and the need for analysis of the cultural atmosphere conditioned the
usage of the biographical and culture-historical methods. In the course of work with texts
written by Menshikov, S.A. Tolstaya, and L.N. Tolstoy, techniques of linguistic and
typological analysis were used.

Results

The research identifies the difference in the attitude of a famous Russian essay writer
Menshikovto L.N. Tolstoyand S.A. Tolst aya. The article shows the evo
Vi ews on T o phkilbsophiéak starsdpomti dhe dual nature and changes in
Menshi kovds opinion of the writerés wife are ana
that it sheds lightonone mor e aspect of Menshi kovds [|ife, na
wife of the great Russian writer over one and
controversial, sometimes cynical opinion of the countess was later enriched by
understanding her life drama and internal tension. In the course of reflection upon the
personality of Tolstaya, Menshikov also pays attention to her internal roughness, lack of
delicacy, and the wish to emphasize her own tough position in the family.

The results of this research suggest that one more step has been taken towards
creating a chronicle of Menshikovdéds |Iife and art

Discussion

One of the first scientific works shedding I
was published in 1980 in the historico-biograph i ¢ a | al manac fAPrometei 06 and
unknowntoday’?. The article contains |long extracts from
refl ect ithe best ti me of his relationship with
preface and comments by A.S. Melkova.

These notes reflect Menshikovbs perception of
and show, on the one hand, his sensitivity and, on the other hand, his inclination towards
criticism and harshness of opinions. For example, the description of Mens hi kovbds vi sit
Yasnaya Polyana on 20 August 1896 contains a slightly retouched but critical portrayal of
Sophia Andreyevna. Citing what the countess said about L.l. Veselitskaya, Mikhail
Osipovich conveys her attempts to show off and the primitiveness of her speech. The author

del i berately includes repetitions (Agoodod t wice
and similar structures in her quotes (AWhy has s
be! | love her sincerely 8 if | love someone, | do | ove t heé&neanvhitecer el yéo
Menshi kovds comment on the countessfs words is e

In the letter to A.P. Chekhov written on the same day from Yashaya Polyana,
Menshi kov describes his methetwrnigt ewidtsh wti e falnido ndea
Tatyana and Maria 8 in more detail. Having found out that the guest came to them from
Chekhov, they asked why the writer did not come over as well. Menshikov tells the
addressee how he, with theaiieditclaacty 0CHhdkipow afi di «

2 M. O. Menshikov, Iz zapisnykh knizhek, in: Prometei: a historico-biographical almanac from the

series fALife of outstanding peopled (Moscow: Mol odaya
3 M. O. Menshikov, Iz zapisnykh kniz h e k248.
“M.O. Menshikov, 1z 248pi snykh knizheké

PH. D. (C) NIKOLAY IGOREVICH KRIZHANOVSKY / DR. YURI MIKHAILOVICH PAVLOV / LIC. OLGA ALEKSEEVNA DOROFEEVA
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to bother® fhethestsn the | etter he quallytes the
fiSophia Andreevna, with her typical delicacy, s t
crowds of jerks besiege their house whilfe nice p
The humorous and ironic tone of these lines was created by Menshikov with the help of a
recurrent reference t o t he Adel i cacyo of speec
conversation and a sharp semantic contrast bet we
Sophia Andreyevnads speech aned ktsh eb epshireagsee ofuw h ohl oe
The reader can al s o-deprecatihg hiiemirstihis dialogvsidce hesceuld f
also be called a fAjerko in this situation.

On 21 August 1896, the essay writer defined T
itresembl es Godds attitude to nature. I f Menshikov v
ihe would portray the Supr e me? doweéver,ithismbetaphong i n | o
is followed by a rhetorical question, partly depreciating the high comparison, i On t he
sidelines, why would the absolute mind, blissful in its tranquility, spend time and energy to
ani mat e °nWhilewat tiee D&ginning of the note, the perception of the writer and his

wi f e i s unambiguously poeti calld (tfh@®o dau tamod 6 8 n astl
disparaging attitude to the woman comes out: the supreme and self-sufficient principle does
not at all need to fispend time and energy to ani

In his notes about meeting with Tolstoy in Yasnaya Polyana in 1900, Menshikov does
not mention the writeroés wife. When the essay wr
1901, he made some controversial notes. For example, on 7 July, Menshikov wrote that
when he was walking through the roomsiSofphTal st
Andreyevna, who was wearing somet hing®whsi te and
description reflects a detached perception of the woman. On the same day, Menshikov made
a note about an extract from a dialog between Sophia Andreyevna and her husband. When
ishe | aid his chest with cotton woold withabbed hi s
mi xture of oil and chlorofor mo, Leo Ni kol aevich
not grateéefuTheowybuér s phiadAnddegevna ® Menshikov,laywels o
as deliberate enumeration of what she had done for her husband on that day, testify to
certain show-off of hers but do not diminish her care for Tolstoy and his sincere gratitude.

Menshikov finished off this note with the words said by Sophia Andreyevna proving
her attention to her husband and the desire to p
60Col |l ect yoursel f, it is cold, 6 | sai d. <. .. > We
wentthereandretutne d st i ff with cold. ..o

The note made on 13 July 1901 in Yasnaya Polyana shows that Menshikov
continued reflecting upon the internal mor al di f
the very first word of our conversation, the countess started talking of herself, as usual. She
told me that she was terribly tired, that she could hardly breathe because of all those worries

5 Anton Chekhov i ego kritik Mikhail Menshikov: perepiska, dnevniki, vospominaniya, stati: Content,
articles, preparation of texts, and notes by A.S. Melkova (Moscow: Russkii put, 2005), 82.

SAntonChekhov i ego kriti8 Mikhail Menshi kov é
"Ant on Chekhov i ego km2tik Mikhail Menshi kové
8M.0. Menshikov, 1z 24pisnykh knizheké

M.0. Menshikov, 1z 24pisnykh knizheké

M.O0. Menshikov, |z 25pisnykh knizheké©é

1'M. O. Menshikov,1zz api sny kh 2klni zheké

2M.0. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
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(while looking absolutely healthy), that she never thinks of herself and always of others, etc.

This is her mania to bring al/l topi ésMalyack to |
components of this quote are i n ophiecAndreyevea: o f Me n s
emphasizing her habits (fAas wusual 0), the <comme
compl aint about being tired (fAwhile | ooking absol
Aimani a. . . t o s p &.a0n the oné lyandpthe ndtee corsveys theopeacockery

shown by the writerds wife to her guest througl
significance and suffering. On the other hand, [
her.

In his notes, the essay writer renders the feeling of growing discord in the Tolstoy
family, which |l ead to the Tolstoyds flight from
in 1901 and reflecting upon the results of the years-long family life of the spouses as well as
Sophia Andr eyfevmiamd, sMenshiokov observes bitterly,
made her bear his seed 13 times nine months each, i.e. for nearly ten years, transforming
her through her common life with the baby, was not able to communicate his genius to her;
instead, hebr ought her clMoser to insanityo

Menshi kov shows the writerds wife as a person
this word in Tol st 0%)06who dmnget Hrastically ahd sometmed e s
contradicted herself. For instance, the countesscomp | ai ns t hat #@Aonly now she
to which degree she has lost the opportunity to live her life for herself, giving it to other
people, to her husband and children 8 now their children have grown up and her husband

is dying & and she will remain lonely, like in the desert Y Afterabl e t o
compl aining about her | ife, about the fact that
even her soul o, Sophia Andreyevna says that fionl

whichwastomarryaman s o much o denshikav fiealsithe lineonsistency of
the words said by Sophia Andreyevna and comment s
is lying & she has always been complaining about it, and very tactlessly indeed, and now,
attheageof57 she cannot forget that she is 16 years

Explaining the reason of such behavior shown by the countess, the essay writer

notes cynically, fobviousl vy, Sophia Andreyevna s
and is trying to pu t on you®% hffwlr disrhed i s wearing tot al w i
becoming *haiThset yil feion a l chordo of Menshi kov' sd n
fendl essly repeats about L. N. Os il l nesso and fr
Menshi Gbove-6 st ed observati on, AAnyway, it cannot
e ndur e?. The mepding of this undersong heard and recorded by Menshikov is clear:
he observed an exhausted woman who spoke her wishes out loud.

In early May 1902, in CountessPani naés country house in Gasp

Sophia Andreyevna as a completely different person: caring and seriously worried about her

BM.O. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké©é
“M.O. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
M.O0. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
®M.O. Menshikov, |z 2dpisnykh knizheké
M.O. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
B¥M.O. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
¥M.O0. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
2M.0. Menshikov, |z 2%®pisnykh knizheké
22M.0. Menshikov, |z 2%pisnykh knizheké
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husbandds health. Her concentration on her husbal
having breakfastonasof a and in the telegram about Tol stoy
Shchurovskii by the countess with a strong recommendation to visit them??. Although the
notes do not contain a detailed description of these episodes or corresponding comments,
Me n s h Bl&ttervod..l. Veselitskaya (of 2 May 1902) has been preserved, where the essay
writer descri bes t he countessos behavior i n de
Andreyevna, who has come to Gaspra afterera few d
role of a s ov% Haginggeturnedifrem Moscews she found her husband with
an upset stomach and Adi mmedi ately took everythir
control of the chamber pot?*. However, in this letter the essay writer also conveys certain
show-o f f of Tol stoyds wife: Mi khail Osi povich not e
flatteredo when Tolstoy said that after her dep:
ti Meo0The countess even sai d,r sitHe?, wndsthétaathord it t o
commented in the following way, AProbably, for
Andreyevna fAthought it?¥.over and agreed with mebo

In the notes and letters under examination Menshikov shows what caught his eye in
Sophia Andreyevna: narrow-mindedness, egotism, the wish to exhibit herself and make a
show of her intense work, to emphasize her disadvantaged, undeservedly humiliating
position in the family. The essay writer got a deep feel of the psychological reasons for such
behavior of Tolstoyb6s wife, i.e. her tiredness of
was proved by a publication of a cycle of poems in prose in the third issue of the literary
magazine AZhurnal dl ya vseilelplanatborMa gtaiztilnee i Sotromyl d ]|
under a nickname ATired?o, the recurrent motif of
female characterd a | onely woman tired of grief and | osse
common with Tolstaya?,

Sophia Andr e \ycaes aral dier cothmitmény to her family and husband
were sidelined by the essay writer. In our opinion, the negative characteristics of Leo

Tol stoyds wife in Menshikovdéds notes are connect e
when he was observingthe Tol st oy <coupl e: the husbandds gr a
admired), his self-forgetfulness, internal delicacy, and aspirations for the high religious,

phil osophical, and mor al spheres of i fe were

feelings, earthliness, being absorbed with everyday routines, small-mindedness, and even

egotism. It appears that it happened because the essay writer had different expectations of

meeti ng Tol Sopha Ar@reyewna save the tragic inconsistency in her family life

hers el f . I n her memoirs AMy | ifed she wrote, .
spiritual unity from me, which was nearly impossible given my material life and cares that |

could not escape. | would not have been able to share his spiritual life only by word of

mout #H.. . .0

22 M. O. Menshikov, 1z zapisnyk h  k ni 258.e k é

Z2Anton Chekhov i ego kri2ti k Mi khail Menshi kové
%Anton Chekhov i ego kri2ti k Mi khail Menshi kové
%Anton Chekhov i ego kri2ti k Mi khail Menshi kové

26 Anton Chekhov i ego kritik Mikhail Menshikov... 212.
27 Anton Chekhov i ego kritik Mikhail  Me n's h2lxk ov é

2Yu. G. Baikova, Liricheskii dnevnik S.A. Tolstoi (tsi
ifeto tselyi mi r: Mat erials of the 31st I nternational
anniversary (Tula: Tula State Lev Tolstoy Pedagogical University Publishing, 2008), 38.

29 S, A. Tolstaya, Moya zhizn. Prometei: a historico-bi ogr aphi cal al manac from t he
outstanding peopled (Moscow:. Mol odaya gvardiya, 1980)
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Menshi kovds relationship with the Toil stoy <co
1903, the essay writer softly expressed his disa
interpretation of Christian teachings (refertothe article A Sci ence and the dark g
1902) and AConversation about war and peaceo [
Menshi kovds internal growth took place over this

role of Orthodox Christianity in the life of the Russian civilization. Therefore, arguing with
apol ogetics of paganism presented in the works I
neighborso, Menshi kov published articles AThe fo
fAbout t he «c¢ofefdo n( Naonvde mibheer clr9a0d2l) in defense of C
the Russo-Japanese War started, he developed the topic of Orthodox Christianity on the
articles AMotherland and heroeso and fAEternal Su

Rejection of the pacifist views of Tolstoy, which manifested themselves during the
war , served as a trigger for Menshi kovds criti
Mendel eev, Vereshchagino (August 1904). I n many
(ATwo pr ophéeitlseto (TloBwEBA)oyraal fFolos{dPod8Nd power o (1
Count Tol stoy suffering?0 (1910), i Menthikavhood of
condemns T o -ktate amd/abtsreligiond anarchistic essays. However, up to 1906,
they continued seeing each other, and their correspondence finished only in 1908.

Researchers have also pointed out many ti mes
Tol stoyds journalism and soci al position refl ect
1900sandinthe 191 0s coexisted in Menshikovbés conscious
reverence for Tolstoy as an artist3%-3132,

Tol stayads diaries and daily planners testify
work of the whole Tolstoy family. From 1897 to 1916, reading of the articles by the essay
writer from fiNovoe vremyao in the fami®¥Bycircle

contrast, reading the works by another famous author of newspaper articles, V.V. Rozanov,

is mentioned by Sophia Andreyevna only once, in 19138 af t er Tol &tSomedfs deat h
Menshi kovds articles were of speci al interest t«
the essay AOn physdifcRdr tloovefo d omdwdaln.al dry physi cal
1897 inthe Septemberi ssue of AKni zhki O0Nedeli 80 Sophia And

notes, whi ch echo wi t h Menshi kov ds i deas. For
understanding of ideal upbringing, filn advance,
everything so th a t a young man (for @& Ni.l.cKhzhanowsky) is@ any per
master of this pass.i?% Reelingpatikb te whattshe aead, thetcauntesss ave. . . 0
writes about her | ife experience thamnsformy si mil ar
husband and other people in my life have always been stronger in the sphere of soul, art,
and mind than in the spPhere of physical attractdi
The main message of this diary entry is conne

to overcome all corporeal aspects and get closer to the spiritual ones so that after death she
can reside next to her son Vanechka, who she loved dearly and who died at an early age,

30 N. I. Krizhanovsky, Publitsistika M.O. Mensh i k o B7a68.

38G.V. Zhirkov, Se chelovekét8PRublitsisticheskoe sl ovoé
2D.V. Zhavoronkov, Pisatel i ego kritik: pismaé

¥G.V. Zhirkov, Se chelovekéb7®RPubl itsisticheskoe sl ovoé
%S,A. Tol staya, Dnevni ki .402ln two volumes. Vol . 2¢

% S.M.SankovayA.S.Orlov, Mi khail 4®enshi kové

36 3. A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki. In two volumes. V o | . 308. é
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iMay God help me to | eave the physical spher e, r
heart enter the spher e wH &hisequoteis siMilarioehe followingr e si de s 0
extract by Menshikov, AThe supr e metool(imlicslbyr equi r e s
Menshikovd N. | . Kri zhanovsky) of the spirit...o

The tragic life of her dear son Vanechka who died at the age of six was constantly
present i n Sophia Andreyevnads diary and mat er
narration AVanechkadés deat ho. I n it the count ess
Even the cold Menshikovwr ot e about hi m, O60When O saw your |
would either die or become 3 @Eoepatar AQaimiey e vintadrs
for the essay writer is obvious (fAeven the <colc
recognitonof hi s rightness: Vanechkadbds parents, many
Tolstoy family saw the sickly child as an outstanding person who had spiritually developed
at an early age.

Mo s t i kel vy, Sophia Andreyevnaonsonifamilyer e st i
topics is explained by her constant thoughts about her children and the deceased Vanechka.
On 7 January 1899 she wrote, Aln the evening | r
about the signific#rmReflecioofonchhi dtdevdaédsl|livesswere f

the chapter AChi knderneenoonefd tebksagbeudl i shed iin A
December 1898.

The entry in the countessds notebook made oI
interest. Firstl vy, diwithusfagcuyple df hgsntatitherk weve oyt a y e
a few interesting conv?® The mdttivoworss provetthattheréhad t hi s t i |
been some interesting conversations with Menshikov in his previous visits. Secondly, Sophia

Andreyevna showsthat Menshi kov, just |ike her, under st an
soci al position and does not put up with them,
approve of the fact that L.N. started asking rich people for money to help the Doukhobors
(ASWNrreist |l erso). As for me, I have never been abl
and speak as controverially as L.N. always does
Wh e n i n 19014 Menshi kov started aditcdlvely cr
speeches, no significant reactionappear ed i n Sophia Andreyevnabds di a

hardly reacts to both negative and positive aspects of the dialog between the essay writer

and her husband. For example, in her note of 11 August 1906, she writes the following about

adebate betweenMenshi k ov and Tol stoy in Yasnaya Polyana, |
unpl easant conver sat i ofdn herinotd abdutefamilyNeadtirg lofa e vi ¢ h 0
Menshi kovds article ATwo RussiasoO about Nesterov

1907, she .wrLietoe sNi kifio.| aevich really |iked it, and
87 S. A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki. | n t wo v ol uBb&s. Vol . 2¢é

%S,A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki469.ln two volumes. Vol . 2¢é
®S.A. Tolstaya, Dnevnikib5lln two volumes. Vol . 2¢é

40 Tolstaya, S. A. Dnevniki. In two volumes. Vol. 1. 1862i 1900 (Moscow: Khudozhestvennaya
literatura, 1978), 439.

413, A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki. In two volumes. V o | . 403. é

423, A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki. | n t wo vol udd8s. Vol . 1¢é

“S,A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki?252In two volumes. Vol . 2¢é
“S,A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki?259.I n two volumes. Vol . 2¢é
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Sophia Andreyevna starts writing negative reviews of the works by the essay writer

i n her diaries only after Tol stoybés deat h. For
Tol stvoeivs 0 was published on 10 November 1912, tw
countess wrot e, il spent the whole evening readi
and Menshikovos Vvicious ®dmrloleSopkiaAndreyegvdianakess v r e my a
the |l ast note about Menshikov, Aln the evening L
words in an art%cle by Menshikovo

It i s interesting to compare Tolstoyébés and h
criticism of the wauthoriges ansl charghpnol908.tOn 4 duly,tsame t h
Russian newspapers i Russki e vedomosti o, ASIl ovoo, ARecho,
others)ypubl i shed the article Al cannot be silento by
revolutionaries by the government. In response to this piece, Menshikov wrote the articles
fiLeo Tolstoy as a journalisto (13 July) and @ATo
ANovoe vremyaodo. As Tol stoybds secretary N.N. Guse
only touch upon th e writer hi mself b u¥. Indekds apartufpra n hi s f
emphasi zing the weakness of Tolstoyés journali st

disastrous state of peasants in Yasnaya Polyana. Besides, Menshikov mentioned the wish
of t h es familyiahneunded by Chertkov to the public to sell the landlord estate in
Yashaya Polyana for public funds and distribute the land among peasants for free.

Sophia Andreyevna was the first one to write a response to Menshikov. Her letter
expressesextreme cont empt f emvabblindinewspaper writeeplayeng both sides
of t h e*. The noorgess accuses Menshikov of biased spreading of false ridiculous

information about the buy-out of Tol stoydéds | andlord estate by
thepeasants from Yansnaya Polyana and reprimands |
his owrd pThéiftional | ines of the | etter show a gre
wi f e, A Mr . Menshi kov does not uched®wadoasnaps t hat no

his tiny poisonous pincers, it is in his power to put out an oily candle but not the sun shining
over the whole worl do

Tol stayads |l etter was published in major news
a very large circulation.In Menshi kovds r espons e-ouuai dasnayat he t i t |
Pol yanao, his opponentds |l etter is cited in full
speak from the stage of ANovoe vremyabo, showing

essay writer brings a few accusations against the countess, partly mirroring her own

accusations against him. Firstly, he accuses Tolstaya of lack of modesty and offending the
proprieties: the article was addressededcoidsa he w
| oudbuwd to Tolstoy himself, ils it decent for t
nobody addr ® Secendly, MemshiRod¥ accuses Tolstaya of a surprising change

in her attitudes.

%S, A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki382.In two volumes. Vol . 2¢é
%S, A. Tolstaya, Dnevniki434.1 n two volumes. Vol . 2¢é
47 N. N. Gusev, Pismo Tolstogo k Menshikovu, in: Literaturnoe nasledstvo, vol. 377 38 (Moscow:
Publishing House of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, 1939), 187.

48 M. O. Menshikov, Vykup Yasnoi Polyany, in: Pisma k blizhnim (St. Petersburg: Izdanie M.O.
Menshikova, 1908), 518

®M.0. Menshikov, Vykupl8Yasnoi Polyanyé

50 M. O. Menshikov, Vykup Yasnoi P o | y a%il§.é

>M.0. Menshikov, Vykupl8Yasnoi Polyanyé

2M.0. Menshikov, Vykupl8Yasnoi Polyanyé
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Even a remote hint about alienation of her property turned out to be extremely

worrying for Sophia Andreyevna and made her f or ge
ificontempt for a persono who touche® Thephvdn fAher s
accusation is her neglechooifshiéirl huabdnelddei hyea
an event of greatest i mportance for hi mo, t her ef

Menshi kovds article, but t hehidtonéaneEnotinwis (itatick en by t |
by Menshikovd N.LKri zhanovskyYiwiahigulag eg®r e a®. Inthefeurth ess f or
place, the essay writer accuses Tolstaya of deceiving readers when she was describing the

state of peasants in Yasnaya Polyana and when she accused Menshikov of rendering

Cher t k adsinsa wirmy way®®. The fifth accusation concerns the unskillful usage of

expressive means in the phrase fAthe sun shining
il i magine how the old genius will griadfalhi s teet
the pompous hyperbole is meaningl ess. There has
recogni zed. Inghe sixthapladeyMenshikov accuses the countess of her intention

to publish Tolstoyés soci al a n dxpgnselofithe publee.] wr i t i n
AfiThey are uninteresting, these writings, and, in
popul®riTthye0 seventh accusation is aimed at Sophi
money belonging to a different person and liveatthei r expense, using their
publish other peoplebs writings, | do not make u
bring my name into repute or gain pubPicity due

Later Tolstoy responded to the artic | e fATol stoy and power o by
considered in the message addressed to the essay writer of 21 August 1908, which Tolstoy
wanted to keep secret, unknown to his family and the general public. This is proved by the
text of the message and confimed by Tol stoyods s &chxmdassingthe N. N. Gu
characteristic idea of forgiveness, love for hateful people, and nonresistance, Tolstoy writes
that he did not ffeel fifan unpl &aosthecontrdrnehefelt ngo af t
fi n o t emengisgtfriendliness but real love for you, this very love for the people who insult

me , the type of | ove | have been | onging for and
possibility of any exceptions, love for the hateful, insulting, and drivingy o u  a®wEhg final
sentence in Tolstoybébs |letter (Alf you want to re
you, I will®ipbse aetrgstgdmedmt to Tolstoyods opennes
reconciliation with Menshikov, his hopes for understanding and forgiveness. However, the
figreat Leodbsd position in respect of executions

to me... that very soon it will seem very strange that people like you can defend the idea of

e x e ¢ u f2iAocording to Gusev, Menshikov did not respond to this message. It appears

t hat t he | ack of reply can be explained by Me
unwillingness to see the real reasons for the executions and the fact that the writer applied

his philosophy where it was the most destructive since it would leave murders and robberies

committed by revolutionaries unpunished.

M.0. Menshikov, Vykupl8Yasnoi Polyanyé
M.0. Menshikov, Vykuf9Yasnoi Polyanyé
M.O. Menshikov, Vykuf9Yasnoi Polyanyé

5% M. O. Menshikov, Vykup Yasnoi Pol 52a.ny é

M.O0. Menshikov, Vykuf0.Yasnoi Polyanyé
®M.O. Menshikov, Vykufl.Yasnoi Polyanyé
®M.0. Menshikov, Vykuf2Yasnoi Polyanyé
®N.N. Gusev, Pismo Tol 480go k Menshi kovué
2N.N. Gusev, Pismo Tol 487o0go k Menshi kovué
2N.N. Gusev, Pismo Tol 480go k Menshi kovué
N.N. Gusev, Pismo Tol 480go k Menshi kovué
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Besi des, in November 1910 in his article AThe
t hat someti mes he did not r e pel hg did ot ward hist oy 0 s m
correspondence to be publicly announced. fi | have
exchange letters several times but nearly refrained from doing it due to different reasons,
mai nly because | knew tsheceetaneats ake chpiebdf hislettdfrs Tol st oy

i mmedi ately and someti me$ spread them in the pub

The conceptual difference between the examined responses of Tolstoy and his wife
to Menshikov is that the author of stiievwaessageand peac
from the public, and tries to influence the ad
Andreyevna speaks out loud in public, tries to win over the public opinion by sending her
response to newspapers and making a fuss. Tolstoy called for love and repeated his beliefs
calmly while Tolstaya wrote about the issues connected with the material well-being of the
estate in Yasnaya Polyana that worried her ignor
her anger using excessively vivid figures of speech.

It seems that as a result of publ i c di scl o
responded only to Tolstoyds wife, reminding that
and only wanted to point out the i ncpertyasastency o
thinker.

Soon after the writerb6s deat h, in the articl
recalls the grandeur of the novelistbés personal.

and no matter how heated your dispute with him was, you felt instinctively that you were
facing a big, tense, passionate, fanatical soul looking for God and faithful to Him (italics by
Menshikov). You could always feel that he was not an indifferent person, that what interested
him was not petty things but the greatest things ever, that he was excited to death in the
presence of an undiscovered D®ity, which fills a

Conclusions

The research sheds | ight on another é&dspect of
his relationship with Tolstaya. Thisre | at i onship is considered in the
artistic interaction with the great writer, evolution of his views, and his correspondence and
articles published in the newspapers fANedelyad a
the specificfeatur es o f Tol stayabs inner worl d: judging &
and articles, she combines such characteristics as the aspiration for living for the sake of
external, material well-being of her family and husband, inability to accept the spiritual
interests of Leo Nikolaevich like her own, unsatisfaction with her position in the family in front
of her guests, tiredness of her life full of cares and people, and the desire to use speech in

style without having an actual literary talent.
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