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A literary (or another other cultural) canon can be presented not only as a list
of texts, but also as a system: that is, a collection of cultural/social functions rele-
vant to myriad historically varying series and supplying “strong” texts (meaning
those that are replicated, through various means, more broadly than others').
This approach is most obviously applicable to national literary canons, which
in new European cultures are oriented toward filling the thematic and genre lacu-
nae of classical models (“our Aeneid”, “our Shakespeare”, “our Baudelaire”).

In the elementary-school pedagogical canon, the greatest significance will
be attached to typical narratives and descriptions tied to didactic aims: teaching
the child about “proper” behavior, how to structure his/her environment, and
about calendar time. In the “popular song” series, “strong texts” will serve as
representations of typical lyrical emotions cultivated by the environment of the
song tradition and presenting a socially acceptable model of behavior and emo-
tional reaction. When viewing the history of the canon in this way, it is these
functions that are primary (and specific to each series); the texts that serve
these functions, however, are replaced depending on the historical dynamics of
various series (development of a national language, educational practices, ideo-
logical stances, musical tastes and trends, etc.).

In one way or another, hierarchies of texts become explicit in many cultural
and institutional spheres (in the form of standard lists of names/titles in literary-
historical or critical compositions, in the practice of mass-produced reprints of
old texts, in re-screening old films; for works of music, in standard repertoires and

! In greater detail, see [Aeit60B 2011].
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school music programs). Here the task lies in constantly replacing “outdated” (in
the linguistic, ideological or real-historical sense) texts with “substitute texts”
that fill the space of the no-longer-relevant text in the overall cultural hierarchy.

Of course, this replacement does not always imply total expulsion. The
“substitute texts” fulfill a dual function in relation to the canon as a sum of texts:
in refurbishing it, suggesting modern versions of classical texts, they simultane-
ously stand in for the older texts and confirm their classical status. The sup-
planted texts gradually depart from the school reading program, disappear from
the repertoires of popular singers, but become further consolidated in literary-
historical anthologies and can be heard at chamber-music concerts: in this way,
the quantitative narrowing of the old text’s field of replication can be accompa-
nied by a qualitative “reinforcement”, a consolidation of the work in the “cul-
tural core” of a national tradition, its transition into the ranks of the “classics”.

The combination of the stability of a structure transmitted through time
and the variability of the concrete filler of this structure resembles the transmis-
sion of genetic information (this analogy is a commonplace of contemporary
literary evolutionism?); it also recalls the transformations of folklore existing
within a tradition that preserves its structural identity not despite but thanks to
its plasticity and openness to transformations®.

Of course, the mechanisms of transmission will vary quite widely in various
cases. A “strong” text can, as we have seen, both co-exist with its descendents
and be completely supplanted by them. Texts can take part in peculiar interfer-
ences. Thus, Tolstoy’s story about Vanya tempted by a plum can be supple-
mented (but not supplanted) in the Soviet school program by Zoshchenko’s
story about little Lenin breaking his aunt’s pitcher (this story is in turn a retel-
ling of a fragment from the memoirs by V. I. Ulyanov [Lenin]’s sister Anna Ilyi-
nichna, which were widely published during the Soviet period). Both the struc-
tural similarity of these two children’s narratives (which often got mixed up in
the memory of people who experienced the canon of Soviet children’s reading)
and their differences are striking. Vanya is compelled to admit his sin by the
fear of death (hardly an unexpected plot for Tolstoy), while little Volodya is

Among recent works in the field I would name a paper by three Americans, given at a conference
in Lausanne: [Sack, Wu, Zusman].

However, folklore has to do with essentially anonymous processes, while in the literary tradition at
every point of development we are dealing not with anonymous shifts, but more or less conscious
choices on the part of authors whose bodies of work in and of themselves have a certain internal
coherence; their work with the preceding tradition is subject to more or less cognizant rules.
An investigation of these literary mutations must therefore necessarily include a discussion of auto-
context and authorial positions.
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moved exclusively by his conscience (we can also note the absence of the father
in the story about Lenin — a crucially important figure in Tolstoy’s narrative).

The “ancestor text” can be reflected more or less completely in the “succes-
sor texts”. Sometimes the former’s features appear in diluted form in a whole
group of texts (the “strength” of the text is dispersed), but sometimes a new
“strong” text appears that supplants its “ancestor”. In the 20" century, this sup-
planting is often connected to extraliterary series: the social-historical and the
political-ideological®. Often the success of the “successor text” will be deter-
mined less by the degree of its resemblance to the “ancestor” and more by the
telicity of the “mutations” that impart new features to the text, which are unex-
pected from the point of view of the old literary system.

Meanwhile, the signals of texts’ structural non-resemblance can nearly
completely overshadow their resemblance; understanding the new text need
not in any way depend on the reader’s recognition of its “ancestor” — even
quite the opposite. As Yuri Lotman pointed out repeatedly, new meanings
in culture emerge explosively at the borders of heterogeneous semiotic systems,
at places where adequate translation is unequivocally impossible. In our view,
the evolution of a cultural canon — i. e. a series that is by definition conserva-
tive and oriented toward transmitting existing hierarchies rather than innova-
tions — can be directly linked to the mechanisms of cross-genre contacts,
of peculiar cultural “interbreeding”.

The question naturally arises: when the author gives no explicit indications
as to the link between the “successor text” and the “ancestor text”, to what ex-
tent are these weak signals relevant to a description of literary evolution? Are
they not an exaggeration on the researcher’s part? One would think that accen-
tuating the description of the structure of canonical series and its transfor-
mations would allow researchers of intertextuality to do away with the eternal
question of intentionality: if two texts demonstrate intersections at various
structural levels and simultaneously can be described as isomorphic with regard
to the functions they serve within extraliterary series, they should attract the
attention of the history of transformations of the cultural canon, and can be
examined within that canon as realizations of a single invariant.

It would seem that precisely these ties (often hidden, overshadowed by new
generic aims of “successor texts”) to the “rather distant” ancestor could explain
the success of many canonical texts of the Soviet era, which were discreetly rep-
licating 19™-century standard reading materials.

*  Foradiscussion of one example of this kind of substitution see [Aeii6os 2013].
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An example of such a “strong” classic text with close ties to the extraliterary
series is Zhukovsky’s “The Bard in the Camp of the Russian Warriors” (1812,
henceforth: BCRW). As is well known, Zhukovsky’s paean gave rise to nume-
rous synchronous and more remote imitations, parodies and rehashings®,
which is typical for certain types of “strong” texts. The popularity of these repli-
cations lies to a large degree in the melodic-syntactical originality of the text
and the presence of a more or less distinctly expressed epic component. In this
sense, by all means, this is one of the strongest corpuses (in Zhukovsky’s case,
the role of the absent epic narrative is, of course, provided by historical con-
text). As a model poetic text of the Patriotic War, the BCRW was consolidated
in the school canon as well, successfully maintaining its place there all the way
until the Soviet period®.

Let us note the antinomy embedded in Zhukovsky’s text between the meta-
phorical “singing” deployed in the old-time conventional poetic world of the
paean (with its “arrows” and “armor” and “swords”) and the text’s real intona-
tional orientation on melodiousness. The conventional song-activity at the con-
ventional feast before the battle, which unites the lyric element with the text’s
entirely epic monumentality, did not assume that the BCRW would be trans-
posed into amateur vocal genres; but naturally neither did it prevent the crea-
tion of various musical compositions using Zhukovsky’s poem by Bortnian-
sky (1813), Verstovsky (1827) and A.Varlamov (1832) (on the latter two
see [T'aymoB: 83, 85]). This musicality (which is connected to the general aims
of the “school of harmonious precision”) is wonderfully described by Tynianov
in his novel Pushkin. In the novel, the evaluation of BCRW’s melodic form
is given by a poet of an older poetic school — Derzhavin. Characteristically,
he describes the effect of the paean on the public as “musical contagion”, while
drawing a parallel between Zhukovsky’s text and popular, frivolous songs and

O. A. Proskurin demonstrated how Zhukovsky’s intonational and melodic pattern becomes the
dominant in texts by authors whose goals are far from both parody and pure imitation: “The very
fact of the travesty of Zhukovsky’s ‘Singer’ consolidates the text’s canonical status, confirms its right
to universal renown <...>” [[Ipockypun 2000: 174].

It can be found in anthologies of 19th-century poetry for the duration of the entire century. The
poem first appeared in 1815 in a German anthology (Severin, J. Russisches Lesebuch mit einem
Russisch-Deutschen und Deutsch-Russischen Worterbuche und einer Abhandlung iber die
Vorziige der Russischen Sprache von Dr. Johann Severin Vater. Leipzig; Petersburg, 1815), then
was publishing in the anthologies of Peninsky, Galakhov and Filonov. According to a database
compiled by A. V. Vdovin [Baosun], Zhukovsky’s text or excerpts from it have appeared sixteen
times throughout the 19th century (compare Pushkin’s “The Commander” at three times, Ler-
montov’s “Borodino” at twenty-one times). On ties between Zhukovsky’s text and the context
of 1812 see [ AoTman 1963 ].
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dances: “His song on 1812 is suspicious: everything uses the motif of a roman-
ce and forces the protagonists to waltz” [ ToirsHoB: 427].

One more feature of BCRW important for our further considerations is its
dialogic structure, in which the nameless Singer (for historical readers, of cour-
se, the protagonist of Zhukovsky, who was in the active army) leads a solo,
caught up by the “chorus” of Warriors’.

We believe we can examine a classic poem by M. Isakovsky as a “secret de-
scendent” of Zhukovsky’s paean. Below is the text as it was printed in Isakov-
sky’s collections:

B npudponTosom secy
Aude

C 6epes, HeCABIIIIEH, HEBECOM,
CAeTaeT >KeATDIN AHCT.

Crapunssiii Baabc “OceHHuI COH”
HWrpaer rapMOHHUCT.

S B3abIxatoT, sKaAysch, 6acsl,

U, cA0BHO B 3a6bITbH,

CuAAT ¥ CAYIAOT 60FIBI —
Tosapumu Mom.

IToa 3TOT BaAbC BeCEHHHM AHEM
10 XoAUAM MBI Ha KPYT,
IToa 3TOT BaABC B Kparo pOAHOM
Ar06UAU MBI IIOAPYT,

IToa 3TOT BaAbC AOBMAM MBI
Queit AT0O6GMMBIX CBET,
15 ITop 3TOT BaAbC IPyCTHAM MBI,
Koraa moapyru Her.

W BoT 0H CHOBa IpO3ByYaA
B aecy mpupponTOBOM,
W KaXXABIH CAYITaA M MOAYAA
20 O yeMm-TO AOpOrOM;

W xaxabIil AyMaA o cBOeH,
IIpunomuus Ty BecHy,

Denis Davydov appears as a double for the Singer in the poem; Zhukovsky dedicates a separate
quatrain to Davydov that connects the two aspects of the hero (and lyric subject) through rhyme:
“/\aBBIAOB, IIAaMeHHbIN 6oel, / OH BuxpeM B 60i1 kpoBaselil; / OH B MEpe cYacTAUBBI meBel /
Buna, Ar06B1 u caaBbr”.
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W xa>xppIit 3HAA — AOpPOTa K Hel
Beaer uepes Boiiny...
25 Tax 4To X, APY3bsl, KOAb HAIIl Yepes, —
Aa byaer craan Kpermnka!
ITycrp Hamme cepalie He 3aMper,
He 3apposxxur pyka;
ITycTpb cBeT M papOCTb MPEXHUX BCTPed
30 Hawm cBeraT B TpyAHBIH Yac,
A KOAb IPUAETCA B 36MAIO AeUb,
Tax 3T0 5K TOABKO pa3.
Ho mycTb u cMepTh — B OTHe, B AbIMY —
bBoiitna ve ycrpamur,
35 W 4ro moaoxeHO KoMy —
ITycTh KaXABIH COBEPIIUT.
Hacraa gepep, mpumaa mopa, —
Wiaem, Apysps, npem!
3a Bce, 4eM XXHAHU MBI BUepa,
40 3a Bce YTO 3aBTpPa KAEM;
3a Tex, 4TO BAHYT, CAOBHO AKCT,
3a BeCh POAMMBIN Kpail...
ChIrpait ApyTYyIO, FapOMOHHCT,
IMoxoaHyto cbirpait [ Mcakosekuit: 229-230].

First published in “Pravda” on 21 September 1942, at the height of the German
army’s advance on Stalingrad, the poem “In the Battlefront Wood” (henceforth:
IBW) was written during the evacuation in Chistopol in early September [Hca-
KoBckuit 1982: 257]. During the war, two songs appeared based on Isakovsky’s
poem: one canonical one by Matvei Blanter, and a second by Leonid Bakalov.
Both versions were published in 1944; we do not have a precise date for
the creation of the music or the chronology of its performances. According to
the notes to the Biblioteka Poeta edition published during Isakovsky’s lifetime,
the song with Blanter’s music alone was published 42 times before 1965 [Vca-
KOBCKwuit: 471].

The title of the text (in reproductions, line 18 is often substituted as “In the
woods on the battlefront”) describes a lyric situation that immediately recalls
Zhukovsky’s BCRW. This comparison might seem like a stretch: war-era Soviet
songs often refer to a standard situation of “resting in the gap between battles”,
and the music/song theme also appears frequently and can be explained without
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reference to Zhukovsky (the song genre generally assumes the introduction of
the singing theme, underscoring the performative aspect of the lyric utterance)®.

The canonization of the “accordionist at rest” lyric plot also dates
from 1942 — we have in mind Part Two of Alexander Tvardovsky’s “Vasily
Terkin”, “The Accordion”, which was published in “Krasnoarmeyskaya Pravda”
10 September 1942, but written in 1940 and published in “Krasnaya Zvez-
da” (N2 261, 6 November) in a shorter version [ Tsapposckuit: 491, 438]. Let
us note that the accordion in Tvardovsky’s poem turns out to be metonymical-
ly connected to its dead owner, the tank man, and develops the theme of the
song (and military) relay-race (subsequently the accordion appears in the po-
em as a significant attribute of the protagonist).

Two lyric songs featuring this same musical instrument seem to be the clo-
sest to Isakovsky’. The first song’s text was written by A. Surkov (“The fire bea-
ting in the narrow little stove...”, a song entitled “In the earthen hut” or “The
earthen hut”, 1941, dedicated “to Sofya Krevs”'* and put to music by K. Listov
in early 1942). The second was written in 1942 by A. Fatyanov (“On the sunny
field...”, composed by V. Solovev-Sedoi). The invariant in the plots of these
three songs can be described as: the accordion at rest reminds the warrior of his
distant love, giving him strength. For our purposes, however, this invariant (which
is universal for the military lyric song of the modern era) is not as essential as

On the Soviet song as a single field of meaning see the monograph by [Uepeanuuerko].
According to data from the Russian language National Corpus, the accordion or harmoni-
um [rapmons| was “assimilated” by poetry in several stages. The word garmonika is attested sporadi-
cally in the late 18" century, when this musical instrument had still not been assimilated by demo-
cratic culture (Nikolev, the poem “Sensations while listening to the garmonika” [lyscrBoBanue
npu caymanuy rapmonnku] (1795) — it is not clear from the text which instrument exactly he is
talking about, but probably it was Franklin’s glass concertina, which was in fashion during the
second half of the century in Europe). But by the 1860s the garmonika (in today’s sense of the
word) in poetry became an attribute of folk culture — first of lower-class urban folk culture (or
more broadly — tavern culture), and only later — village folk culture. Cf.: Ao mowromet mue 2a-
dox 6via Hapod: / Dabpuunvie ¢ 2apmonuxamu, nesuviii / Mx cmex, Siyom nAcXarbHbim noAHbLi
pom <... > (Merezhkovsky, “Old-fashioned octaves” [ Crapumnsie oxrassi], late 1890s), B depestie,
uymp 3aps seuepnss saiimemcs, / Hepaem morodexcy, cnaemascy 8 xoposod, / 3yuum zapmonuka,
u necns pasoaemces / Taxas epycmuas, umo 3a cepdye bepem (Drozhzhin, “Summer evening in the
village” [ AeTnuit Beuep B Aepesre ], 1906). The lexemes garmon’ and garmoshka appear in Russian
poetry simultaneously in the early 20 century (the first example of garmon’ is in N. Kluev, 1908,
and garmoshka in Bely, 1907). The first is evidently an antidote to the “bourgeois” aura around
garmonika, and the second is its intensification. The “harmonization of the garmon’ can be seen in
the introduction of the word talianka (in Kluev, Esenin, 1914), though the diminutive form talia-
nochka appears in Esenin even earlier — in 1912. Slightly later we find the word “accordio-
nist” [garmonist] (1918, also simultaneously in Esenin and Kluev).

' This text was published 25 March 1942 in “Komsomol Pravda”, but in Chistopol it became known
by late 1941 (at least, to Surkov’s wife).
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the variations that give form to the three different song worlds. Let us now at-
tempt to describe through contrast the different parameters of these texts, fo-
cusing attention on IBW and accentuating those features of Isakovsky’s song
that are, in our view, inherited from Zhukovsky.

Meter and stanzaic form, without a doubt, act as an extremely significant
constructive factor in the song texts. In this regard we can immediately note the
three authors’ orientation on different branches of the literary song tradition.
Surkov is oriented toward the romance. The anapestic trimeter with alternating
rhyme and all masculine endings was canonized by Fet (“Do not wake her at
the dawn...” [Ha 3ape Tp1 ee He 6yan...], 1844 ), and is encountered regularly in
the modern era in Blok and Gumilev (cf: O mebe, 0 mebe, o mebe, / Huuezo, Hu-
yez0 060 mne!). The romance intonations are easily recognizable in Surkov. Fatya-
nov chooses a more democratic and less marked model of meter and stanzaic
form — a stylized folksong: iambic trimeter with alternating rhyme, with alter-
nating dactylic and masculine endings. First tried out in the early 19" century
and immediately giving birth to a strong tradition (Merzlyakov’s “Among the
even valley...” [Cpean poaunbt posHbis... |, 1810), in Fatyanov this form pre-
serves a lively and recognizable orientation on the song tradition. The circum-
stance of place in the beginning is worth noting for its nearly emblematic refe-
rence to the similar stanzaic form of the quasifolkloric song “Along the Murom
road...” [ITo Mypomckuit sopore... ], which could be found in professional
repertoires in the years leading up to the war''). The stanzaic form of IBW
almost directly replicates the “waltzing” meter of BCRW (Zhukovsky’s paean
has iambic trimeter and tetrameter with alternating masculine and feminine
endings; Isakovsky has the same but with all masculine clausula). In any event,
the meter of IBW — a ballad meter — refers to Zhukovsky'. It is noteworthy that
Zhukovsky had tried out this meter in one of his translations of Uhland (“Ha-
rald”, 1816) — the combination of the motifs of war, of tempting and magical
love, death and enchanted sleep (though in the ballad this sleep turns out to be
fatal'*): Ho moavko scandy ymoaur: / Bopyz obeccurea on; / Ha xamens cer, no-
Hux eaasoti / M nozpysuacs 6 con. The same motifs can be found in other ballad-
tinted texts of the first half of the 19" century. Cf. no love motif, but the song
motif: Xoms nesey semau podnoii / He pas yx nea 06 vem, / Ho necno — 6ce

Cf. the same stanzaic form in the exotic genre (Lermontov’s “Tryst” [ Csuaanue]) and the “urban
romance” (Myatlev’s “Lanterns” [®onapuxu], 1841; Polonsky’s “The Hermitess” [3arsopnuna],
1846).

2 On the BCRW poem in broad context see [IIlarmp].

Zhukovsky would use the same stanzaic form later in his “Fisherman”. For more detail see [Hem-
3ep: 98-100].
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nectv; a #usno — ece xusnv! / On cnum nocaednum crom (Lermontov, “The
fighter’s grave [Mormaa 6oita]”, 1830). Particularly indicative of the interac-
tion with the themes and lexicon of BCRW: Kpyzom geco razepe 6 muwiute, /
Ob6zam erybokum chom; / A na cepdye max msxko mue, / Tax mmozo epycmu
6 Hem. / A na epydu y neii meuman / Kozda-mo 6 muxom cre, / Ouaz padywno max
noiras, / 1 6via0 caadxo mue. / A 3decs, 20e naamens poxosoii / Ceepkaem na me-
uax, / A epycmen, odunox dywoii / 1 caesvt na erasax. / Ho ecmv ewye nadencda
mue — / Mue ckopo 6 60ii udmu, / H 5 3a6ydyce 6 éeurom cre, / Moti muaviii pye,
npocmu (Ogaryov, “Presentiment of War” [IIpeadyscrsue Boitnbr], 1842). We
should note that Soviet poetry had already attempted to unite the intonations
and motifs of BCRW that we find in Isakovsky: cf. Ya. Smelyakov’s “Death
of the brigadeer” [Cmeptp 6purapupa] (1932) and particularly Tvardovsky’s
“In the downed tank” [B noa6urowm ranxe] (1940) with its opening: 3acmuz u
Hac mseavtii uac, / Ipuwes u waw weped. / B nodbumom manxe mpoe nac, — /
Bce sicro naneped.

The joining of the motifs of death, love, song and heroic fatalism, which are
at the forefront in Isakovsky, doubtless hark back to BCRW rather than to “Ha-
rald”. We cannot fail to notice the direct quotation of a key fragment of Blan-
ter’s song and the ninth rejoinder of Zhukovsky’s Singer (on the place of this
fragment in the composition of BCRW see [Hemszep: 58-60]):

ITycTpb cBEeT M papOCTDb IPEXHUX BCTPeY Apysbsi! OAaxeHHeTMIIAs 9aCTh:
Hawm cBeTHT B TpyAHDIH Yac. Ar06e3HbIX OBITH CITaCeHbEM.
A KOAb IIPUAETCS B 3€MAIO A€Yb, Koraa sx mpeaea Haur B 6UTBe acTb —
Taxk aT0 TOABKO pas! ITorubHeM ¢ HaCADKAEHBEM;
Ho myctb u cMepTh B OrHe, B AbIMY CBsiTO€ MMsI IPH30BEM
Boima ne ycrpamwr, B MUHYTBI cMepTHO# MyKH;
N uT0 moaoxeHo KoMy, KemM MbI AbIIIasu B Mupe ceM,
IIycrs Kax AT COBEPUIAT. C TOH HeT U TaM Pa3AyYKH:
Tax uTo 3K, APY3bsl, KOAb HAIll Yepea, Tyaa ayma nepenecer
Aa 6yaeT cTaab xpenka! A060Bb 1 00pa3 MHAOH...
ITycTpb Hame cepalie He 3aMper, O ApyTH, cMepTh He BCe BO3bMET;
He 33aAPOXKHUT pyKa. EcTb >XM3HD U 32 MOIMAOI.
Hacraa uepep, mpumaa mopa, [>Kyxoscxuit: 239]

Vipem, aApysbs, Briepep!
3a Bce, YeM XXUAHU MBI BUEPa,
3a Bce, 4TO 3aBTpa XKALT!

The text of the song quoted above departs from Isakovsky’s poem. Without
stopping for a detailed discussion of the transformations undergone by Isakov-
sky’s poem in Blanter and Bakalov’s songs (and afterwards — in actual perfor-



250 R. LEIBOV

mance), we will describe them summarily. In Bakalov’s version lines 9-
17 (third and fourth stanzas) are dropped, evidently because they seemed too
elegiac and far from the heroic theme. The transformations that the text under-
went in Blanter’s version are more radical, and also have to do with composi-
tion. We can point in particular to the rejected final stanza of Isakovsky’s text;
this stanza gives the circular repetition of the elegiac topos of “leaves falling”
in its metaphoric variation'*. The lost simile (perhaps the composer found it to
be an excessively outdated poeticism), along with the final change-over from
the “waltz” to the “military march”, appear to be an obvious and significant
piece of “evidence” tying Isakovsky’s text to Zhukovsky’s BCRW. However, the
emotional, intonational and motif interchanges between these texts from two
different Patriotic Wars are quite substantial (particularly when contrasted with
Surkov’s and Fatyanov’s songs using the poem). Let us now turn to the other
layers of the texts.

The lyric plot in Surkov’s song is developed as a transition from the theme
of music, which expresses the feelings of the lyric subject on display (the ad-
dressee of the lyric monologue in the accordion’s “song” is presented through
symbolic details: npo yanibxy meorw u 2aa3a), to introspection, which replaces
music (as the symbolic language of love) with the language of nature (npo me6s

mte wenmaiu kycmot). The unchanging/unquenchable love plot'®

edges out the
musical motifs, which return only in the finale. In Fatyanov, the plot is given
as a narrative. The protagonist plays [sings] of love, and this same theme is de-

veloped in the narration (cf. the verb “to tell [pacckasbiBars]” in the refrain”) of

Isakovsky himself never accepted the loss of the final stanza; when printing IBW, he always kept to
the first version. Recalling this in a 22 August 1962 letter to L. F. Ilyichev, Isakovsky wrote: “Alt-
hough I understand that the composer could not act otherwise, I am still sorry that he abbreviated
the poem <...>. Furthermore, he moved several stanzas. I repeat, I understand why it was done this
way, but nevertheless <...> the poem is to a significant extent crippled [Mcaxoscxuit 1982: 257].
Indeed, the text of the song may be seen as a free-standing work, authorized against its will. The
circular construction of the poetic “original” is compensated for in Blanter’s song by a direct repeti-
tion of the first two stanzas in the finale and a rearrangement of Isakovsky’s stanzas. In the song,
the stanzas are doubled into eight-line couplets and arranged in the following order (the number
of the stanza in the original text is given): I (1-2), II (3-4), III (5-6), IV (8-9), V (7-10), VI (1-2).
Couplets III and V (the intrusion of the elegiac reminiscence into the marching present and the
call to march, which compensate for the final lines of the text) are rendered in a major key, the rest
are in minor. In many performances, including early renderings by Efrem Flaks, we find truncated
versions of the song, which was too long for a work in this genre — we would like to see in this too
generic reflections of the ancestor-text.

In Surkov’s text this is the love of the lyric subject. The original text, where the final line reads
“from my unquenchable love”, is reproduced precisely in most of the songbooks [ Our songs, Favo-
rite songs, Russian Soviet songs], but also presented in a transformed mode consolidated by tradi-
tion [Soviet songs]: “from your unquenchable love”.
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the feat that allows the male protagonist to affirm his place in the heart of the
female protagonist.

The lexical/stylistic and lexical/semantic levels of the three texts also de-
mand attention. Surkov uses the prefabricated language of the “high-style” So-
viet love lyric, as evident in, for instance, the work of K. Simonov. The lexicon
here is devoid of social or temporal markers; it includes the frequently encoun-
tered lexemes of 19"~ 20" century poetic language in quite trivial combina-
tions (though this does not make them any less effective in the song). The me-
taphors of “singing” and “burning” that organize the text are hard to see as ori-
ginal, as are the similes with tar and tears (cf. Benediktov in 1857: M cmoaa
caesoil, caesoii / Kanaem c 6ednoii eaxu). Fatyanov’s song, on the contrary, fea-
tures a lexicon obtrusively marked with features of the “folksong”; the text is
equipped with diminutives (for which the author was reproached by stern So-
viet critics'®) and designations of realia. The latter are also shifted toward the
conventional “songlike” quality of the bourgeois romance (Houu xapxue, nory-
waaku'”) and a moderate elevated-folk tendency to the picturesque (sopoz).

In light of this lexical and semantic “purity” of the parallel texts, Isakovsky’s
poem seems like a remarkable attempt to graft the classical rose of the “school
of harmonious precision” onto the wilding of the “folksy” Soviet song. The
number of poeticisms here is small but notable (“oueii ar06umvix ceem,” cf. Sur-
kov’s “mpo yabi6xy TBoI0 1 2443a”). One more example: the metonym “that the
steel be strong [aa 6yaer cmarv xpenxa]” (note the parallel here with Zhu-
kovsky’s conventionally poetic battle metonyms). We should mention that for
the Isakovsky-Blanter text, the syntactic poeticisms are much more important
than the lexical ones. Such are the anaphoric repetitions in lines 9-16 and 21—
24, as well as the above-cited “motivational” fragment of the song.

Marked as social-historical, the realia are reduced to a minimum and linked
to the theme of music. The only expression that can really be examined as
a socially marked detail is “we’d go out reveling” [x0duau mot na kpye], referring
to the phraseology of the Russian village. A significant bit of cultural and musi-
cal realia introduced in the opening is the Archibald Joyce waltz, “Songe
d’Automne” or “Autumn Dream”, written in 1908. In the poem, the waltz is

Cf: “Alongside the beautiful, vivid folk expressions <...> we are distressed to find invented, ema-
ciated images and a love for diminutive suffixes that come in many cases from songs of bourgeois
rather than folk origin, and which lend a certain false and lisping “intimacy” rather than a hint of
love and closeness” [Bouapos: 145].

It would seem nearly indisputable that the lines “ITpo To, kax HOun sxapkue / C MOAPYXKO# IPo-
Boam, / Kaxue moaymaaxu et / Kpacussie papua”, with their symbolism of erotic exchange, point

>«

to two canonical source texts: Nekrasov’s “Peddlers” and Blok’s “The Twelve”.
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called “old-fashioned” (it would seem that by 1941 this collocation was already
rather stable), which seems to discreetly correspond to the profoundly archaic
quality of the genre and plot of IBW. Isakovsky also introduces a reminiscence
into the opening of his text, taken from the beginning of the Russian text of
“Autumn Dream” (the Lebedev-Kumach version, which was performed by
L. Ruslanova: Bemep ocennuti sucmuvs cpuisaem, / Bes npupoda epycmu nona.
Toavko Hadexcoa ne ynvieaem, / Cepdye snaem — npudem secna). Early recor-
dings of Blanter’s performance of the song open with a musical citation from
Joyce’s waltz.

The pronominal, nominal and communicative schema of these songs are
built contrastively, as are their temporal and spatial models. We can contrast
the explicit first-person quality of Surkov’s text to the third-person narration of
Fatyanov; in his song the protagonists are distinguished by special denomina-
tions (“little guy” [mapuumika], “girlfriend” [moapysxka], “girl” [auunma], “black-
eyed” [uepnoraasas)). The “first-person” pole of the text is represented by the
chorus, with its rhetorical address to the “talianochka” (cf. Surkov’s “sing, ac-
cordion” [moit, rapmomka] ). In our estimation, the fundamental fact is that Isa-
kovsky’s text features the significant (and, we presume, tracing directly back to
Zhukovsky’s classic text) situation of the “singer in the camp” of warriors. The
lyric “I” is expressed weakly but significantly, it is dissolved into the “we” (“the
warriors are my comrades”). The accordion player, who is depicted by Fatya-
nov but entirely absent in Surkov (it is clear that someone is playing the accor-
dion, but this is not expressed in the text at all), in Isakovsky’s text is the prota-
gonist appearing in the opening and finale, the equivalent to Zhukovsky’s Singer.

There is another key element: in Isakovsky the theme of music and/or sing-
ing is supplemented by the theme of dance, and the music played is given
a concrete title — this is the old-fashioned waltz, “Autumn Dream”. This men-
tion incorporates the musical reminiscence into the song, which in turn be-
comes an emotional emblem of the otherwise abandoned elegiac world
oflove'®, and leads us once again to Zhukovsky, where the “song” was put into
quotations and identified through the Singer’s remarks in direct speech (caught
up by the chorus of warriors).

The Singer and his song are the true protagonists of BCRW. They are trans-
formed by a mid-20™ century poet into a nameless accordion-player and
awaltz — wordless, yet heard by all — which symbolically intrudes into ordi-

'8 Cf. the introduction of the theme of parting in the description of the world of the past: ITod smom

sarvc epycmunu mot, / Kozda nodpyeu nem. The music of the waltz is directly connected with the
elegiac theme of parting.
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nary military life and reminds everyone of those simultaneously intimate and
lofty values for whose sake warriors go to war.

Zhukovsky’s seemingly hopelessly outdated poem becomes a “waltz” in the
non-metaphorical sense (cf. the old man’s grumbling of Tynianov’s Derzhavin)
and transmits the basic emotional impulse of BCRW through the text of a poet
of a new era and in a new genre. The weak reflections of the classical text that
can be found in the Soviet song are not mere accident, nor are they an homage
to the author’s early poetic education “featuring Muses, Phoebuses, etc.” [Mca-
koBckuit 1963: 9]. The transmission of the formal features of Zhukovsky’s pae-
an is necessary for the fulfillment of a generic task: creating a new kind of song
that would model the emotions of people in 1942, just as Zhukovsky’s paean
had modeled the emotions of Russian society during the “Tarutino period”
of the War of 1812". In this connection, a seemingly external feature of Isakov-
sky’s poem is worth noting, as well as its volume. Too long to be a lyric song,
the poem was shortened by both composers, and in actual performances was
often reduced to three eight-line fragments (the opening, the major chorus and
arepetition of the opening).

This is a rather interesting feature of IBW, particularly noticeable against
the background of Surkov’s poem. “In the earthen hut” is a short lyric mono-
logue (cf. the metonym “my living voice”), organized around a classic topos
of overcoming distance. Hence the extreme popularity of Listov’s song among
professional and — still more importantly — amateur performers.

The amateur musical genre of the masses in which IBW dissolves is brought
out by Isakovsky’s text itself — it is a dance. Just as Isakovsky’s poem “renews”
BCRW, so Blanter’s melody “supplants” Joyce’s “old-fashioned waltz”. “In the
battlefront woods” does not turn into a drinking song*’; Blanter’s composition
is a song for listeners rather than performers.

Translated by Ainsley Morse

Isakovsky would turn again to the same stanzaic and intonational schema in a way directly con-
nected to the genre of paean — a 1943 congratulatory toast is in significant dialogue with IBW:
H ne 6 06ude 6ydem on, / Korv ecmpemum max, kax ecmo, / Kak nam seaum gotinot saxon / M nawa
¢ samu wecmv. // Mot 6cmpemunm 8 2poxome 6oes, / Bamemarowux cueea, / H wawy cmepmu do kpaes /
Hanoanum 0as epaza [Mcaxosckuit: 251]. With regard to the genesis of IBW we can also suggest
ahypothesis on the influence of another text (written using nearly the same pattern of mixed
iambs). This is the popular song “The Boer and his sons” (1899), based on a song by G. Galina.
Cf. the opening, which replicated the beginning of IBW: ITod depesom passecucmom / 3adymuus
6yp cudes, and also: Ho on naxmypsce omsewar: / “Omey, noiidy u ! / Ilyckail, 5 crab, nyckat,
amas, | Kpenxa pyka mos!” // Aa, uac nacmans, maceavii wac / Ars podunvt moeil. /| Morumecs,
JiceHuuHbL, 3a Hac, / 3a Hawux coinoseil. In his memoirs, Isakovsky recalls having particularly loved
this song in his childhood [Mcakosckuit 1978: 55-56].

» On the reduction of popular songs in everyday practices of Russian parties cf. [Huxoaaes].
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