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  Demons
Reddit Chapter Discussions

This ebook contains chapter-by-chapter discussions from the
r/ClassicBookClub read-along (2024).

Original work by Fyodor Dostoevsky.

The discussions include reader insights, historical context, literary analysis,
and reactions to each section of the book.

About This Collection

Parts: 3

Discussions: 81

Comments: 2080

Happy reading!

Part 1 - Chapter 1 - Section 1-2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Hello to all our returning readers and especially to all those who are joining our group for the first time! We are aware that the schedule is not that intuitive but please take a look at the upcoming schedule section below to see what parts should be reading per day.
Two things to keep in mind, first no spoilers! Please remember not to discuss anything beyond what happened up to our current chapter. Second, be respectful, This is not the place to start personal arguments with other readers. If you start insulting other people, you will be banned.
To participate, simply reply to the discussion prompts posted, or share whatever other thoughts or insights you may have on what we have just read. Most importantly, have fun!
Upcoming Schedule:
Tuesday 13 August : Part 1 Chapter 1 Sections 3-5
Wednesday: 14 August: Part 1 Chapter 1 Sections 6-7
Thursday 15 August: Part 1 Chapter 1 Section 8
Friday 16 August: Part 1 Chapter 1 Section 9
Monday 19 August: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 1
Discussion Prompts:
1. What did you think of the passages from Pushkin and the bible gospel of Luke at the start of the book? What message did you take from them? (p.s these can be found in the project gutenberg version linked if your book doesn't have them)
2. We start with a biography of Stephan Verhovensky. What do you think of this choice?
3. What impression did you form of Stephan following this chapter?
4. It is suggested that Stephan revels in his status as a persecuted individual, even though that seems to have no basis in fact. What are your thoughts on this?
5. What did you think of the description of Stephan's "dangerous" poem?
6. What do you think of Stefan's decision to accept Varvara Petrovna's proposal to mentor her son and their "lofty moral embraces"?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


I shall need to speak of her more particularly, which I now proceed to do.

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 1 Sections 3-5


56 Comments


    
        Imaginos64 (+20)

        The verses and biblical passage bring to mind a crisis of morality, either real or perceived. In our reading of The Idiot we saw Dostoevsky criticizing atheism and nihilism so I'm guessing that perhaps we're in for a similar theme here. As an atheist I expect I'll disagree with some of what he has to say which is fine, that typically results in a thought provoking read. I just hope that some of the cultural allegories of his time and place don't go over my head as a modern western reader, but hopefully that's something we can all help each other out with as we read.
I liked getting thrown into a biography of Stephan Verhovensky. It has me wondering who the narrator is and what his biases may be. I can sympathize with the romantic allure of fancying yourself a lone rebel willing to face persecution for your intellectualism but it does paint Stephan Verhovensky as a foolish, though not malicious, character whose assertions should be taken with a grain of salt. His delusions of persecution when in fact the reaction to his work is mild indifference made me laugh. I really got a kick out of his "dangerous" poem. It's borderline incoherent and bizarre but also rather clever in an abstract way. The singing mineral cracked me up.
I was amused by Verhovensky wanting to take the comfortable position of tutoring Varvara Petrovna's son but needing to do some mental gymnastics in order to do so. I think I'm going to need to steal that "lofty moral embraces" line. I didn't totally get if the narrator was implying that Verhovensky was or wasn't actually hooking up with Varvara Petrovna on the sly but I expect we'll learn more about their relationship shortly.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+14)

        

In our reading of The Idiot we saw Dostoevsky criticizing atheism and nihilism so I'm guessing that perhaps we're in for a similar theme here.

It's interesting that you mention this theme, as we might already glimpse it in Stepan Trofimovich's character. Notably, the higher power he believes is constantly watching him isn't God, but the secular authorities.
"All his life he sincerely believed.. that every step he took was watched and noted, and that each one of the three governors who succeeded one another during twenty years in our province came with special and uneasy ideas concerning him, which had, by higher powers, been impressed upon each before everything else, on receiving the appointment."


    


    
        Captain_Auburn_Beard (+6)

        You’re use on Verhonsky instead of Stepan made me have to think hard haha


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+4)

        Haha, I'm sorry. I honestly was just copying and pasting the name without much thought one way or the other because God knows I don't trust myself to consistently spell correctly while writing this up before bed.
In the past Russian literature discussions have thrown me off because the spelling of the characters' names often varies wildly from translation to translation. I'll be sitting there going over people's comments worrying that I must have trash reading comprehension because I have no idea who they're talking about....then it dawns on me, oh yeah, that's my boy so and so.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+6)

        

The verses and biblical passage bring to mind a crisis of morality, either real or perceived. In our reading of The Idiot we saw Dostoevsky criticizing atheism and nihilism so I'm guessing that perhaps we're in for a similar theme here.

Agree. In our reading of Crime and Punishment, it was the same thing. (Without spoiling to anyone who hasn't read it) - the protagonist commits a deadly crime and has to find salvation in Christ. If Demons shares any similar themes or agenda as C&P, then the revolutionary nihilists will have learn to find meaning in Christ.
Just my speculations.


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+19)

        It feels good to be back with Dostoevsky, but I was immediately reminded of how long his paragraphs can be.
I think it’s going to take some time to form an opinion on these characters, given how we’re just starting to get to know them. I’m not sure yet what to make of Stepan.
I also wondered who our narrator was. It seems so far that he (I’m guessing he) lives in the village nearby and knows these people from what I’ve gleaned so far.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+19)

        

What impression did you form of Stephan following this chapter?

"In an English satire of the last century, Gulliver, returning from the land of the Lilliputians where the people were only three or four inches high, had grown so accustomed to consider himself a giant among them, that as he walked along the streets of London he could not help crying out to carriages and passers-by to be careful and get out of his way for fear he should crush them, imagining that they were little and he was still a giant.. Habit had brought Stepan Trofimovitch almost to the same position, but in a more innocent and inoffensive form, if one may use such expressions, for he was a most excellent man."
I never expected my recent reading of Gulliver's Travels to offer any insight into a character in a Dostoevsky novel, but it was fascinating to see this reference to Jonathan Swift's story here. Gulliver became deluded by "habit," and Dostoevsky's comparison of Gulliver with Stepan Trofimovitch provides us with a better understanding of Stepan's personality. Just as Gulliver was a physical giant among the Lilliputians, Stepan probably sees himself as an intellectual giant among his peers. The phrase "he was a most excellent man" in reference to Stepan carries a hint of irony. Gulliver was not fully attuned to reality, and we are led to believe the same about Stepan. While he may be "innocent and inoffensive," this suggests he is more harmless than truly wise.
"But now with singed wings he \[Stepan Trofimovitch\] naturally remembered the proposition which even then had made him hesitate."
The phrase "singed wings" here is a metaphor that alludes to the myth of Icarus from Greek mythology.


    


    
        Captain_Auburn_Beard (+14)

        Harmless is what I have gathered. Like another reader mentioned, an air of pretension but thanks to a hefty mixture of foolishness and vanity he comes off harmless and even pitiful.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+3)

        Yes, it's still early in the novel, and I don't know what lies ahead, but I wouldn’t be surprised if we come to discover that Stepan, though naive, is less harmless than he seems. Unless we look beneath the surface, we might not notice the waves he creates. We will both have to keep an eye on this as the story unfolds.


    


    
        Healthy_Physics_6219 (+2)

        I was also very surprised to see Gulliver’s Travels referenced. I am currently reading it for the first time and I’m honestly hating every minute of it.  I’m determined to see it through though, even if it means forcing myself to read one chapter at a time. One of the reasons I enjoy reading classic literature is precisely for instances like this- to fully understand references made in other books.


    


    
        Ser_Erdrick (+12)

        1) They seem pretty apt considering they both concern demons and the title of the book is Demons (or Devils or The Possessed depending on what edition you're reading).
2) I like it though it seems like a very large infodump to start a novel with.
3) He dumped off his son onto some cousins after the death of wife #1. Already a huge black mark against him in my opinion (and I speak from some personal experience here).
4) Seems he's overestimated his self-importance considering that he never got arrested or anything for anything (at least this far).
5) The description of the poem struck me as pure gobbledygook. The yet unnamed narrator even admits he (I'm kinda assuming the narrator is a stand in for Fyodor here) didn't understand it.
6) I can't tell if the narrator is being sarcastic or not about 'lofty moral embraces' here but I'm leaning towards it being sarcasm. I feel like these two are romantically involved and are using the cover of mentoring Varvara's son as cover.
7) I do enjoy a good game of cards and even learned to play whist after hearing it mentioned so often in Jane Austen's writings and in the Hornblower books.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I’d love to learn whist!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+13)

        This is my third read-through of the book, so I thought I’d throw in a few contextual notes. I am by no means an expert on 19th century Russian politics or social movements—this is just stuff I looked up the last time I read Demons (less than two months ago haha). If someone notices that I’ve made a mistake, please feel free to correct me!
STEPAN TROFIMOVITCH AND OTHER LIBERAL INTELLECTUALS
- “his name was pronounced by many hasty persons of that day almost as though it were on a level with the names of Tchaadaev, of Byelinsky, of Granovsky, and of Herzen”
The vain and hopelessly neurotic character of Stepan Trofimovitch was in large part inspired by the Russian historian, Timofey Granovsky (1813-1855). Granovsky believed that Russian history was inferior to that of Western Europe. Like the other intellectuals mentioned in the quote above, Granovsky was a liberal, though I think it’s important to know that the word is being used in a rather specific sense in Demons. The liberal reformers Dostoevsky is satirizing with the character of Stepan are those who favored imposing Western European structures and culture on Russia. Well-meaning as they may have been, in Dostoevsky’s view their preferred manner of reform wasn’t right or realistic for Russia. (He especially didn’t like their suggestion that the Orthodox Church should play less of a role in Russian life—our boy was VERY religious.)
- “It was said that they were positively on the point of translating Fourier”
François Marie Charles Fourier was a proponent and one of the founders of utopian socialism. He envisioned a highly-organized society composed of “phalanxes,” whose residents would all live in four-story apartment buildings. The richest would occupy the top level and the poorest would occupy the bottom. As the previous sentence demonstrates, Fourier’s focus was not on addressing inequality—he thought that poverty, rather than inequality, was the root cause of social disorder. So you could eliminate that disorder by making sure even the least-privileged members of society got paid a decent wage. Dostoevsky did not find this theory very persuasive…
THE SLAVOPHILES
- “This dissertation was a cruel and skilful thrust at the Slavophils of the day, and at once made him numerous and irreconcilable enemies among them.”
In contrast to proponents of Westernization, the Slavophiles favored organic sociopolitical development that was based specifically in Russian history, culture, and ideas. They favored cooperation over Western-style individualism and generally saw the Orthodox Church as beneficial to that aim.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+2)

        

I think it’s important to know that the word is being used in a rather specific sense in Demons. The liberal reformers Dostoevsky is satirizing with the character of Stepan are those who favored imposing Western European structures and culture on Russia. Well-meaning as they may have been, in Dostoevsky’s view their preferred manner of reform wasn’t right or realistic for Russia.

I appreciate your notes here and the context you've provided. It reminded me of a theme from the first passage we read, where Dostoevsky may be reflecting on the disconnect between a type of intellectualism and its practical utility in his contemporary Russia.
"Yet Stepan Trofimovitch was a most intelligent and gifted man, even, so to say, a man of science, though indeed, in science … well, in fact he had not done such great things in science. I believe indeed he had done nothing at all. But that’s very often the case, of course, with men of science among us in Russia."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Yeah, I think that’s exactly right. He saw the intelligentsia formulating all these nice-sounding radical ideas that he felt were impracticable and totally divorced from the will of the common Russian people. One never gets the sense that he was against reform—he was a supporter of the emancipation of the serfs, for instance—but he wanted the reforms to originate from within Russia and to be Russian in character. In more concrete terms, he favored social reform through the Russian Orthodox Church. Because again, the guy was really devout.
I love that quote about Stepan Trofimovitch, and I think it hits the nail on the head in terms of what Dosto wanted to say. Stepan promotes all kinds of Western ideals, but is there anything scientific or intellectually rigorous underpinning them? I think the conclusion we’re meant to draw is “no.” He’s just being fashionable, for lack of a better word.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+11)

        

1. What did you think of the passages from Pushkin and the bible gospel of Luke at the start of the book? What message did you take from them? (p.s these can be found in the project gutenberg version linked if your book doesn't have them)

I think they're pretty much an illustration of the novel's themes in short form. Russia is infected with demons -- political radicalism -- that must be cast out.


2. We start with a biography of Stephan Verhovensky. What do you think of this choice?

From my experience reading Karamazov, I imagine this will be incredibly important, but also the most difficult chapter to remember. Hopefully, discussing it with this book club will help it keep it in my mind.


3. What impression did you form of Stephan following this chapter?

He seems a little...pretentious? But at the same time, I don't find him unlikeable or anything, my reaction to him is more along the lines of "oh, you rascal, you".


4. It is suggested that Stephan revels in his status as a persecuted individual, even though that seems to have no basis in fact. What are your thoughts on this?

He would be perfectly at home on the Internet! Honestly, this kind of tracks with what I've seen from a lot of political radicals in online spaces. There's a certain "the man's keeping us down, man" vibe that shows up a lot in certain radical circles, but in reality the man regards them as little more than a minor nuisance and is more interested in lining his pockets.


5. What did you think of the description of Stephan's "dangerous" poem?

Hahaha what even was that? I don't know how good the poem actually is, but the brief description we get of it makes it sound as absolutely ridiculous and pretentious as Stephan comes across.


6. What do you think of Stefan's decision to accept Varvara Petrovna's proposal to mentor her son and their "lofty moral embraces"?

I'm assuming "lofty moral embrace" is a tongue in cheek way of saying that he's clapping those cheeks on 1 and 3 like a Baptist on a Sunday morning? It was a little unclear. It could be implying that, or the exact opposite. I'm honestly a little confused. Probably not that important.
I feel like the mentored son might be more important to the rest of the story, but then again his name wasn't even mentioned, so idk.


7. Anything else to discuss?

The last two paragraphs were great. His hypocrisy about cards and the description of "a man of a tender consciousness (that is, sometimes)" who was, naturally, "prone to bouts of depression" had me chuckling.
Also, this definitely fits the tradition I'm seeing in Dostoevsky novels of "starting with insane amounts of backstory, that will inform the rest of the novel, but will be the hardest part of the story to read".


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+5)

        

Russia is infected with demons -- political radicalism -- that must be cast out.

Thanks for the insightful interpretation! This completely flew over my head


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        “Clapping those cheeks on 1 and 3 like a Baptist on a Sunday morning”
I totally lost it at that this 😂 I’m so glad I’m reading the book alongside other people this time around.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+2)

        Thanks! I try my best, but I don't think I can ever top "lofty moral embraces"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        LOL “lofty embraces,” my new favorite euphemism for cheek clapping


    


    
        Blundertail (+10)

        1. I think the message it’s trying to get across is that those led by demons are confused and unaware of their fate. I’ve never read anything by this author but given the time period and location I could easily see this being a metaphor for the Russian people
2. It’s fine I guess, it’s not super long yet and it gives us a presumably important character to start off with
3. He seems kind of self-absorbed and paranoid, tending on to focus on himself and his writing even at the expense of how he treats other people (like sending that boy away)
4. A lot of people are like that even now, it can feel good to have that sense of self-importance. It’s possible he is suffering from a mental disorder as well making him more paranoid (kinda reminds me of those gangstalking or targeted individual groups) but I don’t think it’s quite that bad yet
5. Seems like a very silly poem, a lot of stuff is just bizarre and unexplained, but I think the reason Stephan was worried is because of the last section with the tower of Babel, seemingly portraying humanity’s progress through a triumph over divine powers. To an authoritarian monarch ruling with the principle of the divine right of kings, it could be seen as threatening (but apparently Stephan is so unknown that they don’t care)
6. Either it genuinely is a platonic friendship because of Stephan’s sense of morality or the narrator is being sarcastic, hard to tell


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+2)

        

Either it genuinely is a platonic friendship because of Stephan’s sense of morality or the narrator is being sarcastic, hard to tell

Yes, I revisited that line again and, like you, came away thinking it’s still too soon to determine the true nature of their relationship.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        I like both the poem and the passage. I think Dostoevsky's demons are perhaps more internal than physical entities though.
Stepan comes across as a bit of a mixed bag. Our narrator seems quite sarcastic at times, but whether that is out of fondness or dislike, I can't tell at this point. A lot of modern day people seem to revel in persecution and victim hood, so he'd probably fit in well in that respect!
Why am I thinking 'lofty moral embraces' is a euphemism? The relationship between Stepan and Varvara seems complicated at this point.


    


    
        vigm (+9)

        I am EXTREMELY pleasantly surprised by how easy to read and how funny this book is so far. Stepan sounds very familiar to me - the kind of guy who is so arrogant that he thinks other people actually care what he thinks, and so stupid that he generates nonsense (but cleverly worded nonsense that he passes off as smart), and so lazy that when an opportunity for a well paying non-job comes up he leaps at it (under the pretence of it being a kind of political refuge where he can think profound and clever thoughts). Omg I think I have worked with Stepan!
“He had grown weary of standing erect, and often lay down for a while” 🤣 (while the women do all the work, like raising his son)
No, I don’t think he has a sexual relationship with Varvara. There are people who are not quite as clever as they would like to pretend they are who get sucked in by these shysters and swallow their “smart and persecuted” storyline and want to keep them around to be kind of decorative, like the hermit on the estate.


    


    
        rogue_09 (+8)

        Hello. This is my first dostoevsky and I'm excited to read it together with this group.
I'm primarily following Gutenberg's translation (constance Garnett's) and I like the prose in that better than the Penguin Classics.
1. Pushkin's poem is interesting in the sense that how easily and casually we attribute things out of the norm  to the devil. Luke's chapter 8, 32-37 verses - while new for me left me feeling confused. Why was Jesus feared when he had cured the man? Do these poems foreshadow that being different from others is not a good thing?
2. I'm curious about how the book will turn out to be because, the readers have not been told about who the orator is and how Stephan tries into the story.
3 & 4 & 6. Stephan felt like a person who takes the easy route and reads too much into perceived slights. It felt as if by portraying himself as a victim, made it easier for him to take it slow and basically give up? I am piqued about the impact Stephan had on Varavara's son.
5. I thought the poem was indirectly satiring the human society as such, wherein we have groups of people baraging others and how people have lost the collective idea to question anything / anyone?
7. I slightly like the orator's character as it felt that he had both admired and criticized Stephen.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

Why was Jesus feared when he had cured the man? 

Jesus was not afraid. Folks who witnessed the exorcism were.


    


    
        rogue_09 (+3)

        I meant the same. The verses stated that after watching the cured man sitting near Jesus, folks were afraid of Jesus.
And in the next verse ( verse 38), they had asked Jesus to leave.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Ah. Beg your pardon.
Well I mean that's understandable. People had been afraid of demons,  so naturally they were afraid of the man who could command demons.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        Glad to see you reading Garnett’s translation. She’s the OG and I think she’s too unfairly criticized today. This is my second Dostoevsky but my first one I read the Garnett translation so I have a fondness for her.
I’m trying out the Katz translation this time and I do like it so far though it’s been just a few pages


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+8)

        Footnotes from Penguin Classics:
1. ‘exiled’: ‘Exile’ within Russia’s borders, that is, to Siberia or the provinces.
2. Gulliver… small: Eponymous hero of Jonathan Swift’s (1667–1745) satire Gulliver’s Travels (1726) is marooned on the island of Lilliput, whose diminutive populace measure half a foot in height.
3. pleiad: A group that traditionally numbers seven members, from the Pleiades, the seven daughters of Atlas of Greek mythology. The most famous in Russia of the ‘generation just past’ was the Pushkin Pleiad.
4. Chaadayev, Belinsky, Granovsky and Herzen: Seminal figures who helped to formulate the position of the ‘Westernizers’ in the debate in Russia with the Slavophiles (see note 8). Pyotr Chaadayev (1794–1856), author of the Lettres philosophiques (Philosophical Letters), the first of which was published in Russian translation in 1836 in the journal Telescope, with the result that the journal was suspended, its editor was fined and Chaadayev himself was officially declared to be insane and put under house arrest; none of the other seven letters was published in his lifetime. The letters, which played a role in launching the Westernizer vs. Slavophile debate, were sharply critical of Russia, Russian history and Russian Orthodoxy, all of which Chaadayev unfavourably contrasted with Western Europe and Roman Catholicism. In his memoirs, Alexander Herzen recalls the astonishment occasioned by the publication: ‘[Chaadayev’s] Letter was in a sense the last word, the limit. It was a shot that rang out in the dark night;… whether it was a signal, a cry for help, whether it was news of the dawn or news that there would not be one — it was all the same: one had to wake up’ (My Past and Thoughts: The Memoirs of Alexander Herzen, tr. C. Garnett, ed. Humphrey Higgins, abridged by Dwight Macdonald (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1982), pp. 292–30). Vissarion Belinsky (1811–48), the most influential critic in Russia during his lifetime and early champion of Dostoyevsky, supported Westernizing views and socially engaged literature. The liberal historian and professor of history at Moscow University, Timofey Granovsky (1813–55), a prominent figure in the camp of the Westernizers, exercised considerable influence on his contemporaries, including Herzen and Ivan Turgenev (see I, 3, note 2). Herzen described Granovsky’s lectures as a ‘draught of freedom’ in the Russia of Tsar Nicholas I (1796–1855). The character of Stepan Trofimovich Verkhovensky was first named ‘Granovsky’ in early drafts of Demons and is clearly modelled on him. The writer and editor Alexander Herzen (1812–70), a liberal Westernizer and socialist advocate, left Russia in 1847 and founded the Free Russian Press in London in 1853, which published revolutionary pamphlets, the journal Polar Star and the newspaper Bell. Herzen’s memoirs, My Past and Thoughts (written 1852–68), his major undertaking in his later years and an enduring monument of Russian prose, bring together history, philosophy, politics and personal reminiscence in a narrative that is both personal and panoramic (see also II, 6, note 3).
5. ‘whirlwind of concurrent circumstances’: Perhaps an allusion to the phrase ‘whirlwind of arisen circumstances’ in Selected Passages from Correspondence with Friends (1847) by Nikoláy Gogol (1809–52). See note 68.
6. Rus: Pronounced ‘Roos’. The name, probably of Swedish or Finnish origin, given to the first Russian state, which arose in the ninth century and was centred in Kiev. It persisted until the fifteenth century, when Rossiya began to be used to designate the European part of the country, by then centred in Moscow. Rus has survived till the present day, but only as a poetic word or an appeal to patriotic sentiments. (RAM)
7. Hanseatic significance… Hanau: The Hanseatic League was established in 1241 as an economic alliance of towns in northern Germany; Hanau is located on the Main River, east of Frankfurt. Stepan Trofimovich’s dissertation ironically recalls Granovsky’s on the history of medieval towns.


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+6)

        8. Slavophiles: In direct opposition to such figures as Belinsky, Granovsky and Herzen, the Slavophiles rejected the European orientation of the Westernizers in favour of national self-definition and believed in the unique destiny and mission of Russia and the Russian Orthodox Church. Slavophilism as an intellectual movement traces its origins to the 1830s, coming into being, to some extent, as a rejoinder to Chaadayev’s criticism of Russia’s isolation from Europe, the Roman Church and European intellectual history.
9. Dickens… George Sand: In the 1840s the liberal monthly Fatherland Notes published Russian translations of the novels Oliver Twist, Barnaby Rudge, The Life and Adventures of Martin Chuzzlewit and Dombey and Son by Charles Dickens (1812–70), as well as translations of half a dozen novels by the French writer George Sand (1804–76).
10. certain knights… age: An ironic reference to Granovsky’s essay on the French medieval knight, Bayard (1473–1524), known as the Knight without Fear and without Reproach.
11. Fourier: French social reformer Charles Fourier (1772–1837) advocated a utopian social framework that would reorganize society into ‘phalansteries’, that is, communities structured on cooperative principles to promote equality of wealth and resources, and collective harmony. The Petrashevsky Circle (see Introduction, Section I), of which Dostoyevsky was a member, avidly read and discussed Fourier’s works.
12. a long poem: Dostoyevsky invokes the form and several motifs from the trilogy ‘Pot-Pourri’ by V. S. Pecherin (1807–85), which was published in Herzen’s Polar Star in 1861. One part, entitled ‘The Triumph of Death’, includes choruses of winds, flames and stars, etc. Other works that influenced Dostoyevsky’s ironic characterization include Granovsky’s ‘Scenes from the Life of Caliostro’ (1834), a dialogue between Lorecini, an alchemist and astrologist, and the twenty-year-old Caliostro, which indeed is somewhat reminiscent of Faust (see following note), and ‘Unborn Soul’ (1835) by Evdokiya Rostopchina (1811–58), with its chorus of ‘unborn souls’.
13. Faust: Allegorical figures abound in the second part of Faust, completed by Goethe just before his death. See note 66.
14. Tower of Babel… Olympus: The tower is the explanation in the Bible for the phenomenon of multiple languages. The Babylonians decided to ‘build ourselves a city, and a tower with its top in the heavens’. However, God confused ‘their language, that they may not understand one another’s speech’ and they ‘left off building the city’ (Genesis 11:1–9). Mount Olympus, the highest point in Greece, home of Zeus and the mythical gods.
15. people’s poet… and idealist: Nikolay Nekrasov (1821–78), the foremost representative of the realist school in Russian poetry, was already being called the ‘people’s poet’ during his lifetime. The lines are from the ‘civic’ poem ‘The Bear Hunt’ (1866–7), which includes passages on Belinsky and Granovsky.
16. ‘civic grief’: The term enjoyed an enormous vogue in Petersburg in the 1860s. It referred to a social ‘illness’ brought about by intense anguish sustained in response to the deplorable conditions of society (e.g. prostitution, poverty, the plight of the peasantry) and was even given as the cause of death for some students and cadets.
17. Maecenas: Roman politician and patron of Horace and Virgil, Gaius Maecenas (70?– 8 BC), whose generosity, by and large prompted by political aims, namely, the glorification of the reign of Augustus, has rendered his name the very personification of lavish patronage.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+7)

        

17. Maecenas

"Varvara Petrovna.. was a woman of the classic type, a female Mæcenas"
So the idea behind the reference to Maecenas, a Roman patron of the arts, suggests that Varvara Petrovna will serve as a patron or sponsor to Stepan Trofimovich in a similar way.


    


    
        Opyros (+8)

        Probably everyone knows this, but I’ll just note that Charles Fourier the socialist had nothing to do with Joseph Fourier the physicist and mathematician (as in Fourier series.)


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Thank you. I am enough of a maths nerd to know what you are talking about and to have wondered whether there was a connection 🙏


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        No, I did not know this, and was wondering whether he had had a different career before writing some really amazing mathematics.


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+8)

        List of Characters from Penguin:
Verkhovénsky, Stepán Trofímovich, a ‘man of the 1840s’, former tutor to Nikoláy Stavrogin and others
Stavrógina, Varvára Petróvna, widowed landowner and Stepán Trofimovich’s patron


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+6)

        1. My interpretation is that: The men being the rich and well lived men, opinion and thought creators pass their ideas as demons to pigs, the overall population, that by being posessed leads them to death…
2. 3. 4. Great introduction of the character, sets up flaws and his tendency to melancholy and that he can come across as sometimes naive and an overthinker.
5. (five) I loved this passage as it sets tone to the next chapters of the book, by making us think about if Stephan is just overthinking the poem or it is really something that can cause changes to society. I really do believe is an art form of thinking, by being irrational putting objects to sing but then dethroning gods of olympus and putting these things in charge of the world.
6. (six) Stephan probably wants recognition, as being a tutor will help him pass through his ideas to the next generation of Russia. Im still processing Varvara and Stephan relationship, but I think the fact that he will be closer to her is not what makes him decide to teach her son.
Im new here! first time taking part in something like this, this is my 4th Dostoievsky read


    


    
        stardustjihadist (+5)

        

1. What did you think of the passages from Pushkin and the bible gospel of Luke at the start of the book? What message did you take from them?

I like em. They give me an odd sense of fear. Obviously considering they're dealing with demons and possessions. But, in the verse, the people react with fear to the demon-possessed swine drowning. This could be foreshadowing or maybe I'm overthinking.


2. We start with a biography of Stephan Verhovensky. What do you think of this choice?

I love when novels start with a biography of a character or a description of a place. If it's integral, why not start there?


3. What impression did you form of Stephan following this chapter?

He's pretentious, lazy and maybe a hypocrite. And definitely has bad luck with women considering both his wives died.


4. It is suggested that Stephan revels in his status as a persecuted individual, even though that seems to have no basis in fact. What are your thoughts on this?

I know men (and women) like Stephan. We all know men (or women) like Stephan. There are entire societies of Stephan's. I hate em.


5. What did you think of the description of Stephan's "dangerous" poem?

Says that it recalls the second half of Faust. Well, I studied Faust in my sophomore year of college (which was literally a few months ago) and I remember absolutely not a single thing. In any case, I don't understand it to be honest. It feels a bit cartoonish.


6. What do you think of Stefan's decision to accept Varvara Petrovna's proposal to mentor her son and their "lofty moral embraces"?

I think it could be good for him. He was making absolutely no academic progress so tutoring someone could be good for him, maybe it'd reignite his love for academia! Well, he only ever cared about the fame that comes with it. So maybe not.


7. Anything else to discuss?

I gotta say, as a first time reading Dostoevsky, I expected it to be more difficult. I'm not saying this was easy, I still don't understand some of what's happening. But I always hear that Dostoevsky is so difficult that I honestly was scared but I'm pleasantly surprised! Oh but this is just the beginning...


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I love Stephen so far! It’s interesting because he’s earned the respect of the narrator and is described as intelligent and gifted… but also appears to have quite the delusions of grandeur. There are hints that he was legitimately important, however brief, and it seems he is now clinging to that feeling. I am interested to know if Stephen deserves any of the opinions he seems to hold about himself, if he is indeed delusional, or if it is a mix of both.
I also can’t quite place the tone of the narrator; he sounds loving but also sarcastic. I’m looking forward to more about their relationship and specifically the narrators personal views on Stephen. I am enjoying how he lays out the ‘facts’ and then basically admits Stephen is an unreliable character and so it may not be true. I loved this line: “That could very well have happened, because what did not happen back then? But in the present case it is more likely that nothing happened, and that the author himself was too lazy to finish the study.”
I also loved: “but what did result instead was the possibility of standing for the rest of his life, for more than twenty years, as, so to speak, a ‘reproach incarnate’ to his fatherland… But our Stephen Trogimovich in truth was only an imitator compared with such persons; then, too, he used to get tired of standing and would often recline.” Again, it seems like the narrator is criticizing him, but then he highlights that Stephen was still as effective as he needed to be that way - their relationship is so interesting!
Anyway, I love excitable characters so I quite like reading about Stephen so far! “Ah, perish Russia!”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        1. Well, they’re certainly ominous! Given that this book is also sometimes titled The Possessed in English, you’d have good reason to believe that the characters will be confronted with some sort of metaphorical “possession” or loss of control—though by what, I cannot say. No spoilers here!
2. Apparently a lot of adaptations greatly reduce the roles of Stepan in the story, skipping over this opening bit altogether. (I’ve only seen the 2014 Russian miniseries, but Stepan and Varvara were barely in it.) Which is a shame, because I think this beginning part of Demons is Dostoevsky at his funniest. Stepan is a hilarious character, and it’s nice that the book opens with something kind of light-hearted before getting grim. (And you know it’ll get grim—this is Dostoevsky, after all.)
3. Stepan is vain, neurotic, and insecure, but I kind of like him? He’s a ridiculous guy, but a harmless one. Plus he’s funny.
4. He DEFINITELY revels in feeling like he’s persecuted for his beliefs. He needs to feel like he’s a dangerous radical, otherwise he’ll be forced to confront his own irrelevance.
5. The poem is so funny! It’s such absolute faux-deep nonsense that it’s hard to tell what it’s even supposed to be saying. I love how offended Stepan gets when the narrator suggests that it’s safe for publication.
6. Stepan, ultimately, is kind of a lazy guy, so living a cushy life as a tutor while coasting on his perceived reputation as a dangerous thinker probably suits him just fine. As far as Stepan and Varvara’s “embraces” being purely lofty and moral—I have my doubts about that.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Your description of Stephan is spot-on for me! He’s a hoot! It’s too bad his role is limited


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        In film and TV adaptations it’s limited, but we will see more of him in the book! That’s all I can say. Not giving spoilers about this book I love is sooooo hard!


    


    
        awaiko (+4)

        Oh. Right. Dostoevsky and Garnett’s translation style. I’ll get back into it, but it’s been a while since we’ve done Russian literature and I think my synapses are not quite ready for this. I will definitely be needing a chapter summary to work out what I’ve been reading.
Thanks everyone for being understanding about the schedule. We’ve been looking at this one and think we’ve struck a balance finding a manageable length. Always open to feedback.
Scurrilous poems! What an age to live in, I love the idea of it. I appreciate that academics in Russia were so revolutionary and seditious. Makes me miss lecturing (no, wait, nothing in the world can make me miss that!)
Keen to understand more of these characters.
I think early on in our endeavours with Russian names there was a good comment about how to understand interpret them, and we dig it up every time we start a new Russian novel. Anyone have any idea what I’m on about?


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+3)

        

Oh. Right. Dostoevsky and Garnett’s translation style. I’ll get back into it, but it’s been a while since we’ve done Russian literature and I think my synapses are not quite ready for this. I will definitely be needing a chapter summary to work out what I’ve been reading. 

Lol, I hear you on this. Admittedly, I don’t have much to compare it to, but I enjoy the Garnett translations. However, one does have to adjust to the Victorian English sensibilities, on top of the naturally complex material of a Dostoevsky novel!


    


    
        tmr89 (+3)

        I laughed at the line: “… well, he did not really make any important contributions to scholarship, indeed none at all, I believe. But, then, that happens again and again in Russia with men of learning”


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        1. I don't really see the connection between them, and I didn't really understand them. But both of them are about demons who possess something, and in the latter one you see that when Jesus is there, demons are afraid. Could this be another hint that religion is salvation?
2. I think that maybe Stepan Verhovensky is the main character. The book is probably about him.
3. He seems like a weird and eccentric person to me. I have to read more and to learn more about him to sympathize with him.
4. There is a case to be made that he is a persecuted individual. He lost 2 wives and was left a single father is a good enough argument for me. In some sentences, it gave me the impression that he is delusional lol.
5. I thought it was really nice. But I googled the symbolism of Tower of Babel and it is: people do not seek God anymore, they don't go to church anymore to find salvation, and instead they built the Tower to hide in there in case of another flood. And having found the meaning of this, it makes sense to me why it was dangerous, because religion was absolute to the Russians back then. This sounds a bit like blasphemy.
6. I think that he finally saw that she stood by him so long and he realized that she loved him. Or it could have been out of desperacy.
7. The first 2 sections did not really leave a strong impression on me. This character doesn't seem too complex like for example, Raskolnikov or Prince Myshkin. But that's just me, I like complex characters. I will keep reading tho, I want to see what happens next.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        That man, as is commonly surmised, was a prototype for Stepan Trofimovich
Unfortunately, the English Wiki article on him is a stub. For his political position, you can read the article on Alexander Herzen - their views were very close.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+3)

        1. I can't say much about the Bible, but Pushkin's poem sets a mystical mood. There are demons that chase and possess you, creating a sense of devilry. Honestly, it makes me think the book will have something devilish, like in works by Gogol or Bulgakov.
2. I think this is a biography about nothing. It's full of uncertain facts, making it seem like it could be about anyone. Maybe Stepan Trofimovich is a composite character: they studied something and taught something, but overall it doesn't matter what.
3-5. My impression of him is that he is an average intellectual and a lazy person: he liked to lie on his side. He didn't trouble himself much, although he probably could have. But at the same time, he will probably try to change the country and the world. He has an extraordinary vision. The poem, by modern standards, isn't original, but in the 1840-50s, it was wild. Postmodernism was still about 100 years away. I liked the description of the poem and would read it in full. I think the danger lies in the specific words and metaphors about nations and death. It's hard to understand in a retelling.
6. Everything is written with satire. It's not clear at all what he will teach him. Lying down and playing cards? But there are suspicions that he and Varvara are more than just friends.
7. The death of one young wife is an accident, the death of two wives is suspicious. I am sure that this will not develop in the plot, but it is an interesting detail. What did he do with the wives?


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        Funnily enough, I thought the Bible verses at the beginning were my translator's own interjections, so I just skimmed them. Havent studied them too deeply to consider their significance in this story.
On the sections themselves, this seems like an interesting narrative choice. I wonder who the narrator is - Dostoevsky himself? Or a central character? What part will he play later?
I wonder if Stephan will be a key character, or just a segue into the larger story, as the narrator indicates. Good narrative pacing.
1 thing that caught my eye is that Dostoevsky mentions that Stephan is a 'man of science' who 'does nothing', as characteristic of 'men of science at the time'. Is this true? I wonder.
I'm reading the Wilco classics version - 'The Devils'


    


    
        2whitie (+2)

        7. The "attack of the spleen" line interested me, especially because Petrovna wanted to call it something different. According to Micheal Epstein's Russian Spleen, an attack of the spleen was a boredom that came to English aristocrats who had little to do because they had mastered all areas of civility.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. They obviously set a sort of dark tone   for the novel but what else can you expect from a book called Demons. I am curious if this will end up leaning into the supernatural realm or if it will end up being more metaphoric.
2. Honestly it was more chill and not as dark as I was expecting. Not that it was completely happy, he did lose two lives, but I didn’t get the negativity say that we got with Crime and Punishment right away. Stefan seems alright. Smart, educated but always seemingly down in his luck.
3. Kinda answered it above, he seems okay for now. Smart, educated, but down on his lucks
4. I think we all know people like that this (and at times are like this ourselves) I think it’s easy to fall into if you don’t check yourself. It’s a way of removing your responsibility for life’s injustices or hardships.
5. It was kinda weird? And it reminds me of a lot of poetry and literature. Sometimes it seems like you can’t quite place the meaning of something but it “feels” like there’s a higher meaning or hidden message just below the surface.  I’m about half way through Blood Meridian and that is a book I’d definitely as having a similar feeling.
6. Did I miss something? I thought this was making it clear that the relationship was platonic despite it being very close?
7. Not much to discuss further today. Looking forward for more to come.


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+2)

        I believe it to be a funny way to start, specially because of the underlying sarcasm lol. I bet Stepan is going to be all over the place, he seems really dramatic and selfish, a little bit delulu. The poem was hilarious, even though I didn´t got it, at all... Looks like he only accepted Varvara Petrovna´s proposal because is the perfect excuse to avoid his "research" and stuff, because he´s just too lazy to actually do science or poetry or whathever.


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+2)

        This was supposed to be my first book reading more or less live with the group (I played lurker/catch-up with the last few), but I’m already a few days behind! I read The Idiot and Crime and Punishment as a teenager, and while the prose in this one started out more dense than I remembered Dostoevsky’s writing to be, I quickly fell into it.
I found many of the lines in the first two sections to be extremely funny, particularly the ones about Stepan often reclining and the inanimate objects in his poem singing. The way the narrator constantly reminds us that he respects Stepan despite all of his enumerated failings makes me wonder how genuine he is.
Looking forward to the rest of this read!


    


    
        littleway37 (+2)

        I found that the passages at the beginning of the novel contrast a few interpretations of the word demon. The Pushkin quote writes of demons in a more supernatural sense, becoming physically lost after following ghosts. The Bible verse seems to address spiritual demons and the fear that they cause. Why to include both, one after the other, and in this specific order, I need to chew on that for a bit.
Launching into a biography is pretty typical of Dostoevsky, at least the novels I have read of his. I personally like it; it can be a bit boring at first but as a reader, it's a really masterful way to transition smoothly into the details of the main story. I also find Dostoevsky's use of a narrator very interesting. The narrator is someone in "our town", who knows the main character, and acts almost like a friend or mentor to the reader.
Stepan is a bit curious. At first he appears faultless; he's intelligent, polite, forgiving, a bit neurotic but maybe understandably so. But, some of the narrator's descriptions feel wily and a bit facetious, like he is also making fun of Stepan while admiring him. I'm beginning to suspect that Stepan is a satirical character. His ills described at the end of the section are beginning to highlight his more problematic qualities.
The singing in the poem reminded me of the Pushkin quote. I feel the reference to Faust is significant.
Dostoevsky novels crack me up. To point out Stepan "threw himself into the embrace" but then immediately say "this embrace should be understood only in the highest moral sense" is just so funny to me. Sure narrator... we believe you... Varvara being Stepan's Maecenas sets up the reader to understand how deep and personal their relationship will be. I wonder if it is an earnest or sarcastic comparison.


    


    
        Seby0815 (+2)

        I think the biblical story at the beginning is meant to be an allegory for the different political currents in Russia at the time (atheism, nihilism, socialism, conservatism, liberalism etc.). The various ideas can be interpreted as demons haunting Russia and needing to be exorcised — likely, as I know Dostoevsky, through (Orthodox) Christianity.
Stepan seems to be a personification of one of these currents or ideas, perhaps something like liberalism or Western ideas, or something similar. I found the description of Stepan amusing so far, especially the poem that the narrator compares to Goethe's Faust Part II, in which a lot of weird and complex stuff happens that literary critics are still working to analyze today. Unlike Goethe, who was rightly considered a literary genius even during his lifetime, Stepan, on the other hand, seems more like a blowhard who takes himself more seriously than he actually is.
On the other hand, I also think that Dostoevsky is deliberately highlighting the absurdity of Stepan's supposed persecution by the authorities as a way to cover his own back. By portraying Stepan's political persecution as ridiculous (and possibly even non-existent), he might be subtly telling us that he was indeed persecuted — because we now know that political persecution was real, and Dostoevsky himself was even sent to Siberia for a few years.


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+1)

        Somebody knows the meaning of the poem writen by Stepan?


    

Part 1 - Chapter 1 - Section 3-5

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. What do you think about the dynamic between Stephan and Varvara, as described in this opening section?
2. Varvara holds grudges for a really long time. Could you trust such a person? Are you that person?
3. Varvara will never forgive Stephan for two social faux pas as described in Section IV. Which was the most awkward in your opinion?
4. Varvara seems to be in love with the poet Kukolnik and dresses Stephan to resemble him. What did you think this says about her? Plus what did you think of the outfit?
5. Something new and "unlike the stagnation of the past" is described as happening in Russia. What do you think this is referring to? 
6.  Two oldish folks are off to Peterburg to show the world that they are not dead. Who do you think will fare better, Stephan or Varvara?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


The ostensible object of the journey was to see her only son, who was just finishing his studies at a Petersburg lyceum.

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 1 Sections 6-7


69 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+21)

        Contextual notes for sections 3-5, just in case they’re useful!
THE GREAT REFORMS
- “When the baron positively asserted the absolute truth of the rumours of the great reform, which were then only just beginning to be heard, Stepan Trofimovitch could not contain himself, and suddenly shouted “Hurrah!” and even made some gesticulation indicative of delight.”
The Great Reforms were a period of rapid social and economic reform following Russia’s crushing defeat in the Crimean War. They included the establishment of a modernized justice system, greater openness in official and civil affairs, and—as gets mentioned in every post-1861 Dostoevsky story I’ve ever read—the emancipation of the serfs.
KUKOLNIK
- “I must observe in parenthesis about the portrait of Kukolnik; the engraving had first come into the hands of Varvara Petrovna when she was a girl in a high-class boarding-school in Moscow. She fell in love with the portrait at once”
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nestor_Kukolnik
Here’s a link to a painting of Kukolnik, Varvara’s schoolgirl crush. He’s not bad! This, evidently, is what Stepan looked like (in Varvara’s eyes), at least in their early years together.
RADISHTCHEV
- “He was even for some reason compared with Radishtchev.”
This refers to Alexander Radishtchev (1749-1802), an author and social critic who had a vastly more prominent and dramatic life than Stepan has ever managed to achieve. Once a favorite of Catherine the Great, he evidently went a little too far in his criticisms of serfdom and the way autocracy limits personal freedom. He was condemned to death, a sentence later commuted by Catherine to life in exile. Stepan WISHES he was this much of a rebel, haha


    


    
        samole (+5)

        

in every post-1961 Dostoevsky story I’ve ever read

1861


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Haha nice catch, thank you


    


    
        Existing-Race (+4)

        Thank you for the context! I was especially confused by the first faux pas, Varvara's reaction makes more sense in context.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        As a “liberal thinker” herself, I’m sure Varvara supports the reforms too. I think she’s just embarrassed that Stepan acts like kind of a dork about it in front of her fancy-pants acquaintance. She specifically invites Stepan to her visit with the baron so she can impress the baron with one of her high-minded, intellectual friends, and Stepan just doesn’t act cool. At all.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+20)

        1. To me their dynamic is complicated, volatile, and bizarrely codependent. You definitely get the sense there’s something between them that they refuse to acknowledge openly (through pride or cowardice, as the case may be), and it leads to some level of…emotional constipation. He acts condescending toward her, she basically runs his life, they get pissed off at each other and fight—yet “the one who has begun the quarrel and separated will be the first to fall ill and even die, perhaps, if the separation comes off.” Stepan inevitably goes running back to her begging her forgiveness and showering her with praise, and Varvara takes him back and acts like nothing happened. If that’s not codependency, I don’t know what is.
2. I low-key AM that kind of person, so I’m in no position to judge my girl Varvara, haha. I’m nowhere near as scary as she is, though :P
3. The second, without a doubt! Stepan’s getting overly enthusiastic about the great reform
is…ok, a little cringe, but in a sort of endearing way. The second incident is just such a prime example of each of them getting in their own way. Stepan gets nervous and makes things incredibly awkward; meanwhile, his presumption that Varvara could ever be into him like that utterly offends her, regardless of whether the presumption is true or not. (ETA: Personally I think she truly wanted him to ask her to marry him and is hurt and embarrassed when he doesn’t.) They are truly trapped in Ambiguous Relationship Hell.
4. The outfit sounds reasonably dashing. I’m torn on whether Varvara already thought Stepan looked like Kukolnik and therefore decided to dress him that way, or if she would have dressed any man up like her schoolgirl crush. Is she trying to build herself a dream man, or was she already attracted to Stepan and she’s just trying to enhance the effect with the choice in clothing? Either way, dressing up your child’s tutor like he’s your little pet…GOD, these two have issues lol
5. Almost certainly some manner of political/social movement—like a dangerous one, given the title of the book!
6. I don’t see either faring particularly well, but Varvara’s a little more tethered to reality than Stepan, so I’d guess she’s be better at realizing they’re not exactly taking the intellectual community by storm.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+12)

        What sort of leverage does Varvara have over Stepan to psychologically manipulate and torture him like this? I wonder. Financial leverage perhaps, or some sort of deadly secret she holds?


There are strange friendships

Indeed there are.
I'm lucky enough to have no Varvaras in my life, but I sure am aware that she exists. People who hold weird grudges, over extremely weird scenarios that just happen to get under their skin at the wrong time.
Stepan is stuck in an abusive relationship. He needs to ditch Varvara, but he can't. Also fortunate enough to have nvr been in one, nor do any of my loved ones, so I hope the story of Stepan and Varvara can shed some insight for me.
Just a random thought, but the revolutionary ideologies that are stirring in Russia, remind me of the famous opening line:
'A spectre is haunting Europe - the spectre of communism.'  - The Communist Manifesto


    


    
        samole (+11)

        

What sort of leverage does Varvara have over Stepan to psychologically manipulate and torture him like this?

She is his source of income. If not for her, he would have been forced to find a job. Evidently, Stepan Trofimovich would rather not work.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        I also interpreted it as she has leverage over his ego. We know Stepan has high views of himself, and Varvara seems eager to feed into that image.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        I think you’re exactly right. In addition to the financial support, without which Stepan would be forced to get a real job, Varvara gives Stepan loads of affirmation as an “important intellectual” (when she’s not pissed off at him, of course). I think he’d literally die without that constant reassurance, lol


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+7)

        Thanks both for the insightful interpretations of human nature!


    


    
        [deleted] (+9)

        The narrator's recollection of how events transpired is still very interesting to me. On one hand it seems he is neither quick to outright criticize Stepan, this combined with the fact that he only knows of the events as told to him by Stepan makes me think that we aren't getting all the details or that his recollection of the events is heavily influenced by what was actually made known to him by the parties involved.
It's a very interesting relationship that he has with Varvara, she seems to support if for no other reason than to not face criticism for his failure under her employment. He as always seems to get over this or misses this all together being too busy or caught up on his own self importance.
The narrator tells us of the grudges she holds but not much about what came about them yet so it's hard to determine what exactly he means by holding on to grudges. As far as how they will fare in Saint Petersburg, I think this is nearing the Communist takeover of Russia (I think this is what they mean by new ideas), I think he will fare better than her, and i think she fears that. I think she fears once he leaves her that he will gain a certain influence independent of her and she will miss out on it.
It's an interesting read so far. Also I'm a bit confused, is it clear that she wanted to marry him and he totally missed it or is this just him imagining things?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        I personally think she did want him to marry her, but when Stepan figured that out and started acting weird instead of actually asking her
to be his wife, she felt profoundly humiliated. I think she turned her hurt feelings into anger over his “presumptuousness.” That’s how I interpret the incident, but maybe I’m just overthinking it lol


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        That's how I read it. Seemed fairly clear imo.


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        That's how I read it. That seemed fairly clear to me.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        I found the narrator’s recollections particularly interesting too, mainly for the level of detail for situations that Stepan seemed unlikely to pick up on and the narrator was not present for. He lead the third chapter explaining “…how I could have heard of such fine detail” and prefaced many with  a ‘perhaps’ and ‘one may suppose’ to cover, but there were still some insights into Stephan’s character he probably wouldn’t be aware of to relay himself. It makes me wonder if the narrator favours flourish over reliability, or if it is simply the limitations of an omniscient perspective coming from a not-present character.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+4)

        Yes, I've been thinking about the narrator as well. Who is he (or she)? Where is he? What is his relationship to Stepan Trofimovitch? Is he reliable? How does he know so much? The title of the first chapter refers to Stephan as a "highly respected gentleman" and I wonder if this is ironic.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+7)

        Russian readers understand from the very first sentence of the chapter 1 that the narrator is a man (thanks to the peculiarities of the Russian language :)) Soon you will know a bit more about him.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+9)

        

1. What do you think about the dynamic between Stephan and Varvara, as described in this opening section?

These two are great. I see a romantic sitcom brewing already. Love their dynamic. Still confused on if they're cracking each other's pelvises or not. Now, I'm leaning towards no, but there's still that little bit of doubt in my mind.


2. Varvara holds grudges for a really long time. Could you trust such a person? Are you that person?

For Varvara, it doesn't really seem like she acts on these grudges.  It seems to be more of a Varvara will remember that. I, personally, probably would neither seek someone like her out nor avoid her.


3. Varvara will never forgive Stephan for two social faux pas as described in Section IV. Which was the most awkward in your opinion?

The scene where they're discussing the serf reforms, definitely! I see where he's coming from, but like, time and a place, my guy. I don't even understand what he did wrong in the chronologically first one (the one with the hand pressing).


4. Varvara seems to be in love with the poet Kukolnik and dresses Stephan to resemble him. What did you think this says about her? Plus what did you think of the outfit?

Very random connection, but I'm also reading The Wayward Bus by Steinbeck, and that instantly reminded me of the character Norma, who is feverishly obsessed with Clark Gable. Only difference is she's like...a teenager. And not in her 50s like Varvara. But I looked at some pictures of Kukolnik, and he definitely has that "brooding pretty boy heartbreaker" vibe to him that I imagine most of the Russian teenage girls would fawn over. The fact that she's carrying that schoolgirl crush well into adulthood is...a bit more unusual. The fact that she's dressing up Stepan -- a full grown man (at least physically) -- is bordering into "we don't kink shame here. Buuuuut..." territory.
I'm terrible at imagining outfits, but I generated a couple AI images of it, and it looks a little...uh, much. Very dapper. But a bit too much for 95% of social situations. So perfect for Stepan!


5. Something new and "unlike the stagnation of the past" is described as happening in Russia. What do you think this is referring to?

Probably the serf reforms and the growing import of Western European philosophies and political movements.


6. Two oldish folks are off to Peterburg to show the world that they are not dead. Who do you think will fare better, Stephan or Varvara?

Honestly, I get the feeling that Stepan is going to blunder again, embarrassing Varvara to the extreme. So...results for today's battle: everyone loses...their social dignity.


7. Anything else to discuss?

This book has been surprisingly funny so far. I've found myself chuckling a few times already. Loving how utterly deadpan and tongue-in-cheek the narrator is about these two silly billies.
Side note: As I mentioned a few posts ago, I'm reading Anna Karenina, and, wouldn't you know it, there's a Stepan there too. Lord help me.


    


    
        Ser_Erdrick (+9)

        1) I find it weird. There's such a power disparity between the two. She's wealthy and he's a nobody professor. The fact that she tries to make him into the image of that poet is even weirder to me.
2) No. I can't trust or stand people who hold onto grudges.
3) I think the more awkward of the two was him missing the hints dropped about marriage. Take the hint bro.
4) I feel like she's more in love with the poet and is trying to mold Stephan into her idealized image of said poet.
5) No idea. I don't profess to know all that much about Russian history. Maybe the fact that feudalism held on far longer there than the rest of Europe?
6) Varvara. Stephan strikes me as somewhat socially inept.
7) I hate the way people fob off their children onto others. Maybe it's my parental abandonment issues.


    


    
        [deleted] (+7)

        I'm still confused on the marriage part, was she wanting to get married and upset he didn't take the hint or was that in his head and she was simply offended by his change in additude towards her as a result of not wanting to marry her?


    


    
        Ser_Erdrick (+10)

        I took it as she dropped an enormous 16 ton sized hint that she’d be amenable to marriage after the ‘official’ period of mourning were over and he waffled about the idea and made it unconsciously show on his face and in his attitude and she took offense. Hopefully that makes sense.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        I think it’s kind of both. She did want to get married and was expecting him to actually ask her, not get all coy and weird about it. The awkward way he acted convinced her that he didn’t want to marry her, which humiliated her and wounded her pride. She has hurt feelings, but because these two are so bad at talking openly about things, she just utters some vague reproach, disappears, and never brings it up again.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+8)

        

What do you think about the dynamic between Stephan and Varvara

"An inexhaustible love for him lay concealed in her heart in the midst of continual hatred, jealousy, and contempt.. She had invented him, and had been the first to believe in her own invention. He was, after a fashion, her day-dream.. But in return she exacted a great deal from him, sometimes even slavishness. It was incredible how long she harboured resentment."
A famous celebrity couple was once described as having experienced an "entanglement," and similarly, the relationship between Stepan and Varvara can be characterized by a profound and complex emotional entanglement. Varvara regards Stepan as her "creation," having played a significant role in shaping his public persona. Despite her intense hatred for him, she harbors an "inexhaustible love" that complicates her feelings. She is destined to resent him because, though he is a creature of her invention, he inevitably falls short of her expectations.
Varvara is Stepan's patron and "female Maecenas" and the image she has crafted of Stepan is a reflection of her own dreams and desires. The thin line between love and hate is vividly illustrated in the paradoxical relationship between Stepan and Varvara.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Keep the relevant pop culture references coming! They are great!
Will Smith and Jada could rival Stephan and Varvara for weirdness I think.


    


    
        samole (+8)

        

Something new and "unlike the stagnation of the past" is described as happening in Russia.

That would be the death of Nicholas I, one of the most conservative and reactionary Russian rulers ever, and the start of liberal reforms of his son Alexander II the Liberator. For starters, he pardoned many political prisoners convicted during the reign of his father. Dostoevsky himself got full amnesty (including the right to publish) in 1857.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I think it is left uncertain, but I don’t think she wanted him to ask her to marry him. He has no money - so what would be in it for her?
I think it was “rich widow pays poor scholar to keep her company in her seclusion and they are getting along well but he suddenly realises that he could marry her, but she is SO UGLY that he backs away lest she get too many ideas” Since she has all the money (and probably brains), he had no right to even THINK about marrying her, and then to judge her for being ugly is the height of arrogance. He isn’t exactly a great catch himself.


    


    
        samole (+7)

        

He has no money - so what would be in it for her? 

It's not about the money: she's filthy rich herself, and her late husband didn't have much money either.  Overall though you are right of course: he was a toy. You don't marry toys.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+5)

        I feel like it's a bit more complicated than her viewing him as a toy. I think she's definitely also keeping him around for her own ego -- she likes the idea of having the company of someone she considers to be intellectual and a thinker -- almost looking at him as an "I can fix him" project. She's trying to mold him into her idealized image of a man (see, for example, her dressing him up like the poet), but iirc there was a mention of her finding him at least handsome.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I agree with you; I think they both get something out of their relationship, strange and slightly warped as it is. She feels more important having a “recognized intellectual” around, and his ego gets stroked by the esteem in which she holds him. I can’t remember if it’s ever explicitly stated that she finds him handsome, but it’s at least very heavily implied by his apparent resemblance to the guy she had a crush on as a schoolgirl.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+4)

        

I can’t remember if it’s ever explicitly stated that she finds him handsome

In section 5 of chapter 1 it's said: «Говорят, в молодости он был чрезвычайно красив собой. Но, по-моему, и в старости был необыкновенно внушителен. Да и какая же старость в пятьдесят три года?» (Smth like: «They say that in his youth he was extremely handsome. But, in my opinion, he was remarkably impressive in his old age as well. And what kind of old age is fifty-three?»)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Nice find, thanks! So he’s objectively good looking, and if the narrator notices that, it’s probably safe to assume that Varvara does too :)


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+5)

        Most likely that's how it is :)


    


    
        tmr89 (+7)

        1. It’s definitely a complicated dynamic between the two. Is part of the reason she has him as her patron that she can attempt to restore some former glory? (Or her ideas of glory?) Thinking of the last part of section 5 where she hurriedly heads to Moscow and considers devoting herself to a periodical once it becomes clear that Stephan is referred to as a martyr in the periodicals. She seems quite status obsessed (linking in with 4). She “had a very important reason for the journey, namely the renewal of her former connections” and Stefan happens to be a means to this. This social change in the air also seems like a way for Stephan to regain some (perceived) former glory, or sense of importance. They both seem to be chomping at the bit by the end!
3. I found the second faux pas more awkward, but the first one was amusing.
I’m looking forward to hearing more about his ideas, and why he’s considered a martyr. There’s something to the fact he’s being recognised in this period of social change (pending emancipation of the serfs?). He’s clearly a radical, but I want to hear more!


    


    
        stardustjihadist (+7)

        

1. What do you think about the dynamic between Stephan and Varvara, as described in this opening section?

At one point she is described as being something similar of a parental figure to him. Like a mother. And he like a son. I'll ponder over that for a bit. I think that really highlights some of the dynamics between them. Like how he's always the one going back to her and apologizing or whatever, like a child who wants their parents to be proud of them. I'm not sure if Varvara is a toxic parent, I think she does love him.


2. Varvara holds grudges for a really long time. Could you trust such a person? Are you that person?

I'd like to believe I'm not the type of person to hold grudges, but I'm still salty over shit that happened years ago so maybe.


3. Varvara will never forgive Stephan for two social faux pas as described in Section IV. Which was the most awkward in your opinion?

Oh the marriage one definitely. Gotta say, I don't really understand what went through her mind. Is she mad that he wanted to marry her or that he didn't?


4. Varvara seems to be in love with the poet Kukolnik and dresses Stephan to resemble him. What did you think this says about her? Plus what did you think of the outfit?

Well, it was said that she loved the poet from her younger years. I don't think it was 'real love' so maybe she just wants someone with similar characteristics to the poet and dress is the first that came to mind. And the outfit seems drippy can't lie.


5. Something new and "unlike the stagnation of the past" is described as happening in Russia. What do you think this is referring to? 

Possibly a revolution or a major political movement.


6. Two oldish folks are off to Peterburg to show the world that they are not dead. Who do you think will fare better, Stephan or Varvara?

Stephan seems well learned even if he is lazy. Maybe if they mingle with the intelligentsia more he'd fare better. But Varvara seems to have more "street smart" and is definitely better with people. We shall see.


7. Anything else to discuss?

Yeah I take back what I said about Dostoevsky seeming easier to read than I expected.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        I think Varvara loves him but also recognizes what a ridiculous human being he is, so her pride keeps her from acting on her feelings. I think she wants him to make the first move, and her pride is seriously wounded when she gives him an opening to propose to her and he doesn’t take it.
The book will get easier, I swear! The first part of it seems to be the hardest for most people. It was hard for me the first time I read it too.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+6)

        I think that's true for most of Dostoevsky's novels. The first part of Karamazov was similarly very hard to get through. But once it switches focus to being more dialog driven, it just breezes by.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+6)

        I'm glad to hear that it will get better. I've gone back to reread both sections twice since I completely missed certain things. It's also difficult because there is very little dialogue.


    


    
        stardustjihadist (+6)

        I re-read almost every paragraph twice with my finger. A bit slow but it helps me really intake what he's saying


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        There will soon be an abundance of dialog—not entirely in English, though. You’ll see what I mean :P


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+2)

        Is it like Karamazov, where there's some random French thrown in here and there?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I wish I could say it’s just here and there! It’s pretty much constant whenever Stepan is in the scene. The Garnett translation on Project Gutenberg doesn’t have footnotes translating the French, but if I read on my phone or tablet, I can highlight the words and select “Translate.” That’s how I read the book the second time. The first time I just skipped over the French words and prayed to god the context would make it clear. (It’s definitely not as fun that way, though!)


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+2)

        Luckily, I speak enough French to understand what he's saying! My dual French/Russian studies are paying off finally


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh my gosh, lucky! You were born to read this book!


    


    
        stardustjihadist (+5)

        Funny is that I always liked the more descriptive or biographical parts of novels even if they are the hardest to read. There's something beautiful about them.


    


    
        stardustjihadist (+5)

        An interesting thought! We shall see.
I'm glad it gets easier! I've always prided myself in being quick to comprehend books but Dostoevsky is really putting that to the test.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        1) As someone else said, it's a very codependent relationship. They seem to bring each other up and down, but of the two, Varvara seems the more dominant. I don't even think it's a money thing, I just feel she has that energy about her.
2) I remember things, put it that way.
3) Oh, I was cringing at the serf scene, where it implied he'd been practising reactions in the mirror. The other one felt much more personal. I don't think Varvara would actually want to marry him, but the fact he didn't even attempt to propose really got to her.
4) I looked up the picture, and he wasn't bad looking. Rather odd to dress someone up as your teenage crush though!
5) Change of regimes etc. Russian history is crazily complicated, so it's hard to keep up with what was going on when sometimes.
6) I think it's probably going to be weird for both of them again. Another mention of the son, so I think he's going to become a character to take note of.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I wonder if the son is going to end up being our main character?


    


    
        samole (+1)

        Which one? Both Verkhovensky and Stavrogina have sons.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        I was thinking Varvara's son since we are getting some details on him. He is in St. Petersburg where he could be swept up in some radical ideologies.
But now thinking about it it could be either, maybe Stephan's son becomes the firebrand his Dad thinks of himself as.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I absolutely loved hearing everyone’s interpretation of Stepan and Varvara’s relationship - there were perspectives I wasn’t even close to considering!
I personally think the narrator is wanting us to believe that Varvara was not interested in marrying Stepan, but Stepan arrogantly thought she would be thrilled to have him.
The idea of her wanting marriage comes from Stepan’s thoughts and interpretations, not on what Varvara said (or was reported by Stepan to the narrator to say/not say). He immediately goes to considering whether he should do it rather than confirming that is what she actually wants. He is then “tortured by doubts” which suggests he may have started to think his interpretations incorrect, but also crying over his indecision, still assuming he has a chance. He is not outed for his arrogant assumption until his face gives him away, suggesting he has landed on the idea that she does want him and he is in a position of choosing or refusing, which he of course chooses to express haughtily.
There is much talk of love and her heart from Varvara but I think it is in a complicated way that mixes maternal instincts, feelings of ownership, and perhaps repressed sexual desires - nothing observably romantic.
“God knows how to judge here, but most likely nothing was awakening in Varvara Petrovna’s heart that could fully have justified Stepan’s suspicions.”
But I could be wrong. I find I have to read the chapters more than once because they are so full many tiny bits of illuminating information that I miss important things the first time around.


    


    
        rogue_09 (+5)

        I do not understand the relationship between Varavara and Stephan. Considering that she is a promoter of arts, I  cannot fathom what she sees in Stephan as such. While the orator mentions that she holds grudges, we have not really seen her act out on them, so I don't think it is a fair comparison considering, we have our self proclaimed recluse and exiled Stephan.
The faux pas of Stephan's behaviour change while imagining that Varavara might be looking for a proposal was cruel and in general left me with a bad taste ( for whatever reason, considering Stephan is not a catch in any angle.)
I think Varavara would be fare well as she seems capable ( you go girl. I particularly liked how she decided she would print her own magazine to be in the know.)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Stepan’s behavior was pretty unkind. He’s neurotic and kind of clueless, so I think the sudden realization that Varvara might want him to propose to her really threw him for a loop. He didn’t know how to act, so he acted…like that. I don’t think he was intentionally cruel, though. Just kind of an idiot.
Despite Varvara’s own vanity and the controlling way she often treats Stepan, I can’t help liking her. She’s got ambition. And a powerful aura, haha


    


    
        2whitie (+6)

        This is the most codependent relationship I've read in a while. I think it is significant that after we get long passages about how, to Varva, Stephan is made in her image, flesh of her flesh, is dressed by her, etc......we only get two mentions of her son, both in passing.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Hmm, interesting observation ;)


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+9)

        I think Stepan and Varvara are drawn to each other because they're both enamored with the idea of cultivating an intellectual persona despite being largely disinterested in genuine intellectual pursuits. I'm not sure if one or both of them actually harbors romantic feelings for the other or if Varvara's reaction to the unspoken question of marriage comes more from a place of feeling snubbed. These two are all about appearances and Varvara may think that not receiving the socially expected proposal from her male companion makes her look foolish or undesirable.
I'll admit I do hold grudges but I've made strides towards letting go of that anger as harboring it truly does no good. I can't stand passive aggressive people who refuse to communicate though so Varvara and I would not be friends.
I Googled the poet Kukolnik and discovered that he was a rather dashing fellow so I'm with Varvara on this one.
I guess we're seeing changing political tides in Russia? I don't know my Russian history very well so I'm at a loss as to what to expect moving forward.
I get the impression that Stepan and Varvara's fates are intertwined so I predict they will fare equally well or badly in Petersburg. Probably badly.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        1. What do you think about the dynamic between Stephan and Varvara, as described in this opening section?
Complicated. She apparently loves him yet controls him and he in turn accepts that yet resents it.
2. Varvara holds grudges for a really long time. Could you trust such a person? Are you that person?
Stefan doesn't appear to have a choice since she holds the purse strings. I knew a person like that, she held grudges against other people for decades. I did not trust her.
3. Varvara will never forgive Stephan for two social faux pas as described in Section IV. Which was the most awkward in your opinion?
The second faux pas is unclear to me. Apparently Stefan thought of asking Varvara to marry him but instead affected a haughty and coquettish facial expression that she picked up on and was offended by. This caused her to follow him and confront him, blue in the face with anger, saying she would never forget that offense of his.
4. Varvara seems to be in love with the poet Kukolnik and dresses Stephan to resemble him. What did you think this says about her? Plus what did you think of the outfit?
Perhaps she likes an ideal love, that is, one in the mind rather than a real person. 	She is rich and unattractive and had married a general that she didn't appear to get along well with.
Stefan seems to dress like a dandy of the era, but I'm really not familiar with that type of clothing.
5. Something new and "unlike the stagnation of the past" is described as happening in Russia. What do you think this is referring to?
Perhaps the emancipation of the serfs. It's hard to tell exactly what time period is being referred to. Then again it could be socialism/communism. But why a rich woman like Varvara would be interested in any of that is unclear to me.
6. Two oldish folks are off to Peterburg to show the world that they are not dead. Who do you think will fare better, Stephan or Varvara?
Varvara. Stefan seems to have had his chance of blown it.
7. Anything else to discuss?
Perhaps it's because I'm not a Russian living in a late 1800s, but it's kind of hard to figure out exactly what is going on here. The social interactions and innuendos are hard to get a grip on.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        The second faux pas is that Stepan has an opening to ask Varvara to marry him and doesn’t. He’s caught so off guard by the realization that Varvara might be expecting a proposal that he acts awkward and coy in what Varvara perceives as a “we both know you want me” sort of way. Varvara feels hurt and humiliated, both by Stepan’s failure to propose when she gave him the opening and by his presumptuousness in thinking she was into him (even though she was). That’s my interpretation, anyway. Stepan is kind of a dummy about certain things and Varvara is too prideful to be clear about her feelings, and they both suffer for it.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        She appears to be unconsciously giving him the impression that she wants a proposal: "Goodness only knows what one is to think about it, but it’s most likely that nothing had begun working in her heart that could have fully justified Stepan Trofimovitch’s suspicions. Moreover, she would not have changed her name, Stavrogin, for his name, famous as it was. Perhaps there was nothing in it but the play of femininity on her side; the manifestation of an unconscious feminine yearning so natural in some extremely feminine types."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I think the narrator’s view here—that Varvara had no conscious desire for Stepan to propose and was thus purely upset by his presumptuousness in thinking otherwise—is also plausible. That “goodness only knows” leaves a lot of room for different interpretations. I do think she was at least subconsciously expecting/hoping for a proposal, just because her reaction to Stepan’s behavior seems too extreme to be anything other than hurt/humiliation. But then again, she’s a prideful lady, so maybe it was purely pride underlying her response. Goodness only knows!


    


    
        WriteAwayy (+3)

        6. I definitely think that Varvara will fare better. She seems much more self aware of her position than Stephan. She also, as seen with the meeting with the Baron, knows when to play it cool and just seems to possess more social skills.
I’m wondering if during the trip to Petersburg Stephan will add another faux pas to the list and embarrass them both.


    


    
        Blundertail (+2)

        1. They both seem kind of crazy to me tbh. It seems like neither are comfortable expressing themselves to one another when they are together, Stepan writing insane letters threatening to off himself regularly and Varvara seeming to become very irate at particular things only after the fact and without any kind of helpful communication. I’m hardly any kind of expert on relationships but it just seems unhealthy to me
2. I could not trust a person like that
3. I think the second one was more awkward but I was having difficulty interpreting what even happened there tbh
4. It may be referring to the freeing of the serfs, Russia for a while had fallen behind its european counterparts and as it started to catch up, revolutionary ideas were spreading more and more.
6. I think Varvara will fare better. I wonder if Stepan will be viewed in a positive light or if he will be viewed as a symbol of the past people are trying to get away from


    


    
        ranchrevolution420 (+2)

        While it’s still unclear how Stephan and Varvara came to be friends, it appears to me that the relationship between Stephan and Varvara is held together as each seeing it as a benefit to themselves. This is my first time reading this book so this could all be wrong as we learn more about these characters.
Varvara had once had strong connections in high society which has continually declined and become absent in her life. She seems desperate to reestablish her position in high society and the only person that has the means and status to potentially get her there is Stephan. She goes as far as to influence Stephan’s style to mold him into the character she wants him to be. She brought Stephan along to Moscow to have a valid reason to meet with previous connections in high society she used to have.
Stephan’s motive is not as clear to me but my guess is that she is making choices for him that he is unable to make on his own. Stephan seems to be obsessed with maintaining an image of importance to the point that he becomes paralyzed when having to make decisions or accomplish anything in his career. Having Varvara make decisions for him (what he wears, setting up meetings in Moscow, etc.) allows him to keep up some appearance of having an impact on society. However, once he begins to gain just a little bit of confidence in his image and status in society he begins acting condescending and patronizing towards Varvara as he no longer needs her as much to help craft his image.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. So it’s not as scandalous as we first thought. They are both a widow and widower. But they obviously bicker and fight in a way that can only happen when there’s feelings involved.
I can’t tell if they ever actually hook up or if it’s always just teasing them and the fringes of their friendship.
2. It’s a terrible quality to have. I always refer to it as “keeping ammo” that usually gets pulled out when losing an argument or when angry over something unrelated. It’s really toxic and should be avoided because it can really tear up relationships.
3. I’m still trying to understand what the first (meaning the earliest scenario was) did he just ignore her advances? That first one seemed to really hit at her feelings for him so that one seemed the most awkward. The second was more of an embarrassing situation but I didn’t think it was that big of a deal.
4. I think it means that she gets these fantasy visions of
People and has to fulfill them. Her vision of the poets in her head is something the poet can’t live up too. And her projecting that onto Stepan creates a situation he can’t live up to either.
5. Seems to be referring to the socialist/communist revolution. And yes I would say that is new. Definitely not good for anyone other than the new oligarchs but it’s definitely new. It seems like we are still half a century or more before we start seeing the fruits of this movement.
6. probably, Varvara. Stepan seems to be having some type of middle age crisis Varvara is playing politics.
7. Nothing really has happened and I’m already feeling like this is a breathe of fresh air after Crusoe lol


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+2)

        Well, of course their "friendship" is unhealthy and a little bit twisted. First of all, the power imbalance between those two,  since Varvara Petrovna is extremely wealthy. But it looks like Stepan likes to live like a boy toy, and the whole Kukolnik kink)? is both creepy and funny to me. She´s trying to reshape him into this ideal  misterious handsome poet. She treats him like a possesion not like a friend.  I would say that the failed marriage proposal was waaay more ankward, I even felt bad for her haha.


    


    
        JellyfishAdept7214 (+1)

        I do not care much for these characters, as they feel to me like two caricatures rather than two real people.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I understand why you feel this way and all I can do is recommend that you give them some time :P


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Okay, I’m clearly struggling with this one more than I expected. I’m reading the words but they’re not forming a narrative in my head. Hmm.
The dynamic between these two is a bit uncomfortable. The holding of grudges is not healthy. I don’t do it, not because I’m a good person, but because it requires a lot more energy and memory than I have, and I’m going to dedicate my limited brainpower to other things.
Stefan is going to fare better. I feel that Varvara is going to have a tragic episode sooner rather than later and Stefan will feel alone and this will be the start of a new personal growth chapter for him.


    


    
        iwanttodiebutdrugs (+1)

        Im just here trying to figure out how Stephen and varvara met


    

Part 1 - Chapter 1 - Section 6-7

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. What do you think about how Stephan and Varvara threw themselves into the "new ideas" taking hold in St Petersburg?
2. What are your thoughts on how this arrangement came crashing down nearly as quickly as it started?
3. What did you think about the way control of Varvara's publication was taken from her?
4. Stephan has two (possibly dead?) ex wives and a son he doesn't see. Do you feel some sympathy for the guy?
5. Varvara numbers Stephan's letters and puts them in drawers. Totally normal behaviour right? Do you think she stores them in order to have some emotional blackmail over Stephan if required?
6. At the end of part seven Stephan has a revelation of the true nature of his situation. Do you think he can break this co-dependent relationship or not?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:



Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 1 Section 8


47 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+16)

        1. Poor Stepan and Varvara. They really tried, but they got pegged as poseurs pretty quickly. Surprisingly, Stepan managed to ingratiate himself with the cool kids for at least a little while, while Varvara struggled right from the get-go. (Which, according to Stepan, is when she first became “envious” of him. What a mature and functional relationship they have :P) To be honest, though, the people they were trying to impress seemed pretty vapid and miserable. If Stepan and Varvara weren’t so status-obsessed, I’d say they were better off without all those “intellectuals” they were trying to impress.
2. Their failure was sadly inevitable, I think. Stepan’s defining characteristic is that he’s a has-been, and Varvara’s a wealthy landowner who was never going to have any cred with the radical crowd. Thank god Stepan had Varvara to spend an entire night giving him laurel drops and reassuring him. I’m not sure what Varvara has to reassure her, other than Stepan’s presence and tenuous reputation.
3. I was a little incensed on her behalf. They treated her with contempt in part because she had money but were happy to take her money to get the publication started. Shows what their principles are worth. Don’t get me wrong—Varvara doesn’t have the credentials to run a radical magazine, but I’m not sure the literary men who wanted to take it from her are any better qualified (at least from the standpoint of ideological consistency). I did find it funny when they told her to go back to Skvoreshniki and specified that she needed to take Stepan with her. Like, “Whatever you do, please don’t leave him here with us!”
4. Sympathy for him as a man who’s been twice-widowed, certainly. I know some people were joking that having two dead wives was fishy, but Stepan doesn’t have it in him to kill anyone. I think he’s just been unlucky. It’s harder to sympathize with his decision to abdicate all responsibility for raising his son. I predict it may have…consequences..
5. Oh my god, Varvara. I want to believe she’s just cataloging them because they’re so precious to her, but knowing my girl, it probably is a control and/or grudge thing.
6. I have no faith in Stepan’s ability or even desire to leave the arrangement he has with Varvara. He might cry and complain, but if it’s a choice between Varvara and having to get a real job (plus forfeiting all that affirmation she gives him), he’s gonna stay put. I think he wants her to treat him with more respect, but I don’t think he actually wants to leave.


    


    
        Blundertail (+10)

        1. I don’t think they had much idea of what they were getting themselves into. If they knew they would have stayed away
2. I think it was kinda predictable, Both Varvara and Sepan in some way represent the old order. At first, their presence is seemingly celebrated as a support for a revolutionary cause, but as they express their opinions, they are quickly despised
3. It seemed very sudden and unfair. I guess it’s “free” and “cooperative” for everyone except the actual owner of the magazine. I get the feeling this trend will continue
4. I feel kinda bad but on the other hand he basically abandoned his son
5. It could be blackmail (this would follow with her habit of holding grudges) or maybe she just enjoys the idea of having a sense of ownership or understanding of his feelings
6. Thank you to u/Environmental_Cut556 for the translation because I had no idea what it said (in my copy it says “simply a sponger” instead of “simple dependent” so i was very confused). I don’t think he can do it on his own. Maybe the narrator will help out so we can learn who he actually is lol
7. I saw a line that said that people were proposing replacing the Russian alphabet with the Latin one, that would have been wild. It also goes to show how radical some of these movements and ideas were


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+10)

        

I saw a line that said that people were proposing replacing the Russian alphabet with the Latin one, that would have been wild. It also goes to show how radical some of these movements and ideas were

To add context to this: the Cyrillic alphabet is phonetic and was literally designed for Slavic languages.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+4)

        Yeah, it's not that wild. It would be like with the Polish language. The sounds are the same, but the alphabet is Latin.
Moreover, for a Russian speaker, there is no problem reading a transliteration in Latin letters. People used to do that; previously, old mobile phones didn't have the Russian alphabet, and that's how they used to write SMS 😂


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+7)

        I'm kind of glad you brought that up, because it shows something else that makes this idea wild.
Polish, Czech, and the other Western and Southern Slavic Languages use the Latin alphabet because they were concerned by the Catholics rather than the Orthodox Church. So this adds a cultural element to their idea being kind of kookie. Russia iirc had a growing trend of Slaviphilia and nationalist sentiment, which was, from what I understand, often perched on the perceived moral superiority of the Russian Orthodox Church, especially over the Roman Catholic Church. So, I think that the idea of these guys going "hey gang, let's Westernize our language, change our alphabet to something you're less familiar with, and be like the Catholics" might get whatever the Russian equivalent of "oh, honey, bless your heart" is


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+11)

        I hate when people get humiliated, even if they arguably deserve it - Stepan crying on the stage was especially heartbreaking 😭 a bit funny too though, he’s just so incredibly dramatic! An old cotton bonnet 😂
I was also displeased from them ‘taking’ the magazine from Varvara. My mom had something similar happen when she started a personal social media account to market a community and it became really successful… so the community board insisted she turn it over to them. She didn’t, but it caused a lot of tension. I really dislike when people think they are entitled to things simply because they are more relevant or skilled. It may be what is best for the publication/project, but that doesn’t mean they should automatically get it without the owner/creator’s buy-in. Varvara would have been easy to convince though, she seemed so desperate for acceptance from that circle.
I do love the narrator, he seems to be justifying Stepan a lot less and calling him out a lot more.
Stepan: oh, my dearest son!
Narrator: calm down, you’ve only seen him twice
I loved this line too: “indeed he must have possessed keen intelligence if he could understand his position so clearly, right there on the platform, despite all his rapture; and indeed he must not have possessed very keen intelligence if even nine years later he could not recall it without feeling offended.”
I’m not sure, but I took this to mean he is more than capable of self-awareness but doesn’t quite take it far enough. He is such a fun character


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        Here are some contextual notes for sections 6 & 7! They’re a real hodgepodge this time.
KRAYEVSKY’S HOUSE
- “and of the manifestoes, of the abolition of the hereditary principle, of the family, of children, and of priests, of women’s rights, of Kraevsky’s house, for which no one ever seemed able to forgive Mr. Kraevsky, and so on”
I assume this refers to Andrey Krayevsky (1810-1889), an influential publisher for whom Dostoevsky wrote in the 1840s. As far as what was wrong with his house, perhaps only Dostoevsky knows. I certainly don’t.
THE SISTINE MADONNA
- “Everything is in noble style; a great deal of music, Spanish airs, dreams of the regeneration of all humanity, ideas of eternal beauty, of the Sistine Madonna, light interspersed with darkness, but there are spots even on the sun!”
The Sistine Madonna is a painting by Raphael of which Dostoevsky was very, very fond. He mentions it in a number of his manuscripts and letters. According to this article I found, his wife Anna gave him a photographic reproduction of the painting for his 58th birthday in 1879. He hung it in his study and stared at it frequently, especially in the last year of his life.
https://www.apollo-magazine.com/dostoevsky-bicentenary-painting-holbein-dead-christ-raphael-sistine-madonna/?amp=1
However much Stepan appears to like the Sistine Madonna in this passage, Dostoevsky liked it even more :)
STEPAN’S FRENCH
By now we’ve been informed that randomly speaking in French is one of Stepan’s pretentious habits. Consequently—and I don’t think I’m spoiling anything by saying this—it happens A LOT. So much that we can’t realistically discuss every instance of it. But I will highlight a couple of the French phrases in these sections, for the benefit of anyone who, like me, doesn’t have footnotes to rely on for translations.
- “en tout pays, even in le pays de Makar et de ses veaux” (“in any country, even in the country of Makar and his calves”)
“Wherever Makar may graze his calves” is evidently an idiom meaning “very, very far away.” Stepan needlessly translates it into French to sound more sophisticated. I assume Makar is some sort of folkloric or mythological figure, but I couldn’t pin down his origins for sure. If anyone knows, please fill me in!
- “je suis un simple dependent, et rien de plus! Mais r-r-rien de plus” (“I’m a simple dependent and nothing more! But n-n-nothing more”)
‘Fraid so, Stepan :P


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+8)

        An additional footnote from me, personally:
The expression he says on the train is, in Russian (which Garnett transliterated, rather than translated):
Век и век и Лёв Камбек
Лёв Камбек и век и век
Or, alternatively, Лев Камбек. Russian writing has this curious habit of switching ё (yo) with е (ye), so it's a little ambiguous.
Век means age, time, or century
Лёв/Лев can be one of two things, depending on which one is intended (Garnett goes with the former). Лёв is likely a literal transliteration of the English word "Love", and Лев has a couple of potential meanings. The literal meaning of the word is "lion", but it could also mean a common name akin to "Leo". I, personally, think the former makes more sense.
Камбек is a transliteration of the English word "Comeback".
So, he's saying:
Time and time and Love Comeback
Love Comeback and time and time
Now, what does this mean? I dunno! You're guess is as good as mine here


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Holy heck, you are my hero! Thank you so much for clearing this up, because I spent thirty fruitless minutes trying to decipher it last night! I knew the name Lyev because it’s Myshkin’s first name in The Idiot, and the translation function on my phone was able to figure out that kambek was “come back.” But the rest was an absolute mystery to me. I’m kind of tickled that the meaning of the lines is opaque even with them translated. This is probably what it would be like listening to Stepan in real life and trying to figure out what the hell he’s going on about :P


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        Interesting translation, but for me, these verses are an imitation of how the sound of wheels on a train sounds. And when you ride in it, the rhythm is like this.
Tuk-tuk-a tudu-duk.
In general, if you're traveling on a train for many hours, and in Russia, there's no other way. From Moscow to St. Petersburg in those times, it was about 10 hours, if not more. And you start coming up with some phrases to this rhythm, and it seems like the train sounds just like that.
---
But actually Lev Kambeks is a real Latvian publicist.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+7)

        Thanks for the information! I've never been on a train, so this went completely over my head. I love this interpretation, because it feels so in character for Stepan to be on a train after that social disaster muttering a Russian equivalent to "chugga chugga choo-choo" to himself. That also just makes the scene absolutely hilarious


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I can’t get over how funny this is. Everyone has their own way of processing trauma—I love the idea that Stepan’s involves making little train noises.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+6)

        The Russian Intelligentsia: "You're a total poser and a buffoon and you have no drip. Get out of here, and take your mom with you."
Stepan: sad choo-choo noises


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I’m DYING 🤣


    


    
        Existing-Race (+2)

        OMG 🤣🤣
I just wanted to say, i truly do appreciate you and the other people on this thread-or in this subreddit in general. These are the kind of things that will completely go over my head had i decided to read this book on my own 😭


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+2)

        hahhahaha 🤣🤣🤣🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Amazing! Definitely let us know what you find out :)


    


    
        Ser_Erdrick (+8)

        1) It felt to me like less sophisticated people trying to make themselves appear more sophisticated than they actually are.
2) I thought it funny the way they got exposed pretty quickly. I really don't like either of these two people so far so seeing them getting a comeuppance was funny to me.
3) That was sad to see. As unsympathetic as she is in other regards, I hate seeing something she seems to have an actual passion for get ripped away from her like that.
4) NO!! I feel bad for the son raised by aunts six hundred miles (or so says my translation) away. (Again, my own personal parental abandonment issues are popping up again). Stephan has seen his own flesh and blood son only TWICE in the son's entire life. Total deadbeat.
5) Completely normal behavior (sarcasm mode off). At best I'd hope the letters are just being archived but these two have such an awful relationship that I can see them being used for nefarious purposes.
6) Nope.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+9)

        

1. What do you think about how Stephan and Varvara threw themselves into the "new ideas" taking hold in St Petersburg?



2. What are your thoughts on how this arrangement came crashing down nearly as quickly as it started?



3. What did you think about the way control of Varvara's publication was taken from her?

I mean, it's certainly in character. Stepan wants to be recognized as an intellectual, even if he doesn't really have the chops to back it up, and Varvara wants to be recognized as someone who associates with intellectuals. I think we can definitely see this in her attempt to establish a magazine to help spread the intelligentsia's radical ideas, which wholeheartedly gets rejected by the group because they feel Varvara's trying to profit off of them, only for them to double back and help her establish it as soon and then immediately try to seize control of it from her. I'm not really surprised it came crashing down on them as quickly as it did. Stepan is a bit of a blowhard; he doesn't have the raw "I'm right, and you're not" charisma to become some sort of radical leader or thinker, and he doesn't seem to be capable of holding his own in any sort of debate. I also don't see either of them as being idealists -- in the literal sense of the word -- because they do not genuinely believe in a cause, but rather cling on to them to get some form of social standing from it. I think the intelligentsia there sniffed this out quickly, which is why they turned on them so quickly.
Looking back over the chapter, it's not really surprising that they turned on Stepan anyways, based on what he said. It's fairly clear (to me, at least) that a lot of the people they're hosting tend to be socialists in some form, and Stepan advocating for art being more important than material goods to a group of materialists is yet another example of him sticking his foot in his mouth and committing a grievous social blunder.


4. Stephan has two (possibly dead?) ex wives and a son he doesn't see. Do you feel some sympathy for the guy?

A little bit, but more because he's kind of a sad clown, than because he's super likeable. It's more pity, than anything.


5. Varvara numbers Stephan's letters and puts them in drawers. Totally normal behaviour right? Do you think she stores them in order to have some emotional blackmail over Stephan if required?

I don't think she's planning to blackmail him at all. Varvara just strikes me as someone a little bit anal-retentive, so it makes perfect sense to me that she would number his letters just to be organized.


6. At the end of part seven Stephan has a revelation of the true nature of his situation. Do you think he can break this co-dependent relationship or not?

No, not in the slightest. Stepan seems to have some rather low self-esteem, despite being lofty and pretentious. He may consciously desire for something more between him and Varvara, but on a subconscious level, I think he kind of wants to be a dependent. He's not really the type to work earnestly, is a bit irresponsible, doesn't have anyone else he can mooch off of, and needs to have his ego stroked. Varvara supplies those subconscious needs for him.


7. Anything else to discuss?

This post has been mostly amateur psychoanalysis, so I'll amend it by saying that I was cackling throughout most of this reading. The letters literally being soaked with tears? Stepan Babelfishing idioms into French because he thinks it's funny? (it is) Stepan muttering gibberish to himself on the train? Hilarious.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Another factor is that the intellectualism tends to breed moderation, which is the first victim in times of radical thought.


    


    
        2whitie (+6)

        1. They were radials in their one sphere...and then immediately got out-radicaled so hard 
2. It can't tell if they just did it badly or if this was the wrooong atmosphere for her
3. This was legitimately my favorite part of the chapter--it's like watching a prequel, where you are seeing the Bad Guys (tm) get their start/see their origin story. And it sucks too, because it robs our petty girl of her opportunity to really be involved in something she cares about. They aren't entitled to anything. 
4. I feel bad about the ex-wives. Maybe he cries so much because of all the trauma from losing them? But he needs to take care of his son. TAKE CARE OF YOUR SON STEPHAN. 
5. I am high-key sure that she is only numbering the letters that have offended her (in the first one, he mentions loves that are not her) and she is planning on dragging them all out one day and throwing them in his face. She not only remembers, but she keeps receipts. 
6. Lol no. He's too far gone. Go be a parent Stephan.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+7)

        Varvara displays a quite common track into falling into 'new ideas' - mortification. Dejection over being rejection by high society (or, in general, circles that we try to brownnose or break into) - so we turn to 'ideas' as cope. Just my speculation tho.
It seems that the literary men respect Stepan more than Varvara (they treat Varvara with 'undisguised contempt'). This could be due to Stepan's formal education and expertise in the humanities, which Varvara lacks. Varvara takes offence at this - so it is a reminder, imo, to always sheathe your intelligence, especially to your higher-ups (i.e. Varvara), cuz they hate it when you try to act smart. This isn't necessarily good or bad, cuz intelligence and education doesn't translate to practical knowledge and success.
Varvara has an unfounded ego - she wants to be highbrow and worldly, but the literary men don't think of her as such. So she feels humiliated and projects that anger onto Stepan.
Just my 2 cents.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        There were no literary men. Only men who were calling themselves that. The narrator dryly notes that it was impossible to say if those supposed novelists and critics have actually written anything.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+1)

        

It seems that the literary men respect Stepan more than Varvara (they treat Varvara with 'undisgused contempt).<

Maybe because she is a woman?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        The radical crowd talked, among the other topics, about abolishing the letter yer (ъ). That letter was indeed abolished (partially, in final positions following consonants) by even more radical people right after the October revolution of 1917. For the orthography reform, Bolsheviks used the expertise of a renown Russian philologist Alexey Shakhmatov. In 1920, he died from starvation.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        What was the motivation behind abolishing this particular letter?


    


    
        samole (+3)

        As it was silent, to make the spelling less complicated. Similar to dropping u in color, valor, etc. in American English.


    


    
        stardustjihadist (+5)

        

1. What do you think about how Stephan and Varvara threw themselves into the "new ideas" taking hold in St Petersburg?

It was hilarious. If I remember correctly Varvara doesn't understand what those ideas even are, so she's basically like those politicians trying to appear progressive. Everyone around them represents those politicians and billionaires, a bunch of scummy hypocritical cunts. I especially love this line


no one of them had ever heard of him or knew anything about him except that he “represented an idea.”

They just see someone who "represents an idea" and think how they can abuse them to make money. Same as to why they took the magazine from Varvara.


2. What are your thoughts on how this arrangement came crashing down nearly as quickly as it started?

It was hilarious how everyone switched up on them instantly (even though I highly doubt many like Varvara to begin with) the moment something that brought bad press happened. Heh.


3. What did you think about the way control of Varvara's publication was taken from her?

It's obvious that this new idea, whatever it is, makes money or you won't see that many people engaging in it. The reason WHY they took it (I know that's not what the question asked) is because they'll somehow monetize these new ideas and make money from em. Classic capitalism.


4. Stephan has two (possibly dead?) ex wives and a son he doesn't see. Do you feel some sympathy for the guy?

I feel bad for his son. Stephan chose to not see or correspond with his son. I doubt he even cares all that much, because if he did he would've tried to reach out at least once in all the years.


5. Varvara numbers Stephan's letters and puts them in drawers. Totally normal behaviour right? Do you think she stores them in order to have some emotional blackmail over Stephan if required?

Eh maybe she just likes re-reading them. I sometimes re-read messages. I don't think she needs letters to emotionally blackmail him. Stephan is the type of person to cry if you jokingly call him dumb. Shouldn't be hard for someone like her to blackmail.


6. At the end of part seven Stephan has a revelation of the true nature of his situation. Do you think he can break this co-dependent relationship or not?

I think just because he understood his relationship, he won't be able to break it. This is a toxic relationship, just because they're not a couple doesn't make it less toxic. Toxic relationships are hard to get out of. Something you can know full well that you're in a toxic relationship and need to leave, but you can't. And notice how completely emotionally destroyed Stephan is when he was away from Varvara for just a few months? Yeah, that guy ain't leaving this relationship. And if he does, it won't be a happy life.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+9)

        Hey guys! Sorry I could not join y'all for Robinson Crusoe, hope you had a time of it. Excited to dive back into another Dostoyevsky.


They were all proud of something to the


point of strangeness. It was written on all their faces that they had
just discovered some extremely important secret. They were
abusive, and considered it to their credit.Is Fyodor speaking from personal experience with other writers?


However, though the majority of these


new people had been Varvara Petrovna's guests, they for some
reason considered it their duty to look upon her with contempt and
unconcealed derision.Did they? Or is Stepen just saying this to make himself look better?


"Yes, sir, I am a general, a lieutenant general,


and I've served my sovereign, and you, sir, are a brat and an
atheist!"I still find it funny how being an atheist is considered insulting in this society🤣🤣. It sounds so weird to us how they make a big deal of it.


The decision was that, after founding the magazine, she should at


once turn it over to them, along with the capital, under the rights of
a free co-operative;🤣🤣🤣I'm all about free healthcare and better trade unions but russian communists were something else. This scenario is actually a perfect summation of greedy people using the idea of 'for the workers' to seize money and power for themselves.


Oh, my friends," he sometimes


exclaimed, inspired, "you cannot imagine what sorrow and anger
seize one's whole soul when a great idea, which one has long and
piously revered, is picked up by some bunglers and dragged into the
street, to more fools like themselves, and one suddenly meets it in
the flea market, unrecognizable, dirty, askew, absurdly presented,
without proportion, without harmony, a toy for stupid children!Can one burgle an idea? I say no. An idea is nothing without execution and if you put it out there but someone else executes it first, it's not yours. Futhermore, is there any first implementation of an idea that isn't unrecognizable and askew? The meeting of the pristine layers of our imagination with the cold reality of execution always results in chaos. Just ask architects how possible it is to get your vision out there into reality where cost, skill, time, weather and public opinion accompany your imagination.


In the evenings


I converse with the young people till dawn, and we have almost
Athenian nightsNaked homoerotic parties that may or may not involve bestiality?


Athenian (or Attic) Nights by the Roman writer Aulus Gellius


(second century a.d.) is a collection of dialogues on various branches
of knowledge. The title came proverbially to signify "orgy," but is
used by Stepan Trofimovich in its original sense of a refined evening
discussion.Oh right of course what else could it possibly be.
#Quotes of the week:
1)Never before had she seen such writers.
They were impossibly vain, but quite openly so, as if thereby
fulfilling a duty.
2)The honest ones were far more
incomprehensible than the rude and dishonest ones;
3)The phrase "dans le pays de Makar et de ses veaux" meant:
"where Makar never drove his calves."[21] Stepan Trofimovich
sometimes deliberately translated Russian proverbs and popular
sayings into French in a most stupid way, though he undoubtedly
understood and could have translated them better. He did it from a
special sort of chic, and found it witty.
4)There are natures that become extremely attached to
home, like lap-dogs.


5. Varvara numbers Stephan's letters and puts them in drawers. Totally normal behaviour right? Do you think she stores them in order to have some emotional blackmail over Stephan if required?

No, I do the same. I have the letters around as keepsakes. But that's because physical letters are so very rare in the age of emails.


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        Interesting that Garnett translated the general's insult as "you sir are a puppy and an infidel!"
Which sounds a lot harsher than just calling them an atheist. Maybe Constance Garnett also disliked atheists?


    


    
        samole (+5)

        Atheist is too mild, yes. In the original it's безбожник, literally godless. I think, heathen would be suitable here.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I love that I’m reading alongside people who can give insights into the original Russian text :)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        That sounds much more biting.


    


    
        Existing-Race (+1)

        What is the brat/puppy part originally translated to? In my head, I like to imagine  it as some kind of: 
"You sir, are a bit** and a heathen!" Although I'm not sure how accurate this curse was!


    


    
        samole (+2)

        Мальчишка. It's more or less boy, but with a hint of contempt. Brat, I think, fits here just fine. Bitch would not work .


    


    
        Existing-Race (+1)

        Ooh, so it does meant to demean, making him less than a respectable human or adult in this case. Thank you for the clarification!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        They got rumbled very quickly indeed! I did want to feel bad for them, as they were truly humiliated, but I can't quite bring myself to.
I had to look up laurel water, and it contains prussic acid, and was used for things like asthma, stomach issues, and as a sedative narcotic, according to Wikipedia. Nero was fond of it too apparently...
People often liked to keep letters back in the day, so I guess it would make sense to keep them in order. Who knows with Varvara if there's any other motive though.
The last bit felt like it summed up Stepan pretty well. He's messy for sure. Not sure his thoughts of reconnecting with his son are sensible. They're complete strangers, so how on earth would you even go about that?


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+4)

        I think the word “impostor” was used in the chapter and that was what I thought while reading. These two are strangers to this society and want to insert themselves in it. I could see how that could lead to resentment. I don’t quite feel bad for them. Neither character so far seems very sympathetic. Maybe it’s because their story is framed through the narrator.
I also want to add that if it wasn’t for this group I would be struggling a lot more through this book and might have even stopped reading. For now, I’m going to stick with it and keep going!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Glad you’re sticking with it! We’re here to cheer you on :)


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

What do you think about how Stephan and Varvara threw themselves into the "new ideas" taking hold in St Petersburg?

It seems that neither of them were suited to the social milieu there. It appears they were mocked more than anything.


What are your thoughts on how this arrangement came crashing down nearly as quickly as it started?

It dashed their hopes and expectations but then again live and learn.


What did you think about the way control of Varvara's publication was taken from her?

Robbery, either that or she's stupid if she agreed to it. Socialists don't like money that is not in their hands.


Stephan has two (possibly dead?) ex wives and a son he doesn't see. Do you feel some sympathy for the guy?

Not really, I mean he refused to raise his own son. Besides his emotions are hard to get a grip on, it's hard to tell if he's being overly dramatic or if it's truly emotion for him.


Varvara numbers Stephan's letters and puts them in drawers. Totally normal behaviour right? Do you think she stores them in order to have some emotional blackmail over Stephan if required?

No. Numbering them seems kind of like an OCD thing but hanging onto them would be a normal practice in that day and age.


At the end of part seven Stephan has a revelation of the true nature of his situation. Do you think he can break this co-dependent relationship or not?

No.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        

What did you think about the way control of Varvara's publication was taken from her?

But no one took control of Varvara Petrovna's magazine, because she had not even managed to found a magazine yet! She only expressed her desire to start publishing a magazine, so even more dubious personalities immediately flocked to her. As a result, she did not lose any rights to a publication - because there was still nothing to lose.


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+2)

        I think they just wanted to be cool intellectuals, without knowing a thing about the meaning of those ideas. But, honestly, the "writers" are just like Stepan, since they don´t actaully write anything. I felt bad for Varvara, because even if she dint´t knew a lot about magazines, she had the illusion of making a big project.
Maybe Varvara killed both of them...? 🤣🤣🤣
Of all bad things Stepan had done before, this is the worst by far. His son deserved better.
I believe that Stepan and Varvara are going to be dysfunctional besties forever and eveeeer.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Well, it didn’t end well, but not in the ways that I was expected it to not go well. It does sound like they tried, but alas, not to be. Losing her magazine like that is brutal! You made this? I made this!
Yes, numbering people’s letters and filing them away is perfectly normal, what are you suggesting? (A while ago when I was moving house, I had a big purge of letters and correspondence from over a number of years. Was it the emotionally healthy thing to do? Yes. Do I regret it a little bit? Also yes.)
Of course he can’t break the dependence of the relationship. That’s going to require some external factors!


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Maybe I didn't word the question properly but highlighting certain comments from Stepan was the part that had me wondering - is this a tactic to be able to use Stepan's words against him in future arguments?
I think the part she highlighted was to do with his wife?


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Oh, this is absolutely going to come back and bite him!
(I was being somewhat sarcastic - nothing about this feels normal. Vervana’s inability to let go of slights seems really unusual.)


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        I figured you were being sarcastic. I don't think anyone else commented on the circling of certain parts of the letter though which is why I think I should have mentioned that.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. I’m still trying to figure them out, they obviously have some type of toxic co-dependency. Varvara loves him to some degree but I’m not sure that Stepan does anything more than use her.
As for the “new ideas” it kinda reminds me of today’s society which is just human nature. We often get caught up in the new shiny objects and ideas of the day ignoring time tested wisdom to our own determent. As for these two, they seem to have an obsession with being noticed by the “in” crowd. It all feels pretty elitist to me.
2. Well for Stepan it doesn’t surprise me, he seems to be one of those guys who is always talking about how he’s about to stumble into the next big thing but really is just a burn out.
Varvara seems to only want to be there for the social status and Stepan so she is exposed pretty quickly as not fitting in.
3. I mean, socialists do what socialists for 🤷‍♂️. In all seriousness though, this seemed to be more of, she let it go because she had interests elsewhere (mostly just Stepan)
4. I mean in something’s but he calls it right himself, he’s acting like a leech off Varvara who he knows loves him and he seems to be taking advantage of that to his own benefit. It’s hard to say I feel totally bad for him.
5. I could honestly see it either way at this point, I’ll need to get to know her character better first.
6. Hmm, I kinda took that as he is self aware enough to recognize this is all he is but that he intended to continue this way. More so lamenting this is all he has but is not going to stop doing it.
7. Im really liking the Katz translation. The language is vivid and I’m finding it really easy to read.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 1 - Section 8

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. We are back in Skvoreshniki and Varvara and Stephan appear to be respected in the town, even setting up their own little circle. Are you surprised that this is the case?
2. We have three main guys in Stephan's circle of friends, Liputin, Shatov and Virginsky. Which one would you most like to hang out with?
3. Liputin brings up his family "in the fear of God", yet is reported in the town to be an atheist. Do you think Liputin is two-faced or is he actually religious and someone is trying to discredit him?
4. What do you think of Shatov's story of getting kicked out of university and travelling around Europe?
5. What did you think about the scene Shatov made in Varvara's house?
6. What did you think about the story about Virginsky, his wife and Lebyadkin?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


Liputin brought an exiled Polish priest called Slontsevsky, and for a time we received him on principle, but afterwards we didn’t keep it up.

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 1 Section 9


42 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+19)

        There wasn’t much sociopolitical context in this section for me to investigate. So, instead of my usual notes, I thought I’d make a crib sheet summarizing the members of Varvara and Stepan’s small-town “radical” social circle! ‘Cause there are a LOT of characters in this book, and I figure people will need all the help they can get keeping them straight.
Liputin - An elderly provincial official rumored to be an atheist. Not thought highly of in the town. A malicious, back-stabbing gossip. But like, in a fun way!
Shatov - A former university student expelled after “some disturbance.” Born a serf, tutored by Stepan and supported in his youth by Varvara. Technically married, but his wife has run off somewhere. Awkward and easily irritated.
Dasha - Shatov’s sister, also born a serf and also brought up by Varvara. A favorite of Varvara’s. (Not a member of Varvara and Stepan’s radical circle, per se, but someone to remember anyway.)
Virginsky - A clerk and a family man. Mild-mannered and weak-willed. His wife practices as a midwife and for a while was cheating on him with Lebyadkin.
(Bonus note: In C&P, the character Lebeziatnikov states that, if he were to get married, he’d immediately present his wife with a lover in order to show that he respects her. Which is pretty similar to the statement Virginsky may or may not have uttered to his wife, “My dear, hitherto I have only loved you, but now I respect you.” This seems like Dostoevsky going overboard in poking fun at the radical ideas of his era—but apparently, if you read one of the contemporary works Dostoevsky was reacting to, Nikolai Chernyshevsky’s What Is to Be Done?, the concept of respecting your wife for cheating on you is not much of an exaggeration. I haven’t read it myself, though. This is just second-hand information.)
Captain Lebyadkin - A heavy drinker and “dubious character” who once lived in Virginsky’s house and ate Virginsky’s food while sleeping with Virginsky’s wife. Yikes.
Lyamshin - Well…he’s Jewish. And that’s all Dostoevsky says in introducing the character, as if that’s enough for you to know what kind of guy he is. Which is…not great. I love Dosto very much, but there’s no glossing over his antisemitism—it pops up at least a couple times in most of his books. Fortunately, Lyamshin will get some more specific characterization before too long.
(The other two characters mentioned at the end of the section—the captain and the Polish gentleman—don’t come into the story much, as I recall.)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        (EDITED because I was accidentally jumping ahead to section nine in a few of my responses, whoops!)
1. I don’t get the sense that a lot of intellectual titans visit their town, so Stepan and Varvara are probably just about the most intelligent and forward-thinking people their neighbors know (or at least, they’re able to present themselves as such). These two big fish must be so relieved to be back in their small pond!
2. Liputin seems like a bit of a mean girl, and untrustworthy to boot, so I’d keep a safe distance from him. Shatov is awkward, but so am I, so we might get along—plus he’s had a pretty dramatic and interesting life, which might make for good conversation if I could get him to open up. Virginsky seems like a sweetheart, but I think I’d spend a big chunk of our acquaintance trying to convince him to value himself more. We’ll go with Shatov for now.
3. Liputin strikes me as the kind of guy who doesn’t have any firm convictions and just adopts whatever principles suit him at the time. So I bet he can be a religious tyrant at home and an atheist when it amuses him to be one. I do think he’s two-faced. All signs point to him being messy and living for the drama.
4. This is exactly why I think Shatov might be interesting to talk to—he’s been through a lot! From serf to beneficiary of Varvara’s largesse to university student to expelled troublemaker to abandoned husband to manual laborer across multiple European countries. Something definitely happened to derail his life, though whether it was his radical socialist tendencies or the loss thereof, it’s not yet clear. There’s some heavy stuff going on beneath that awkward, irritable exterior.
5. Oh god, the poor guy’s so awkward. It was slapstick comedy for a second there.
6. Poor Virginsky. I’d like to summarize his behavior without resorting to a word that starts with c and ends with k and rhymes with “duck,” but nothing else is coming to mind. I mentioned this in my other comment, but the concept of keeping out of your wife’s extramarital affairs or even endorsing them comes up in Crime & Punishment too. From what I’ve heard (though I’ve yet to see the evidence with my own eyes), these episodes are Dostoevsky only slightly exaggerating a real concept floated by some radical thinkers at the time. I was pleased to see Virginsky snap and drag Lebyadkin around by the hair. Bad enough that Lebyadkin was engaging in an extramarital affair with Virginsky’s wife, but for him to start living in Virginsky’s house, eating Virginsky’s food, and even bossing Virginsky around? That’s rough, buddy.


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        I think Stephan is an easy going fool more so than he is respected, it seems that he and Varvara are viewed with more favor back in town if only because who they seek to be is much bigger than what the town has this far produced though much worse than anything from any big city.
It really does feel like his group of "friends" are all sort of social outcast, men like Stephan who desire to have intellectual discussion and be known for it but with little respect or success in their actual day to day lives, although I must admit I'm not sure how normal some of their lives would be by measure of their time.
Overall I don't think either of his companions stands out as particularly bad rather they all seem to be down on life each experiencing his own sort of dilemma. I think Shatov would be the most normal of the bunch, but I'm not sure I would like to hangout with any of them.
I think each of them is similar to Stephan in that they carry lofty ideas that don't seem to get them much farther than a heated discussion with their own friends. I would have to see or know more about them than the few details shared in their first introduction.
Shatov seems like a fool, one who is poor yet somehow still prideful. Virginsky appears weak and meek until he violently deals with Lebyadkin.
Overall a good section but seems like we are still just getting back story for the actual novel events.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+6)

        

his group of "friends" are all sort of social outcast, men like Stephan who desire to have intellectual discussion and be known for it but with little respect or success in their actual day to day lives

A central question that I've been asking myself - is 'intellectual discussion' without concrete action and measurable success in one's actual life, still productive or worthwhile? Is it still intellectual at the end of the day? If you don't apply it, do you even understand it?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        I would say yes. The world of the mind is infinite compared to our living reality. Only pursuing intellectual tasks with actionable results in the real world severely limits our perspective. Also actions on certain mental investigations can only be taken in decades or centuries when the technology has caught up.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+3)

        Thanks for your perspective. In my view, people like Stepan's friends are very tricky to put one's finger on. Grappling with intellectual tasks without actionable results - imo, in its roots, this seems like a classic epistemological problem: Can knowledge exist without experience? What's the source of knowledge?


The world of the mind is infinite compared to our living reality.

I would agree. What do you think: Does the mind conform itself to the world, or does the world conform to the mind?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

I would agree. What do you think: Does the mind conform itself to the world, or does the world conform to the mind?

Too many philosophers have debated over this for centuries for me to give a definite answer. I lean towards materialism and physicalism so I'll say the world exists independent of our minds but the way we understand it is limited by human cognition. It's like vision, we only ever get to see one aspect of the light spectrum despite the existence of numerous others. We might run away from a danger we clearly see right into a soup of gamma radiation.


Thanks for your perspective. In my view, people like Stepan's friends are very tricky to put one's finger on. Grappling with intellectual tasks without actionable results - imo, in its roots, this seems like a classic epistemological problem: Can knowledge exist without experience?

I think Stepan and his friends are faux intellectuals but that doesn't invalidate the notion of studying the world through pure idealism. I do think scientific enquiry is the best tool overall, but it has its limitations, and enquiry underpinned by pure idealism has its place.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

I think Stephan is an easy going fool more so than he is respected, it seems that he and Varvara are viewed with more favor back in town if only because who they seek to be is much bigger than what the town has this far produced though much worse than anything from any big city.

Kings on the hill, paupers on the mountain.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+6)

        

1. We are back in Skvoreshniki and Varvara and Stephan appear to be respected in the town, even setting up their own little circle. Are you surprised that this is the case?

No, not really. Stepan has a habit of quickly endearing himself to any group of people. But then, he always does something to blow it up. I wonder what sort of grievous faux-pas he's going to make this time...


2, We have three main guys in Stephan's circle of friends, Liputin, Shatov and Virginsky. Which one would you most like to hang out with?

Virginsky, then Shatov, then Liputin.


3. Liputin brings up his family "in the fear of God", yet is reported in the town to be an atheist. Do you think Liputin is two-faced or is he actually religious and someone is trying to discredit him?

I found that line to be really interesting, because I think it can be interpreted in a number of different ways. Liputin bringing up the family "in the fear of God" could imply that he's either raising them very religiously, or very authoritarian and \[possibly\] abusively. Or both. Honestly, I'm leaning towards the latter options.
If it's the former, then I think he's either doing it because he values religion as a cultural institution and sees some merit in it (even if he doesn't believe), or the claims of his atheism are, as you said, an attempt to discredit him.


4. What do you think of Shatov's story of getting kicked out of university and travelling around Europe?

Dude's certainly lived an...interesting life. I found it hilarious that he married someone, and then three weeks later they separated like nothing happened. Also, I really want to know what that "disturbance" was!


5. What did you think about the scene Shatov made in Varvara's house?

I was giggling the entire time I was listening to it. He's such an awkward doofus.


6. What did you think about the story about Virginsky, his wife and Lebyadkin?

I honestly felt so bad for Virginsky! He gets married, and then not even a year later his wife says "I actually love this guy, who's kind of a scumbag" and then starts an affair with him. And then the scumbag starts mooching off of him and then starts insulting him. I'm not surprised Virginsky decided to throw hands


7. Anything else to discuss?

This line was really funny to me:


Liputin brought an exiled Polish priest called Slontsevsky, and for a time we received him on principle, but afterwards we didn’t keep it up.



    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

But then, he always does something to blow it up. I wonder what sort of grievous faux-pas he's going to make this time...

Hasn't he already? He dressed them down with his tirade at the end of the chapter pretty harshly.


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+5)

        

Do you think Liputin is two-faced or is he actually religious and someone is trying to discredit him?

I’m once again diving into Gulliver’s Travels references, as Dostoevsky has already alluded to this work previously, and now we encounter a character named "Liputin." In Gulliver’s Travels, there is a land called Lilliput, inhabited by the Lilliputians. I suggest the possibility that the character "Liputin" in The Devils is a deliberate nod to the Lilliputians, suggesting another connection between the two works.
In Gulliver’s Travels, I remember the \*Lilliputians as being not only small in stature but also small-minded, frequently quarreling over trivial matters. They were often preoccupied with the most insignificant issues, neglecting those of greater importance. One notable example is that the two factions were engaged in a war over whether eggs should be cracked at the top or the bottom. This characterization might offer us some insight into into what we might anticipate from the newly introduced character Liputin in The Devils.
Does anyone else find this interpretation of the character's name plausible?
\*Referring to someone as a "Lilliputian" today could imply that they are a person with a narrow or petty perspective.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        If we're going with this then what does it say about Shatov and Virginsky.
The name virginsky is an obvious reference to his marital issues. His wife is cheating on him with his bully and probably rarely let's Virginsky into her bed.
Shatov has seen the cesspit of this world spending years in poverty after falling out at university. One could say, europe ate him and shatov him out.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I like this! Not sure if it was intended or not (given the translation issues) but definitely going to be a useful aide d’memoire


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+5)

        Your interpretation of the surname Shatov/Шатов is too English language-centric. This surname is clearly of Russian origin and most likely comes from the verb "шатать" /"to shake"/"to sway" or "шататься"/"to stagger".


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Perfect, because he cannot bow straight!


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        But he tried! :)


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+2)

        Building on what you've mentioned about the origin of his name—meaning "to shake" or "to sway"—maybe it suggests that Shatov has experienced a lot of ideological uncertainty. While he may now hold more ardent beliefs, his journey has been marked by instability, as we are told he has shifted from one extreme to another.
"Shatov had radically changed some of his former socialistic convictions abroad and had rushed to the opposite extreme."


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        Maybe so!


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+2)

        

If we're going with this then what does it say about Shatov and Virginsky.

"Virginsky himself was a man of rare single-heartedness, and I have seldom met more honest fervour."
These things are certainly open to interpretation, but Shatov's name could suggest an unstable ideological journey marked by extremes. Virginsky, might indeed imply what you mentioned, but we are also told that he is a person of sincere conviction, maybe even with a touch of innocence. This interpretation could be reflected in his name.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+6)

        For now, their whole circle reminds me of people who came together because of friendship or family ties, rather than ideology. I don't remember the details of the novel at all, except for its real political basis. But now it reads like a rom-com a little, similar to Desperate Housewives. I remembered this old TV show because, like in the novel, everyone has secrets, loves and hates each other, and wives die. It's also unclear where they are. I think it's possible to imagine that all the Demons live on the same street.
This thought came to me because of Stepan's rephrased proverbs. He rephrased the proverb "куда Макар телят не гонял" (where Makar has never herded calves), which means very, very far, into the French "dans le pays de Makar et de ses veaux" (in the country of Makar and his calves). That's their circle: somewhere far away, and Stepan is surrounded by his sort of followers (calves that have not yet grown into bulls and cows).


    


    
        Existing-Race (+5)

        1. We are back in Skvoreshniki and Varvara and Stephan appear to be respected in the town, even setting up their own little circle. Are you surprised that this is the case?
Not really! Varvara is rich anyway, if not straight-up respected, I think people will generally try to impress her or at least stay out of her way. Other than his connection to Varvara, Stephan is probably some kind of minor celebrity from a small town by this point. Also, if nothing else, he seems to be quite a friendly and jovial person, nice to be around albeit exasperating perhaps.
1. We have three main guys in Stephan's circle of friends, Liputin, Shatov and Virginsky. Which one would you most like to hang out with?
That was some ... colorful description, to say the least. I fear I am a bit of a Shatov from the description, haha, and I would hate to spend anytime with him. That being said, I don't think that I am likely to hang out with anyone from this group. If anything, I am curious about our narrator. So far, this being my first Dostoevsky, I sometimes wonder whether his narration was meant to be read in  a straight face, in jest, or as some kind of tongue in cheek. Who is our narrator and what is his relation to Stephan and Varvara? His social class? His belief? His education and character?
1. Liputin brings up his family "in the fear of God", yet is reported in the town to be an atheist. Do you think Liputin is two-faced or is he actually religious and someone is trying to discredit him?
In the previous thread, someone mentioned that the term "atheist" that was used to curse was probably more correctly translated, nuance considered, as "heathen" instead. So I was wondering whether this description meant to be read as Liputin brings up his family with an iron fist even though he was a heathen/bastard himself. As in said in the kind of town gossipy tone of, "What a hypocrite! He had a nerve to pretend to be a righteous man and discipline his family and put the fear of God into them, as if he is not a heathen/a bastard himself."
1. What do you think of Shatov's story of getting kicked out of university and travelling around Europe?
This is where I wonder about the social class of our narrator, and whether he was a liberal or not. He told us Shatov story in a tone of disdain, but I think it may have been the result of the narrator trying to put Shatov back into his place - the social class that he was born into, so to speak. However, Shatov did seem to have lived.... an interesting live.
1. What did you think about the scene Shatov made in Varvara's house?
I can relate to this one so much, it was just so awkward! I actually don't think that Shatov meant anything bad, but he is the type that will put his foot in his mouth anytime there is a chance to do so!
1. What did you think about the story about Virginsky, his wife and Lebyadkin?
I'm not sure about this, is it something that is culturally more acceptable at that point on that place? These days the story about Virginsky and his wife will probably earns him the name "a simp" or "a cuck," but maybe it was not something that is viewed in a negative lens at the time?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        

“What a hypocrite! He had a nerve to pretend to be a righteous man and discipline his family and put the fear of God into them, as if he is not a heathen/a bastard himself.”

This is how I interpreted it too. I didn’t know how to explain though, but you did it perfectly


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+5)

        LOL they just casually stagnated for 9 YEARS!?!
In this chapter we get to know the absolutely trash people that Stepan is hanging out with. This confirms the speculations of commenters in previous days' threads, that the 'learned men' mentioned is tongue-in-cheek - these men are definitely not learned. They are the scum of society.
A dangerous combo - lazy, slothful, uncivilized behaviour combined with a belief that one is 'learned', and sees farther than others. This can lead to 2 outcomes in my personal experience: 1) Becoming a hikikomori (hides at home all day using one's parents income, and spends all their time philosophizing and reading, deluding oneself that this intellectual pursuit is a productive activity; 2) Becoming a misguided activist, which is the premise of this novel.
At this point, I wonder if Stepan is truly learned, or if he just hangs out with so undesirable people that he seems 'learned' by comparison. I'm currently leaning towards the latter, because learned, productive members of society usually don't seek out peers that drag them down.
Be careful of who you let into your life.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Yes I agree - he isn’t learned, he is just lazy and hangs out with other arrogant unlearned lazy people and tries  to create an aura of an intellectual clique. I love the word “hikikomori” - that nails it. Definitely know some of them 🤣


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        Being a hikikomori is my new dream job 😂


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        Trust me it's not


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        This group seems a little… less competent, maybe? Than the group in Petersburg? So I feel like Varvara and Stepan come across as more relevant than they perhaps are.
The relationship between Varvara and Shatov is very interesting and I’m not sure what to make of it. Shatov firstly seemed to me to resent Varvara due to her position over him, but then there was talk of appreciation and shame. Varvara also is told to dislike him, and firstly I’m thinking because she is insulted he won’t take her financial support, so it’s an ego and/or power thing, but then that she tried to secretly give him money seems to contradict that. If the anonymity succeeded, she wouldn’t have leverage over him, so what would be her motivation? A sense of moral duty? Or perhaps it makes her look bad to have a poor ward?
It was all so peculiar, especially the scene when he went to thank her, it was unexpected after seeing the kind of person he was on the previous page (proud, ungrateful, glum). Liputin’s reprimand seemed to suggest that Shatov’s struggling with how he should feel about Varvara’s support too.
Loved the whole awkward scene with Shatov, especially when he “bowed somehow sideways”
But these parts: “dissolved in shame” and “nearly dead from disgrace” are so sad!


    


    
        samole (+4)

        The town where the novel took place was probably based on Tver . Geographical landmarks (as well as some local characters who have not yet made their appearance) fit pretty neatly. D. spent some time there after his return from the exile.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Looks like a rather pretty town!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        It's a very different crowd Varvara and Stepan are mixing with compared to St Petersburg. The gang don't really seem to have the 'ideals' of the St Petersburg group - although, given the disaster that was, it may not be a bad thing necessarily. They seem more degenerate though, which is not such a good thing.
I think the 'fear of God' in Liputin's case is of the abusive sort, rather than religious.
Not sure who I'd want to hang out with tbh, probably Shatov. He seems decent compared to the others.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

After the Petersburg


lesson, she settled herself permanently in our town; the winters she
spent in her town house, and the summers on her suburban estate.
Never before had she enjoyed so much importance and influence in
our provincial society as during the last seven yearsThis is so cute, I'm happy for her.


Varvara Petrovna paid the bill every six months,


and the day of payment was almost always a day of cholerine.Who's cholerine? Varvara? I doubt it. Does Stepan pretend to have diarrhea in order to avoid the embarrassment of having his way paid for in life? I thought having a patroness was a subject of admiration, or at least that is what the works of Alex Dumas have taught me. Either it's a difference in French and Russian sentiment, or I'm operating under a different definition of the word.


He kept his whole family in fear of God and


under lock and key,Despite being an atheist?


The children had a


governess as well, a pert Russian girl who also joined the household
just before their departure and was taken mainly for her cheapness.
About two months later the merchant threw her out for "free
thoughts."Why do I suspect the husband was having an affair with this governess and his wife found out?


He tried to dress neatly, despite his


extreme poverty. He again refused to turn to Varvara Petrovna for
help, but got by on whatever God sent him;The complete opposite of Stepan


Liputin later


upbraided him strongly, not only for accepting the hundred roubles
instead of rejecting them with contempt as coming from his former
despot-landowner, but for dragging himself there to thank her on top
of it.Why upbraid the poor kid about receiving some aid? Let's see how you stick with your radical values if you were the one living in squalor.


A


pathetic and extremely quiet young man, already about thirty,
however, with considerable education, but mainly self-taught. He
was poor, married, in the civil service, and supported his wife's sister
and an aunt.Sounds like the opposite of pathetic if you ask me.


"You are all 'half-baked,’” he observed jokingly to Virginsky, "all


your sort; though in you, Virginsky, I have not noticed that nar-rowmind-ed-ness that I met with in Petersburg chez ces séminaristes,Is he now playing the wizened sage? Offering condescending advice and biting summations of character to his inferiors?


It was told of Virginsky, unfortunately on quite good grounds, that


his wife, after less than a year of lawful wedlock, suddenly
announced to him that he was being retired and that she preferred
Lebyadkin. This Lebyadkin, who was some sort of transient, later
turned out to be a rather suspicious character, and was even not a
retired captain at all, as he styled himself. He only knew how to twirl
his moustaches, drink, and spout the most uncouth nonsense
imaginable. The man quite indelicately moved in with them at once,
being glad of another man's bread, ate and slept with them, and
finally began treating the master of the house with condescension.Poor guy. Though not an uncommon occurrence. The responsibilities of work and community can leave one too exhausted and mentally depleted for love and romance. It's easier for someone who has no responsibilities of their own to offer fun engagements and a promise of carefree living, which of course is deeply appealing to the former. This isn't a gendered thing either. Several women have also lost their husbands to younger, carefree homewreck assistants who lacked the sunken shoulders, tired eyes and orderly schedule of the overworked wife.


he seized the giant Lebyadkin—who was dancing a cancan


solo - by the hair with both hands, bent him down, and began
dragging him around with shrieks, shouts, and tears.Disrespect a man in his house. Take his partner and then come dance at a party where he's at? I can't entirely fault Virginsky.


Virginsky spent the whole night on his knees begging his wife's


forgiveness; but forgiveness was not granted, since he still wouldnot consent to go and apologize to Lebyadkin; he was denounced,
besides, for paucity of convictions and stupidity—the latter because
he knelt while talking with a woman.Good grief this society is messed up.
I usually don't like it when writers give a brief breakdown of who characters are rather than introducing them through a conflict that shows thebaudience their values and nature, but Dostoyevsky always manages to make these quick intros so entertaining.
#Quotes of the week:
1)He was one of those ideal Russian beings who
can suddenly be so struck by some strong idea that it seems to
crush them then and there, sometimes even forever. They are never
strong enough to master it, but they are passionate believers, and
so their whole life afterwards is spent in some last writhings, as it
were, under the stone that has fallen on them and already half
crushed them.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Regarding “cholerine,” Garnett translates this line as “Stepan Trofimovitch almost invariably suffered from an attack of his “summer cholera.” It’s been established (or at least heavily implied) that Stepan’s “illnesses” always come on when he’s had a fight with Varvara. So I take this line to mean that Varvara tears him a new one every month when she finds out how much he spent on booze, and he spends some time sulking about it, haha


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+3)

        This comment was reported for using a Russian obscenity. Though we don’t strictly enforce the no obscenity rule, your comment has offended someone. If you could remove the obscenity I’d appreciate it.
Edit: Thank you


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+3)

        I´m not surprised at all, since they live in a small town so they´re big fish in a small pond and probably look smarter in comparison.
I would say Shatov because he has such and interesting life, I´m curious about him. Also, Virginsky appear to be a good man, he would be a good friend.
To me, he´s neither an atheist nor a believer, he probably says he´s an atheist for shock value or something like that lol 😂. About his family, sounds like he´s trying to control them.
He seems to be really chaotic...   maybe he got kicked out of university because of his political ideas or something similar)?
Poor Shatov hahhahaha, but he´s kind of cute 😍😂
I feel really bad for him, but I gess is Dosto way of mocking those ideas


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        If you like Shatushka, he’s got some other cute moments later on too :)


    


    
        Fweenci (+3)

        Something that jumped out at me in this section was when Stephan refers to Virginsky and Shatov as "half-hatched chickens," then when Liputin asks, "And I?" Stephan calls him the "golden mean." Stephan does not make an assessment of our narrator. Possibly the narrator wisely refrained from requesting ST's opinion, or he simply chose to not include anything derogatory about himself (assuming this member of the inner circle is male seems safe, but we don't know). The narrator seems to be only tentatively part of the group. Unreliable to be sure. Is he even there during these scenes?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Good question! It’s often ambiguous which events the narrator was actually present for and which he just heard about from Stepan (who evidently tells the narrator everything). We will get to meet the narrator eventually, but the ambiguity remains even so.


    


    
        Fweenci (+2)

        Thanks. That should be interesting.


    


    
        mustardgoeswithitall (+3)

        I'm finding this book a weird one to try and keep up with. I think it's the section names. We're still in chapter one, but it feels like we're not?!


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        >We are back in Skvoreshniki and Varvara and Stephan appear to be respected in the town, even setting up their own little circle. Are you surprised that this is the case?
No, he is a quasi intellectual and scholar and she is a wealthy woman so I think it would be natural for them to attract a circle of people around them based perhaps on certain ideas.
>We have three main guys in Stephan's circle of friends, Liputin, Shatov and Virginsky. Which one would you most like to hang out with?
Shatov
>Liputin brings up his family "in the fear of God", yet is reported in the town to be an atheist. Do you think Liputin is two-faced or is he actually religious and someone is trying to discredit him?
I am tempted to read this as he himself being God to his family, i.e. they better obey him.


    What do you think of Shatov's story of getting kicked out of university and travelling around Europe?

It doesn't say why he was expelled but apparently he didn't wanna live on Varvara’s charity.
>What did you think about the scene Shatov made in Varvara's house?
Kind of funny actually, clumsy both physically and socially.
>What did you think about the story about Virginsky, his wife and Lebyadkin?
I guess today they would call him a cuckold.
>Anything else to discuss?
I was struck by the disparity of the ages in the group, Stepan, Varvara and Liputin being around 50 while Shatov and Virginsky are around 30.
Also the narrator adds the curious line: "It's nothing; it's just a particular case; in no way, in no way will it hinder the 'common cause'!" I wonder what the common cause Is.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I think the common cause is some extremely vague idea of “progressive social reform.” Stepan and his buddies are pretty unlikely to ever take concrete action toward social reform (I think they’re all talk), but Virginsky is such a sincere and earnest guy that he’s trying to reassure them anyway. He wants them to know that his marital issues won’t affect the success of the group’s (non-existent) revolutionary activities :P


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        So. Many. Names. I hope we don’t have to remember them all.
Honestly, they all sound like flawed people that you’d sometimes have to tolerate rather than like.
Favourite line:


“My dear, hitherto I have only loved you, but now I respect you,”



    

Part 1 - Chapter 1 - Section 9

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. Rumours spread around the town that Stepan's group is a "hotbed of nihilism, profligacy and godlessness". Why do you think this is, as it seems to be at odds with what actually goes on there?
2. What are your thoughts on the bits of French Stepan throws into his speech? Was anyone else getting out google translate?
3. What are your thoughts on how Stepan rejects the idea of growing nationalist sentiment?
4. The great liberal Stepan has some thoughts to share on the peasantry. What did you think of what he said?
5. What did you think of Shatov's tirade against Stepan? Were you suprised Stepan took it in good humour?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


Wine was, of course, brought in, and Stepan Trofimovitch proposed some suitable toast, for instance the memory of some leading man of the past.

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 1


46 Comments


    
        Ser_Erdrick (+13)

        1) Rumors always seem to abound about any group that meet regularly. People hear third or fourth hand information about what actually goes on and their imaginations go wild. Milquetoast intellectual conversation, like the one where Stepan says he's more like an ancient Greek pagan become, through a game of telephone, into the rumors.
2) My audio edition that I follow along in my paperback with gives a translation after (or sometimes before) of the pretentious French.
3) I feel that as he's gotten older, he's gotten more conservative (or his views that were once more left wing views have become the new conservative views).
4) Seems like pure upper class intellectual snobbery to me.
5) I feel like this happens more often than the narrator cares to admit. They squabble and make up pretty often.
6) I'm liking the pace we're taking with this massive book.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        I totally agree with your response to #3. I think the line between left-wing and conservative shifted when Stepan wasn’t looking, and the same beliefs that were “progressive” in his glory days are considered less-so now. Also, his life is just way too comfortable for him to connect with the common Russian people anymore. If he ever could in the first place.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

I feel that as he's gotten older, he's gotten more conservative (or his views that were once more left wing views have become the new conservative views).

Nah, contempt for peasants was pretty common in progressive circles in Russia back then. We can also see that now, not necessarily in Russia too: modern leftist don't seem to like the blue collars from the South who like their guns and support Trump.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        People usually come to progressive ideals through higher education. The arrogance of higher education often leads to contempt for those who don't have it. People in both groups do not understand each other. The Masters and Phds consider blue collar workers as backwards and narrow minded whereas the blue collars see the "intellectual elites" as naive and condescending. This is reflected in the political and social positions both hold. I don't think it's unique to Russia or the U.S but a universal thing.
Another thing to consider is that higher education especially in the liberal arts is rarely lucrative as such its mostly pursued by people from already wealthy families which also colours their perspective. It's a bit different today as more and more middle and working class children pursue liberal arts and as such are able to push philosophy in a more pro-worker, anti-capitalis direction. But the former biases still hold weight.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I like your analysis a lot. I’m one of those people who grew up working poor, went to college and grad school, and eventually made my way into a higher tax bracket. When I was young, I felt frustrated because almost everyone I knew was conservative and I wasn’t. And now I feel frustrated because the liberal/left-wing crowd I run with frequently doesn’t know jack about working class people, except theoretically. And yeah, there is an arrogant sort of stereotyping that goes on. Like, constantly. I’m basically mad all the time, haha :P I think Dostoevsky does such a brilliant job of depicting the disconnect between belief in social reform and liberation of the oppressed, on the one hand, and an ignorant attitude toward the lower classes on the other.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I think leftists (at least in the U.S.) tend to speak of working people with more respect than the average liberal does, but there could be a generational difference at play there too. Broadly speaking, I think you’re right that many left-wing individuals even nowadays have crappy, dismissive attitudes toward the lower classes. It never ceases to make we wanna tear my own head off and kick it into traffic.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        Congratulations, all! We’ve finished the first chapter! Below are my notes for section nine, which nearly killed me. People just couldn’t stop dropping historical and literary references in this section, could they!?
(PART 1/2)
CAESARISM
- “We fell into generalising about humanity, made stern reflections on the future of Europe and mankind in general, authoritatively predicted that after Cæsarism France would at once sink into the position of a second-rate power”
Caesarism is an authoritarian and autocratic ideology inspired by Roman dictator Julius Caesar. Evidently this was the form of governance implemented by President Louis-Napoleon during the French Second Republic (1848-1852—though the same Louis-Napoleon came back as an Emperor after that, until he was deposed in 1870).
THE UNIFICATION OF ITALY
- “We had long ago predicted that the Pope would play the part of a simple archbishop in a united Italy”
The Unification of Italy occurred in 1861.
THE NINTEENTH OF FEBRUARY
- “The great day, the nineteenth of February, we welcomed enthusiastically, and for a long time beforehand drank toasts in its honour.”
February 19, 1861, was the day Tsar Alexander II issued a manifesto emancipating the serfs in Russia.
KAMARINSKY
- “The Russian village has given us only ‘Kamarinsky’ in a thousand years.”
Kamarinsky is a Russian folk tune that accompanies a dance called the Kamarinskaya. You may have seen the dance before. It involves a lot of kicking.
RACHEL
- “A remarkable Russian poet who was also something of a wit, seeing the great Rachel on the stage for the first time cried in ecstasy, ‘I wouldn’t exchange Rachel for a peasant!’ I am prepared to go further. I would give all the peasants in Russia for one Rachel.”
This might refer to the stage actress Rachel Felix (1821-1858), but I’m prepared to be wrong about that.
THE ANTON PETROV AFFAIR
- “It happened, and as ill-luck would have it just after the rumours of the Anton Petrov affair had reached us, that there was some disturbance in our province too, only about ten miles from Skvoreshniki, so that a detachment of soldiers was sent down in a hurry.”
Anton Petrov was the peasant who led the Bezdna Unrest, an uprising of former serfs following their emancipation in 1861. The inciting incident was a disagreement about the scope of the freedoms the tsar had granted them. The unrest was put down by the military and 103 peasants were injured or killed.
PETERSCHULE
- “if our nationalism has ‘dawned’ as they keep repeating in the papers—it’s still at school, at some German ‘Peterschule,’ sitting over a German book and repeating its everlasting German lesson, and its German teacher will make it go down on its knees when he thinks fit.”
Founded in 1709, Saint Peter’s School is one of the oldest educational institutions in Russia. The school was created alongside a German Lutheran Church soon after Peter the Great decreed that Lutheran churches could be founded in St. Petersburg. The school stands in what was once the German area of the city and seems to have been run in large part by Germans at the time the events of Demons take place. Not sure about nowadays.
IGOR
- “Nationalism, if you like, has never existed among us except as a distraction for gentlemen’s clubs, and Moscow ones at that. I’m not talking of the days of Igor, of course.”
I believe this is a reference to Igor, Prince of Kiev (877-945). He’s known for besieging Constantinople, extracting tribute from neighboring peoples, and just generally expanding the power and influence of Kievan Rus. I guess you could call that nationalism?
GEORGE SAND
- “The very fact that Christianity has failed to understand woman is enough, as George Sand has so splendidly shown in one of her great novels.”
George Sand (1804-1876) was a French writer, free-thinker, feminist, and all-around very cool woman. She was a critic of patriarchal systems—this, presumably, includes the traditional tenets of many Christian denominations at the time. (I won’t speak about now—that’s more of a discussion than I’m prepared to have on this or any sub.)
STEPAN ON RELIGION
- “As for the bowings, fasting and all the rest of it, I don’t understand what they have to do with me.”
In describing his relationship with god, Stepan remarks that he’s more of a “pagan,” like Goethe or the Greeks. He makes it clear that he doesn’t adhere to Orthodox Christianity or its practices (bowing, fasting, etc).


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        (PART 2/2)
JESUITS
- “However busy the informers may be here, I don’t care to become a Jesuit.”
The Jesuits are a Roman Catholic religious order focused on educational, charitable, and missionary work. Dostoevsky did not like Roman Catholicism. Not even a little bit.
BYELINSKY & GOGOL
- “In the year 1847 Byelinsky, who was abroad, sent his famous letter to Gogol, and warmly reproached him for believing in some sort of God.”
This letter was sent from liberal thinker Vissarion Byelinsky to revered Russian writer Nikolai Gogol, with Byelinsky stating: “Russia sees her salvation not in mysticism or asceticism or pietism, but in the successes of civilization, enlightenment, and humanity. What she needs is not sermons (she has heard enough of them!) or prayers (she has repeated them too often!), but the awakening in the people of a sense of their human dignity lost for so many centuries amid dirt and refuse.”
You can read the rest at this link: https://www.marxists.org/subject/art/lit_crit/works/belinsky/gogol.htm
LENTEN OIL, PEAS WITH RADISH
- “Could Byelinsky have sought salvation in Lenten oil, or peas with radish!…”
I believe this refers to the dietary traditions of Orthodox Christians on most Wednesdays and Fridays during Lent and during other important religious observances. Specifically, the faithful are prohibited from eating certain foods during those times. Couldn’t be Stepan.
THE INQUISITIVE MAN
- “Byelinsky, like the Inquisitive Man in Krylov’s fable, did not notice the elephant in the museum of curiosities, but concentrated his whole attention on the French Socialist beetles.”
This fable concerns a man who goes to a natural history museum and gets so engrossed in the details that he fails to notice the elephant in the museum’s collection. Shatov is accusing Byelinsky (and, by extension, Stepan) of missing the forest for the trees. You can read the fable at this link:
http://blog.lubans.org/index.php?itemid=3159
MORAL NIHILISM
- “At one time it was reported about the town that our little circle was a hotbed of nihilism, profligacy, and godlessness, and the rumour gained more and more strength.”
I’m not really smart enough to do this subject justice, but here I go anyway. I think it’s important to know how Dostoevsky defines nihilism in his work, because it doesn’t necessarily match with how we’d define it today. In its modern sense, the term nihilist is often pretty neutral. It just means that you don’t believe life has any meaning—not even the personal meaning you might try to assign to it under a belief system like existentialism. Life is an absurd accident, there’s no higher being creating or directing it, and the only thing we can do with it is minimize the suffering it causes us. (I’m simplifying by necessity, but I believe this is what most people think of when they hear the term nihilism.)
When Dostoevsky brings up nihilism, he means something more. He’s referring specifically to moral nihilism, the belief that right and wrong do not exist. It’s a step beyond moral relativism, whereby right and wrong may be defined differently in relation to different cultural contexts. To the moral nihilists of the 19th century, right and wrong were arbitrary constructs that had no meaning, and one was under no moral obligation to do the “right” thing or avoid the “wrong” thing. In this framework, no moral choices are preferable to others.
Dostoevsky found this concept horrifying. If nothing was inherently good and nothing was inherently bad, what was to prevent a person from killing if they felt like it, abusing children if they felt like it, causing mass destruction if they felt like it?
Dosto also seems to link moral nihilism and atheism a lot of the time—in his deeply Christian view, objective morality does exist and the ability to perceive it can only come through god. Atheists reject god, thereby rejecting the objective morality bestowed on us by god, thereby arriving at the same place the moral nihilists do: there is no right or wrong, and everything is permitted.
(As an atheist myself, I don’t happen to agree with him on this, but that’s neither here nor there.)
Wow, what a long and heavy explanation for a section of the book that’s still not very serious! I feel like I should add “lol” on the end here, just to lighten the mood…


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

The Jesuits are a Roman Catholic religious order focused on educational, charitable, and missionary work. Dostoevsky did not like Roman Catholicism

Jesuits were pretty controversial in general. Slave trade, assassinations, political conspiracies.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Wow, that’s so interesting! I did not know that. No wonder Dosto hated them.


    


    
        Quagnor (+2)

        142 days later and finding this comment as I read Demons.
Thanks for your great write-up about nihilism.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Wow, I can’t believe this was already 142 days ago! I’m glad you found it helpful, and I hope you enjoy the book!


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+9)

        I'm just gonna say, I appreciate your notes for these discussion threads. They add so much context to this, which makes it more enjoyable.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Oh, thank you! It’s my pleasure. I just really want people to keep reading the book so I can talk to them about it, and this is my way of trying to make it easier for them to continue haha


    


    
        samole (+7)

        

This might refer to the stage actress Rachel Felix

Yes, you are right. And the poet in question is N.F. Shcherbina


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Hooray! Thanks for confirming. I feel unreasonably proud of myself now, even though all I did was Google stuff :P


    


    
        [deleted] (+10)

        I think they are described as such because of the individuals involved, one of them in particular is described as being an atheist, so I'm not super surprised by such speculations. Besides that Stepan describes himself and a pagan non Christian so it's little wonder their religious thoughts are brought into question.
To be honest I didn't give it much thought, though I should go back to look into them
I think the interaction between Stepan and Shatov was surprisingly healthy and important. Although the narrator tells us this is commonplace between the two it felt good to see someone stand up and acknowledge how stupid some of Stepan's ideas are, not because they are inherently wrong but because he speaks with such assured conviction even while being so sheltered from any actual possible truth.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        1. I think this happens purely because they’re in a [EDIT: maybe not all that] small, provincial town. Stepan’s neighbors have probably had limited contact with radicals, if they’ve met any at all. They’ve almost certainly read sensational things about them, though! So when they get wind of a “radical group” meeting in their midst, they assume it has to be all about extreme amorality and spitting in the face of god. If only they knew what really goes on at the group’s meetings (yapping, and not a whole lot else, lol).
2. Stepan has to be one of the most hilariously pretentious characters in all of literature. He’s so down on Russia and so convinced of the superiority of Western Europe that he’s convinced his lofty thoughts can only be conveyed in a “sophisticated” European language. Even though half the time his French is just filler words :P The first time I read Demons, it was on a first-gen Kindle that didn’t have a translate function. The second time was on a phone/tablet that DID have such a function, and it was a huge game changer! You can skim over Stepan’s French dialogue without translating it and still mostly understand what he’s talking about, but it’s so much funnier and more entertaining if you take the time to decipher it!
3. Stepan seems to wear his Western Europhilia (if that’s an actual word) like a badge of honor. He evidently feels that the best way to prove his intellectual bona fides is to praise Europe and crap all over Russia. The Russian religion is of no use to him. The Russia language isn’t good enough for him to express himself in it. The Russian peasants haven’t done anything culturally important in a thousand years except for one folk song they came up with. It’s so interesting to me as a modern Westerner, because I’ve studied enough 20th century history to know how dark things can get if rabid, knee-jerk Nationalism runs rampant—like, I’m very much used to Nationalism being the villain of the piece. But Stepan’s professed hatred of his own country leads him to denigrate the common people and write them off as a dirty rabble that’s contributed nothing of value to the world, so clearly the opposite extreme is also undesirable. If a smidge of Nationalism would enable him to be less of a classist buffoon, maybe that’s what he needs. Of course, he doesn’t seem to believe Russia is even capable of developing a national consciousness…
4. I want to kick him in the knee! He’s supposed to be some great reformist thinker, descending from on high to bathe his country in the glow of his enlightenment and pull his people out of the metaphorical dirt, yet he doesn’t seem to think very highly of those same people. Generally speaking, the liberal reformers of the era cared about the common man, or at least pretended to. Stepan doesn’t even bother to do that much. Who are you planning to reform the country for, Stepan? Yourself? The intelligentsia who think you’re a total has-been? Why even bother trying to improve Russia, if you dislike its people so much? (The answer, of course, is that Stepan is dumb and hasn’t given it nearly as much thought as I have. So I’ll show him some leniency, even as I want to meet him behind Burger King at three o’clock in the morning and throw hands.)
5. I’m more or less with Shatov on this one, and I’m glad he went off on Stepan! Shatov was born not only a peasant, but a serf, so even setting his convictions aside, I can see why Stepan’s words would upset him. The only thing I can say for Stepan in this passage is that he responded very magnanimously to Shatov’s tirade. That’s probably why people spend time with Stepan even when he’s at his worst—he’s quite a gentle and easygoing guy.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

I’m very much used to Nationalism being the villain of the piece. But Stepan’s professed hatred of his own country leads him to denigrate the common people and write them off as a dirty rabble that’s contributed nothing of value to the world, so clearly the opposite extreme is also undesirable.

Speaking as someone from a former British colony. I get to hear hefty heaping of both on a regular basis. Children of those who's wealth was destroyed by the chaos following decolonization look to the empire as a better time and believe we'd be further along if we had waited a few more decades before kicking out the british. I bring up how colonialism actually destroyed our existing resources and failed to develop a diversified public and private sector because they only cared about extracting as much gold as possible, and I'm met with blank stares.
Then I talk to my more nationalist friends and tell them their desires are simply a reverse of what the Brits did to us. To create a world where we are on top and the white man at the bottom. Rather than one of racial equality. That their ideas of militarism and ethnic supremacy won't be nearly as helpful as focusing our resources on uplifting our poorest and most disenfranchised, and I'm met with even blanker stares.
Defeat on the national stage tends to create these two groups, and they're both largely unhelpful because they're defined by the defeat and suffering.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Wow, this is incredible insight. I especially love what you say about both groups being defined by defeat and suffering and thus being largely unhelpful. It can be so hard to put any distance between your sociopolitical ideology and your own personal pain. Basically, whatever movement or political figure promises to take away that pain (even if those promises are unrealistic or even made in bad faith), you’re driven to embrace them uncritically. I’m using the general “you” because I think this is something all humans deal with, including me.


    


    
        Tariqabdullah (+7)

        I’ve been following along even though i have 200 pages left. These discussions have been great for refreshing my memory on the early chapters. Enjoy!


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        For once I agree with Stepan, but not in the way he probably intended “How is it they don’t understand that before we can have an opinion of our own we must have work, our own work, our own initiative in things, our own experience. Nothing is to be gained for nothing. If we work we shall have an opinion of our own. But as we never shall work, our opinions will be formed for us by those who have hitherto done the work instead of us”
Yes Stepan! Get off your lazy butt and get a real job, contribute to your community. Then you might have a right to pontificate. Right now only the peasants whose backs you are living off have the right to an opinion.
And how dare you blame the peasants for not achieving anything when they had no education or freedom and were working their butts off to support lazy bludgers like you!
Apologies for the rant 🙊


    


    
        2whitie (+1)

        This was one of my favorite parts of the chapter because I was like YES STEPHAN, FINALLY...and then I realized that he wasn't talking about himself or other individuals....he was speaking about Russia in the abstract. And then he goes on to insult peasants. So close, yet so far.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+4)

        

1. Rumours spread around the town that Stepan's group is a "hotbed of nihilism, profligacy and godlessness". Why do you think this is, as it seems to be at odds with what actually goes on there?

Well, they're in a rural village, aren't they? Rural villages (across the world, not just in Russia) tend towards conservatism and traditionalism, from what I remember. Stepan's philosophical discussion group might seem like milquetoast liberalism to, say, more radical trains of thought in St. Petersburg, but in a rural setting? Fuggedabout it.


2. What are your thoughts on the bits of French Stepan throws into his speech? Was anyone else getting out google translate?

Actually, it's funny you bring this up, because the Russian upper class has had a long love affair with the French language. There are a lot of French loan words in Russian because of this. I don't remember where exactly on the socioeconomic ladder he's sitting (he's definitely not a laboring peasant), but you could interpret this as him trying to assert his class status or reach above it, likely to establish credibility for himself. It's 100% in character for Stepan, and not just a silly little quirk (although, being Stepan, it also a silly little quirk).


3. What are your thoughts on how Stepan rejects the idea of growing nationalist sentiment?

Guuuuurl, what are you talking about "people who don't work never have ideas?" You've never worked a day in your life, and you seem to be full of them!


4. The great liberal Stepan has some thoughts to share on the peasantry. What did you think of what he said?

That's the kind of tirade that would make any room go uncomfortably silent. In a word, I don't really agree with any of it, and I think he's missing the broader context because of his own privilege. The peasantry are producing less art because they lack the means to do so, not the ability.


5. What did you think of Shatov's tirade against Stepan? Were you suprised Stepan took it in good humour?

I'm more amazed he didn't just break down crying. Maybe Shatov blows up like this so often that Stepan thinks he doesn't mean it? Or Stepan just values their friendship more than being offended here?


    


    
        samole (+5)

        

Well, they're in a rural village, aren't they?

They are in the town with a population of roughly 40 000-50 000. Not sure if that can be called village.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Is that the population now, or back then? That is a fairly large number of people.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Back then. Now it's half a million.
Edit: I mean, it's an old town with a rich history. Provincial? Yes, sure. But not quite Bumfuck, Tennessee.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+1)

        Wouldn't that be the population of the principality, not the town? The town that the story takes place in is entirely or mostly fictional


    


    
        samole (+2)

        What principality, sorry? The one that ceased to exist in late XV century?
Tver had around 40 000 inhabitants. The unnamed town in the novel is based on Tver. So it's stands to reason that the former is comparable to the latter population-wise.
Edit: also, it has a governor. So it's a main city/town of a governorate (sometimes also translated as province).


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Is anyone reading or has anyone read the French translation? I wonder how Stepan’s casual French plays, if it’s able to somehow be brought across in a way to retain the added layer we get to his character that the English translation (and I’m assuming original Russian too) get?


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+4)

        'Liberal' probs meant smtg different back then, than it does now.


'The higher liberalism' and the 'higher liberal', that is, a liberal without any definite aim, is only possible in Russia.

Why? Need a whole lot more historical context to understand this.
Idk why Stepan rejects nationalism, relegating it to a 'distraction for gentlemen clubs'. Maybe he thinks thinking in terms of national borders is beneath him - he's the Ubermensch who has a transcendent ideology. Idk
Stepan also claims 'before we can have an opinion of our own, we must work, our own work, our own initiative in things, our own experience. Ntg is to be gained for ntg. If we work we shall have an opinion of our own.'
This is, I think, clearly very wise and practical if uttered by a sane person - just stfu and work. Have results before you have an opinion. Talk less, do more. But put in the mouth of Stepan, and it can be dangerously misguided. Stepan is pushing against conventional morality here, and wants to put his nihilistic ideology into work.
I don't think I know any Stepans in my life. Do people here know any Stepans?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        YES. Not quite as over-the-top as Stepan, but in terms of people who are liberal while having dogwater opinions about the lower classes and wax philosophical about social topics while never once contributing anything useful to society—I’ve definitely run into them.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+1)

        I think they're the nutters I see protesting on the street and blocking roads


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Not sure if Stepan would have the courage or motivation to block traffic though 😂


    


    
        samole (+5)

        This chapter establishes that Stepan Trofimovich is an absolute coward. Not that it's his only flaw.
D. wasn't afraid to go completely over the top.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I know, right? He goes back and forth between “My enlightened Western ideas will save the Russian people” and “Aieeee! Someone save me from the Russian people!”


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+4)

        I know for a fact I need to draw a map for the amount of characters there are in the book and the differente names they are called 😂😂😂


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        lol yeah, Russian lit is fun that way, everyone gets like six different names. You do get used to it, but at first it’s pretty confusing!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I suppose a bunch of oddballs gathering together will attract attention. No one else knows they're yapping, playing piano, and drinking.
I'm fortunate that my copy has the French translated as footnotes. I know it was a common language at the time, but the way Stepan uses it just seems pretentious rather than regular talking


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+2)

        Stepan's group is more like a meet up for pseudo intellectual drinking buddies than a hotbed of dangerous ideas but if they're the most liberal, forward thinking folks in their town I'm not surprised the locals gossip about them. Since we've seen that Stepan fancies himself as being persecuted for his ideals I'm sure he feeds the flames from time to time when he sees it as beneficial to his cultivated persona.
I assume the bits of French are similar to War and Peace where it's fashionable for the high society Russians to drop random French phrases in conversation as a kind of status symbol. I enjoy trying to see how much I can understand but since that typically turns out to be very little, I do end up turning to Google translate or the footnotes. Speaking of, those footnotes were doing a lot of heavy lifting this chapter, haha.
Like most of his opinions, Stepan's anti-nationalist speech comes across as snooty and ill informed but I need a better understanding of the historical context here to determine whether his stance is at least slightly justified or not. Pride in your fellow countrymen and your nation's culture is an admirable virtue to possess but I also associate nationalism with...well, not to get too political here, but some of the less savory opinions being expressed in the US at the moment. I expect we'll get a lot more info on these different schools of thought throughout the novel so I'll mostly withhold judgement for the time being. Either way, Stepan criticizing Russia's supposed idleness is hilariously lacking in self awareness for a guy who contributes nothing to society.
Yikes to Stepan's rant about the peasantry and double yikes to Liputin straight up blurting out that yes, the peasants are a bunch of useless ignorant poors but we need to pretend to care about them in order to appear progressive. While some of the debates and references in this chapter are very tied to their time and place, this attitude unfortunately felt very timeless to me.
I wasn't all that surprised that Stepan and Shatov made up so quickly. I think having his ideas passionately challenged by Shatov is its own sort of ego boost for Stepan since unlike in the world at large, he feels confident of his status in his own small group and knows there won't be any sort of fallout from the argument.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        I think I’ve misspelled Stepan’s name in every response. Oops.
He seems like a sufficiently diplomatic person, knowing how to talk Shatov down every time that he tries to storm out. It’s a talent.
This all feels very Russian and Dostoyevsky. Intellectuals (and want-to-be intellectuals) sitting around, drinking and pontificating. I’m sure that I’ve seen this scene before!


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. Is it so different than what goes on there? I feel like we all know people like this. They think they are above everyone else because of their new progressive thought or activism and anyone else who doesn’t think that is not up to snuff. 🙄
Kinda insufferable lot.
2. My copy luckily has the translation at the bottom but otherwise yes haha.
3. I mean to some extent I guess I don’t blame him but on the other hand, no one ever believes something big or a big change will happen until one day it does.
4. I dont know I don’t usually associate liberalism with a fondness for the uneducated, lower class. At least not in America. I’m not sure about the historical context here though.
5. Deservedly so, it seemed like fighting words but I was surprised to see Stepan take it in good humor. Maybe he’s more complicated than I thought or maybe I just don’t know his character well yet.
6. Trying to catch back up. So have a good ways to go


    


    
        Interesting-Phone684 (+2)

        I believe Stepan and friends are not really that bad, and also, they probably would never do anything "radical" in reality, they seem to be more focused in abstract ideas. Luputin is an hypocrite, is very likely that he´s just with them because he likes the drama and gossip. I think he´s the one that spreads those rumors about how "dangerous" is the group.
Stepan is way too pretentious, and even if he says that he loves Russia and the russian people, it shows clearly that  he believes russian language is not good enough for him
I think Shatov perspective is really interesting since he was born a serf, but I don´t know who were neither Bielinski nor Krilov


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

If things got too boring, the little


Jew Lyamshin (a petty postal clerk), a good hand at the piano, would
sit down to play, and in the intermissions would do mimicries of a
pig, a thunderstorm, a mother giving birth with the first cry of the
baby, and so on and so forth; that was the sole reason for inviting
him.Why does this feel anti-semitic? What's the relevance of the pig, the storm and the birth? The pig I'm assuming is an anti-semitic stereotype, the storm refers to the day of judgement and the birth refers to Jesus or in this case his return. Is this a foretelling of the apocalypse. Are we meant to interpret Lyamshin as secretly working towards a Russian Armageddon?


Don't they


understand that in order to acquire an opinion what is needed first
of all is labor, one's own labor, one's own initiative and experience!Sounds a little too close to 'work will set you free'.


Take this one


thing alone, that Christianity has never understood womanSure, but your ancient Greeks never did either. Especially the Athenians.


Not only have you overlooked


the people—you have treated them with loathsome contempt, which
is enough to say that by people you meant only the French people,
and even then only the Parisians, and were ashamed that the
Russian people are not like them. And this is the naked truth!Complexity thy name is Vladimir. It makes perfect sense that intellectuals who are more worldly than the common man will want to implement practices that have succeeded in other nations in their own space. However, we should deeply investigate these feelings as the desire to replicate success also nests a shame towards one's own society driven by familiarity with it's worst aspects. When viewing other countries, they generally only present their best side so the grass always seems greener compared to your own. Of course we must also consider that people who feel disenfranchised are also likely to look towards other nations with better civil rights and want that implemented in their own societies.
Looking at Shatov's perspective. He's not wrong either. The intellectuals who desire to imitate the French and Germans often overlook the plight of the common person; upon whom they may step in their pursuit of fanciful ideas. However, certain ideas may appear fanciful and unrealistic not because they are, but because the common man is too uneducated or narrow minded to comprehend them due to his experiencing only his homeland and its ways. This makes the commoners ideas two pronged, they are both more in tune with the motherland and therefore have a better understanding of her needs, but also more biased towards tradition from decades of experiencing one mode of life.
All I'm saying is. This conflict encapsulates the battle between modernity and tradition, nationalism vs internationalism, civic pride and various other isms. Both of them make great points.


Usually, after delivering such a monologue (and this often


happened with him), Shatov would seize his cap and rush to the
door, completely certain that it was all over now and that he had
broken his friendly relations with Stepan Trofimovich utterly and
forever. But the latter always managed to stop him in time.These two have a very strange friendship🤣🤣🤣






#Quotes of the week:
1)"Higher liberalism" and
the "higher liberal"—that is, a liberal without any aim—are possible
only in Russia.
2)if our nationhood has indeed
been 'born,' as they assure us nowadays in the newspapers, it is still
sitting at school, in some German Peterschule,[32] over a German
book, grinding out its eternal German lesson, and its German
teacher makes it go on its knees when necessary.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Re: Lyamshin, it feels antisemitic because it is. I don’t know if there’s quite as much symbolism in the pig, thunderstorm, and baby’s cry as all that. (Then again, maybe there is! I’ve been wrong before—frequently.) But the general attitude toward Lyamshin and other Jewish characters in Dostoevsky’s work is typically not great.
Love the bit about the Athenians also not understanding women, haha! I think acknowledging that requires a level of cognitive nuance that Stepan isn’t quite capable of. Also, given his foibles with Varvara, I don’t think Stepan’s quite mastered the whole “understanding women” thing either :P
Just a really great comment overall :)


    


    
        rolomoto (+1)

        Rumours spread around the town that Stepan's group is a "hotbed of nihilism, profligacy and godlessness". Why do you think this is, as it seems to be at odds with what actually goes on there?
Probably just a form of what today would be called conspiracy theory. People will talk and make up things when they don't know what's going on. The narrator doesn't appear to have been very concerned with these rumors: "We had no distaste for the gossip of the town which often, indeed, led us to the most severe and loftily moral verdicts.”
What are your thoughts on the bits of French Stepan throws into his speech? Was anyone else getting out google translate?
I'm reading on Kindle and it offers a translation ability. Nevertheless, it's distracting and off putting as there is so much of it. I mean he's a Russian native speaker but why keep throwing French in? To show off that he's learned and cultured?
What are your thoughts on how Stepan rejects the idea of growing nationalist sentiment?
Nationalism seems to be a rejection of Europe and a return to so called Slavophilia. Stepan seems to not believe in this Nationalism as it stems from idleness: “Everything in Russia comes of idleness”. He seems to embrace the European ideals and work ethic more and the Germans in particular: “For the last twenty years I’ve been sounding the alarm, and the summons to work.” Ironically, this comes from someone who doesn't work.
The great liberal Stepan has some thoughts to share on the peasantry. What did you think of what he said?
I think Shatov sums it up best when he says: “You’ve not only overlooked the people, you’ve taken up an attitude of disgusting contempt for them, if only because you could not imagine any but the French people, the Parisians indeed, and were ashamed that the Russians were not like them.”
What did you think of Shatov's tirade against Stepan? Were you suprised Stepan took it in good humour?
Not really, he apparently included himself in the people he was disparaging: “That’s why all of you and all of us now are either beastly atheists or careless, dissolute imbeciles, and nothing more.” Besides it seems to have been a common occurrence for him to make these outbursts.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 2 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. New chapter, new complicated name. We hear about Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch Stavrogin and his friendship with Stepan and his mother. Initial impressions?
2. Initially it seems that Nikolay is doing very well in society, but this wouldn’t be Dostoyevsky if there wasn’t a sharp fall from grace. Shall we wildly speculate on the instigating incident to affect this behavioural change?
3. The Shakespeare play referred is almost certainly Henry IV (and possibly Henry V and The Merry Wives of Windsor). Have you read them? Enjoy them? (I saw an excellent production of Henry IV by Bell Shakespeare when at school. Stuck with me.) 
4. Oh, a second fall from grace! He associates with “government clerks,” what horror. He returns to town, what did you make of the town’s reactions?
5. Cliffhanger! Shall we recklessly guess how the “wild beast suddenly showed his claws”?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


> … wild beast suddenly showed his claws. 

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 2
The Week’s Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 1
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 2
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 3
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 5-6
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 7-8


68 Comments


    
        awaiko (+14)

        New week, new chapter. It’s a fairly straightforward schedule this week, one section per day except Friday where it’s sections 5 and 6.
This went up a little early as I wanted to make sure that I had all the formatting correct and wouldn’t be around at 0100UTC to fix things.
Enjoy! Discuss!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Thank you 👏


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        Man, am I excited that Nikolai Vsyevolodovitch has arrived on the scene! Insulting women, running people over, refusing to write to his mom—what a guy! But hey, at least he’s hot. Here are a few notes relevant to Nikolai’s youth and upbringing as recounted in this section :)
LYCEUM
- “When at sixteen he was taken to a lyceum he was fragile-looking and pale, strangely quiet and dreamy.”
Maybe it’s common knowledge among the Europeans in this sub, but I wasn’t completely sure what a lyceum was. Turns out it’s a secondary school, though the definition can vary a bit from country to country. Interestingly, Wikipedia lists four specific lyceums that existed in Imperial Russia. So I guess these four were the only ones at the time? I wonder which one Nikolai attended?
1. Demidov Lyceum of Law in Yaroslavl (founded 1803)
2. Alexander Lyceum in Tsarskoye Selo (founded 1810)
3. Richelieu Lyceum in Odessa (founded 1817) 
4. Imperial Katkov Lyceum in Moscow (founded 1867)
HORSE GUARDS
- “By his mother’s wish he entered the army on completing the school course, and soon received a commission in one of the most brilliant regiments of the Horse Guards.”
I found information on a few different military units in Imperial Russia that might be referred to as “horse guards,” so I’ll leave it to someone better informed than me to identify which is meant here. One of the units was the Life Guard Horse Regiment, founded by Peter the Great. It was the oldest cavalry regiment in the Imperial Russian Guard Corps and its Colonel-in-Chief was the tsar himself. Another was the Chevalier Guard Regiment, a heavy cavalry unit created in 1800 by reforming a unit previously established by Catherine the Great. Both the Life Guard Horse Regiment and the Chevalier Guard Regiment were eliminated during the Russian Revolution.
PRINCE HARRY
- “this was only like the youth of Prince Harry, who caroused with Falstaff, Poins, and Mrs. Quickly, as described by Shakespeare”
This refers to Shakespeare’s Henry IV, Part 1, which centers partly on the exploits of Henry IV’s son, Prince Harry (or Hal). Harry doesn’t spend much time at court, preferring to drink and party with his reprobate friends. The Prince eventually turns his life around and becomes King Henry V. Will Nikolai have a comparable arc? Stepan certainly seems to think so—and when has he ever been wrong?


    


    
        Belkotriass (+10)

        In the 19th century, a lyceum in Russia was like a private school for wealthy aristocrats. The duration of study varied and could be up to 11 years. These schools primarily trained officials and nobility for state positions. By the mid-19th century, there were only seven lyceums, and they were considered prestigious institutions. One well-known lyceum was the Tsarskoye Selo Lyceum, where Pushkin studied. Nikolai studied there as well, as it is located near St. Petersburg.
Nikolai had an excellent education and likely studied with the children of influential and wealthy families. That's quite impressive. So, the fact that he later hung out with the drunkards of St. Petersburg means he chose to hit rock bottom. Even after duels and murders, he could have easily gotten a good position, considering the people he should have known.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Cool, that very much tracks with what I’d imagined! Thanks for the details about Tsarskoye Selo. Nikolai has clearly had a lot of advantages in life. Yet there’s something amiss with him…we’ll find out just how off-the-rails he goes!


    


    
        awaiko (+5)

        

Insulting women, running people over, refusing to write to his mom … at least he’s hot. 

Eloquently put! It’s amazing how far being dark and brooding gets you.
Thanks for the research on lyceums in Russia and the horse guards.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Nikolai’s got Pretty Privilege. As well as just about every other privilege. Yet he chooses dissipation and “low” company. Is it affluenza? Or is there something more going on inside his smoking hot head? Only time and future chapters will tell!


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+3)

        iirc Aristotle went to Plato's lyceum. Could be wrong on this


    


    
        Opyros (+3)

        Plato ran the Academy; the Lyceum was where Aristotle himself taught.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+3)

        Ahhhh ok. Thanks


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        1. Wow, Varvara’s kid is NOT okay! Seems he started out kind of sensitive and fragile, came into his own and was poised for success, then went completely off the rails for some reason we are not yet privy to. On a side note, Stepan constantly waking 8-year-old Nikolai up and crying to him about his domestic troubles is one of the funniest and most dysfunctional things I’ve ever read. Just sobbing on this child’s shoulder like, “My book’s not going well, I’m scared that I’m a has-been, I don’t think your mom respects me…” snf snf! What on earth, Stepan 😂
2. I think we can keep the theme of ideological radicalism in mind and theorize that this may play into Nikolai’s dramatic change in behavior and personality. We also know that his father was not in his life, his mother was involved in a way that was stressful for him, and he was having to provide emotional support to a neurotic middle-aged man, so those factors probably didn’t help.
3. I haven’t read those ones, actually. I’m a Shakespeare fan and have seen a lot of his plays on stage, but not many of his histories beyond Richard III. I had to look up a plot summary to write my contextual notes, and I see what Stepan was going for with the comparison, but I also get why Varvara does not see the resemblance :P
4. Well, Varvara is powerful enough in this town that that some people think she’s more in charge than the governor is, so her having a wayward child has got to be pretty hot gossip. It’s fun to see a powerful person (or their offspring) fall from grace—plus Nikolai is evidently smoking hot and VERY mysterious, so you can see why people would be intrigued.
5. I’ve reached my limit in terms of either feigning ignorance or being annoyingly vague. I know exactly how he shows his claws and I’m SO EXCITED to talk about it with y’all!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Stepan waking the poor kid up is so funny to me too! I don’t laugh out loud much while reading (I do make a lot of faces though), but that bit really got me. Good thing Stepan has that ‘innocent fool’ way about him or it could have been a lot more disturbing to read about 😅


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Yeah it’s a difficult needle to thread, but Dostoevsky spent a lot of the last chapter establishing what a neurotic, immature, emotional basket case Stepan is and how he’s constantly crying all over people. So I think Dostoevsky manages to make it read really funny instead of sinister :P


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Yes! It was really done well


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        I think the mental abuse by both his mum and Stepan is what messed him up.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+10)

        It feels like Stepan was overstepping the tutor role a lot by going crying to a child about his issues, and telling him secrets and such. I can see this might lead to problems in the future because there does need to be boundaries in those types of relationships.
Varvara suddenly seems to become sensible, and concentrate on her estate, rather than trying to be a salon hostess. I do wonder what brought this change? Is it really having her son back, or is she realising maybe she isn't cut out for that life?


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+9)

        Aw yiss, it's poorly done psychoanalysis time, baby. I am living for this.


1. New chapter, new complicated name. We hear about Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch Stavrogin and his friendship with Stepan and his mother. Initial impressions?

The narrator saying the reason that Stepan and Nikolay got along was because Stepan was essentially a child made me bust out laughing. Their relationship seemed oddly...wholesome? Sure, it's not exactly the most healthy age gap friendship, but Stavrogin seems to be largely out of the picture, and Stepan is stepping in to fill some sort of role in his life.
Also, the description of him as starting out as scrawny and then coming back from school jacked was so amusing to me.


2. Initially it seems that Nikolay is doing very well in society, but this wouldn’t be Dostoyevsky if there wasn’t a sharp fall from grace. Shall we wildly speculate on the instigating incident to affect this behavioural change?

Well, this book deals with political and philosophical radicalism as its main theme. So, he probably got influenced by something while away for school, which convinced him that it was alright to run people over with horses.


3. The Shakespeare play referred is almost certainly Henry IV (and possibly Henry V and The Merry Wives of Windsor). Have you read them? Enjoy them? (I saw an excellent production of Henry IV by Bell Shakespeare when at school. Stuck with me.)

I am ashamed to admit I've never read anything by Shakespeare, or seen him performed. I do own a complete collection of his works -- which I found at a thrift store -- but I haven't cracked it open. I'll get to it. Eventually.


4. Oh, a second fall from grace! He associates with “government clerks,” what horror. He returns to town, what did you make of the town’s reactions?

I found the fact that he was rumored to be wearing rags and liking it the most interesting. It seems like he's embracing the dignity of poverty as some sort of ascetic moral good? From the sounds of things, he's either fallen into some sort of religious fervor or he's discovered Marxist thought. I'm leaning towards the latter, because if it was the former, Dostoevsky would have portrayed it in a more positive light.
Their reactions were interesting. A similar scene happened in The Brothers Karamazov, with a similar reaction to a suspected criminal. I won't go into details, because spoilers, but the repetition is fascinating. There's definitely some sort of commentary Dostoevsky's trying to make about the morbid fetishism people have towards criminals, and how people are quick to judge and condemn without gathering all the facts. Or maybe I'm reading too much into things.


5. Cliffhanger! Shall we recklessly guess how the “wild beast suddenly showed his claws”?

Either a social slight that seems to our modern sensibilities to be blown way out of proportion, or cold-blooded murder. No in between.


6. Anything else to discuss?

The description of Nikolay reminded me a lot of the descriptions of Cathy Ames from East of Eden. Described as outwardly charming and striking, but a person that immediately sets off your spidey sense. I wonder if Nikolay will turn out to be like Cathy?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I thought of the reaction of “our ladies” to that character in TBK too! It brings to mind the phenomenon of people writing passionate love letters to serial killers. (Though in the case of the character in TBK, I’m also pretty unhealthy about him, so I don’t think I get to judge 😅) I definitely think both factors you mentioned—morbid fascination with crime/criminals and the rush to judge others—are recurring themes in Dosto’s novels, including this one.
I’m glad you also found Stepan’s relationship with Nikolai funny! It’s definitely kinda warped in terms of how adults are supposed to relate with children, but I think it was intended to be comedic rather than nefarious. Stepan can’t have a relationship with anyone—Varvara, Nikolai, the narrator—without being dramatic and crying all over them. Man, is he ever needy!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        

I do own a complete collection of his works

I do too and also have read very little (besides what was required for high school). I actually just launched into them this summer, they’re surprisingly quick to read! I’m half way through the comedies and tragedies, the histories seem like they’ll be less amusing… I’ll probably put them off until winter
And funnily enough I just started the Merry Wives of Windsor yesterday


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        Poor Nikolai. I know he has lots of financial privilege but his father was completely absent, his mother was borderline nutty, too busy being a patroness to know what was happening with her son, and she farmed him off to a certifiable nutcase as a tutor (who she was obsessed by). When he went off to school he was small and weedy, and given his “tutor” he probably had zero social skills and limited academic progress. So he probably got bullied by the students and beaten a lot by the teachers. Somehow he manages to toughen up and succeed and fit in at the Lyceum. But no wonder he doesn’t want to come home! He could have no possible affection or respect for his mother or his former tutor or their whole social class. Of course he just wants to keep dong the things that made him popular and let him fit in at the Lyceum. Straight A’s for drinking, brawling and whoring.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        I am just loving Stepan more and more, he is such a fun character. He is an absolute goof, then seems surprisingly competent sometimes, and then absolutely inappropriate others… I cannot anticipate him!
And at the mention of Varvara’s son, my instant thought was, ‘wait, she has a son??’ Then it mentions Stepan as tutor 🤦‍♀️ duh! That’s the whole reason Stepan was with Varvara!
Anyway, I couldn’t help but read ahead with that cliffhanger… anyone else guilty?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I re-read up through the end of chapter 2 already because there’s something that happens in the later sections that is so wild and funny. There’s so much bonkers stuff that happens in this chapter that it’s hard not to keep going!


    


    
        Eager_classic_nerd72 (+4)

        So the adult Nikolai now makes his entrance. The reference to Falstaff and co has sent me to Shakespeare's Henry IV Act 1 scene 1 "I know you all....." a monologue spoken by Prince Hal (Harry; Henry) where he makes it clear that he is manipulating everyone and is the master of his own narrative. Is hot young Nic doing this too? (I'm visualising him as Alain Delon in his heyday). We shall see...
As to Dostoevsky - I'd only read about his gloom and doom before but I've had so many lols reading this and have loved the sarcasm and all the "what the...."  moments. Not what I thought it would be like but I'm loving it!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        This is absolutely Dosto’s funniest book, at least of the ones I’ve read, but he has comedic scenes in pretty much all of them. People focus on the bleakness of his work (which is fair, his stories are incredibly grim) but don’t often mention the humor. I love it!


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        So true, it's very funny to read, I didn't think before that Dostoevsky could do this. Love it too!
I even think that this is some kind of nervous humor, like nervous laughter, helping to distance oneself from events. And not to fall under censorship either. Humor is difficult to censor. This is what Russian writers did when they touched on politics: Saltykov-Shchedrin, Gogol. Just a thought🤔


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        You could be onto something there; I know Dostoevsky did butt heads with the censors on many occasions. In fact, there’s a chapter in this very book that they rejected entirely (“At Tikhon’s”) for being too obscene—even after Dosto tried to tone it down, he wasn’t allowed to include it. The chapter was rediscovered among his personal effects in (I believe?) 1922 and placed back in the story by most later translators. It is an absolute soul-destroyer of a chapter. I mean, a lot of the chapters toward the end of Demons are soul-destroying, but especially that one. So all the humor and levity at the beginning of the book does a good job of fortifying readers for the darkness ahead.
(EDIT: I apologize if you already knew all this, btw!)


    


    
        Eager_classic_nerd72 (+4)

        Great insight - however I just can't unseen Dosto head butting the censors!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        LOL I’m sure he would have loved to physically head butt them if he could :P


    


    
        Eager_classic_nerd72 (+2)

        Very interesting thought re:political censorship


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

which is fair, his stories are incredibly grim

That's what I often see in discussions on Dostoevsky but honestly I think it's overblown. If we take American classics, for instance: are they much more cheerful? Who is? Melville? Edgar Poe? Steinbeck? Faulkner, or Southern Gothic in general? No, not really. Well, Mark Twain, probably.  So I'd say D. is only moderately grim, not incredibly.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Haha I definitely don’t think D has the market cornered on grimness. You’re correct in saying that a lot of American classics are grim too. Of Mice and Men, The Great Gatsby, The Telltale Heart: all of them are dark/depressing as heck. I think D’s work maybe has a different KIND of grimness than we see in most American classic literature—off-hand, I can’t think of many American classics that delve quite as deeply into the psychological darkness inside their characters.
It also depends on which of D’s stories you’re reading, of course. C&P and TBK end on pretty hopeful notes and could arguably be called uplifting. Others…do not, lol :P So it’s clear he could choose to adjust the grimness to the needs of the narrative.


    


    
        Eager_classic_nerd72 (+2)

        Aargh - Part 1 Act 1 scene 2


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        

More


than once he awakened his tenor eleven-year-old friend at night only
to pour out his injured feelings in tears before him, or to reveal
some domestic secret to him, not noticing that this was altogether
inadmissible.What the hell?!? This is straight up emotional abuse. I would even go as far as to call it emotional incest given that he's Nik's father figure. Why can't he just talk to his friends? Is it in order to maintain his air of intellectualism? It's not that I don't sympathize. What we've seen of the toxic culture so far tells me most wouldn't be accepting towards a man being sensitive and emotional. That still doesn't make it right to to trauma dump on a child.


The boy knew that his mother loved him very


much, but he hardly had much love for her. She spoke little to him,
rarely hindered him in anything, but he always somehow morbidly
felt her eyes fixed upon him, watching him.This is sad. Poor Nik is being abused from both fronts and has zero idea what a healthy parent child relationship looks like.


One may also


suppose that when the friends wept, throwing themselves into their
mutual embrace at night, it was not always over some little domestic
anecdotes. Stepan Trofimovich managed to touch the deepest
strings in his friend's heart and to call forth in him the first, still
uncertain sensation of that age-old, sacred anguish which the
chosen soul, having once tasted and known it, will never exchange
for any cheap satisfactionUhhhh... please tell me emotional incest is the worst thing happening here. Please.


Stepan Trofimovich assured her that


these were merely the first stormy impulses of an overabundant
constitution, that the sea would grow calm, and that it all resembled
Shakespeare's description of the youth of Prince Harry, carousing
with Falstaff, Poins, and Mistress Quickly.The character in question from Shakespeare's Henry IV plays, was a reckless and irresponsible young man but only because he was aware of his future responsibilities and was only bidding his time and enjoying his youth before assuming the throne.


The affair ended with his being broken to the ranks,


stripped of his rights, and exiled to service in one of the infantry
regiments, and even that only by special favor.Well that quickly went south. I guess I should north, since that is Siberia and south is Central Asia and India, which is far preferable to Siberia. That went north.


In the year 'sixty-three he somehow managed to distinguish


himself; he was awarded a little cross, promoted to
noncommissioned officer, and then, somehow quite soon, to officer.And immediately goes South.
#Quotes of the week:
1)One must do Stepan Trofimovich justice:
he knew how to win his pupil over. The whole secret lay in his being
a child himself.
2)I will note parenthetically that dear, mild Ivan
Osipovich, our former governor, had something of the woman about
him, but was from a good and well-connected family


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Your perspective on the damage caused by a breakdown of boundaries between adults and children is valid. I’m not sure Dostoevsky was trying to depict anything quite so dark or nefarious. Stepan Trofimovitch is still first and foremost a comedic character, so I believe his crying on the shoulder of a ten-year-old is meant to be pathetic and funny. Don’t get me wrong, it’s definitely dysfunctional, but I think it’s meant to be dysfunctional in the way his relationship with Varvara is dysfunctional—Stepan is emotionally needy and requires constant validation from others, whether it’s Varvara, the narrator, or a kid. I also don’t think it’s a matter of his not being allowed to express his emotions to anyone else as a man, since being a man hasn’t stopped him from swooning around being dramatic as heck before :P
I do think you’re correct that Nikolai’s early childhood interactions with Stepan play a part in who Nikolai becomes. Just not in an incest-y way.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        I'm sure Fyodir wasn't going for that depiction. But the way I view history is that humanity has always been the same psychologically. All that has changed is our understanding.
Ancient soldiers also suffered from ptsd but the people of the time would describe it as demonic possession, cowardice etc, etc. But when we read them, the symptoms are quite similar to the way modern soldiers suffer it. So a writer may write about scenarios which depictnthings according to the understanding of his own time period but as the world progresses, we of the present may see the author's depiction as more symptomatic of another concept, even if that wasn't their intention.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        You know, that’s fair. I support literary analysis that goes beyond authorial intent; I think it’s very interesting. I think you’re correct in that people don’t end up like Nikolai without undergoing some sort of trauma. And i’m glad you feel compassion toward him, because I think he deserves it. He’s a really, REALLY complicated character.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        

Well that quickly went south. I guess I should north, since that is Siberia and south is Central Asia and India, which is far preferable to Siberia

Why Siberia? It's entirely possible that he was sent to Central Asia. It's even probable, I'd say, since he quickly distinguished himself and was promoted. It's pretty hard to distinguish yourself while sitting in your ass in the middle of nowhere in Siberia, whereas in Central Asia there was plenty of military action. So yeah, it could literally go south.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        Or it could be the Caucasus, where military actions were also conducted.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        Or that, yeah.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        No, I meant Siberia as a metaphor (a hard place to be). There aren't enough people living there for there to be any massive war I'd imagine. Central Asia and India in this metaphor stand for fertile land and lush vegetation.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        In my opinion, Siberia has much more lush vegetation than Central Asia :)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Does it? Siberia is a frozen wasteland where people are sent as punishment.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+1)

        Is this sarcasm?


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        Just for information: Siberia is to the east, not to the  north of the European part of Russia.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        I always assumed as the coldest place it'd be closest to the pole.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        No, Siberia is an enormous territory that occupies almost the entire Asian part of Russia (why «almost»: sometimes historically Siberia also includes the Russian Far East, but currently the Russian Far East is seen as an another region).


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Wait so Siberia isn't just the unlivable part of the Northeast. Is this the kind of situation where the geographical borders are different from the politically defined ones?


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+1)

        Is this sarcasm too?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        No, I'm genuinely asking. I always assumed Siberia was an unlivable place far north that criminals were exiled to. I'm not too well learned on Russian geography.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+1)

        So you follow the Hollywood's cliches about Russia. It's regrettable. I hope that a more detailed acquaintance with Russian literature will allow you to learn more about the country itself, so as not to rely on primitive stereotypes about it replicated in Western popular culture in the future. Good luck with it!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Not just a Hollywood cliche, it's described just this way in Dostoyevsky's own Crime and Punishment >!When Rodia is sent there!<. But apologies if I offended anyone, like I said. I don't know much about the place. Most of my knowledge of Russian culture is from Dostoyevsky's novels actually, which are probably outdated now.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I just wanted to say that I too was gritting my teeth thinking we were gonna get some sexual abuse here, for the moment it doesn't seem like that happened. But it felt like it was going down the road of that if Nikolai hadn't left away for school


    


    
        Belkotriass (+3)

        1. Interesting character. Clearly, Nikolai is a rebel who does not want to be like everyone else. Considering that he studied at a private school for nobles, he comes across as that nasty schoolboy from TV shows about rich kids. He  didn’t appreciate what his mother did for him. I think sending him to the lyceum was not easy and was expensive. But he is a cool, handsome guy who wants to defy the law and conventions. I guess he was challenged to duels because he seduced other people's wives.
I’ll call him Kolyan, that's how the name Nikolai is shortened in informal societies, I think that's what his alcoholic friends called him 😅
2. It seems to me that his behavior is not due to any specific event, but rather because he went crazy from too much freedom. He was smart and handsome, and I think he was popular with the ladies. He wanted adrenaline and got bored. Maybe later, Dosto will write in detail about what happened to Kolyan in St. Petersburg.
3. I haven't read this Shakespeare play, but now I want to. It's interesting how similar (mad?) Henry IV is to Kolyan.
4-5. He came to invigorate the provincial society. I think he will make life “fun” for everyone. Probably more duels again. I can't wait to read about his claws.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

Considering that he studied at a private school <...> was expensive

Funny how we automatically assume things basing on our modern perspective. Like when we hear that a boy studied in an elite school we take as a given that it's a) private; b) expensive. In this particular case it was neither. I.e. it was state-owned and free.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+2)

        I am really expressing my impressions of the characters from a modern perspective 😅. Nikolai has a super privileged education.
The Tsarskoye Selo Lyceum, where Nikolai studied, was LIKE a modern private school. Only children from wealthy or noble families studied there. Okay, I don't know if they actually paid for living there, maybe the Emperor paid for them, after all, they made government officials out of them.


    


    
        samole (+4)

        

or noble families

No "or". And not all nobles, too. Only most noble and ancient families could send their boys there. Granted, after a couple of decades requirements became more lax, but still.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+2)

        Oh, wow, it’s a very closed community. Honestly, I immediately think of various elite clubs at universities like Oxford, where they often do crazy things. I would like his former classmates to appear in the book and talk about their school years.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Yeah, very closed. The initial purpose was to raise the future elite of the Empire.  Considering that at least one of thirty boys enrolled in the Lyceum in the first year became the Decembrist rebel, results were somewhat mixed.
Re. fees: I looked it up, and it's in fact possible that Stavrogina paid for her son - since 1832, they welcomed self-paid students in addition to government-sponsored.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+3)

        Thank you for info 🙌🏻 
How to maintain the balance: providing excellent education while ensuring loyalty to the Emperor. Quite a task. It didn't work out with the Decembrists.
From the state's point of view, such institutions should probably be free, so they can later say: we paid for you. 🤔 Paying for oneself gives a certain inner freedom. Now it's even interesting whether Stavrogin paid or not, and if Nikolai knew about it.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        

he comes across as that nasty schoolboy from TV shows about rich kids

Or that frat boy that has the sweater tied over his shoulder


    


    
        2whitie (+3)

        I think Stephan's assertion that Nickolay is like Falstaff is extremely telling.
According to Wikipedia, Lord Falstaff is " vain, and boastful knight, he spends most of his time drinking with petty criminals, living on stolen or borrowed money. Falstaff leads the apparently wayward Prince Hal into trouble, and is repudiated when Hal becomes king."
From what we have seen so far, that doesn't sound like Nickolay. That sounds like Stephan is projecting himself onto Nickolay; with the idea that he shaped Nickolay in the same way that Petronva shaped him.
It's too early to tell, but Dostoevsky may be foreshadowing what Nickolay will do to the real Lord Falstaff (aka Stephan) in the future---repudiate him.
Or I'm just overthrowing this and the Falstaff line was a way for Stephan to show his love for English literature/show off his education.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I think he compares him to Prince Harry (Hal) rather than Falstaff. Falstaff was one of Prince Harry’s dissolute buddies, but it’s Harry that Stepan compares Nikolai to. Unless it’s different in my translation maybe?


    


    
        2whitie (+4)

        Ooop you're right. I thought I was into something 😅


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Haha I liked your analyses though! Kinda wanna read that story too :P


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        A very clingy mother-son relationship. The psychology of which is actually quite interesting I think.
Reminds me of so many real-life sappy, cringy mother-sons. Mums who follow their sons to uni and LIVE IN THEIR UNI DORMS (this particular mum I know literally enrolled in a course at the university so as to not to leave her son!)
'The good mother necessarily fails'


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

A very clingy mother-son relationship. The psychology of which is actually quite interesting I think.

You think so? Why? She sent him away to study when he was 15. That's not a very typical clingy behavior.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I'm going to use the character names in my translation but I think everyone knows who I'm talking about.  
  
1. At first, I'm not going to lie, I thought we were going to see a creepy side of the Stepan, and maybe it would have gone that way, if Nikolai hadn't left home. Instead it takes a different turn where Nikolai seems to be the most clearly villainous character we have encountered so far with his antics and drop in rank. I guess we will see what other things come out in the coming days.
2. Knowing Dostoevsky, it's going to be some moral incident that changed his perspective but it could really be anything. I'm looking forward to getting to know it better. I've been waiting to see why the book is called Devils for some time now, maybe we will see it in action.
3. I haven't, I think it's loosely in the back of my mind to get to one day but we will see, I'm not rushing to get to them.
4. I think I felt similarly to them, I was expecting him to be a complete burn out and then he comes back and seems very put together. I thought maybe it would be a good change of course until of course Dostoevsky let's us know he is about to become a monster.
5. I won't speculate but I'm eagerly awaiting!
6. I am liking the book so far even if it's really been an examination in personality so far. It's drawing me in much more than crusoe did.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        It was pretty funny to see Nikolay described as essentially a dweeb before going off to the Lyceum, clearly Stepan molded him into a mini-me of sorts. Then he comes back a muscular and handsome dude.
Varvara seemed to be trying to live her dreams of having important connections through her son, which is always a bad move.
I was thinking that Nikolay had maybe become a communist, but the fact that he rents out an estate kind of goes against that logic. My bet is that he has been influenced by nihilism.
Given that the townsfolk are so insistent that he seems to be "a very sensible fellow", I'm going to guess that he is the exact opposite. His past actions don't really scream sensible.
Nikolay definitely has a very dark side. Brutal conduct with a lady sounds bad, possibly either rape or physical assault. Also "It was said that his face suggested a mask" doesn't sound very trustworthy.
Can't wait to see how he shows his claws.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 2 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. Have you ever … been pulled around…. Nope, not doing that question. (Sorry Thermos, Otherside, I know you’re disappointed in me holding back.) What do you think of Nickolay’s bad behaviour here?
2. Do you feel that the tone has shifted rather noticeably? (The language is lighter, the writing less dense? If so, why? Or am I imagining it?)
3. How did Sergay Vassilyevitch Laputin know how Nikolay would react the following day? 
4. Uhhh, short chapter today, apparently. How’s the weather where you are? I’m guessing most of you are northern hemisphere, so how’s the summer-turning-autumn? 
5. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“The master himself knows that very


well, and wishes you the same.”Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 3
About a week’s schedule:
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 2
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 3
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 5-6
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 7-8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 1-2


26 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+13)

        1. Nikolai’s on his worst behavior here…but also his weirdest? Pulling a guy by the nose and kissing Liputin’s wife at a party for his own mysterious reasons. After everything we’ve heard about him, these transgressions come across as more prank-ish than nefarious (well, poor Mrs. Liputin got assaulted, which is not good, but no one got run over in the street or shot in a duel at least!) Nikolai himself doesn’t seem to understand why he does what he does, but both men he targeted for mistreatment were fairly pretentious, so I’m thinking there’s a pattern. The narrator remarks, rather parenthetically, that Nikolai later remarked he “wasn’t well at the time”—and indeed, his behavior seems more like mental illness than calculated evil in this section. But is that all that’s going on with him? Somehow I don’t think so!
2. I think the lightness of language might just be that this section is less expository? Things are Happening, and rather bizarre things at that, so the focus is on actions rather than backstory. I mean…it’s still kind of backstory, but it’s a guy pulling an old man’s nose rather than Stepan monologuing his way through 17 different historical and cultural references. So that does make for lighter reading :P
3. I truly don’t know, unless it’s because Liputin is also a scoundrel and game recognize game. Maybe Liputin’s got Nikolai’s number. Then again, he seemed genuinely surprised when Nikolai was macking on his wife (it’s so funny how Liputin just hands Nikolai his coat and bids him farewell because he’s too stunned to do anything else :P). If anyone else has a theory, I’d love to hear it!
4. The weather is pleasantly cool today! It’s been a miserably hot summer in Detroit, so everyone’s kvetching about wanting fall to just START already. Me, I’m a little sad, cause this was my glorious Russian Lit Summer and I’m going to miss it. But at least I can extend it a bit on this sub with you fine folk :)


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+10)

        

these transgressions come across as more prank-ish than nefarious (well, poor Mrs. Liputin got assaulted, which is not good, but no one got run over in the street or shot in a duel at least!) Nikolai himself doesn’t seem to understand why he does what he does

Initially, I shared the same view and, to a certain extent, I'm still unsure. However, amid the chaos of the event there appears to be a moment of clarity for Nikolai. It might suggest that he sees through his confusion and recognizes the perverse pleasure he feels in what he has done.
"In the excitement of the moment all they recalled was the minute after, when he certainly saw it all as it really was, and far from being confused smiled gaily and maliciously “without the slightest regret."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        I’m kind of waffling myself. I’m definitely with you in thinking that Nikolai has moments in which he recognizes the pleasure he feels in doing things that are taboo and socially disruptive. And the fact that both of his victims are men with some amount of social standing who seem to think of themselves as intelligent leads me to believe that there’s some hint of a system underlying Nikolai’s shenanigans. But his actions also come across as really chaotic, so I remain unsure of how, like…psychologically organized he is at the moment. Is he genuinely mentally ill? Or maybe just pretending to be? I guess it’ll become clear in due time :)


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+8)

        Does Liputin’s reaction to Nikolai kissing his wife have anything to do with the previous note about Virginsky ‘respecting’ his wife’s affair, relating to the writings of Nikolai G. Chernyshevsky? He was a ‘utilitarian communist writer’, as my edition’s note puts it, and so perhaps someone Liputin respects. So would Liputin have felt he were somehow ‘against the cause’ if he were to react to Nikolai’s advances on his wife? Encouraging a wife to take a lover is very different than someone kissing her publicly without her consent, but I just wonder if this is somehow related. I did not understand how Liputin anticipated Nikolai’s acknowledgement of his intelligence either, unless it had to do with acknowledging that he was ‘forward thinking’ enough not to be insulted. Can anyone elucidate?
This part needed no explanation, which I loved 😂: 
“They even planned a subscription dinner in his honour, and abandoned the idea only at his urgent request - perhaps realizing finally that the man had after all been dragged by the nose, and therefore there was no reason to be quite so triumphant.”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        You know, I had the same thought about Liputin’s almost-non-reaction to another man kissing his wife. Even if he’s not particularly attached to his wife (having married her purely because she was young and pretty and came with a nice dowry), you’d expect him to make more of a big deal about it as a matter of honor. So I have to conclude that Liputin’s sociopolitical beliefs are one reason he didn’t do so.
I also think Liputin is just a messy drama-monger. That’s probably why he invited Nikolai over in the first place after the “leading by the nose” incident. As someone else in the comments has suggested, Liputin wanted a scandalous scene of his own, and he certainly got one!


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+2)

        good thing to note! I didnt stop to think about the fact that Liputins beliefs could also be a reason for him not to be mad at Nikolai! I just looked through other lenses, maybe he looked up to Nikolai OR the opposite but thought it was not the right time to get back at him for it!


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+7)

        

What do you think of Nickolay’s bad behaviour here?

"Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch.. went up to Pyotr Pavlovitch, took him unexpectedly and firmly with two fingers by the nose, and succeeded in leading him two or three steps across the room.. "as though he had gone out of his mind,”.. he certainly saw it all as it really was, and far from being confused smiled gaily and maliciously “without the slightest regret.”
This incident serves as a striking example of the moral decay enveloping Russian society, and Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch Stavrogin epitomizes the nihilism that increasingly characterizes the novel. This behavior targets not only Gaganov but also the broader social order.
Nikolay Stavrogin’s outburst forcefully punctures the conventional norms that govern proper conduct. This can be seen as a precursor of the inevitable chaos that will result in the events to come, as we witness the erosion of traditional values and the established hierarchy. Will Dostoevsky show us what happens when a society abandons tradition for moral nihilism and substitutes order with anarchic impulses?


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+7)

        I found it strange that everyone in town acts like the incident in the club is the worst moral offense a man could possibly commit. It's inappropriate for sure but in an immature and relatively harmless way whereas the duels and acts of cruelty in Nikolay's past sound like truly psychotic behavior.
I noticed this chapter was much easier to breeze through in part because of the lack of footnotes and references to distract me. I enjoy learning from them but they do slow me down. We're moving away from discussing politics and philosophy for the moment so the pace is picking up.
Liputin seems like a mean spirited manipulator too so maybe he sees Nikolay as a kindred spirit or maybe it's a strategic thing, like he knows they're similar in personality and politics and he wants to form a kind of alliance.
We've gotten some cooler weather lately which I'm happy about. Very much looking forward to fall.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        I thought it was a completely over the top reaction too. I know social status was all important in Russian society at the time, so it may have been seen as outrageous to do this to a respected individual. If it was a servant I doubt it would have gotten a similar reaction.
I think we have already seen that the members of the club are pretentious and a little odd so that might explain their over the top reaction. I mean, Stepan is their leader!


    


    
        samole (+2)

        It's not the Stepan's club. It's just a social club for the town's top brass, not Stepan's progressive little circle.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        1. The first joke is childish, and Nikolai is actually too mature for it. It plays on the Russian idiom "to lead by the nose," which means "to deceive." Gaganov said no one could deceive him. Then, with a laugh, Nikolai decided to take the idiom literally—grabbing the person by the nose and leading him around. This demonstrates Nikolai's unconventional thinking. Kissing another man's wife, however, crosses a line. Such brazen behavior likely led to his previous duels.
2. I think, that the style is more accessible here, focusing on everyday stories without delving into complex contexts or requiring extensive background knowledge of various names and surnames.  But overall, I didn't notice any significant differences.
3. I don't know exactly, but Liputin seems to relish this scandalous notoriety. The gossip about the wife's kiss will undoubtedly persist. As previously mentioned, Liputin invited Nikolai because he was delighted with yesterday's scandal. He wanted his own scandal - Nikolai provided it. But he could have come up with something more interesting... It's a classic case of 'there is no bad PR'.
4. I really want autumn to come sooner. I don't like the summer heat, and autumn weather is the best for me.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I like your take on number 3, the more I think about the motivation, Liputin's need for notoriety seems to fit the bill the best.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        No contextual notes for this section because there’s not much in it I needed to research! Instead, I thought I’d share this post that recently popped up on r/dostoevsky: a piece written by one of Dostoevsky’s old friends about their time living in Siberia. The funnest bit for all of us reading Demons right now is an extended description of Dostoevsky being obsessively, head-over-heels in love with a woman…whose son he’d been hired to tutor. The friend, who was rather younger than the famed writer, recounts his attempts to provide moral support to Dostoevsky, who was acting more or less like a basket case at the time.
https://www.reddit.com/r/dostoevsky/s/mOjrX7lkI2
The good news: when the woman’s husband died of consumption, she became Dosto’s first wife! The bad news: after they got married, she discovered just how bad his epilepsy was, and he discovered that she also had consumption. She died 7-ish years later :(


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        I wonder if his wife was the motivation for the character Katarina Ivanovna in Crime and Punishment.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Could be! There’s so little information about Maria Dostoevsky online that it’s hard to know for sure. All I was able to determine was that she was angry about Dosto’s epilepsy (apparently she felt misled about the severity of it) and that he didn’t mention her in letters very much, suggesting their relationship was strained 😬 Also it seems she refused to accept just how sick she was right up until the very end, making long term plans even when she was on her death bed.


    


    
        Captain_Auburn_Beard (+6)

        2) I don't know if it was the tone, but I do remember thinking "man, Dost seems to actually enjoy and favor writing Nikolai compared to everything else so far" because there seemed so much more life and energy in the writing around him.
3) One of the things that was hard for me to find believable, tbh.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Hmmm very mysterious. Especially the bit at the end where Laputin knew what Nikolai was going to say. Is this right? Laputin sent Agafya to say “don’t worry about crazily kissing my wife” and knew that Nikolai would think that was very sensible?
It suggests to me that maybe there Nikolai is doing crazy things to upset the status quo, and Laputin can see why he is doing it and approves? Maybe he (and the other members of the club) will follow suit and there will be an outbreak of crazy behaviour.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I agree that Liputin probably approved of the way Nikolai scandalizes polite society, which is why he didn’t make a big deal out of Nikolai kissing his wife. I like your speculation about the potentially damaging infectious nature of Nikolai’s behavior! We’ll have to see how things play out :)


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        The only thing I can think of to explain the "trick" at the end of the chapter is that maybe saying that the other is the most sensible man in town it's a code for something?
Kind of like how the revolutionaries in A Tale of Two Cities called each other Jacques?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        Nikolai's act was very childish and strange, and I could see insulting to the old gentleman, but the reaction of everyone seemed quite over the top. Expelling him from the club, the women rejecting him and such, which leads me to think there's far more to it than just immature acts like that.
Laputin's action was also very strange. He seemed oddly ok about his wife being treat like that. Poor woman.
I'm in the southern hemisphere, so we're heading into our warmer weather. It's always hot here, but we have hot and dry, hot and sweating from places you didn't realise could sweat, and, hot and wet with a chance of cyclones. Nice...


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I thought the leading by the nose bit was pretty funny to be honest. Just taking a the phrase literally and trying to actually see how it plays out in real life. It seems like something a neurodivergent person could do.
It read to me like somebody who can't control their urges more than a cold calculated person who is deliberately breaking social conventions.
But then the narrator says this, which suggests premeditation: ""In the excitement of the moment all they recalled was the minute after, when he certainly saw it all as it really was, and far from being confused smiled gaily and maliciously “without the slightest regret."
But then after he kisses Liputin's wife he seems confused again and mutters some nonsense and runs off. Nikolai also himself says later on that he wasn't well. It's ambiguous at the moment which I'm a fan of. Keeps us guessing.
Another 19th century novel and the fainting couch is again needed. Poor Madame Liputin! Fainting women and 19th century literature. Name a more iconic duo.
I actually have no idea about the bit at the end of the chapter. Some sort of secret code for nihilists or something?


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        I think you’re going to have the opportunity to talk more about fainting couches in response to one of the following chapter’s prompts. (It has nothing to do with the story, but I was casting around for things to ask … it will make sense, I promise.)


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        A spoiled kid. Sure we've met plenty of them


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        1. I have to say, that might have been the least expected antics I was expecting from him. I was expecting him to be violent, and I guess in a way he was, but not in the way I was expecting. What a weird guy. He mostly seems immature.
I do however wonder how much there will be to the "he was in a trance" line that was thrown in there. I think it'll be interesting.
2. It has had a more silly/goofy tone for a book titled Demons but I'm sure that'll change. This was a weird and funny chapter though.
3. I'm still trying to understand that myself, I believe they just met each other but It's not the first time there's been almost this sixth sense going on with the characters.
4. I'm in Arizona so it's still Summer turning late summer but the worst of it should be past, I'm looking forward to fall.
5. No but I am looking forward to more Nikolai stories lol. I'm almost caught back up


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        

One of the most


respectable senior members of our club, Pavel Pavlovich Gaganov, an
elderly man and even a decorated one, had acquired the innocent
habit of accompanying his every word with a passionately uttered:
"No, sir, they won't lead me by the nose!"So his name is Pavlov and he has a repetitive catchphrase. Also leading by the nose is something dogs do. I know the experiments where conducted a decade or two after the publishing of this book. But is it possible Pavlov was already a known scientists who kept the public up to date with his work?


At last he seemed suddenly to


lapse into reverie again—so they said, at least—frowned, stepped
firmly up to the insulted Pavel Pavlovich, and with obvious vexation
muttered rapidly:
"Forgive me, of course ... I really don't know why I suddenly
wanted... silly of me..."Is he actually mentally handicapped? This seems extremely unhinged. Does the title refer to him?


it was decided on behalf of the whole


club to appeal to the governor and ask him at once (without waiting
for the affair to be taken formally to court) to restrain the pernicious
ruffian, the big-city "swashbuckler, through the administrative power
entrusted to him, and thereby protect the peace of all decent circles
in our town from pernicious encroachments." It was added with
malicious innocence that "some law may perhaps be found even for
Mr. Stavrogin."The unnecessarily verbose wording makes me think Stepan is the one who made the complaint to the governor. But I think he loves Nik too much to do that.


He realized that Liputin was inviting him as a result


of the scandal in the club the day before, that as a local liberal he
was delighted by the scandal, sincerely thought it was the proper
way to treat senior club members, and that it was all very good.Little Putin's biting off more than he can chew.


Finally, after remarking on how pretty she was


when she laughed, he suddenly put his arm around her waist, in
front of all the guests, and kissed her on the lips, three times in a
row, to the full of his heart's content. The poor frightened woman
fainted. Nikolai Vsevolodovich took his hat, went up to her husband,
who stood dumbstruck amid the general commotion, looked at him,
became confused himself, muttered hastily "Don't be angry," and
walked out.I don't think the liberal ideas surrounding marital fidelity will hold much sway over any longer. But beyond Liputin, his wife is an even more injured party. A shy lady, deciding to come out of her cocoon on her birthday of all days and enjoying her time laughing and dancing only to be sexually assaulted. I think she's going to become even more reclusive, and given the humiliation suffered by her husband, their house may not feel like a haven much longer.


Liputin ran after him to the front hall, helped him into


his fur coat with his own hands, and, bowing, saw him down thestairs. And the very next day there came a rather amusing addition
to this, comparatively speaking, essentially innocent story—an
addition which thereafter even brought Liputin a sort of honor, which
he was able to exploit to his full advantage.Huh?!?!?! I underestimated Liputin's commitment to being avant-garde. Also why exploit your own wife's tragedy.


"Tell your master he's the smartest man in town,"then be sure to say at once: "We know that ver-ry well ourselves,


and the same to you, sir...”‘“What?
#Quotes of the week:
1)They even planned a
subscription dinner in his honor, and abandoned the idea only at his
urgent request—perhaps realizing finally that the man had after all
been dragged by the nose, and therefore there was no reason to be
quite so triumphant.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

Also leading by the nose is something dogs do. I know the experiments where conducted a decade or two after the publishing of this book. But is it possible Pavlov was already a known scientists who kept the public up to date with his work?

In 1871 Pavlov was around 20 and just began his studies. Also your pun doesn't work in Russian. Also, the character's name isn't Pavlov.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 2 - Section 3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. What do you think of how Ivan Ossipovitch approached the interview with Nikolay? (Being sent to Italy to think about being a better person sounds like a tough punishment.)
2. “Brain fever.” We are definitely in a 19th century novel. There’s no prompt here, just my exasperation at the clichéd trope. (Okay, for discussion, what’s your favourite overused trope in classic literature? What wouldn’t pass muster in a contemporary novel?)
3. Do you think he was sick or is this just a game to Nikolay? 
4. More about Fourier here, though he was mentioned in one of the earlier chapters and I think there was a bit of discussion in the comments at the time. 
5. Anything else to discuss? (Tomorrow we’re back to a longer section.)
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Nikolay wondered, recalling


sometimes the unlooked-for Fourierist.”Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 4
The Coming Week’s Schedule:
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 5-6
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 7-8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 1-2
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 3-4


43 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        Nikolai continues to get even more unhinged! Here’s a side-dish of contextual notes to accompany all the social transgression.
THE GOLOS
- “a stout and sturdy colonel, a former friend and colleague of the governor, was sitting alone reading the Golos, paying no attention, of course, to what was taking place in the waiting-room.”
The Golos was one of the most successful newspapers in 19th century Russia. Its editor was Andrey Krayevsky, for whom Dostoevsky had worked earlier in his career. The paper generally had a liberal, capitalist, reformist outlook.
CONSIDÉRANT
- “Bah, bah! What do I see?” cried Nicolas, noticing a volume of Considérant in the most conspicuous place on the table. “You don’t mean to say you’re a Fourierist! I’m afraid you must be! And isn’t this too borrowing from the French?” he laughed, tapping the book with his finger.
Victor-Prosper Considérant (1808-1893) was a French Socialist who inherited leadership of the Fourierist Utopian movement after Fourier died in 1837. As mentioned in my comment on an earlier section of Demons, Charles Fourier was the influential thinker who wanted to restructure society around intentional communities called phalanxes. Those living in phalanxes would reside in four-story apartment buildings, in which the lower classes would live on the bottom story and the wealthy classes would live at the top. The goal of Fourier’s (and Considérant’s) utopian socialist system was not to eliminate inequality, but to ensure each individual was paid a livable wage. By getting rid of poverty, the Fourierists believed they could eliminate a wide variety of social ills, including crime.
Evidently Liputin is more invested in reformist thinking than I thought (or rather, remembered) he was! He’s still a scoundrel, though—I’m standing by that assessment.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+3)

        Thank you for your footnotes 🙌🏻


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        My pleasure! It’s great to have someplace to talk about one of my special interests, haha :P


    


    
        vigm (+9)

        Well, yesterday I thought I had some idea what was going on - I thought Nikolai was part of a movement to break down social conventions by doing mad things. But then why today would he be sick for weeks and then go quietly off to Italy? Maybe his job here is done? He has passed on the contagion to the local idiots and will now leave them to continue the good work?


    


    
        Limenea (+7)

        About 2 and 3. Drawing a connection to The Brothers Karamazov, Nikolay's behaviour can be interpreted not as a mental illness or weird pranks, but rather as a worldview crisis. In TBK we spend a lot of the time in minute character thoughts and see their inner workings, but here the narrative is explicitly filtered through a normal law-abiding "John Doe", hence this behaviour jumps out of nowhere and remains bizarre and unexplained. So with this in mind, I think Nikolay was playing around with nihilism or a similar -ism that disregards societial conventions. Maybe he was already like that in Petersburg, given that he had been duelling. The fever is a dead give away — just compare his case with Ivan "If-there-is-no-God-everything-is-permitted" Karamazov who spent like half the book in a fever.
Edit: So now the question is, is Nikolay doubting himself and searching for faith like Ivan, or did he get this fever from simply marinating in too many crazy dark ideas?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Ding ding ding! I think you’ve hit the nail on the head :) Having read Dostoevsky’s other works is a distinct advantage in this case!


    


    
        Belkotriass (+3)

        Yeah! I also think about Karamazovs now.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

“Brain fever.” We are definitely in a 19th century novel. There’s no prompt here, just my exasperation at the clichéd trope

Eh. In modern literature, it would have been called psychosis. Not much better.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        I think I could cope quite nicely with being sent to Italy to think about my behaviour tbh. I genuinely can't decide whether Nikolai is mad, or just a weirdo. Probably both, it is Dostoevsky after all!
I love all the drama of old literature. The fainting, the hysterics, the brain fevers, the passionate friendships. It's just so over the top and very different from modern books.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        1. There have been a few offhand remarks in the novel about how much power Varvara wields, and some intimation that she might be more powerful than the governor himself. I think the way Ivan Ossipovitch initially approaches his meeting with Nikolai adds some support to that idea. But it’s clear that Ivan Ossipovitch is also just flat out afraid of Nikolai—there’s a moment when Alyosha Telyatnikov and the sturdy colonel are unsure whether they should rescue him from Nikolai “as agreed upon,” so Ivan Ossipovitch must have arranged ahead of time for them to be in the room in case things took a bad turn. It seems social fear of Varvara combined with physical/psychological fear of Nikolai might have made him reluctant to punish Nikolai with anything worse than a trip to Italy.
2. Oh, I adore “brain fever”; it’s such a great shorthand for “this character is really, really stressed out or emotionally distraught.” I also enjoy the regularity with which people in 19th century novels faint—it’s like they were all anemic or something. Another recurring trope I love in Dostoevsky specifically is men (and sometimes women) being so overcome with shame, gratitude, or love toward a lady that they crawl on the floor weeping and kissing her feet. That’s great stuff, 10 out of 10, would love to see it happen in real life.
3. I’ve read this book three times and I [REDACTED!!! All will become clear in due time. Unless it doesn’t, of course!]
4. I had forgotten that Liputin was such a dedicated Fourierist; in my mind he’d always been an amoral scoundrel with no particular dedication to anything. This makes him a little more interesting though—he wholeheartedly believes in the idea of a future socialist utopia even as he doesn’t really give a damn about even the people he’s closest to. No wonder Nikolai was surprised!
5. I find the incident described in this section so delightfully weird every time I read it. Nikolai impulsively chomping the governor’s ear and just like, leaving it in his mouth for an uncomfortably long time is such a funny and specific form of intimidation! I kind of love him for it 😂


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+7)

        Nikolai be like Mike Tyson and biting people's ears


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Got to admit, the imagery of him just casually leaning over and chomp did make me laugh. Like, wtf is up with that?! I can see why poor Osipovich was freaked out by it, because it is pretty bloody weird


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        It’s such a power move! Like, what can Ivan even say or do at that point? He just has to sit there in terror and wait for Nikolai to let go of his ear, which is such an undignified position for a man of his station to be in. Trying to explain it to anyone afterward must be so embarrassing too—“Yeah, this guy came into my office and put my ear in his mouth and I was so scared I just kind of let him keep doing it” 😂


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+3)

        Now i know that Mike Tyson read Demons


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        lol! At least he didn’t actually bite it off, right? :P


    


    
        Captain_Auburn_Beard (+6)

        Yeah, Varvara is an interesting character forsure. Dost I feel writes interesting women(though I know most critiques would disagree).
I'm also on the brain fever hype. To me it sets the mood because it was probably clinical at the time, but nowadays, its vague and unused jargon. It's great.
Interesting comment. I was thinking with the more I read it would strengthen my idea that he was faking it, not the opposite.
As for Liputin, this part was hard for me to digest. I didn't know anything about that, save for the little the cliffnotes explained. Though I will say, hypocrites are D's expertise.
I agree! What really shocked me is when I realized he bit it - and held on. I was like, wait, it looks like he's whispering in his ear because he's still biting it?!  tf lol.
Loved this chapter


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think Dostoevsky’s women characters are interesting too, and I say this as a pretty dedicated feminist. The critique as I understand it is that his women primarily react to the actions of the men around them and seldom serve as the driving force behind any action themselves. Which I don’t necessarily disagree with (even though I think the truth is slightly more nuanced). But the women in his stories are also typically quite fascinating and unique as well. They never come across as just stock “WOMEN” to me; they typically have thoughts, feelings, and psychological complexities of their own. So I like them. Varvara is very flawed, but she’s my girl. I would say the same about half a dozen more of Dosto’s women characters too.


    


    
        Captain_Auburn_Beard (+2)

        Sonya is my favorite Dostoesvky character xD what a saint


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I adore Sonya ❤️


    


    
        samole (+5)

        

 I also enjoy the regularity with which people in 19th century novels faint—it’s like they were all anemic or something.

They fainted in real life as well. Those psychosomatic conditions come and go. Anorexia was unheard of, then spread like a fire, then gradually abated, being pretty rare nowadays. Why exactly? Who the hell knows.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I have to admit, I sort of wish psychosomatic fainting was still a social norm. It would give me a convenient way to extract myself from all sorts of stressful situations :P


    


    
        Limenea (+4)

        If only Stepan Trofimovich had known about this life hack in the previous chapter xD


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        HAHA oh my gosh, I have to believe he’s used this particular hack at least once! Then again he’s such an emotional guy that he probably faints for real without having to fake it :P


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+4)

        In the previous section Liputin's wife fainted when Nikolay kissed her.  I know this is Russian literature, but it's so Victorian!


    


    
        jongopostal (+0)

        3. I now know to skip your posts. Geez buddy.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I thought I was quite vague, but you can skip if you want. I’ll be sure double up on the vagueness in the future just in case. I hope we can each assume the other is acting with good intentions :) 
(I’m a woman btw.)


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+2)

        Thank you for trying to avoid spoilers. I think sometimes having people who already read a book can be helpful, especially with a book like this which to me seems quite confusing in the beginning. Your posts have encouraged me to keep going!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh, that’s so good to hear! Thank you very much, and I’m really glad you’re here reading with all the rest of us 😊


    


    
        Eager_classic_nerd72 (+2)

        I wouldn't want spoilers but I really do appreciate all the factual background info that you've been posting. Thanks!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        You’re welcome! I appreciate your saying so 😊


    


    
        jongopostal (-1)

        You said "I’ve read this book three times and I still don’t know".
For me, that would be considered a spoiler.
I cannot trust that you will not do it again and therefor will skip your posts.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Ok, hope something good happens to you today!


    


    
        2whitie (+5)

        Genuinely, what is wrong with Nickolas. Biting an ear? An EAR? Why???
I was stunned reading it, and I keep trying to figure out the symbolism, think about important ears. The guard whom Peter attacked? Goth? Why???


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        The translation mentions "brain fever," a peculiar illness, but Dostoevsky actually wrote that Nikolai had "белая горячка" (literally "white fever"), medically known as "delirium tremens." This condition, still recognized today, is associated with alcoholism. In 19th-century Russian literature, many ailments were attributed to delirium tremens, reflecting the era's high alcohol consumption.
If people suspected Nikolai had delirium tremens, it suggests he was a heavy drinker. His behavior might have been influenced by alcohol. Attempting to bite off someone's ear isn't merely "leading someone by the nose"—it's far from a harmless joke. I believe Nikolai genuinely experienced some sort of breakdown.


    


    
        samole (+5)

        In XIX century, белая горячка could also mean psychosis in general.
Couple of examples:
S. Kovalevskaya, The Nihilist:  На этот раз природа оказалась милостивой к Вере; услышав грозную весть, Вера потеряла сознание. У ней открылась белая горячка. Целые недели пролежала в бреду.
A. Herzen: У отца была белая горячка самовластья, delirium tyranorum, у сына она перешла в хроническую fievre lente.
I. Panaev: — Но скажите, — спросил князь, подходя к Рябинину, — отчего же у него вдруг сделалась белая горячка?


    


    
        Belkotriass (+4)

        Indeed. But if we assume he genuinely suffered from delirium tremens, it would explain much. Those two months could have been his detoxification period. Dostoevsky’s portrayal of his heavy drinking in Petersburg wasn’t without purpose. If Nikolai fabricated all his behavior and symptoms, it becomes impossible to predict his actions or understand his motives. In that case, I’m left with the conclusion: he’s a psychopath or a sociopath.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

But if we assume he genuinely suffered from delirium tremens, it would explain much. Those two months could have been his detoxification period. Dostoevsky’s portrayal of his heavy drinking in Petersburg wasn’t without purpose. 

Delirium tremens happens in days after the alcohol withdrawal, not in months.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+1)

        You are so rational and logical, like Sherlock Holmes! And I'll be Watson with strange theorie 😅 Now I think that at this time a demon possessed Nikolai. He's the first one who's possessed! I hope there will be an exorcism scene here 😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        Do you know what Stepan's "summer cholera" is in the original Russian?


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Холерина


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        Very universal themes in this chapter, imo. Just last night I followed my dad to dinner with his rich friends so I can relate more.
1) The archetype of the wise old family friend - Ivan
2) The archetype of the spoilt crazy child where these seasoned people would wipe out in a manner of seconds if not for his powerful parents
3) Family friends bending over backwards to appease the spoilt child and give him advice that he won't listen to
A wtf moment when he bit Ivan's ear. Truly did not see that coming.
Also, Nicolas is strong!
I'm unsure whether he's just pretending to be delirious ...


    


    
        samole (+5)

        

The archetype of the spoilt crazy child where these seasoned people would wipe out in a manner of seconds if not for his powerful parents

The said spoilt child is also a killer, a skilled duelist, and an ex-military with experience both as a private and as an officer. And also very strong physically. So I am not sure who exactly in that room is supposed to wipe him out in a manner of seconds


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        1. Sounds like some classic elites giving preferential treatment to misbehaved family members.
2. He seems like he has some type of mental thing going on with him. Maybe it’s just poor impulse control where he will be fine and then lash out. That ear biting and antics in jail were definitely closer to what I was expecting last chapter when it said his claws were coming out.
3. I think the last conversation there so Liputin was telling. Liputin thought him to be intelligent so he predicted what his intelligent answer would be. Almost like he know he would later try to claim it was an illness of some sort. Liputin seems to have a sixth sense with Nikolai.
4. Thanks! The basics til now is that most of the papers and people mentioned were liberals and/or socialists.
5. No but I hope we do get more Nikolai because he is easily the most interesting character. Though Liputin is also becoming pretty intriguing as well.
I’m happy with how this book has started


    

Part 1 - Chapter 2 - Section 4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. Nikolay travels. For three years. What hardship. We are introduced to the Drozdovs, what did you think of them from the narrator’s descriptions? (Plus Varvara’s later remarks.)
2. Stepan struggles without Varvara, but rejoices about the new administrator, pontificating happily in French. Ongoing impression of his character? And didn’t Nikolay have some strong thoughts on the French recently?
3.  Varvara is positively catty about the administrator’s wife - did you enjoy this scene? 
4. For those of you for whom this isn’t your first Dostoyevsky, you’ll notice the returning theme of what it is to be Russian. Do you have a strong sense of national identity? Do you think they’re right here, that it’s important to be seen as Russian?
5. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… but he withdrew in great perturbation. 

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 5-6
The Coming Week’s Schedule:
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 5-6
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 7-8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 1-2
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 3-4


39 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        Chapter 2, section 4, and we’re finally getting a full, real-time conversation between Varvara and Stepan! Shockingly, Stepan doesn’t drop that many references this time around, though he does use a lot of French. Here are some of the references I looked up for this chapter.
BISMARCK
- “You may be sure I changed all that in a twinkling, and Praskovya is on my side again, but what an intrigue!”/ “In which you came off victor, however. Bismarck!”
Stepan is, of course, referring to Otto von Bismarck (1815-1898), the Prussian statesman who oversaw the unification of Germany. Nicknamed the “Iron Chancellor,” he was renowned for being firm and formidable. Stepan is complimenting Varvara with the implication that she’s an unstoppable, undefeatable force!
PASCAL
- “I’m sure that’s not your saying. You must have taken it from somewhere.” / “It was Pascal said that.”
Stepan means Blaise Pascal (1623-1662), the famed French physicist, mathematician, philosopher, and Catholic writer. I’m most familiar with him from “Pascal’s wager,” the idea that people are taking a big risk by not believing in god because the consequences for being wrong are so dire.
THE GRAPE CURE
- “On the death of the general, which had taken place the year before, the inconsolable widow had gone abroad with her daughter, partly in order to try the grape-cure which she proposed to carry out at Verney-Montreux during the latter half of the summer.”
This is probably one of many ineffectual “cures” advertised to Europeans in times past. Verney-Montreux is an area on the coast of Lake Geneva in the French Rivera.
**
I thought I’d also list the new characters we’ve been introduced to, in case anyone needs a review!
PRASKOVYA IVANOVNA DROZDOV - a friend (frienemy?) of Varvara’s from school. Like Varvara, she is independently wealthy thanks to an inheritance from her father. Unlike Varvara, she is dumb and “flabby.” Well…Varvara says she is, anyway.
LIZAVETA (LIZA) NIKOLAEVNA TUSHIN - Praskovya’s daughter from her first marriage. Vivacious and charming.
DARYA (DASHA) SHATOV - Ivan Shatov’s sister and Varvara’s “protege.” Varvara has left Dasha with the Drozdovs for a while.
ANDREY ANTONOVITCH VON LEMBKE - The new provincial governor, who is replacing Ivan Ossipovitch under “unpleasant circumstances.” There’s reason to believe he might not be as willing to submit to Varvara as Ivan Ossipovitch was. “Remarkably handsome,” according to Stepan, though Varvara disagrees.
YULIA MIHAILOVNA VON LEMBKE - The new governor’s wife and a formidable person in her own right. Another old acquaintance of Varvara’s whom she doesn’t think highly of. Varvara believes Yulia was poisoning the Drozdovs against her and Nikolai.
COUNT K - Not much of a presence in the story. All you really need to remember is that he’s influential and everyone is very interested in ingratiating themselves with him.
KARMAZINOV - A famous writer and distant relative to Yulia von Lembke. A “stuck-up creature,” according to Varvara. Nevertheless, she wants to show Stepan off to him.


    


    
        Limenea (+6)

        Grape cure —  also knows as grape therapy or ampelotherapy, is indeed a historical alternative medecine. "The diet recommended the consumption of several pounds of freshly picked grapes a day, combined with walks, sports and light healthy meals, over the course of several weeks in a spa" (wiki). To be honest, this sounds like an awesome holiday! It was published in 1856 by a German doctor, so this fits very nicely into the narrative as a recent German fad that Russians quickly adopt.


    


    
        Owl_ice_cream (+10)

        I just assumed grape-cure was a euphemism for some heavy drinking in a wine tourism location. I was way off!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        HAHAHA “the grape cure” is going to be my new euphemism for when I get hammered on wine in the middle of the day


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I'd imagine that would be quite the elimination cure! Pounds of grapes a day would be rather a lot on the digestive system 💩


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        sounds like a bloated gut, that's how those hot dog eaters "train", they eat a ton of grapes to get their stomach used to being expanded.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        There's a book called something like the grape cure for cancer, the idea being that someone apparently went on a grape fruit juice fast for two weeks and cured cancer. Counter intuitive since cancer seems to love sugar but who knows.


    


    
        2whitie (+11)

        1.  So far, I'm not super interested in the Drozdov's, mostly because Nicholas seems to get along well enough with them, and therefore, seem like they will nettle Varvara more than Nicholas.
2. The administrator seems like a bit of a wild card, and I'm interested to see what happens with him. He has connections to the upper class, but seems like he wants to be more of a red-tape man than an aristocrat or revolutionary. We will have to see.
3. It's very fun. You can feel Dosto moving his people into place to be able to tell the story he wants to, but, in the meantime, he's letting us in on the Real Housewives of Imperial Russia before everything goes to heck.
4. First Dosto, so N/A. That said, I read The Master and Margarita a few months ago, along with some material on why cultures ban books, and it is interesting how modern works that are interested in Russian censorship now view Dosto's work as part of the Russian identity, and, therefore, as part something that (from the point of view of censors) needs to be protected from new books.
5. Stephan never makes it more than a few pages before getting dragged


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        How did you like the Master and Margarita?? A friend gave away her copy to me because she “didn’t really like it,” but I ended up adoring it! It’s so chaotic and wild! When I had my husband read it, he was having a hard time getting into it in the first half but loved the second half.


    


    
        Owl_ice_cream (+5)

        I've been thinking of reading this soon. Do you remember which translator you read, and would you recommend them? Reddit seems to be an echo chamber against P&V, but it's hard to tell if they really are that bad.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        The translation I read was by Mirra Ginsburg. Not sure how favorably or unfavorably it might compare to other translations, but it did the job just fine for me :) Yeah I’ve noticed the P&V hate on Reddit myself! The only thing I don’t love about P&V is that some of the phrases they use feel too modern for me (I like stories set in the 1800s to have a slightly archaic 1800s feel, you know?), but I think they’re perfectly okay otherwise. I don’t tend to get hung up on translations as much as others do, it seems.
Anywho, definitely read The Master and Margarita, it’s bonkers! ❤️


    


    
        2whitie (+3)

        I read the P&V translation, and it seemed fine to me. That said, I don't have anything to compare it to. I enjoyed it though, and found the footnotes (and a few online videos about the time period) really helpful.


    


    
        thepr3tty-wreckless (+3)

        I read P&V and had no issues! This sub also read the book last year so I read along with their chapter by chapter discussions which was nice since they included the footnotes from other translators!
There’s also a website dedicated to M&M which breaks down important places/things/references in each chapter which I appreciated as well!


    


    
        2whitie (+3)

        I'm on your husband's side! I had a hard time breaking into the first half--unless it was during Pilares sections, which I loved. Once the narrative started to unfold, and I realized that it was basically Alice in Wonderland in the USSR with Faust, I liked it a lot more.
It was fancinating how Bulgo's criticisms of the USSR manifested in Pontius Pilate storyline, especially the idea of Pilate having a secret police. By the end, I felt like I was reading a well-known story, one that I had known for a long time, and it felt bittersweet


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Ahh, you’re making me want to re-read it now! Maybe I’ll try to squeeze it in alongside Demons (for this sub) and C&P (for the Dostoevsky sub) ❤️


    


    
        samole (+7)

        Just as I thought … it’s not your own. Why don’t you ever say anything like that yourself, so shortly and to the point, instead of dragging things out to such a length? That’s much better than what you said just now about administrative ardour
Ironically, Stepan's административный восторг (here translated as administrative ardour) has since entered the Russian language as an idiom precisely in the sense he described.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Oh my gosh, really?? That’s so interesting! I’m assuming the phrase wasn’t specifically/directly inspired by Demons, right? Though what a legacy it would be for Stepan if it had been :P


    


    
        samole (+6)

        As far as I can tell it first was coined by Stepan Trofimovich.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Wow! I’m weirdly happy for him! 😂


    


    
        Fweenci (+4)

        It's my new favorite phrase.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        Varvara was such a bitch in this chapter! No one was safe from her ranting. I felt quite sorry for Stepan at the end.
Not sure what to make of the Drozdov's. Nikolai has made an apparently favourable impression on Liza, but will he be able to keep up his good behaviour? Probably not.
The new administrator doesn't seem to care much for Varvara and Stepan at all. It's not looking good for their social standing if the women are speaking out too.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        She really is quite unkind here! Though one gets the sense that it comes from a place of insecurity (not that that excuses it, of course). Varvara is almost as dependent on validation from her environment as Stepan is, just in a less weepy and pathetic way. So anyone who doesn’t give her the respect she is “due” gets the Mean Girl treatment. 
Poor Stepan, though. I get that he’s annoying and ridiculous, but Varvara really went straight for the jugular!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        She definitely cares what people think, just in a different way to Stepan. I think she tries to pretend it doesn't bother her, but then she snaps every so often


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        We get introduced to a lot of characters and it's a little complicated trying to sort them all out.
I can't help but notice a similarity between Socrates and Stepan: He was found guilty of “impiety” and “corrupting the young”, sentenced to death.
In Russian novels they will often leave place names unspecified, I wonder why: “He … he has an infinite respect for you, and he’s gone to S —— k, to receive an inheritance left him by his mother.”
Or even names like prince K.


    


    
        jaccarmac (+5)

        Is it a Russian thing? I remember Jane Austen doing the same in Pride and Prejudice when I read it a couple years ago.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I’ve often wondered the same thing! At first I thought maybe the place names were unspecified because the author didn’t want to tie the story down definitively to one real-world location or another. But when I was reading C&P and Dostoevsky mentioned that Raskolnikov’s family was from R—— Province, it was very easy to look online and see that Ryazan was meant. Like, it wasn’t a secret, haha :P So now I have no idea. Just a literary convention of the era, I guess?


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        I thought it was the censors? But I could be wrong. This is only my second Russian novel after reading the Garnett Translation of C&P


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        Gogol does the same, must have been a Russian thang back in the day.


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        I found an article about this here.
https://bookriot.com/the-dostoevsky-dash/


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        1. Varvara is very insistent that Praskovya is a simpleton and “flabby,” so obviously the impression she gives is not great. What’s more, Praskovya seems to be fairly easily manipulated, given how she was first poisoned against the Stavrogins by Yulia von Lembke and then won back over to Varvara’s side. Plus she evidently tries to treat her bereavement with grapes?? Daughter Liza, on the other hand, is “charmante,” at least if Stepan is to be believed. I guess we’ll learn more about her when and if she comes into the story!
2. Poor Stepan, he was depressed without Varvara around, especially as she didn’t even tell him she was leaving :( Rather than being excited about the new administrator Von Lembke, he seems pretty nervous until Varvara returns and calms him down. He’s already convinced himself that he’s been mentioned to Von Lembke as a dangerous man and a “corrupter of youth,” though I have my doubts that anyone said any such thing :P He’s still pretentious, delulu, and neurotic, haha. But I can’t help feeling a little sorry for him—he’s so excited to be reunited with Varvara, and then she just drags him for his appearance, poor guy 😭
Regarding Nikolai, he did give Liputin crap for “borrowing from the French,” but I think that was primarily because Liputin had used “why borrow from the French?” as an excuse not to duel with Nikolai. That said, Nikolai doesn’t seem to think too highly of French utopian socialism, so maybe he does view the French in a dim light. Or maybe he just hates people being pretentious. I wonder how he and Stepan would get along now, if they were reunited after all these years? I’m guessing not very well.
3. lol I don’t know if I should have, but I did. Varvara fancies herself a liberal intellectual but immediately resorts to petty insults when she’s annoyed. It’s so funny to me, especially with how she gets on Stepan for wasting all his time on gossip. She’s scarcely less gossipy than he is!
4. I don’t have much of a sense of national identity until I go abroad and realize how many stereotypically American mannerisms I have. I personally neither revel in my identity as an American nor try to hide it—I just happened to be born here, ya know? But America’s an economic powerhouse (even taking recent struggles into account…) whereas Russia at the time was what we might call "developing." A strong sense of Russian identity might have been useful as the nation came into its own. At the very least, it might have stopped the Westernized elite from looking down on the common folk quite so much? I don't know; I might be talking absolute nonsense.
5. Varvara referring to Stepan as “that old woman” and the tone of their conversation in this section—with Varvara alternately confiding in him and upbraiding him—are SO funny to me. They’re a bit like an old married couple. With some of the key benefits of marriage missing, of course…


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        Delulu is an apt description of Stepan🤣🤣


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+5)

        LOL i like how being an atheist is sort of like an insult.
And, another insight into Varvara's character imo - after careful reflection, she comes to the conclusion that 'they might not be the wisest people in the world.' LOL! Wtf? No shit, lol. Seems like she's not very self-aware then.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        1. It seems like we should be expecting a proposal soon extended to Liza? I feel bad for her already.
As far as Varvara, she seems to be extra petty with this crowd. Maybe some jealousy of a sorts?
2. I don’t necessarily like Stepan, is he the main character? It’s hard to tell. He’s just a burn out that is a pseudo intellectual. I find that kind of person to be kinda grating so I somewhat feel for Varvara at the end of the chapter here a bit. Even though I don’t necessarily like her character either.
3. I guess to an extent but mostly just had me eye rolling. I’m not in my drama phase of life. I don’t enjoy it at all.
4. I don’t think I did as much when I was younger but I do now. I will confess that I feel much more kinship with my state in the US than anything else. I think national identity is a good thing generally. I think that’s one of the problems in America today is that national identity seems to be shamed or not promoted as much as it can
5. Finally caught back up, looking forward to contributing daily again


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        

getting all the more angry over Stepan Trofimovich's


losses at cards.Is he gambling with her money?


. And the girl used to sit alone


in the corner all evening with a turquoise fly on her forehead, no one
would dance with her,😭


"Bismarck or not, I'm still able to see through falseness and


stupidity when I meet them. Lembke is falseness, and Praskovya—
stupidity. I've rarely met a more flaccid woman, and moreover her
legs are swollen, and moreover she's kind. What could be stupider
than someone who is stupid and kind?"Good God what hatred is this. What on earth happened between them? It'd be so funny if they meet and Lembke has nothing but warm feelings towards Varvana


she tried to come between a mother and her son

How? Romantically?


I very nearly met him in


Switzerland, not that I really wanted to. However, I hope he will
deign to recognize me.Why? Is she planning an intrigue to ridicule Yulia?


I've arrived at a conviction."


"And what is it?"
"It is that you and I alone are not smarter than everyone else in
the world, but that some people are smarter than we are."🤯Impossible. How many years has is taken you to learn this unbelievable secret🤣🤣


"And then, since one always finds more monks than reason"

Wow, first brilliant thing he's ever said.


"That can't be yours; you must have gotten it somewhere."


"Pascal said it."Of course🤣🤣🤣


"Just as I thought ... it wasn't you! Why don't you ever say


anything like that, so brief and so apt, instead of dragging it all out
so? It's much better than what you said earlier about administrative
rapture ..."Damn, cutting right to the bone here🤣🤣. Brevity is the soul of wit, and no one ever said Stepan had a soul.


What am I going to show them? Instead of standing nobly


as a witness, of continuing to be an example, you've surrounded
yourself with some riffraff, you've acquired some impossible habits,
you've grown decrepit, you cannot live without wine and cards, you
read nothing but Paul de Kock, and you write nothing, while there
they all write; you waste all your time on chatter.Well I don't entirely blame him given how you both were treated by the "intellectual elites" of Petersburg. Stepan is at heart a man desperate for reputation and if his riffraff fulfill the role of empty headed admirers, I think it's no trouble.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)he spoke, drawing the
words out fashionably and coquettishly,
2)set some utter
nonentity to selling some paltry railroad tickets, and this nonentity
will at once decide he has the right to look at you like Jupiter when
you come to buy a ticket,
3)"And then, since one always finds more monks than reason"
#Quotes of the week:
1)At least he had already
managed to gather a few unpleasant though valuable observations
and, it seems, had grown very timid on his own without Varvara
Petrovna.
2) What could be stupider
than someone who is stupid and kind?
3)Stepan Trofimovich "spared a person," but he withdrew in
perplexity.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Haha yeah, he’s totally financially dependent on her, so any money he loses at cards was money he got from her. She gives him a salary for…doing nothing, really, since her son is grown and doesn’t need a tutor anymore. But it sounds like Stepan routinely blows the salary on gambling and wine, and even managed to rack up debts which Varvara then has to pay. So you can kind of see why she’s annoyed with him, though the remarks on his appearance are a bit of a low blow 😭
I laughed at your comment on Varvara’s “unbelievable secret” 😂 I also like how Stepan at first seems to concede the point but then sort of pushes back on it lol


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

I laughed at your comment on Varvara’s “unbelievable secret”

It was so funny how she made it sound like a shocking realization. Have they believed all these years that they were the smartest people in the world🤣🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        LOL knowing the two of them, they might have! 😂


    


    
        Fweenci (+3)

        "What could be stupider than someone who is stupid and kind?"
In my translation (Volokhonsky/Pevear) it's: What can be more foolish than a good-natured simpleton?
To which Stepan Trofimovitch replies: A spiteful fool ... is still more foolish.
Either way, the sentiment is brutal.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        “You’ve grown terribly slack, terribly, terribly! You’re not simply getting old, you’re getting decrepit.… “
I think this is going to be really awkward as Varvara becomes more and more aware of just how much of a fraud Stepan is. She has supported him because she believed in his persona as an intellectual, but he is really just a slob, taking her money and getting drunk. Now that some higher status people are coming to the town, the contrast with Stepan and his mates will become even more stark, and he will just be an embarrassment.
I think it is good to have a “national identity” that is based on positive values such as kindness or friendliness or cheerfulness. But the Russian national identity seems to be kind of dark and closed-minded, and I’m not sure that it is that healthy


    

Part 1 - Chapter 2 - Section 5-6

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. Stepan is struggling and finally confesses to the narrator that he has feelings for Varvara? (Did I interpret this correctly?)
2. Do you have enough French to get through the occasional sentence or phrase? If not, are you skipping past them or using a translation tool to get the gist?
3.  Praskovya Ivanovna arrives and brings with her news. Liza and Nikolay had quarreled and somehow Stepan’s son is involved. Did you follow? How truthful do you think Praskovya is being?
4. Varvara is scheming, dashing offer a letter, setting up Dasha and Stepan, and generally criticising everyone. What did you think of her (remarkably detailed) planning?
5. Anything else to discuss? (Have a great weekend everyone!)
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


And she flew off to walk by the wet brick pavements and the wooden


planks to Stepan Trofimovitch’s.Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 2 Section 7-8
The Coming Week’s Schedule:
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 5-6
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 2 Sections 7-8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 1-2
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 3-4
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+15)

        Varvara, girl, what are you doing!?!?
I’ve been on the edge of my seat waiting for us to get to this part! Were y’all totally blindsided like I was the first time around!? Like, Varvara, come on—Stepan may be a ridiculous man, but he’s YOUR ridiculous man! You can’t just give him away like that! 😭😭😭
All right, with that out of my system, I don’t have anything in the way of cultural context to discuss for these sections. So here’s a breakdown of the various romantic entanglements that have been introduced:
- NIKOLAI STAVROGIN may have had a developing romance with LIZA TUSHIN (Praskovya’s daughter), but they seem to have broken things off. NIKOLAI is now with Count K and his THREE ELIGIBLE DAUGHTERS.
- LIZA TUSHIN seems to have had a thing with NIKOLAI STAVROGIN, but their relationship became strained when they were too sarcastic with one another. LIZA then tried to make NIKOLAI jealous by flirting with STEPAN’S SON, but NIKOLAI didn’t seem to care all that much. LIZA also became jealous of DASHA SHATOV, though they’ve since made up.
- DASHA SHATOV sometimes chatted with NIKOLAI while both were staying with the Drozdovs, making LIZA very jealous. Praskovya says there was nothing romantic between DASHA and NIKOLAI and that the two spoke only of the most “ordinary things.” But VARVARA suspects otherwise, especially in light of NIKOLAI’S rather sudden departure for Count K’s place. It’s implied that VARVARA views DASHA as an obstacle to the match between NIKOLAI and LIZA, so she’s decided to marry DASHA off to STEPAN.
- STEPAN VERKHOVENSKY is now (maybe???) engaged to DASHA SHATOV, despite his being her one-time teacher and 30+ years her senior???😱 He himself is not yet aware of the engagement. He’s currently wallowing in despair because he thinks VARVARA doesn’t find him attractive anymore 😢
- The YOUNG OFFICER, a cousin of Yulia von Lembke and a relation of the Drozdovs, has been mentioned twice now, but so briefly that you could be forgiven for missing it. It seems Yulia has been trying to make a match between this YOUNG OFFICER and LIZA. Since VARVARA apparently intends to have NIKOLAI marry LIZA, she can’t have the competition! But there may not be anything to worry about, as the YOUNG OFFICER has “the greatest respect” for NIKOLAI. So says VARVARA, anyway.
Clear as mud? :P


    


    
        awaiko (+9)

        I think we need a corkboard, print outs of their faces, and a whole lot of red yarn.
I’m not crazy, I swear, I’m just trying to understand the romantic entanglements in a Russian novel.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        HAHA it’s really quite convoluted! I guess 19th century readers must have been used to having to dissect love triangles within love triangles within love triangles :P


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        truth be told this is my second time through and I'm still somewhat on shaky ground as to what's what with all these little interrelations and intrigues.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        It’s tough for sure! Fortunately my AuDHD has decided that this is what I’m focusing on now, so I’ll keep throwing up little explanations and hopefully people will feel less lost :)


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        your notes are very helpful, thanks!


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+9)

        You definitely need to remind us of these relationships as we move on


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        No problem! I gotchu 🫡


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+7)

        The outline is much appreciated! I was confused and thought maybe the young officer was referring to Stefan's son. I also forgot who Count K is already, oops. Reading a physical copy is satisfying but I miss being able to search for names on my Kindle. I gotta up my note taking game.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I wouldn’t worry about Count K too much. He’s just a rich aristocrat dude that people want to impress; you don’t really need to remember anything else about him. :)


    


    
        Captain_Auburn_Beard (+6)

        I appreciate this breakdown! I read ahead, and then took a week off reading between somewhere in early chapter 2, so this recap was super helpful.
Also, in general, its just so many fucking characters. r/dostoevsky wasn't kidding when they mention Demons being hard to get through for the for 100 pages or so.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        LOL when even Dostoevsky super fans have trouble keeping it all straight, you KNOW it’s complicated 😂 As their remark implies, though, the story does get easier as you go. Thank goodness!


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+3)

        Adding another thank you for this! I keep a document with summaries of each section, but this is super helpful. Hopefully after we pass the first 100 pages (as everyone seems to say), it will be easier to read.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        You’re welcome! We are approaching the chapters where it starts to get easier and more plot-focused, rather than character-backstory-focused. There are only one or two major players we still need to meet!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+11)

        

"AII men of genius and progress in Russia were, are and


always will be [card players] and [drunkards] who drink in zapoï
[bouts]"A very convenient belief for such a one as you.


"I could get nothing from Lizaveta because of her pride and her


testiness," Praskovya Ivanovna concluded, "but I saw with my own
eyes that something had happened between her and Nikolai
Vsevolodovich. I do not know the reasons,Don't worry, we can all guess.


Well, here Liza herself behaved wrongly, she allowed


the young man some closeness, intending to make NikolaiVsevolodovich jealous.If she feels safe enough to treat him like this I think we can assume his more violent tendencies have mellowed out.


Only instead of being jealous,


Nikolai Vsevolodovich, on the contrary, became friendly with the
young man himself, as if he didn't notice a thing, or as if it made no
difference to him.🤣🤣🤣


"Wait, don't speak. First of all there is a difference in age, a very


great difference; but you know better than anyone what nonsense
that is. You're a reasonable girl, and there should be no mistakes in
your life.Uhhh... Is she about to suggest a marriage to Stepan?


In short, Stepan


Trofimovich, whom you have always respected. Well?"Oh God, she is. If she trying to wean him off?


Wait, I haven't finished: he is light-minded, a maunderer, cruel,


an egoist, with base habits, but you will appreciate him, first of all,
because there are much worse.Ah yes, that's how you sell a woman on Prince Charming🤣🤣


Make him obey; if you can't, you're a fool. He will


want to hang himself, he will threaten to—don't believe him; it's just
nonsense! Don't believe him, but still keep your ears pricked up;
who knows, maybe he will:Dasha please run away.


"It makes no difference to me, Varvara Petrovna, if it's necessary


for me to be married," Dasha said firmly.
"Necessary? What are you hinting at?" Varvara Petrovna looked
sternly and fixedly at her.
Dasha was silent, poking the needle into her embroidery😱😱Is she pregnant?


I've left you fifteen thousand roubles. I will hand


them over to you at once, after the wedding. You will give him eight
thousand—that is, not him, but me. He has a debt of eight
thousand; I will pay it, but he should know that the money is yours.🤣🤣🤣I thought Stepan was the funny one but Varva is an absolute riot.
#Varvanism of the day:
1)there is no higher
happiness than to sacrifice yourself.
2)And besides the seven
thousand which you will have left intact, unless you're going to be
stupid yourself, I will leave you another eight thousand in my will.
3) Don't you know that I would never allow you to be
offended? Or do you think he'll take you for the eight thousand, and
that I'm running now to sell you? Fool, fool, you're all ungrateful
fools! Give me my umbrella!"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Varvara is so funny! I simultaneously love and hate the way she is. “Dasha, I think you should marry Stepan Trofimovitch. He’s dumb, useless, maudlin, self-absorbed, bad with money, and completely undeserving of human affection. Shall we aim for a summer wedding?”


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        And how she goes back and forth with the money. I'll give you 15k, but 8k is for Stepan, but Stepan owes me money🤣🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        lol yeah! I guess Varvara is showing Dasha that the way to deal with Stepan is by keeping tight control over the purse strings and making him dependent on you, hence the “he must know that it was your money that paid off his debts” 😂


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I also find it amusing that Varvara’s reasoning for marrying Dasha off in the first place is because “they will deceive you and take your money” then after she’s married “seven thousand will remain in your hands; by no means give him a single rouble, ever.” So Varvara implies she’s not capable on her own with money, but the way to solve that is to give her complete control of the money and a sponge husband??


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        LOL yeah, Varvara’s reasoning isn’t consistent at all! She’s just like, desperately scrabbling for justifications so she can convince herself she’s doing the right thing. I love Stepan, but marrying him is never gonna be in ANYONE’S best interests, no matter what Varvara says :P


    


    
        2whitie (+8)

        1. I don't know if Stepan realizes he has feelings for Varvara, so much as he, once again, comes so close, and is so far. He knows they are codependent and unhealthy, and I almost get the sense that he thinks that in another lifetime, when the stars aligned just a little different, they would be married. 2. My Spanish is terrible and my French is worse. Footnotes have been a godsend. 3. I think she is being truthful, but I also don't think she has any clue what is happening. She loves her daughter, and has completely missed the walking red flags that is Nicolay. Imagine letting him  near your daughter. 4. Nobody deserves to be dragged into the trashfire that is the Stepan/Varvara relationship. Stephan is somehow both Varvara's son and her husband, and dragging another woman into it is just about the worst thing you can do. It's giving me the vibes of a person who has a crush on someone, but doesn't want to admit it, so goes out of their way to set their crush up with other people because they DEFINETELY DON'T LIKE THAT PERSON. I love mess. 5. I can't tell what is more atrocious: Varvara telling Dasha all of these terrible things about Stefan right before essentially forcing her to agree to marry him OR Varvara telling Dasha how she will live a great life by never being happy. Varvara! The serfs were freed. They are not your playthings.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        1. It kills me that he had a chance to shoot his shot all those years ago and instead he just acted weird and made dumb faces. I mean I don’t know for a fact that they’d be happily married now if he’d asked her back then. I imagine they’d have the same dynamic only with the addition of the usual marital benefits—although maybe Varvara would be nicer to him without all her emotional constipation. At any rate, at least he wouldn’t now be in the position of getting married off against his will!
3. shudder Can’t imagine two worse guys having access to one’s daughter. Liza, RUN.
4. I think your analysis of Varvara is spot on here! I’m about to use a really cringey term, but I’d like to state ahead of time that I am a full-time, professional Japanese interpreter and thus have special permission to use such words: Varvara is being mad tsundere. Girl, if you like him, maybe try a little less negging and a little more emotional honesty??


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

and Pyotor. Imagine letting one of them, let alone both, near your daughter. 

Please mind spoilers


    


    
        2whitie (+1)

        

! Oh nuts I thought I saw a mention of his presence in this chappie. !<



    


    
        vigm (+8)

        And what exactly is Dasha supposed to get out of all of this? 🤦‍♀️
I think Varvara wants to have both Stepan and Dasha out of her hair so she can focus on Nikolai and her new friends in town. She is willing to invest her cash in getting them together so that they are forced to look after each other. I can relate actually, but it is a pretty brutal thing to do.
Sounds like Nikolai isn’t that interested in Liza though. And he certainly won’t be someone who will marry just to suit the convenience of his mother.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        1. He doesn’t confess in so many words, but he’s devastated by how grumpy she was with him after their long separation and at the thought that she isn’t attracted to him anymore, so I think it’s fairly clear that he loves her. I guess technically you could say that it might only be his pride talking and the thing he really misses is the flattering knowledge that a woman wants him. But I’m Team Stepvara all the way, so I choose to believe that it’s more than that. Poor Stepan. He’s gonna be even more crushed when he finds out what Varvara is setting up between him and Dasha. VARVARA WHY ARE YOU LIKE THIS???
2. I can get through really simple phrases like “En un mot,” “Excellente amie,” and “Je suis un broken-down man” (😭), but for anything more than that, I have to highlight the words on my phone and click “Translate.” You can totally skip them and still follow what’s going on, but you get more of Stepan’s character (and more of a comedic effect) if you know what he’s saying.
3. I followed this time but certainly not when I first read it, which is why I’ve tried to summarize it for all the people who haven’t read it before. It’s pretty complicated! Praskovya initially implies that Dasha is some sort of wily temptress and stole Nikolai away from Liza. Then she backpedals and says that there was nothing between Nikolai and Dasha and that they talked only of the most “ordinary things.” Varvara suspects there’s more to the story than that, and she’s a pretty shrewd woman…
4. I think these are the acts of a desperate person, though one with a certain level of cunning. Varvara herself seems to see the selfishness in what she’s doing—you can tell by how much of her own guilt she’s projecting onto Dasha (“What’s in your mind? Can you imagine I’d compromise you, in any way, in the smallest degree…Do you suppose he’ll take you for the eight thousand, and that I’m hurrying off to sell you? You’re a fool!”) She also seems to be trying to convince herself that this is in Stepan’s best interest too (“If I die, what will become of him? But I can trust him to you.”) She knows deep down that she’s doing wrong, but she can’t think of any other way to secure a match for Nikolai and keep him out of trouble.
5. I think Varvara inadvertently reveals a lot about her feelings toward Stepan in section 6. There’s a lot of frustration there, but also some hints of tenderness if you know where to look. On the one hand, she insists that “he doesn’t deserve to be loved by a woman at all,” but on the other hand she adds, “he deserves to be loved for his helplessness, and you must love him for his helplessness.” Later on she says, “Don’t let him touch a farthing [of your money]…Don’t pay his debts, ever,” but then follows it up with, “But be kind, and sometimes give him something, and let his friends comes to visit him once a week.” Varvara’s basically been married-but-not-married to the guy for 20+ years, so it’s kinda like she’s handing down all her tips on How to Cope with Being in a Relationship with Stepan Trofimovitch.


    


    
        Limenea (+6)

        4. About Varvara's honestly unhinged and self contradicting almost-monologue, hoo boy. The way she speaks to Dasha, it's clear she doesn't even see her as a separate human being, Varvara only sees herself in Dasha. Like speaking to herself, reproaching herself, maybe imagining her younger self in her place. This is how Stepan is, this is how to love him, this is how your life will look like. This is how Varvara's married life might have looked like. She's been thinking about it so much and explains herself so idiosyncratically, like how Stepan is an old woman, I doubt Dasha even understood everything.
The speech is how I imagine the meeting goes between a new prime minister and their predecessor. "Everything is shit, the economy is in shambles, here's how I would proceed in your case". And the new PM just goes, "the debt is how many billions!?" Not sure where I'm going with this comparison...


    


    
        Limenea (+6)

        I'm also thinking about to what degree Varvara's plan is motivated from external circumstances (marrying off Dasha to set up her son and Liza, paying Stepan's debt), and how much by her internal turmoil, of trying to fix her love life in this perverted way, of getting Stepan officially a member of her household or something of the sort. She's totally not selflessly helping her son here.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I loooooooove this analysis. I agree with you, I think at least 50% of this is Varvara not knowing what to do with her feelings for Stepan and trying to work them out in a really twisted way. Maybe she imagines that she won’t love him anymore once he’s hitched to someone else—though she got mad jealous after watching him give exactly one (1) lesson to Dasha three years ago, so I think she’s kidding herself. Or maybe, like you imply, she’s using Dasha as a proxy for herself. Like, she didn’t get to marry Stepan, but maybe she can do it vicariously through Dasha, and maybe that will be enough. (It definitely won’t be…)


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Feels like he's got the sads big time. He's past middle age, and feeling it, especially after Varvara's last outburst at him. They're at an odd point in their relationship.
I can pick up tiny bits, but, thankfully for me, my copy has footnotes to make life easier.
I did wonder how long Nikolai would behave himself with Liza. Apparently not long. Not sure how reliable Praskovya is about it all though. It seems we may be getting closer to 'meeting' Stepan's long forgotten son, which I think will be interesting.
Varvara's latest plan to marry off Dasha to Stepan was wild! And I bet Stepan agrees to go along with it too, as neither of them have many options really.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Stepan thinks Varvara loves him, “the conviction that still he had a fascination for her feminine heart,” but she tells Dasha, “Besides, he’s a pathetic old woman. He doesn’t deserve to be loved by a woman at all, but he deserves to be loved for his helplessness, and you must love him for his helplessness.”


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        1. It could be but to me it seems like it's more of an ego thing. Varvara has always found him handsome and it's been something he could fall back on. The fact that he has let himself go is now something that is a new thought and a blow to his ego and a new reality has to content with himself.
2. Yeah, I don't I even forget what the previous phrase means even I recognize it has been used. It's driving me a little crazy honestly. I'm just using the translation tool on my iphone. It seems to serve my purposes well enough.
3. She doesn't strike me as a liar, so I imagine it did happen. She may jump to conclusions quickly but I don't think she's being untruthful. I imagine they did quarrel and I think Nikolai just jumps from one thing to the next quickly. Liza may feel bad but I still can't help but feel like she's dodging a bullet.
4. She is obviously a schemer, you can see how she was the unofficial governor of their town during the last administration. (I can't remember what the guys name was). Dasha kinda strikes me as a >!Sonya!< archetype from Crime and Punishment. Somewhat submissive to other people's wishes to her own detriment. I guess we will see.  
  
5. Varvara has been much more forceful in Chapter 2 than she was at the start. I feel like she was walked all over in the first chapter and now is dictating her own terms. I'm not really sure what her motivations are though other than she seems like an angry scorned woman at the moment and is lashing out at everyone.
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Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 1-2


42 Comments


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+19)

        Tomorrow is a big day for me. I officially become a supervisor at my job, and it’s my first day of school after work.
I’m surprisingly not that nervous, but am a bit bummed that this is all cutting into my time spent here. I adore our lovely little community. I’m grateful I get to be a part of it. I’ll still be around, but am not sure how much I can contribute to the conversations at this point. But I think the group as a whole can and will keep this group the wonderful, inclusive, and fun, funny, place it’s been for years now, where everyday people discuss what scholars call classics.
Thank you all so much. You are all fantastic for contributing to this community, our community. A community where you pick our books, and we join in for the ride. We are a community because you choose to be here. And I couldn’t be happier with the community we’ve built together
Cheers friends, and happy reading.
Sincerely, Thermos


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Good luck at work and school!! We’re glad to have you reading with us, even when you can’t comment :)


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+5)

        Thank you! I’m only 3 discussion posts behind, but I’m okay with being spoiled to stick with this. I’ll get the posts up for the group even if I’m not up to date.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+13)

        Congratulations, all! We’ve reached the end of chapter 2, and things just keep getting weirder between Varvara and Stepan. We’ve also been more formally introduced to Pyotr (Petrusha) Verkhovensky, the son Stepan basically walked out on. I’m sure Pyotr is a well-adjusted young man and he and Stepan will manage to forge a healthy father-son relationship!
THE EXPEDITION OF IGOR
- “When Stepan Trofimovitch had finished, and as he was going informed his pupil that the next time he would deal with The Story of the Expedition of Igor”
Prince Igor of Kiev (877-945) came up several sections ago too. As a ruler of the Kievan Rus, he besieged Constantinople, plundered the Arabs on the Caspian Sea, and was allegedly killed by having his legs tied to bent birch trees, which ripped him in half when they were allowed to straighten out. Fun!
EDIT: As u/OpportunityNo8171 pointed out, this bit is actually referencing a totally different Prince Igor! You can read more at the link they provided, https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Tale_of_Igor%27s_Campaign
SOULS
- “Stepan Trofimovitch’s estate, as we used to call it (which consisted of fifty souls, reckoning in the old fashion, and bordered on Skvoreshniki)”
“Souls,” of course, meaning “serfs.” The number of serfs a person owned was once used as a metric of how wealthy they were. Demons takes place only a decade after the emancipation of the serfs, so it seems people still hadn’t gotten out of the habit of reckoning their assets this way.
REVENUE FROM AN ESTATE
- “He received as much as a thousand roubles a year by way of revenue from the estate, though under the new regime it could not have yielded more than five hundred, and possibly not that”
I don’t know enough about Imperial Russian economics to fully understand how Pyotr is earning revenue from his estate now that serfdom has been abolished. As near as I can tell, Stepan gets to sell wood and other resources from the land, with 1000 rubles of the revenue paid to Pyotr each year (not really though, because as usual, Varvara’s the one paying 😝). And then Stepan gets to keep anything over and above that? Well, actually, he’s probably meant to hold it in trust, but I kind of doubt he’s doing so. I have no head for financial matters, so I’m hoping someone can help me out here!
THEE/THOU
- “and as the father and son had, since their meeting in Petersburg, adopted the fashionable “thou” and “thee,” Petrusha’s letters had a striking resemblance to the missives that used to be sent by landowners of the old school from the town to their serfs whom they had left in charge of their estates”
Some people here likely know this already, but some might not—“thou” and “thee” were originally the less formal versions of “you.” So Pyotr’s letters to his dad sound like he’s being informal, as if he’s giving orders to a serf and not making respectful requests to his father. Bodes well for their relationship, doesn’t it?
BADINGUET
- “Je suis un forçat, un Badinguet, un man pushed to the wall.…”
Badinguet is a nickname given to Napoleon III, in reference to the workman whose clothes he disguised himself in when he tried to escape from the fort of Ham in 1846. Stepan is saying that he feels cornered.


    


    
        samole (+8)

        

how Pyotr is earning revenue from his estate now that serfdom has been abolished

Basically the same as today, if you happen to have some land. You either rent it out or manage it yourself.


I’m sure Pyotr is a well-adjusted young man and he and Stepan will manage to forge a healthy father-son relationship!

:3


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        I thought thou and thee was the formal вы (vs. the informal ты). While not Russian, I think sons would call the father Dad vs. вы or ты.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+5)

        «Слово о полку Игореве» (https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Tale_of_Igor%27s_Campaign) is about another prince Igor. https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Igor_Svyatoslavich


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Oh, thank you! I stand corrected :) I’ll update my comment.


    


    
        vigm (+10)

        Prompt - what is the relationship between Varvara and Dasha?  and why did Varvara keep firing all of Dasha’s governesses and teachers? Is she protecting her or keeping her under her thumb?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        It did feel a bit like she saw others potentially influencing Dasha away from her. Varvara's very possessive about what's 'hers', and wouldn't like that threatened.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        I think this is 100% correct. It’s an influence thing. Varvara can be very generous, but there’s always a control element too. (That’s why she was pissed that Dasha’s brother, Ivan Shatov, didn’t come straight to her when he was kicked out of university and chose to make his own way instead.) I’m sure the lack of control she has over Nikolai only makes her impulse to control others even worse.


    


    
        Limenea (+4)

        This puzzled me. I was interpreting their relationship as a mother and daughter one, or something resembling it: Dasha has been with Varvara since she was a child, and Varvara's only other kid is away. But then there was that passage about firing all her tutors, and even Stepan himself, because of... jealousy? Trying to stop their romantic advances on her?? The context pointed this way, but I am so confused. Varvara controlling Dasha, on the other hand, makes a bit more sense, but why would she then separate her from Stepan?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I felt like Stepan was a special case, like the other tutors were fired because Varvara didn’t want them gaining an influence over Dasha (or because none of them were good enough for her little Mini-Me). But with Stepan it seemed like it was more a case of jealousy. The narrator made a point of stating that Dasha had become very pretty and that Stepan had noticed it. And I think Varvara noticed him noticing. But she could also be trying to keep Dasha and Stepan more dependent on her by not letting them form a friendship/alliance with each other, I suppose.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        She seems to have certain unexplained triggers that cause her to fire or cut short lessons: When Stepan Trofimovitch had finished, and as he was going informed his pupil that the next time he would deal with “The Story of the Expedition of Igor,” Varvara Petrovna suddenly got up and announced that there would be no more lessons. Stepan Trofimovitch winced, but said nothing, and Dasha flushed crimson. It put a stop to the scheme, however.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        In the case of Stepan, I thought the implication was that Varvara got jealous. I figured that’s why it was mentioned that Dasha was very pretty and that Stepan had taken notice of her prettiness. Varvara saw them interacting during that one lesson and couldn’t handle it. Of course, the less optimistic way of interpreting it is that Varvara didn’t want Stepan or Dasha to have each other for support, that she wanted each to be dependent on her and her alone. But I just can’t quite bring myself to be that pessimistic 😅


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I think it’s Varvara being possessive. No body is ever good enough for her etc etc. it’s odd that she then pairs her with Stepan.
I’m still trying to understand her motivations.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Question prompt: What do you think about Stepan’s attitude toward Pyotr (Petrusha)? Do you think he’s actually interested in having a father-son relationship? What do you think of his plan to patch things up by giving Pyotr 15,000 roubles and “pressing ce cher fils to his heart”?


    


    
        2whitie (+8)

        Given his flippant towards Pyotr thus far (and his personality), I think that Stephan likes the idea of a father-son relationship, but can never focus enough on anyone but himself and Varvara to put the worm in needed to have one.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I think you hit it on the head here. He likes the idea of it more than the responsibility of it.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        While it is reasonable to want to pay his son what he is  owed, his reason for doing it ( or at least the excuse he gave Varvara) seems completely screwball - “This would set the parents of the last generation—and people of the last generation generally—in such a disinterested and magnanimous light in comparison with the new frivolous and socialistic younger generation” WTF? Do you think Pyotr would care? He just wants the money he is entitled to!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Stepan seems to have this bad habit where he thinks of everything in terms of high-minded philosophical ideals and expects other people to think the same way. Only most people don’t give a single crap about that. They do care when you mismanage the finances of the land they entrusted to you, though!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        

Liza, who used to be thrilled by these stories,


would imitate Stepan Trofimovich at home in a very funny way. He
found out about it, and once caught her unawares. Embarrassed,
Liza threw herself into his arms and burst out crying. So did Stepan
Trofimovich, from rapture. But Liza soon left, and only Dasha
remained.He sounds like such a fun uncle. This makes the betrothal so much worse.


"Mais, ma bonne amie, a third time, and at my age... and to such


a child!" he said at last. "Mais c'est une enfant!Exactly!


You are very intelligent and learned,


but you understand nothing of life, you need a nanny constantly
looking after you. I will die, and what will become of you? And she
will be a good nanny for you; she's a modest girl, firm, reasonable;To care for an old man as his nanny, the dream of every young girl.


"Excellente amie!" his voice suddenly trembled, "I ... I could


never have imagined that you would decide to give me in marriage
... to some other... woman!"He does love Varvana.


Suddenly there came


news that he had taken part in the composing of some anonymous
tract and was implicated in the case.That lady from the Moonstone has given me ptsd.


"why is it that all these desperate


socialists and communists are at the same time such incredible
misers, acquirers, property-lovers, so much so that the more socialist
a man is, the further he goes, the more he loves property... why is
it?Human greed knows no economic model.


After which


he brought out a portrait of his little German wife, now twenty years
deceased, and began calling to her plaintively: "Will you forgive
me?" Generally, he was somehow befuddled. And we had a bit to
drink in our grief.Does he believe he failed in raising his son? I'm curious of the narrator, this is the first time we've seen him actively participate in a scene, yet still we know nothing of him.


"And what for? First, it's still possible that nothing will happen..."


"What? Nothing?" the fiancé muttered, now totally flabbergasted.
"Just so. I still have to see... However, everything will be as I've
said, and don't worry, I'll prepare her myself.What? Is Varna just toying with everyone? If Nik ends up going for Liza while she bring this farce to a halt? Part of me hopes the marriage gets shelved, he used to be her teacher after all. Part of me also wants Dasha and Stepan to actually fall for each other and cut Varna out.
#Varvanisms of the day:
1)Oh, empty, empty, pusillanimous
man!"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Yeah, when I first read this and Stepan objected to the huge age gap, I was so relieved. I know social mores were different back then, but 33 years is extreme even for the 19th century. Well done, Stepan. Whatever else happens, you’re all right by me.
He loves Varvara a LOT :) Not only that, but he seems to have had an unspoken conviction that if he ever got married again, it would be to her 😭
I could be wrong, but I think the German wife was Stepan’s second wife, while Petrusha’s mother was his first. So he’s probably just being melodramatic and apologizing for marrying another woman after the second one. But, I mean, they were married for less than a year, like, two decades ago—I think it’s probably ok for him to move on at this point. Just not with 20-year-old 😬


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        He doesn’t love her! He is just so hugely arrogant that he thinks she must love him, and the fact that she is marrying him off to another woman is a dent to his pride. He only thinks of her like a mother - primarily as the source of money so he doesn’t have to work, but also he is scared of her, because he knows she can take his lazy lifestyle away whenever she wants. I didn’t realise that he had an estate of his own - THAT HE WAS SUPPOSED TO BE LOOKING AFTER for his son!
Now I am worrying about the 50 ex-serfs who live on the land who have probably had a pretty shit time over the past few years as the absentee landlord lets the estate deteriorate without investing in necessary improvements or basic land management.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Haha noooooo, they’re in love, ok? Let me live in my happy, fluffy interpretation 😂
You’re not wrong in what you say—I think there’s definitely arrogance and laziness mixed in there. But I choose to believe there’s actual love too. (Not saying any romantic entanglement between the two would be entirely HEALTHY, mind you.)


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+5)

        

I could be wrong, but I think the German wife was Stepan’s second wife, while Petrusha’s mother was his first.

You're right. Pyotr is a son of Stepan and his first wife (not the German one).


    


    
        Belkotriass (+5)

        Yes, a 33-year age difference is intense. When Dasha was being arranged to marry Stepan, this painting “The Unequal Marriage” came to my mind https://fr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Union_mal_assortie#/media/Fichier:Pukirev_ner_brak.jpg
They would have looked similar together.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Oh woooooow, the fact that the painting’s called “The Unequal Marriage” at least shows that people recognized the problems caused by that big of an age difference, which is encouraging. The only mitigating factor for Stepan and Dasha would be that Stepan is really childish, so at least the gap in maturity isn’t as huge as it might have been 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        What's sad is Varva also loves him but pride and stubbornness.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I’m sayin’! If only they’d just follow their hearts! 🥺💔


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        No, but why did his line about being given in marriage make me feel so sad? It was just so pitiful


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        :( :( :( The fact that he even acknowledges Varvara’s authority to give him away as she chooses! And then her response is, “You’re not a girl. Only girls are given away in marriage. You are taking a wife.” Is he though??? Can we really say he’s “taking” anything, when he has no choice in the matter???


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Yes! He seemed to acknowledge that too when he said he mistook the word, because used ‘correctly’ he would have said “… that you would let me marry some other woman”, still identifying Varvara as the one with the power to who he marries. Making him so right when he says “c’est égal” - poor man!
This scene really broke my heart! It was entertaining and funny, and as usual, I love how emotional Stepan is. But, oh! I feel so bad for him!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        He just has no control over his own life, and while you could say a lot of that is his own fault for getting into this arrangement with Varvara in the first place, I don’t think he knew at the beginning just how much control he was ceding. Now, granted, he might have decided it was a fair trade-off even if he had known, given how lazy he is 😝 But still, it’s hard not to feel for the guy at least a little!


    


    
        2whitie (+6)

        Guest Prompt: What do you think of our narrator so far? Does he seem reliable? Friendlier to certain characters than others?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        I think he’s basically reliable, but not omniscient, so his take on things might sometimes be his best guess. He knows less about Varvara than he does about Stepan, and even less about Dasha, so we can’t get much of a read on Dasha’s feelings and motivations from his perspective. He has a lot of affection for Stepan but also seems very aware of the man’s flaws, so I think he’s representing him more or less accurately. Overall the narrator seems to be a good-natured and patient guy, though I sense his patience is not limitless.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I like him more than the other characters. He seems to have a reasonably realistic  picture of the faults of the other people in his town, but somehow is nice enough to stick by them anyway.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        He seems pretty reliable. There seems to be some humour about him, but he can also be critical to a point. I wonder if we'll find out anything more about him?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Question prompt: What impression do you have of Pyotr so far? Do you think he’s as much of a “revolutionary” as Stepan believes?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Stepan is so easily brought to tears: Liza, overcome with confusion, flung herself into his arms and shed tears; Stepan Trofimovitch wept too with delight.
This is in stark contrast any modern Russian movie or TV show where the men rarely if ever shed a tear.
Varvara seems to be buttering up Stepan and saying a lot of flattering things about him in order to get him to marry Dasha. He would rather marry Varvara.
Varvara has her own burst of anger: “Do you understand if I tell you myself that she is an angel of gentleness!” she screamed with sudden fury.
I thought the 8000 that Varvara was going to give Stepan if he married Dasha was for gambling debts, but later it's mentioned as a way to make up for the squandered value of Pyotr’s  property: “And now suddenly this eight thousand which would solve the difficulty would be wafted to him by Varvara Petrovna’s proposition.”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        To be honest, up until very recently American movies and TV shows were the same way. Even now, when you sometimes do see male characters cry, it’s not as normalized as it could be. And they typically don’t sob either. It’s more like tears silently running down their face and maybe a lip quiver or two.
Perhaps Russia and America both independently developed a boys-don’t-cry mentality throughout the 20th century? But I bet they weren’t always that way. At least, 19th century literature seems to indicate they weren’t.
Incidentally, one of the reasons I like older lit is that the male characters are quite openly emotional, which is a breath of fresh air :)


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        I’ve been distracted and busy with work and am now trying to get back into the story. It’s a lot easier when it’s a daily read, keeping track of the names and relationships is a little tricky when you put the book down for a week!
A marriage, well, maybe a marriage. Sounds like it’s very much arranged whether the bride or the groom want it.
Stepan and his estate, oh my goodness. Letting it all go as a result of gambling debts and being too embarrassed to ask for help. Oof.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        QUESTION PROMPT: Stepan tells the narrator: “I’m convinced that [Liputin] not only knows every detail of ‘our’ position, but that he knows something else besides, something neither you nor I know yet, and perhaps never shall, or shall only know when it’s too late, when there’s no turning back!…” Any speculations on what that “something” might be?


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+8)

        This is a great prompt. While I don't know exactly what the excerpt references, perhaps it alludes to the undercurrents of intrigue and conspiracy that lies just beneath the surface.
Both Stepan and the narrator appear to sense an approaching doom, suspecting that Liputin, with his secretive nature, may be more aware of it than they are. We also catch glimpses of a generational divide, with younger characters like Nikolai Stavrogin and Pyotr Verkhovensky positioned against older figures such as Stepan and the narrator. This division hints at the deeper tensions seething beneath the surface, threatening to disrupt the established order.
I believe that although Liputin seems to belong to the older generation, his role as the town gossip allows him to bridge the gap between the more conservative, established segment of society (Stepan and our narrator) and the younger characters who embrace revolutionary ideals (Stavrogin and Verkhovemsky).


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        You might be right! There are all sorts of hints that something is brewing beneath the surface of polite society. There’s also this passage in chapter 3, section 1:
•	⁠“He was in a state of great excitement, and was delighted to have got hold of me for a listener. He began talking of the news of the town, of the arrival of the governor’s wife, “with new topics of conversation,” of an opposition party already formed in the club, of how they were all in a hubbub over the new ideas, and how charmingly this suited him, and so on.”
I think a lot is implied by the phrases “opposition party” and “new ideas,” as well as by Liputin’s general level of excitement.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        I think they’re probably referencing Varvara’s true intentions and feelings about her treatment of Stepan as of late.
Maybe even Dasha’s true feelings on the whole situation.
Hard to tell at this point but it’ll be a good one to revisit.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I like this theory! Guess we’ll find out soon :)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+8)

        

he was


unable to be without me even for two hours, needing me like water
or air.This sounds like severe depression.


"Cher ami, if I hadn't consented she would have been terribly


angry, ter-ri-bly! But still less than she is now that I have
consented."Is she angry because part of her was hoping he'd refuse and instead affirm his love for her? Is this all an elaborate middle school scheme where one pretends they don't like like two by matching him up with three?


he fancied that near her he


would at once find relief from all his present torments and would
even resolve his most important doubts.Is he hoping for Liza to talk some sense into Dasha?


He knew at any moment all the


latest news and all the innermost secrets of our town, mostly of the
nasty sort, and one marveled at the degree to which he took things
to heart that sometimes did not concern him at all.🤣🤣🤣He reminds me of every gossip I've met. They're always more invested in the drama than the actual participants.


Later I grew somewhat cold to his pen;


the tendentious novellas he had been writing lately I liked less than
his first, original creations, in which there was so much ingenuous
poetry; and his most recent works I even did not like at all.The life cycle of an auteur


In spite of his complete self-possession and


perfect knowledge of good manners, he was said to be so vain, to
the point of such hysterics, that he was simply unable to conceal his
authorial petulance, even in those social circles where there was
little interest in literature.Uhhhhh, something you want to tell us Fyodor? We've spent half the chapter on this author.


About a year before, I had read an article of his in a magazine,


written with a terrible pretension to the most naïve poetry and, at
the same time, to psychology.Yeah, this is definitely based on a real person who refused to autograph Fyodor's favourite book.
#Quotes of the week:
1)that is, he clearly
saw that I understood him thoroughly, and that I was even angrywith him, and was himself angry with me for being angry with him
and for understanding him thoroughly.
2)shared isolation is sometimes extremely
damaging to true friendship.
3)Not infrequently it turns out that a
writer to whom an extreme profundity of ideas had long been
attributed, and from whom an extreme and serious influence upon
the movement of society was expected, in the end displays such
thinness and puniness in his basic little idea that no one is even
sorry that he has managed to write himself out so quickly. But the
old graybeards do not notice this and get angry. Their vanity,
precisely towards the end of their career, sometimes takes on
proportions worthy of wonder.


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        I’m going with Varvara being unable to articulate her feelings for Stepan so she plays these miserable games with him to the point they are both miserable. lol.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I feel like Varvara can’t quite accept how much she loves this absolutely ridiculous man. Meanwhile, for his part, Stepan seems unable to openly acknowledge how much he loves this “unattractive” and “prosaic” woman—and also he’s kind of scared of her. So they’re both trapped in hell together and neither of them is brave enough to get them out of it 😭


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I do think Varvara was hoping in her heart of hearts that he’d refuse on grounds of his love for her. I don’t think she would have been satisfied with anything less than Stepan falling to his knees and declaring, “My darling, it’s only you that I love, I cannot love another!” But Stepan’s too much of a coward to do that, so Varvara is left frustrated and resentful.
It hadn’t occurred to me that Stepan might be hoping for Liza to talk sense into Dasha, but it’s possible! Liza and Dasha are friends, after all. I more read it as Stepan wanting someone around who’d be nice and solicitous toward him. He remembers how much Liza loved him as a kid and is hoping to get some of that sweet, sweet affirmation to comfort him in his darkest hour.
Karmazinov is actually a parody of Ivan Turgenev, who wrote Fathers and Sons. It would appear that Dostoevsky really, really couldn’t stand him :P


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Karmazinov is actually a parody of Ivan Turgenev, who wrote Fathers and Sons. It would appear that Dostoevsky really, really couldn’t stand him :P

🤣🤣it shows.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Liza’s in town, and so is the famous writer Karmazinov! The narrator has a little crush on the former and a supremely awkward first meeting with the latter. I didn’t find anything that requires context in this one, so I thought I’d just review a couple of characters and then share something fun from r/dostoevsky !
LIZA TUSHIN - Stepan’s former student, Praskovya Drozdov’s daughter, and would-be match for Nikolai. She’s finally made her appearance in town. And the YOUNG OFFICER is with her, which doesn’t bode well for Varvara’s plan to get Liza and Nikolai hitched.
THE YOUNG OFFICER - Yulia von Lembke’s relative and LIZA’s cousin. However, he’s only her cousin legally, not genetically, since he’s the nephew of her stepdad and not her biological dad. Just thought I’d put that out there, since cousin-romance is a pretty uncomfortable concept for a lot of us. I promise this guy does get an actual name at some point.
KARMAZINOV - Another of Yulia von Lembke’s relatives. A famous writer with a very high opinion of himself, whom Varvara is hoping to impress via Stepan. The narrator has had an awkward run-in with Karmazinov and doesn’t paint a very likable picture of him. By the way, it’s widely assumed that Karmazinov is a stand-in for the writer Ivan Turgenev, who was just the kind of Western-centric liberal Dostoevsky was satirizing in Demons. Dostoevsky’s contempt for Turgenev was so intense that it’s almost funny.
And now for something fun: a third-person account of Dostoevsky’s behavior toward a young aspiring writer named Anyuta. This piece is hilarious, but I don’t recommend reading it if you’re sensitive to second-hand embarrassment. Dosto comes across a complete weirdo in it 😂
https://www.reddit.com/r/dostoevsky/s/zerayQmWCo
Essentially, after having her first piece of writing published, Anyuta has the opportunity to meet Dostoevsky through her parents’ connections. She is over the moon to meet such a famous writer. Unfortunately, Dostoevsky completely misreads the situation and thinks he’s courting her 🫣 Some highlights include:
- Dostoevsky’s new story idea about a guy who has forced himself on a 10-year-old girl, which Dostoevsky talks about in front of literal children. And Anyuta’s mother going, “Jesus Christ, Fyodor, can you NOT!?”
- Dostoevsky trying to completely monopolize Anyuta’s time at a party and getting miffed when her mother says Anyuta needs to talk to other guests.
- Dostoevsky randomly coming to the conclusion that Anyuta’s mother is trying to marry her off to one of the other party guests against her will. And the awkward outburst that follows, in which he accuses Anyuta’s mother, in front of all the party guests, of being willing to do anything to get rid of her daughter.
- Dostoevsky throwing an extended tantrum as it becomes clear that Anyuta’s interest in him is professional rather than romantic. And Anyuta’s decision to deal with it by intentionally doing things to piss him off, like telling him that Pushkin sucks. She’s a hero in my book 😂
Never meet your idols, kids!
(NOTE: Dostoevsky got married to his second wife, Anna, six months after this incident.)


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+5)

        Reading all of that was an absolute riot! Dostoevsky sounds like such a dork, but weirdly I'm like "I want to be friends with that weirdo" after reading it. I'd hate to be Anyuta, though!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        LOL everything I’ve read seems to indicate that he was capable of being warm and convivial or rather clueless and emotionally unstable, depending on how his life was going. I think it would be interesting and entertaining to have him around, provided he didn’t get the wrong end of the stick and think you were angling for a marriage proposal 😂


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+4)

        I'm a straight dude, so me giving him the mistaken impression of asking for a marriage proposal might play out a bit differently. Probably like something straight out of a Shakespeare comedy (or a Dostoevsky novel, really)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Hahaha 😂


    


    
        Belkotriass (+5)

        Oh wow, what stories! I love this stuff. Dostoevsky is quite a character, of course.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        He really comes across like a character in one of his own stories!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        That was very interesting - but yeah, he does come across as a rather awkward weirdo!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        That’s writers for ya! (I say this as a writer who is often around other writers, though none anywhere near as famous as Dosto 😝)


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I'm in no place to judge, believe me 😂


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        Prompt - so what do you think of Karmazinov? And why was he carrying an old-fashioned lady’s reticule?


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        I like our narrator even more now because of the way he called out Karmazinov for his awful self-displaying article about the shipwreck. Maybe the narrator is Dostoevsky? Karmazinov sounds even more pretentious than Stepan.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Our narrator was so funny in that section with Karmazinov. Karmanizov definitely seems rather full of himself.


    


    
        2whitie (+3)

        That section was absolutely unhinged. It took up nearly two whole pages in my edition


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        I don't know, I mean the narrator doesn't really like much of Karmazinov's writing yet acts like a fan boy upon meeting him. I think the incident reflected more to the detriment of the narrator than Karmazinov.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Yeah the narrator comes across a little starstruck, right? Like, the way he acts around Karmazinov is not dignified at ALL, simply because Karmazinov is famous. I think that’s why the narrator is so embarrassed afterward.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        I just want to know who the narrator is, I do think you are on the right track that the narrator seems like Dostoevsky or at least a stand in for him at this point. What a strange lot he hung out with if that’s the case.
As for Karmazinov, I could picture him so well especially when they were making fun/critiquing  of his article about the shipwreck.
The modern day version of this reminds me of the social media crowd who put themselves in comprising situations for the views.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeeeeeessss like influencers who go to impoverished or dangerous areas to film videos that are all about them, like “Look what a brave and compassionate person I am coming to a crappy place this, like and subscribe plz.”


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        That's exactly what i was thinking of here


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh god, Karmazinov seems awful—so affected and self-important. I suspect the reticule thing was meant to be a dig at Karmazinov’s fashionable effeminacy, but I might be thinking too hard about it.


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        Varvara would be angrier at Stepan if he accepts Dasha than if he refuses her?
Stepan to the narrator: “Cher ami; if I had not agreed she would have been dreadfully angry, dreadful-ly! But yet less than now that I have consented.”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Yeah, I think Varvara wanted him to refuse, but she wanted him to do it specifically because he’s so desperately in love with her. But Stepan is a coward and also seems never to have explicitly admitted—not to the narrator, maybe not even to himself—that he loves Varvara. Hence Varvara’s intense frustration and seemingly contradictory behavior.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+4)

        We've had an interesting turn of themes in this chapter I think - today it's the universal theme of 'Don't meet your heroes'.
Dostoevsky also has profound observations on the comings and goings of writers. This might be a bad example but I immediately think of JK Rowling - a modern example. She really has written herself out. 'Her vanity sometimes, towards the end of her career, reaches proportions that may well evoke wonder.'
Good writers evoke a lot of adoration because they initially only wrote when they had smtg to say - the Harry Potter series was a treasure trove of love and wonder. Towards the end of their careers, the fame that these writers obtain, compel them to say things just for the sake of saying things. We all know how JK destroyed her own reputation for no good reason. Bizarre rlly.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        There comes a point in a famous artist’s career where people stop saying no and pushing back on their worst impulses. That time came for JK Rowling long ago, and it seems it’s come for Karmazinov too!


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Stepan must have been utterly insufferable to be around during this time. Vervara is refusing to see him, the narrator is having to dash around with a cover story, and the narrator might be crushing on Liza a little. That’s nothing to do with Stepan being gloomy, but I wanted to mention it.
The narrator’s encounter with the author in the street was mortifying! Poor thing. The author mocking him was pretty unpleasant too.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        We have one more character making his appearance in these sections: Alexey Kirillov! As best I can recollect, we’ve now encountered (or at least heard about) all of the main players in this story. So congratulations, all—no more major characters to try to remember! (Watch me eat my words when another character appears that I’d forgotten about, but I THINK that’s all :P)
With that, let’s take a look at some of the cultural and political references in sections 3 and 4.
REDECORATING STEPAN’S PARLOR
- “I’m sending you a Bokhara rug and two china vases. I’ve long been meaning to make you a present of them, and I’m sending you my Teniers, too, for a time!”
According to Google, a Bokhara rug is an oriental rug originating in the city of Bokhara, Uzbekistan. The pictures make them look pretty nice! David Teniers the Younger (1610-1690) was a Flemish baroque painter. Basically, Varvara’s trying to make Stepan’s house look more impressive to Karmazinov.
L’HOMME QUI RIT
- “Here is my unopened letter which she sent me back yesterday, here on the table under the book, under L’Homme qui rit.”
Stepan has a copy of Victor Hugo’s 1869 book The Man Who Laughs (L’Homme qui rit, in the original French). The story centers around Gwynplaine, a young nobleman horribly disfigured as a child whose face is now stuck in a creepy, permanent grin. There’s a famous German expressionist film adaptation of this story from 1928, which stars Conrad Veidt as Gwynplaine. Veidt’s portrayal of Gwynplaine helped inspired another famous character: Batman’s nemesis, the Joker.
PEACE CONGRESS
- “He demands already more than a hundred million heads for the establishment of common sense in Europe; many more than they demanded at the last Peace Congress.”
There were a lot of “peace congresses” in Europe during the 19th century. I’m assuming Liputin is referring to the 1856 Congress of Paris, which was held to negotiate peace between the warring powers (including Russia) in the Crimean War. Now, I’m not entirely sure what Liputin means when he implies that the peace congress demanded heads. I know Russia’s stated reason for fighting in the Crimean War was to secure safety and better treatment for Orthodox Christians living in the Ottoman Empire. Since Russia kind of lost out in the treaty drafted by this congress, perhaps Liputin is equating the congress’s decisions with a large number of dead Orthodox Christians? That’s my best guess, but honestly it’s a total shot in the dark. Please correct me if you have any expertise in this area of history!


    


    
        samole (+7)

        Re. peace congress: yes, Liputin probably meant Paris Treaty of 1856. Russia lost protectorate over Serbia, Moldavia, and Walachia, which were recognized as not-quite-independent states under the sovereignty of the Ottoman Empire. Also, Russia conceded Southern Bessarabia to Moldavia. As the population in those territories was predominantly Orthodox Christian, that treaty was not met with joy in Russia.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Thank you for confirming! I’m glad to know I was roughly near the target with my guesses. I know so very little about the Crimean War. My knowledge of Russian military engagements prior to the 20th century is generally limited to wars in which Japan was also involved, and even then it’s pretty cursory. So I’m venturing way, WAY out of my depth here :P


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        So many names and relationships to keep track of! I hope that you’re correct insofar as there are no more major characters to be introduced, I feel we have an excellent selection now.
I am enjoying the interactions between Stepan and everyone around him who may (or may not!) have his interests at heart. He seems like a reasonably intelligent man who is somehow almost permanently flustered by something or another. I enjoyed that Vervara is returning his letters unopened but simultaneously sending notes each day.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I think later on there will be a few new names, but for the most part we’ve met or heard about everyone important at this point.
Varvara is so mad at Stepan right now, and yet she can’t stop communicating with him. I think it’s a control thing…but maybe also something else 😉


    


    
        jongopostal (+2)

        Why do you constantly foreshadow? 
Am i the only one who gets annoyed by this? 
Yes, i know. You've read the book three times already. Congratulations.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I personally like knowing who new is worth remembering, I have such a poor memory and Russian names I always have a hard time keeping straight (though to my defence, I’ve heard this is a common problem).
Group discussions I always find carry the risk of spoiling something new, even in something as simple as learning more about the context - I think it just comes with the territory. Pro is it can enrich the experience but con is it can elude to what’s to come. To personally combat this, books I want to experience I will read alone and books I want contextualized (usually literary books) I will read in a group


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        My understanding is that you can block me and my comments will be automatically collapsed for you, so that seems like a good solution.


    


    
        2whitie (+9)

        \kicks down door\ Alright I actually have a lot of questions about this section.
1. Why was Stephan so worried about Liputin arriving? The narrator seems confused too, so I guess I'm not alone.
2. Why did Kirillov come with Liputin in the first place? They seem to be at odds about...everything, really. Why not just blow Liputin off?
3. What does everyone mean when they say "Known the Russian People?"
4. Would Stephan have taken more interest in Pyotr if Pyotr had seemed to be an artistic type early one? Or was Stephan just trying to justify abandoning his child to himself?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        1. We don’t know for sure yet, but Stepan seems to think Liputin knows something that can be used against him or at least spread around as really embarrassing gossip!
2. This I don’t know. Maybe Kirillov is just a down-for-whatever kind of guy, despite being violently annoyed at Liputin at the moment?
3. Lol the funniest part about claiming to “know the Russian People” is the that Stepan’s one of the people doing it. He of “I’d exchange every single peasant in Russia for one stage actress” fame. The guy who said the peasants haven’t done anything worthwhile in a thousand years. Ya know, Man of the People Stepan Trofimovitch. They just mean that they’re sympathetic to and knowledgeable about the struggles of the common man in Russia, which Stepan is demonstrably NOT 😂
4. I think it’s mostly the latter, but a little bit the former as well. Stepan says in French that young Pyotr was “like a little idiot,” indicating he saw no intellectual promise whatsoever in his son. If Pyotr had been more obviously gifted as a child…well, I don’t think Stepan would have stepped up, exactly, but he would have been more interested and eager to claim him, and that might have led to more interaction between them. Alas, Pyotr was a timid bundle of anxiety who didn’t appear particularly impressive. Poor little Petrusha :(


    


    
        2whitie (+8)

        The AUDACITY of Stephan, honestly. I have no idea how he said that with a straight face or complere lack of self awareness


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Oh my god right??? I wanna slap him! I believe he has moments of self-awareness, like when he first realized he was Varvara’s dependent. This is not one of those moments, however.


    


    
        vhindy (+6)

        1. I can't tell if this is Stephan's character being paranoid or if there's more to this story that we will find out later. The narrator seems to be alluding to the fact that we will find out later.
2. Frankly, everyone in this story's motivations are a bit of a mystery to me. We are 100 or so pages in and I still feel like I don't fully understand anyone.
3. I'm assuming it means that while the man is Russian he has spent his life away from Russia. Sort of in the same way someone can be a Mexican American or Russian American and not necessary have a complete connection to the country they are descended from.
4. I think Stepan was just selfish and was looking for any excuse to abandon him at the time. Seems to be in line with character.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        At this point I would say Stepan’s motivation is to avoid being forced to marry, Varvara’s motivation is to force Stepan to marry so she can clear the way for Nikolai to marry Liza, and the narrator’s motivation is to stop having to bear the brunt of Stepan’s emotional neediness 😂 But you’re right, the other characters’ motivations are still rather opaque.


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        Prompt - is Kirillov a spy?


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        Remember at the start of the book how Stepan was really paranoid about somebody keeping track of him for his supposed radical writings (and we laughed with the narrator because he is such a small fish that no one cares)?
Well now we have Kirillov turning up and he tags along with Liputin for no apparent reason, NOT researching  an article about the causes of the increase in suicide but meeting people in the town, listening to conversations and gossip, asking questions, and not talking much about himself. And then “You say seriously that he crossed his pillow?” the engineer asked suddenly with marked curiosity.” 
What is that about unless he is a spy?
Maybe that is the secret Liputin holds?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Very interesting idea! Kirillov is a mysterious figure and his motivations are almost entirely unclear. All we know is that he has some radical notions. I do think his presence in the town goes way beyond trying to get a job building a bridge—the bridge seems really secondary and almost isn’t mentioned until Stepan makes his little joke at the end of section 4. Then again, the conversation is being steered mostly by Liputin, so maybe he’s skewing it toward the salacious? Hard to know at this point!


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        Hmm, I hadn't thought of that but maybe you're on to something. Would definitely explain the constant reference back to Stepan's paranoia


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+8)

        

On the piece of paper, in Varvara Petrovna's hand, were


written just two words: "Stay home."
Stepan Trofimovich silently grabbed his hat and stick and went
quickly to the door;🤣🤣🤣The revolutionary in him is finally coming out. Maybe 'BIG BROTHER' was Varna all along.


Liputin noticed very wellhow extremely frightened Stepan Trofimovich was, and this


apparently pleased him.Why is he pleased? Does he have something going on with the Drozkovs?


"I just left him... he'll be coming himself," Mr. Kirillov again


hastened to get off. He was decidedly angry.I think he and Petrosha are having a sour patch. Or maybe he's mad at Stepan because his son has been bad mouthing him.


A nervous boy, you know,


very sensitive and ... fearful. Before going to sleep, he'd bow to the
ground and make a cross over his pillow, so as not to die in the
night...Why reveal such intimate details about your son. Especially in front of a gossip like Lippie.


"He's studying, he's studying," Liputin picked up, "he's already


begun studying, and is composing a most curious article on the
reasons for the increasing number of suicides in Russia and generally
on the reasons for the increase or restriction of the spread of
suicides in society.I would blame it on the vodka. Imperial Russia made lots of money by selling vodka to it's people and constantly encouraging them to drink. It served the dual purpose of lining their coffers and keeping people too drained to revolt. It's one of the reasons the communists tried to end the drinking culture when they first took over. But Stalin realized how effective it was an brought it back, now with the power of industry.


its moral side, so to speak, he doesn't


touch on that at all, he even rejects morality itself outright, and
holds to the newest principle of universal destruction for the sake of
good final goals.Ahhh yes, the archetypical Dostoyevsky character. I was waiting for him to show up.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)This is not the first time that
Stepan Verkhovensky will have to repel despotism with magnanimity


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        - LOL watch out, everyone, Stepan has HAD it! He’s copping an attitude and on his worst behavior!
- I think Liputin is pleased because he’s a dick, lol 😝 I don’t know if there’s any greater reason than that. The way he keeps riling Kirillov up seems to show that he just loves upsetting people.
- Yeah, it’s not very nice to be like, “Let me tell you how much of a wuss my kid was when he was little. Also he was really stupid.” It’s like Stepan is trying to justify not having taken an interest in Petrusha for his entire childhood. Though something tells me even Stepan sees how inadequate those justifications are. The way he keeps repeating, “I have not seen Petrusha in so long…” leads me to believe he feels guilty on some level. Not guilty enough to have been a good dad to Petrusha at any point, BUT.
- Stalin should have banned drinking for himself lol! Everything I’ve read about his personal life makes him sound like the biggest, most off-the-rails alcoholic who ever lived 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        I can't wait to see the dynamic between them when Petrosha finally returns. I also wonder if Nik's change is permanent or if he'll sink back into his old ways.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh man the reunion between Stepan and Petrusha promises to be reality show-levels of messy. I don’t think giving Pyotr 15K and clasping him to his bosom is gonna work out the way Stepan thinks it is. We haven’t heard too much about what’s going on with Nikolai in these last few sections; god only know what lunacy he might be getting up to :P


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        Liputin likes causing drama and upset. Stepan's such a mess right now, his nerves are shot to pieces, he's constantly on edge, and now there's the prospect of his long neglected son showing up!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Liputin is SUCH a messy b*tch; I love it but also hate him as a person 😂 Stepan is really going through it! And while you could say a lot of his problems are of his own making, you still gotta sympathize a little bit. I’d be falling to pieces too in his position!


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        rather ominous, Liputin says of Kirillov: “He demands already more than a hundred million heads for the establishment of common sense in Europe; many more than they demanded at the last Peace Congress. Alexey Nilitch goes further than anyone in that sense.”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Very ominous indeed! We don’t know the full details on Kirillov’s beliefs yet, but Liputin doesn’t exactly make them sound warm and fuzzy 😬


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I'm guessing that Kirillov is not here to build a bridge. Seems more like he is writing some sort of nihilist paper or something similar.
It seems like Liputin is just shit stirring here, as Kirillov does not know much about the people he is supposedly intimate friends with. Maybe he paid him to just act like he is friends with Stephan's son.


"you must inevitably look with wonder on us who are Russians to the backbone, and we must feel the same about you. Mais cela passera."

Stephan insists he is Russian to the backbone. Then, immediately starts speaking French. LOL!
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        rolomoto (+12)

        Liputin refers to Nikolai as the prince, the general and his excellency… kind of confusing.
I wonder what this refers to: "In a flash, I recalled his conjecture that Liputin knew not only more than we did about our affair, but something else which we should never know."
Liputin is such a gossip and scandalmonger but blames it on Stepan: “Stepan Trofimovitch, it’s all very well for you to cry out about slander and spying, and at the very time observe that you wring it all out of me, and with such immense curiosity too.”


    


    
        hocfutuis (+9)

        I love how he was blaming Stepan for all of his gossip, but was doing it more or less completely unprompted! The man is such a yapper


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Oh for SURE, he’s Archduke Yapper, King Yapper, Eternal Celestial Emperor of the Glorious Kingdom of Yapperton 😂 It’s so funny that I can’t entirely bring myself to hate him. I mean, I DO hate him, as a human being. But he adds such a fun element of sleaze and chaos to the scenes he’s in.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        All these guys are such bad gossips but Stepan seems to have to know everything like he’s afraid of some scandal of his to be placed out in the open


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        Liputin drops some hot goss on Stepan and the narrator, and Stepan is reeling! Nikolai, Lebyadkin, Lebyadkin’s “crazy” sister, a “most honorable young lady,” and 300 (1000?) roubles…what does it all mean?? While we wait to find out, here are my notes for this chapter :)
PETCHORIN
- “Grand gentlemen with little wings like the ancient cupids, lady-killing Petchorins!”
Grigory Alexandrovich Petchorin is the hero of Mikhail Lermontov’s 1840 novel A Hero of Our Time. He’s sensitive, arrogant, nihilistic, and—relevant to the comparison Liputin’s trying to make—a seducer of women. According to the summary on good old Wikipedia, “Pechorin treats women as an incentive for endless conquests and does not consider them worthy of any particular respect.”
NIKOLAI AND THE HONORABLE YOUNG LADY
- “But I’m ready to believe that it’s nonsense, and I’m distressed at the story, for, take it as you will, a girl of an honourable reputation is implicated first over the seven hundred roubles, and secondly in unmistakable intimacy with Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch.”
Liputin’s explanation of the situation with Nikolai and Lebyadkin feels sort of oblique to me, so I thought I’d summarize here in case anyone missed it. It’s pretty important to subsequent sections!
The rumor is that Nikolai sent 300 roubles to the Lebyadkins (Captain Lebyadkin, who’s the one-time lover of Virginsky’s wife, and an as-yet-unnamed mentally ill sister) care of “a most honorable young lady.” The honorable young lady gave these 300 roubles to the Lebyadkins. Afterward, Captain Lebyadkin heard that Nikolai had actually sent 1000 roubles, not 300, and assumed the honorable young lady pocketed the remaining 700. So he’s pissed about this “theft.”
That same honorable lady is implicated in “unmistakeable intimacy” with Nikolai. In other words, she and Nikolai had a sexual relationship. Liputin says he has the honor of knowing this young lady, and since he and Stepan run in the same social circle, the implication would be that Stepan knows her too…


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        Thanks for the last part, I was trying to understand which was the young lady and thought for a moment they meant the captain’s crazy sister.
It seems like we have not been told who she is yet. Also a good catch on Stepan knowing her too.


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        Prompt - do you feel like you know what is going on in this book? Did this chapter help, or make things worse?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        Some parts were helpful but then new mysteries introduced, so I feel break-even. A lot of hints at things I hope will become clear soon because they seem juicy…
I did struggle with a dialogue portions when I wasn’t quite sure who was the one talking though
And it took me way too long to figure out Mr. Kirillov is the same person as Alexei Nilych


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        “and it took me way too long to figure out Mr Kirillov is the same person as Alexei Nilych” IKR !! 🤦‍♀️


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        The names! No matter how much Russian lit I read, I will never get used to it


    


    
        jongopostal (+5)

        I struggled to put those two names together as well. 
A lot of things cleared up when i reread some portions after figuring it out.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        The Garnett version is maddening because long dialogues and monologues go on without much note of who's speaking!


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I don’t know if it’s just the Garnett version, I’m reading the Katz and it’s the same thing


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        No and much much worse🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Yeah these sections are kind of hard! I think it’s largely down to the way Liputin talks. He keeps exaggerating and making up lies (??) about Alexey Nilitch Kirillov, so it’s not clear what the truth is with him. Then he keeps calling Nikolai “the prince” and “the general” and other nicknames, while the woman who (maybe???) had a sexual relationship with Nikolai is just called “the honorable young lady.” He’s doing a lot of hinting and insinuation, so it’s difficult to pick up what he’s dropping unless you read his words veeeeerrrry carefully and probably multiple times.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        I was fairly lost with this one. It's clear Nikolai is up to some kind of nonsense again, and Liputin is still a big mouth!


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        This was a more convoluted chapter but it’s why I appreciate the chat, because it helps me piece together things I’d otherwise miss.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+3)

        I'm glad it's not just me! I was a bit lost in this section!


    


    
        Belkotriass (+8)

        Another thought to consider: what’s your take on the narrator? He’s seemingly well-connected— he’s involved in conversations—yet we know surprisingly little about him. This Mr. G. could be leading us readers astray, recounting events inaccurately. There might even be a twist where we discover he’s forgotten everything, jumbled the facts, or is intentionally deceiving us.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        That’s the thing, he totally could be! The reader is forced to trust him because he’s our only window into these strange characters and this strange little society. The only thing I would say is that, so far, he hasn’t said anything that would particularly benefit him, so his lying would serve little purpose. But there’s still a lot of book left to go…


    


    
        Belkotriass (+3)

        Yeah, The narrator may lack a specific goal; he might simply delight in fabricating stories or sowing confusion. It's an intriguing detail that, unlike in "Crime and Punishment," (for example) the narrator here is an unreliable character rather than just the author, who like a god knows everything about his characters. This narrative distance serves a purpose (???), creating a unique storytelling perspective.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        If I'm not mistaken he narrates stuff to which he was not a witness nor heard second hand, so how does he know about it?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Most of what I noticed could be explained from him hearing things second-hand, even though it’s rather unrealistic, especially to the amount of detail he gives. But it’s possible, since he’s already said Stepan tells him everything. And I find many odd conversations the narrator passes on are ones Stepan would have heard himself or been told of by Varvara. A bit of a game of telephone, so you’d think some important information is being lost/changed, but I don’t think the book is worried about that.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        I guess I’m in a position that I’ll believe him until I’m forced not to believe him


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+8)

        

'You remember,' she says, 'that four years


ago Nikolai Vsevolodovich, while ill, committed several strange acts,
so that the whole town was puzzled until everything became clear.It was quite an unforgettable time.


'But there could be somethingstrange, peculiar, a certain turn of thought, an inclination towards


certain special views'Is she afraid of him becoming similar to the revolutionary thinkers that once belittled her and Stepan?


"A gossip, am I!

he said while gossiping.


"I've never yet poured any drink into him, sir, and he's not worth


the money, with all his secrets—that's how much he means to me, I
don't know about you. On the contrary, he's throwing money
around, though twelve days ago he came to beg me for fifteen
kopecks, and he's pouring champagne into me, not I into him.🤣🤣🤣He just randomly starts gossiping about Lebaydkin while defending himself from accusations of being a gossip.


Bewildered, Stepan Trofimovich observed the two quarreling men.


They were giving themselves away and, moreover, were being quite
unceremonious about it. It occurred to me that Liputin had brought
this Alexei Nilych to us precisely so as to draw him into theconversation he wanted through a third person—his favorite
maneuver.I'm beginning to think we should have been following Liputin instead of Stepan this whole time. This man is the CIA🤣


It's easy for you, Stepan Trofimovich, an


inveterate bachelor, to talk this way and call me a gossip on account
of His Excellency. But if you, being the fine fellow you still are, were
to marry a pretty and young one, you might just keep your door
bolted against our prince, and build barricades in your own house!Yeah, I can't blame him. His wife got assaulted and he's being asked his opinions on the perpetrator by said perp's mother. Sticky situation for anyone.


But why go far: if this Mademoiselle Lebyadkin, who gets whipped


with knouts, weren't mad and bow-legged, by God, I'd think it was
she who was the victim of our general's passions, and that this is
what Captain Lebyadkin has suffered 'in his familial dignity,' as he
himself puts it.Who whipped her? Isn't that something reserved as corporal punishment for school kids? Also is she a lady of the night? Are her clients beating her or is Lebaydkin?


"There was an incident here, sirs, just think: 

How many topics is this man going to gossip about🤣🤣🤣


It's nothing for


His Excellency to disgrace the noblest girl or to defame another
man's wife, just as in that mishap with me, sir!I don't know is Nik is calculating enough to pull of such a prank. His antics seemed impulsive not cunning. And there's the fact that is was all driven by mental illness.
#Liputinisms of the day:
1)And the main thing with them is the female sex: butterflies and
strutting roosters! Landowners with little wings like antique cupids,
lady-killer Pechorins
2)It's easy for you, Stepan Trofimovich, an
inveterate bachelor, to talk this way and call me a gossip on account
of His Excellency. But if you, being the fine fellow you still are, were
to marry a pretty and young one, you might just keep your door
bolted against our prince, and build barricades in your own house!
3)the whole town is clattering, while I just listen and
yes them—yessing's not forbidden, sir.
4)Captain, is your
wise serpent crazy, or not?
5)Any berry will do, so long as it comes his
way while he's in a certain mood.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Liputin literally can’t help himself! Gossiping is like breathing to him. I seriously wonder if he even notices when he’s doing it anymore. I know he has some sort of government post, but does he, like…EVER actually go to work? Watch a sport? Re-stain his deck? Do literally ANYTHING that’s not walking around getting in other people’s sh*t???
Captain Lebyadkin is the one whipping Mademoiselle Lebyadkin, his “crazy” sister, because she has outbursts and he loses his temper with her. “Familial dignity” could mean a few things but I agree that it sounds like sexual impropriety 🤔Liputin states that she “seems to have been seduced by somebody”…
“Any berry will do” for Nikolai, Liputin says. Nice of him to confirm that Nikolai is a ho. It seems clear at this point that Nikolai has slept with SOMEBODY. Possibly multiple somebodies. Possibly ALL the somebodies.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

Liputin literally can’t help himself! Gossiping is like breathing to him. I seriously wonder if he even notices when he’s doing it anymore.

I doubt he notices. To him it's just the natural flow of conversation to speak on everyone's business. If you think about it though, knowing the town gossip is pretty much part of the government's job🤣🤣.


Liputin states that she “seems to have been seduced by somebody”…

Yeah, that's what confirmed it for me. Interesting how Nik can have all the berries he wants, but a woman gets whipped for the same thing.


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        Prompt - who do you think is the “honorable young lady” and did she do it?


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I think they must be talking about Lizaveta, and no I’m sure she wouldn’t have stolen 700 pounds or slept with Nikolai. But who is spreading these stories and why?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        Dasha is the orphan though, is she not? I was thinking it was her, after I reread that bit and noticed the emphasis.
This would suggest Varvara’s concern that something is between Dasha and Nikolai isn’t paranoia, as I assumed. And since Dasha was suddenly betrothed to Stepan, perhaps she took the money to flee and return to Nikolai. This could also be why Varvara isn’t getting back to Stepan about if he has a fiancé or not - she might be awol!  It doesn’t fully check out, since it doesn’t make sense why she’d be delivering the money in the first place, as well as the money is technically being stolen from Nikolai too…


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I'm thinking Dasha? But I'm behind in the reading, maybe you guys know by now.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        Has to be either Dasha or Lizaveta. My guess is Lizaveta


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        I really love how often Liputin is blatantly called out by Stepan and Kirillov. At first I thought Kirillov was just no-nonsense and could simply see through Liputin’s nonsense, but it’s interesting to learn now that he’s had previous problems with him trying to get information… I wonder why he would go anywhere with Liputin then?
Also, when Liputin first mentioned the 1000 roubles brought up to Lebyadkin, I was certain he brought it up (lied) to get Lebyadkin going so he’d be vocal about the fact there was money coming to him at all, outing Nikolai for his indiscretion and therefore getting revenge on him kissing his wife. But it seems Liputin is simply an add-oner and a yesser, not a liar.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        The more I think about it, the more I wonder: why IS Kirillov hanging out with Liputin? Is it just that Kirillov doesn’t have any other friends in this town? Or maybe he wanted to meet Stepan and the rest of the “Dangerous Thinking” crew and knew that Liputin could introduce them? What’s up with you, Alexey Nilitch???


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        I’ve finally caught up with the reading. In general, the male gossip simply blew my mind.
- Prompt: how do male gossips differ from female gossips.
Judging by these chapters - for male gossip, they need to get completely drunk and then they’ll tell each other everything. And when they’re sober, they pretend to be spies: everyone knows that everyone knows, but they don’t say everything and keep silent. They don’t even give many hints, they just make each other nervous.
In general, there are indeed 2 mysterious stories. About Lebyadkin’s mysterious sister, if she really is his sister. That he himself went after her (if he wasn’t in prison for counterfeiting), brought her to the city and then beat her with a whip. This is like a metal object - it’s easy to kill with such a thing. Is she really his sister?
And, of course, the story with the «noble lady» and Nikolai Stavrogin. Why did they raise again the topic of what happened 4 years ago, whether Nikolai went mad then or not. Something really suspicious happened there for him to behave like that. And if they haven’t forgotten in 4 years, maybe they’ll tell us later why he kissed Liputin’s wife, bit her ear, etc. For some reason, I think this is a new character. They’re introducing them in droves here. And it’s likely that she will play a big role.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        I am lost! The names are doing my head in and I feel I’m missing a lot of the subtleties here. Or maybe even the obvious parts. I did enjoy the dispute between Laputin and the engineer, I think his ability to squeeze out scandal and gossip is not to be trifled with or underestimated. Stepan needs to be quite careful.
The completely blase way that they discussed the young woman being whipped twice a day was gross. I hope something is done.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+13)

        Just a couple minor notes for this section. And then I want to talk about my girl Liza a lil bit :)
KALMUCKS
- “Her eyes were set somewhat like a Kalmuck’s, slanting; she was pale and thin in the face with high cheek-bones, but there was something in the face that conquered and fascinated!”
The Kalmucks are a minority ethnic group in the North Caucasus in Russia. They are a primarily Buddhist people from Mongolia, and as such have what we’d typically consider “Asian” eyes. It’s not so nice in English to refer to such eyes as “slanted,” nor is it great that this is mentioned almost as a point against Lisa’s attractiveness, but that’s the 1800s for you 😬 You can see photos of the Kalmucks here: https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kalmyks
CIRCASSIANS
- “He had as a fact hanging on the wall, I don’t know why, two crossed daggers and above them a genuine Circassian sabre”
Another minority ethnic group from the North Caucasus. Their traditional sabre is the Shashka, and it’s pretty dope! Why Stepan, of all people, needs to have one in his house…that’s anyone’s guess 😂 You can see pictures of them here: https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shashka
MAVRIKY NIKOLAEVICH
- “Why do you look at Mavriky Nikolaevitch like that? He is the best and finest man on the face of the globe and you must like him just as you do me!”
The Young Officer finally has a name! Mavriky Nikolaevitch: Liza’s legal (but not genetic) cousin, Yulia von Lembke’s choice of suitor for Liza, and a kind but maybe-not-too-smart man of thirty-three. Apparently he is now Liza’s “constant companion.” Sorry, Varvara!
**
Ok, with my notes out of the way, how sweet is Liza’s affection for Stepan? He really is like a favorite uncle for her. I smiled all sappy-like when she spoke French right back at him, and when it was revealed that “she had been almost ill when she was taken away to Petersburg at eleven years old, and that she had cried during her illness and asked for Stepan Trofimovitch.” 😭😭😭 This is why it’s impossible for me to dislike Stepan, despite his many flaws.
(Of course, it would have been nice if he’d given Petrusha a reason to love him that much…)
Happy reunions aside, Liza seems to be quite a troubled person. The narrator tells us: “There were, no doubt, many fine impulses and the very best elements in her character, but everything in her seemed perpetually seeking its balance and unable to find it; everything was in chaos, in agitation, in uneasiness. Perhaps the demands she made upon herself were too severe, and she was never able to find in herself the strength to satisfy them.”
What are y’all’s impressions of Liza?


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        To be honest I don’t find Liza’s affection for Stepan to be sweet. We have seen a bit into Stepan’s inner life, and I think he is the embarrassing creepy uncle who fancies himself as a handsome poet (maybe a bit Byronic or something) when actually he is an old drunkard who hangs around with lazy wastrels and gamblers. She remembers him from his better days perhaps, but he hasn’t improved while she has been away.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Oh he absolutely fancies himself a handsome poet…at least, he DID, until Varvara informed him that he was looking old and busted 😂 Children are always forced to reevaluate the adults around them as they get older, which can lead to disillusionment when they realize that grown-ups are flawed human beings too. I can certainly see something like that happening for Liza. But I also think a lot of the things she liked about Stepan as a child are still there, so we’ll have to see if it balances out for her. I sense that she’s deeply flawed too.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        I also enjoyed her talking back in French to Stepan. They sound like they are cut from the same cloth, with a very similar emotional energy, it will be interesting to see how their relationship evolves.
It also sounds like he used to cry to her too, he sure loved to unload on his young students…


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Right?? He can’t seem to get close to anyone without sobbing in their arms. To be friends with Stepan is to be saddled with a considerable amount of emotional labor, it seems. Good god, Stepan 😑
I agree that they have the same neurotic energy, which seems to manifest as talking way too much, haha. I’d love to think that this would enable them to provide good emotional support to each other, but idk, they may just bring out each other’s worst impulses :P


    


    
        vhindy (+6)

        Yes the reunion was nice and maybe Stepan is innocent in this but I can't help but feeling like he may have some weird intentions there. Like you said, maybe it's an uncle type of love relataionship but still.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        We will see! Liza’s not much older than Dasha, and Stepan objected to marrying Dasha because of her age, so I’m hoping he doesn’t like them that young?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+10)

        It seems Dasha’s affair is confirmed then, at least by Stepan… but for Varvara to have known all along! She’s a sharp one. It was also cleverly laid out, having it seem Varvara was paranoid at Nikolai having interest in Dasha over Lizaveta, and working to get Dasha out of the way, when really she is also hiding Nikolai’s sins and obligations and pushing them onto (what she must have hoped) unsuspecting Stepan.
I wonder if she had been honest about it all with him from the start, would he have come to her rescue anyway? Maybe he still will? He also strikes me as someone who would agree to anything if begged, but I don’t know.
I also wonder why Varvara would have gone about it in such an aggressive and desperate way to Stepan, who she had to have known was smart enough to suspect something. Perhaps her complicated feelings for him muddied it for her. Ultimately, I am surprised that both Stepan and Varvara were able to pick up on so much unsaid, but I forget that their dramatic or foolish behaviour often masks the fact that they both seem to be legitimately intelligent people.
The thing that Lizaveta is eluding to at the end, that has Stepan in a panic, I was first thinking it was some unearthed scandal that happened during his tutoring days, but on reread… is she saying Dasha is pregnant? And Stepan briefly suspected? Why not, at this point


    


    
        vhindy (+8)

        This has definitely been some of the most interesting turn of events. This explains so much of Varvara's behavior. We were all wondering why she was setting Stepan up when she seems to love him and tried to understand Stepan's paranoia. We find out now.
Maybe Dasha is more of a corrupt character than I initially thought. The stealing & the affair when Nikolai was with a more aristocratic woman. Interesting.
I'm curious to see how the rest of this drama will play out


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I’ve often wondered the same thing: would Stepan have agreed to marry Dasha if Varvara had just told him the truth up-front? There are a lot of other male characters in Dostoevsky’s body of work who  fall in love and/or have relationships with “fallen” women. The difference here is that Stepan is more cowardly and self-absorbed than those other characters (and also is in love with someone else). But if Varvara flattered his vanity enough, telling him what a good and forward-thinking person he is for “rescuing” Dasha? Maybe he would have gone for it right from the start, who knows!
I agree, it’s easy to forget that Stepan and Varvara are genuinely intelligent because they’re so dumb about feelings (their own and other people’s) a lot of the time 😂


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+3)

        Also, what does this say about the relationship (I wanted to write friendship but now I'm not sure) between Stepan and Varvara?  At this point, it seems like Varvara just sees him as a way out of a problem.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+9)

        

"I really cannot marry 'someone else's sins'!"

Has he figured out that this was setup to get Dasha out of the way so Liza could have Nik?


And do you remember telling me


the story of Prince Hamlet? And do you remember describing to me
how poor emigrants were transported from Europe to America?She's quite the yapper isn't she? Not even a held breathe for the other person to respond.


"Does auntie offend you?" she went on without listening, 

Yes, definitely loves the sound of her own voice. I wonder if this is why she and Nik didn't pair up earlier. I've long suspected the reason he pulled someone's nose that day was because they were talking too much.


Lift your hat, take it all the


way off for a moment, raise your head, stand on tiptoe, I'm going to
kiss you on the forehead now, as I kissed you that last time, when
we were saying good-bye. See, that young lady is admiring us
through the window... Well, closer, closer. God, how gray he's
become!"Good God! I'm already sick of her. She describes everything in real time like an anime protagonist.


"Well, now to your house! I know where you live. I'll join you


presently, in a moment. I'll pay you the first visit, you stubborn man,
and then I'll drag you to our place for the whole day. Go, now, get
ready to receive me."I so desperately want to see her and Liputin butt heads. There'll be enough dialogue for 3 books🤣🤣


However, he was taciturn

Perfect pairing then. She talks enough for the both of them. I love how extroverts and introverts always seems to find each other and pair up.


There


were some among them who already hated Lizaveta Nikolaevna, in
the first place for her pride: the Drozdovs had hardly even begun to
pay any visits, which was insulting, though in fact the cause of the
delay was Praskovya Ivanovna's ailing condition. In the second
place, she was hated because she was a relative of the governor's
wife; and in the third place, because she went for daily outings on
horseback.Okay so the jealousy is understandable though not excusable. The horse thing is just ridiculous. Horse girls can't catch a break even 2 centuries later🤣🤣. I thought people would hate her more for dominating conversations and never letting anyone else get a word in. I wouldn't mind her cornucopia of words as much if she was given dialogue as rich and funny as Varva or Stepan, but she has a very basic and unpoetic way of speaking.


Her


eyes were set somehow in Kalmuck fashion, slantingly;The word Kalmuck sounds central Asian to me. Can u/Environmental_Cut556 come and explain the context behind this word.


her face was


pale, with high cheekbones, swarthy and thin; yet there was in this
face something so conquering and attracting! Some sort of power
told itself in the burning look of her dark eyes; she appeared "as a
conqueror, and to conquer."Now I don't know how the Russos felt about the Mongols but "swarthy" is often used to describe people of tanner skin and the "burning eyes" reminds me of European describtions of Attila. Then of course there's the description of her as a conqueror. Russians know a thing or two about being conquered by Kalmuck eyed, darker people. I'm guessing this is foreshadowing that she's going to systematically destroy this province like Batu Khan did in the first Mongolian invasions.


In her nature there were, of course, many beautiful yearnings


and very just undertakings; but it was as if everything in her were
eternally seeking its level without finding it, everything was chaos,
restlessness, agitation.Yeah, everything about her keeps re-affirming my Mongol lens. Of course the Mongols weren't chaotic and actually had pretty advanced military tactics and what not. But I'm talking about the Russian view of their oppressors.


Perhaps she made too severe demands on


herself, never finding herself strong enough to satisfy them.
She sat down on the sofa and looked around the roomWoah, that was a breakneck transition. When did we even get back to Stepan's house?


She grinned and looked at me; she had already glanced at me


several times, but Stepan Trofimovich, in his excitement, even forgotthat he had promised to introduce mePerhaps given that I mostly consume Western media, I've picked up some wrong impressions of Russian culture, but I thought smiling at strangers was frowned upon. I've heard smiling too much makes Russians think of one as a jester and should only be reserved for good friends, which Liza and out dear narrator are not. Maybe I was listening to biased accounts about Russia from western social media, or this cultural memes is a more recent development after the communist period.


Mama, it's true, was the first to find out,


through my old nurse Alyona Frolovna; your Nastasya came running
to tell her. And you did tell Nastasya, didn't you? She says you told
her yourself."Nastya is in trouble. I wonder how similar she is to her namesake from "The Idiot". Surely Fyodor wouldn't give two characters the same name without some meaning behind it.


"I know Shatov quite well," I said, "and if you charge me with


telling him, I'll go this minute."
"Tell him to come tomorrow morning at twelve o'clock. Wonderful!
Thank you. Mavriky Nikolaevich, are you ready?"
They left. Of course, I ran at once to Shatov.Our narrator seems eager to please. Has he already fallen for Liza I wonder.
#Quotes of the day:
1)"One life passed, another began, then that passed
and a third began, and there's still no end. All the ends are cut off as
if with a pair of scissors.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Hahaha Liza and Stepan, two S-tier yappers (though neither is on the same level as Liputin) :P With Liza’s monologuing and her apparent emotional instability, it’s no wonder she has such an affinity for Stepan!
You’re correct about the Kalmucks! They’re an ethnic group from in the North Caucasus (a region called Kalmykia). They’re primarily Buddhists of Mongolian extraction.
You’d THINK Dosto wouldn’t give two characters the same name without good reason, but he actually reuses names pretty regularly. There are prominent female characters in both C&P and TBK called Katerina Ivanovna. There are Nastasyas not only in Demons and The Idiot, but also in C&P. There are multiple Dmitris as well (though one is usually referred to as “Razumikhin” while the other is usually called “Mitya,” so that’s a bit less confusing). There are certain names he just really liked, I guess 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

You’re correct about the Kalmucks! They’re an ethnic group from in the North Caucasus (a region called Kalmykia). They’re primarily Buddhists of Mongolian extraction.

Seems I guessed right. Does Liza have any connection to them? An aunt or grandmother.
Katerina and Dimitri are pretty common names, but I've only ever heard Nastya in Frodor's works, so I assumed it was rare enough to warrant a deeper meaning. I'm yet to read TBK


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh, TBK is so good! You’ll love it! :)
EDIT: Not sure if Liza has any Kalmuck or Mongolian ancestry, but it would be cool if she did! One thing that bothered me about the 2014 miniseries (only a little bit—the actress still did a good job!) is that Liza’s features were very delicate and Western European-looking, which is not quite how I imagined her 🤔


    


    
        samole (+2)

        Why are you calling them Kalmucks and not Kalmyks though. It's like  saying Moors instead of Arabs.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        “Kalmuck” is the word used in the English translation by Constance Garnett, so it’s the only term I’d been exposed to. I apologize, I wasn’t aware of the latest terminology and the nuance in meaning. I am a dumb American.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        Is Kalmuck offensive? I assumed it was just the anglicized version of Kalmyk, like Genghis Khan for Chinggis Khan.


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        So it might be that Vavarna wants Stepan to marry Darya  because Darya is pregnant (to Nikolai presumably) and has been keeping Stepan isolated so he doesn’t hear the rumours until it was too late. And he is getting uppity and saying “I can’t marry to cover another man’s sins”. But the narrator is angry that he would even suspect Darya/Varvana/Nikolai of such a gross thing.
Actually if Darya is pregnant, the plan makes a certain amount of sense, and since Stepan has been bludging off Varvana all this time, maybe this is the point at which he should man up and help Darya out with a marriage of convenience. But only if it is in Darya’s best option, which I still doubt. Stepan over rates himself as a desirable husband.


    


    
        vhindy (+6)

        I didn't get around to that conclusion just from reading but it does make a lot of sense and add further to the scandal. "Paying for another man's sins" also adds to that. Good catch if so.
The odd thing is is Stepan seemed to know this intuitively. How?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I think it was just that Varvara sprang the Dasha thing on him so suddenly and is pushing for them to get married so fast. The only reason a young woman back then would need to get hitched in that much of a hurry would be if she’d been improper with (or taken advantage of by) a man. I don’t know if Stepan knew it was Nikolai whom Dasha had been intimate with until Liputin spilled the beans, but I think he’d deduced pretty quickly that she’d been intimate with SOMEBODY.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I'm not sure how many other options Dasha would have if she is pregnant though. She could be hidden away somewhere, and made to hand the baby over to a village woman, but she couldn't raise a child as an unmarried woman in such a house as Varvara's. Stepan's on the pathetic side, but he's not cruel, so whilst not at all desirable, he could possibly be tolerable as a husband.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        It’s sad that the best we can say for him as a husband is that he’s less bad than others 😂 But there you have it. If it turns out that Dasha is pregnant, Stepan would probs be nice to the child, at least? (I mean it’ll be in his house, so it’s not like he can run away from it like he did with Petrusha…). When he’s not weeping on its shoulder, of course.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Yeah I was thinking maybe a young ex-serf who would be a bit more Dasha’s age, might be better. Or maybe she would be happier giving the baby up. It has to be her choice really.
How do we know Stepan would be a tolerable husband? He completely ditched his own son…


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I suppose I was thinking tolerable in the sense he's not likely to beat her, and will likely or not just leave her alone. I know his track record as a parent is terrible, but it would at least mean the baby had a 'father', rather than being just a random illegitimate child.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I would have liked Stepan to at least take a moment to acknowledge what a shitty, unfair situation Dasha is in. A man having sex before marriage was “whatever,” but a woman who did the same would have her entire life ruined. Stepan is smart enough and supposedly “enlightened” enough to recognize the double-standard, yet all he can think about is how he’s been “tricked.” Kind of annoyed with him for that.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+4)

        I just noticed the title of this chapter is "The Sins of Others"- maybe this is a clue to what will happen? I guess we will see!


    


    
        samole (+1)

        

Vavarna Varvana

That cracked me up.


    


    
        rolomoto (+8)

        For some reason Liza refers to Varvara as aunt: “Aunt is horrid to you?”


    


    
        Belkotriass (+11)

        "Aunt" and "uncle" are often used as terms of endearment for close family friends—typically older adults who are friends of one's parents—even if they're not blood relatives. This explains why Lisa refers to Varvara as an aunt; she's been a family friend since Lisa was young.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Liza was quite lovely in this chapter. I agree with others that her reaction with Stepan was (from one perspective) very sweet with the replies in French and enthusiasm for his company, and yet he is a little bit of a creepy older uncle who should be keeping a little more distance.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 3 - Section 8

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Section 8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 9-10
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 1-2
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 5-6
Discussion Prompts:
1. Tea all night and bed at daybreak. Does this sound like a lifestyle you could get behind?
2. Kirillov describes Liputin as envious and this seems to stick with our narrator. Do you think Liputin is envious of something? If so, what?
3. 'Everyone cannot judge except from himself.' What do you think of this thought from Kirillov?
4. Kirillov seeks to understand why men do not kill themselves. Pain and the other world are the two main reasons he comes up with. What do you think of his arguments?
5. "God is the pain of the fear of death. He who will conquer pain and terror will become himself a god." What do you think of this idea?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Of course he’s mad,” I decided. In the gateway I met with another encounter.

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 9-10


27 Comments


    
        Imaginos64 (+14)

        I could get behind a sleep all day, drink tea all night lifestyle. It does seem like it would be conducive to writing.
Liputin loves to gossip and stir the pot which is usually indicative of someone who deep down is insecure and dissatisfied with themselves. So yes, I think Liputin could be envious of others or just plain miserable. There's a lot of intellectual, social, political, and spiritual frustration among our cast of characters so I'm guessing Liputin's behavior stems from some unhappiness along those lines. However, I also think Kirillov could be projecting his own feelings onto Liputin so I'm generally skeptical of his claims. He's a strange guy.
Something about the way Dostoevsky has characters just launch into these intense philosophical debates cracks me up. I find it oddly charming and kind of wish real life were like that where instead of banal small talk like, "how about that weather?" some dude I just met would look me in the eyes and announce, "He who will conquer pain and terror will become himself a god!" I don't know. I think I've been reading too many books.
Kirillov's theory on why men don't kill themselves probably has some kernels of truth but it's really oversimplified and I think it mostly just serves to make a point on man's relationship to God. The idea that everyone would kill themselves without pain and some sort of hang up about what comes after death to deter them is quite a pessimistic way of viewing humanity and life itself, though I suppose that's intentional as I very much doubt we're meant to agree with Kirillov here.
I have a cold at the moment and my brain is not firing on all cylinders so I'll probably reread this chapter tomorrow and give it some more thought. Looking forward to seeing what everyone else makes of it; it's nice to catch up with the group after slipping this week. I've been lugging this book around Canada while on vacation but only managed to get to about half the reading I should have done.


    


    
        otherside_b (+6)

        

Something about the way Dostoevsky has characters just launch into these intense philosophical debates cracks me up

It's great isn't it? If you tried this in real life it would probably result in people backing away slowly with concern and horror in their eyes!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I’ve spent my entire adult life waiting for the day I actually meet someone like this. I tell myself I’d befriend them or marry them immediately, but in reality I’d probably be pretty scared 😂


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I have a few friends I can start to get deep into these really deep existential topics like this but most don’t really care too. I’m lucky I do because it’s good for the discussion


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+9)

        

In the corner there was an old icon in front of which the


woman had lighted an oil lamp before we came, and on the walls
there hung two big, dark oil portraits—one of the late emperor
Nikolai Pavlovich, painted back in the twenties by the look of it; the
other of some bishop.This man was well known for stifling dissent  (especially from liberals) and being the most autocratic ruler in Russian history. He also expanded the empire's territories into central asia to combat Britain's influence in India, it was known as The Great Game by historians of the day. I wonder is Nik is in some way meant to channel him. And if his conflict with the central Asians is meant to foreshadow an upcoming match between Nik and Liza (who has been described as having central Asian features).


"I like tea," he said, "at night; a lot: I walk and drink; till dawn.


Tea at night is awkward abroad."A man after my own heart. I can't function without a few cups a day.


"What do you mean, don't dare? Do we have so few suicides?"


"Very few."Is this one an anti-natalist?


"Each man cannot judge except by himself,"

I wouldn't say that. Reason can be used a yardstick for judgement.


"There will be entire freedom when it makes no difference whether


one lives or does not live. That is the goal to everything."I see the sense in this if one is committed to making the world a better place. When the world becomes the best it can be then anyone committed to using their life to positively impact humanity can live or die without care. But I doubt that's what he means.


I cannot think


something else, I think one thing all my life. God has tormented me
all my life,I thought you were an atheist. Or is he implying that he torments himself? Is he into self-harm? Is that Dosto's point, that without God our lives are meaningless and death becomes no different from living?
#Quotes of the day:
1) Liputin has a lot of fantasy; in place of
the trifles he made mountains.
2)That's how
they've made it. Life now is given in exchange for pain and fear, and
that is the whole deceit. Man now is not yet the right man. There
will be a new man, happy and proud. He for whom it will make no
difference whether he lives or does not live, he will be the new man.
He who overcomes pain and fear will himself be God. And this God
will not be."
3)There is no pain in the stone, but there
is pain in the fear of the stone.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I actually don’t think Kirillov is an atheist, at least not in the sense of not believing god exists. He seems to view god as some sort of tyrant or obstacle to freedom and happiness. He’s not Christian, that’s for sure!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        The narrator is looking for Shatov but instead finds Kirillov, who expresses some…very interesting beliefs. Evidently there’s more going on with Alexey Nilytch than simple irritability or nihilism. Here are my notes for this strange and fascinating section :)
DEAL TABLE
- “There were two card-tables, a chest of drawers made of elder, a big deal table that must have come from some peasant hut or kitchen, chairs and a sofa with trellis-work back and hard leather cushions.”
The word “deal” refers to the very cheap material the table is made of: soft wood such as fir or pine. This detail hints at the poverty in which Kirillov is living. Kirillov himself doesn’t seem terribly bothered by it, though.
IKON
- “In one corner there was an old-fashioned ikon, in front of which the old woman had lighted a lamp before we came in.”
Russian ikons, which are mentioned frequently in works by Dostoevsky and others, are a very old form of religious art. As far as I understand, they’ve been an element of Russian culture ever since Kievan Rus adopted Eastern Orthodox Christianity in 988. Ikons are small paintings of religious figures, often Jesus Christ and the Virgin Mary.
Initially, the creators of these paintings adhered to Byzantine aesthetics, but over time a distinct Russian style developed. From the 1600s onward, Russian ikons were also influenced by Protestant and Catholic art in Europe. When the Russian Orthodox Church split in the mid-17th century, one of its factions, the Old Believers, continued to create ikons in the traditional style. The State Church, meanwhile, began to incorporate Western European-style realism into its ikons, so that they began to look more and more like the European Catholic art of the era.
You can read more about Russian ikons and see some examples at the linked site below. They’re quite lovely.
https://www.pallasweb.com/ikons/russia.html
KIRILLOV & HIS BELIEFS
Kirillov is quite a character, and his beliefs have been discussed by philosophical and literary giants for 150 years. I pulled the following quote from a 2014 article in The Journal of European Studies (which I won’t link, because it has spoilers galore, but the name of the article is “A logical redeemer: Kirillov in Dostoievskii’s Demons”). It nicely summarizes Kirillov’s thoughts about suicide, I think:
“[Kirillov’s belief] is not based on the conclusion that life is not worth living. His decision is driven by a certain idea, and at the heart of that idea is a passionate belief that human life is worth living - or at least can be, if certain conditions are met. Kirillov, in fact, wants…to bring an end to a form of human existence he judges humiliating and unworthy, and to usher in a radically new era in which man can at last live in dignity and true happiness.”
The only way to bring about this new era, Kirillov thinks, is to conquer fear of death and assert man’s ability to exercise true freedom—including the freedom to casually end one’s own life. Some critics have seen the logic (perverse though it is) in Kirillov’s beliefs, which others have simply labeled him “crazy.” Do any of y’all have an opinion on the matter?
MORE ABOUT DOSTOEVSKY AND TURGENEV (I.E. THE MODEL FOR KARMAZINOV)
Late last week, we saw our narrator encounter the famous writer Karmazinov, who did not leave a favorable impression on him. I mentioned that Dostoevsky based Karmazinov on Turgenev, another Russian writer whose guts he really seemed to hate.
Since then, I’ve learned that Dostoevsky and Turgenev were actually friends from 1845 until 1846, and again from 1859 until 1866. For this reason, you see Turgenev referenced in a positive way in Crime and Punishment, which was published in 1866. But both periods of friendship between the two men ended in blow-ups, and they never made up after the second one. (Turgenev published a story called Smoke in 1867 that displayed strong support for the liberal Westernization that Dostoevsky despised. Apparently D was bitterly disappointed in him!)
Recently posted to r/dostoevsky is a series of letters in which two prominent authors (Turgenev and Tolstoy) gave their thoughts on Dostoevsky—and Turgenev actually discusses his feelings about being parodied in Demons at some length! The first quote from him about it is a masterpiece of shade and passive-aggression:
“I am told that Dostoevsky has immortalized me in his novel. I don’t mind, if he likes to do that sort of thing…”
(He follows this up with multiple declarations that Dostoevsky is “crazy” and always hated Turgenev for no reason. So it sounds like he minded at least a LITTLE 😂)
You can read more of Turgenev (and Tolstoy’s) words at the link below!
https://www.reddit.com/r/dostoevsky/s/h7iDZPzUIu


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        Thank you for your notes! Hmm, why in translation use Ikon with a k, when now it’s translated with a c — Icon. It’s the same word in Russian anyway - икона.
Icons come in various sizes, not just small ones. They range from pocket-sized to enormous ones displayed in churches. These are images of saints—there are many, with a saint for every name. But icons can also depict biblical scenes. A famous icon painter is Andrei Rublev. Although tradition dictated that the names of icon painters should remain unknown, as they were meant to be anonymous, Rublev was so exceptional that he made it into history. His most famous icon is «The Trinity.» You can read about him. Tarkovsky even made a film about him.
Stories with Turgenev are just fire! 😂 As far as I know, Turgenev and Tolstoy also quarreled, and Tolstoy even wanted to challenge him to a duel. Something tells me Turgenev wasn’t the easiest person to deal with, given all the drama surrounding him.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I found a biography about him by Henri Troyat in a random secondhand shop, and the man was certainly an interesting character. It seems like their friendships were as dramatic as their novels!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I’ve always wondered the same thing about Garnett spelling ikon with a “k” rather than a “c.” Looking it up, it seems “ikon” is an accepted variant spelling of “icon” in English, or at least used to be. Maybe Garnett just liked the “ikon” spelling better? :P
Thank you so much for the additional information on ikons/icons! I find them really interesting and will definitely be reading more about them! As you almost certainly know, one of early Protestant Christianity’s actions was to get rid of “graven images” (in some sects, anyway) because they considered Catholics’ “excessive” use of them to be “idolatrous.” So I never got to see pictures of saints or anything in people’s homes unless I went over to a Catholic friend’s house.
Lol Turgenev was just making enemies wherever he went! I guess Tolstoy hated him right from the get-go, while Dostoevsky had a brief “honeymoon period” with him before deciding they had beef 😂


    


    
        Belkotriass (+4)

        In Orthodoxy, every home was supposed to have an icon. There was even a special term: "red corner" - it's the far right corner from the entrance. An icon and candles were supposed to be on a shelf there.
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Icon_corner
That's how it was supposed to be. But this was before the 1917 revolution, after which, of course, religion was banned. Now it isn't, and Orthodoxy is once again influential. However, I also haven't seen many icons in people's homes, because I don't have many religious acquaintances. But you can always see a bunch of icons in cars, with taxi drivers and truckers 😅


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        The part about the “home church” concept originating in the earliest days of Christianity is so interesting! Haha you sometimes see little figures of Mary and whatnot in the vehicles of truckers and taxi drivers here too :P


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Do any of y’all have an opinion on the matter?

I think there is some logic to it. If you choose to end your own life it could be seen as a way to have ultimate power or freedom over your life as Kirillov describes it. If you let nature take it's course your death is not of your choosing. If you choose how and when to end your life I suppose that could be seen as ultimate freedom. Of course to ultimately prove this you have to kill yourself so it's probably best left to a philosophical argument.
Although one thing he doesn't consider is that if you are religious and believe one hundred percent in an afterlife you could also not have a fear of death, as you believe the afterlife will be better than your mortal life. You also don't have to take your own life to prove it.
I think he would counter that all religion exists because of fear of death. An interesting chap for sure.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Anecdotally I can think of people who have chosen to die by suicide (assisted or otherwise) rather than wait for a terminal disease to kill them, so the concept of wanting to take exercise freedom in the matter of your own existence/nonexistence makes sense to me. Of course, I’ve never heard of someone choosing to assert that particular freedom when they’re neither terminally ill nor severely depressed but instead perfectly healthy, which is what Kirillov seems interested in. That “fear of pain” he talks about is really evolutionarily hard-wired, so it’s tough to imagine anyone being able to put his theory into practice! And like you said, you’re not alive to enjoy your newfound freedom if you actually take that step…
I think the idea that religious beliefs originate solely in fear of death is an oversimplification, but yeah, Kirillov probably would believe something like that. It’s interesting how he seems to believe in god but views him as kind of an adversarial presence who needs to be like, “defeated.” So he’s not an atheist, exactly. But he also doesn’t worship god so much as consider god an obstacle to true freedom. I’ve never met someone like that before. In the U.S., at least, people either believe in god and consider him benevolent, don’t know if there’s a god and just kind of shrug the whole thing off, or don’t believe in god and are atheist. I can’t think of anyone who wholeheartedly believes in god while viewing him the way Kirillov does. It’s so interesting!


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        A cut at Turgenev in The Idiot: According to their version, the young man was of good family, a prince, and almost wealthy, a fool but a democrat, who had gone crazy over the contemporary nihilism revealed by Mr. Turgenev.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        HAHA I’d totally forgotten about that! Trashing Turgenev in two of his five major works, damn. I’d never want to get on Dostoevsky’s bad side.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+7)

        Yes, that’s exactly how Dostoevsky loved tea!!!  According to Anna Dostoevskaya, “ he loved strong tea, almost like beer... But he especially loved tea at night while working”.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        On the whole, I don’t find this to be a very convincing argument. But if I want to find some truth in a wall of mumbo jumbo I would say that yes, if you are an atheist then there is no reason to fear death because once you are gone, you have nothing to worry about. But this in no way means that you would kill yourself casually, because since this is all there is, you want to savour every second and really suck the joy out of every moment.
“He who will conquer pain and terror will become himself a god.” Is kind of like Buddhist enlightenment. When you dig deep into yourself and see that pain and terror are just deceptions that your brain puts in your way, then you see that even the “self” is a deception, and you are actually an integral part of the whole cosmos - you are in fact a part of god.


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        Sleep all day and drink tea at night ? No way! I like sunshine.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        And coffee?


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Kirillov states his philosophy: “He who dares kill himself is God.”


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+5)

        Great dinner conversation! Why don't men kill themselves? He who will conquer pain and terror will become himself a god! Sounds like the average Sunday with drunk Uncle Gary!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Kirillov is an interesting man. Not sure about all the blushing though. Some of his thoughts on suicide kind of make sense, but in a very basic way.


    


    
        2whitie (+5)

        1. As a night owl, yes, it is a lifestyle I could get behind. However, in the context of this book, I think Dosty used this to show that Kirillov was incredibly disconnected from other people to the degree that he was awake when everyone else was asleep, which feeds into Dosty's argument that a lack of connection to other people causes one to become more open to suicide.
2. I have no clue what Liputin is doing, beyond yearning for a world where he can be more than a clerk and being messy
3. ? My brain is too smooth to answer this question
4. It may be a response (or a development of) Tolstoy's argument (see: the death of Ivan Illyich) that suicide is one of the four ways people respond to life. I tend to think of it as a development, since another one of Tolstoy's "responses to life" was basically "discover God", and I think Dosty would have agreed.
5. It's an interesting inversion to the traditional thoughts about God. Normally, Christians (No idea about Orthodoxes, but I doubt this would be a point of contention) are taught that God/Jesus conquered pain and suffering, but that he was able to do so because he was God/Jesus, not because it was possible by a normal human. He seems to be advocating that if humans were able to make that jump, it would eliminate the difference between God and humans which....I think is a poor argument by any stretch of the imagination.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Yeah, Kirillov’s conception of god certainly doesn’t match the Christian consensus. I think you could make an argument that, despite his belief in the existence of the Christian god, Kirillov isn’t a Christian (in the sense that he doesn’t worship god/Jesus). But he doesn’t meet the criteria for an atheist or agnostic either. He’s such a bizarre and fascinating character!


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. I would have been down for this about 3 or so years ago but I just turned 30 and I’ve been really enjoying my time in the mornings now. I’ve always been a night owl so it’s a new experience for me.
2. He’s a gossip and I feel like gossip and envy of some kind go hand in hand. I couldn’t tell you what of though. Success or a better situation?
3. Frankly I think I disagreed with most of Kirillov’s philosophy here. He just sounds like he’s been contemplating suicide for sometime.
4. Again I don’t agree here. There’s many reason why men don’t kill themselves. I agree those two can be reasons why people choose not to but it feels like an incomplete list.
5. Nah, psuedo intellectual ravings. People obsessed with being a god usually find themselves disappointed.
6. Kirillov seems like he may be suicidal. I don’t think our narrator is picking up on it if so


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Dostoevsky waxing philosophical today. I’m not sure I appreciated and understood all of his arguments, but I think I followed them.
Big fan of evening tea :)


    

Part 1 - Chapter 3 - Section 9-10

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Section 8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 9-10
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 1-2
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 5-6
Discussion Prompts:
1. Lebyadkin is in love with Lizaveta and appears to be preparing to propose. Are you all in on this ridiculousness?
2. Liputin suggests our narrator, Mr. G-v is also in love with Lizaveta. Oh my! Do you think he will keep quiet about it or will he shoot his shot?
3. Stephan, our narrator, Shatov, Darya and Varvara are going to be meeting soon in order to arrange the marriage. This is surely going to be a disaster right?
4. Stephan says, "marriage is the moral death of every proud soul, of all independence." An easy lay up for a discussion prompt. Do you think their is any truth to this? 
5. What did you think about Stephan's thoughts about Kirillov?
6. Stephan is dreading this marriage! What did you think of his wish that God would strike the next Sunday from existence?
7. Stephan dramatically declares his love for Varvara. Thoughts on this?
8. This was a very action packed chapter. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 1-2


30 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        1. I was all in on Lebyadkin ridiculousness the moment he started reciting his terrible poetry. From his very first introduction, you just know he’s destined to be an awful and majestic car wreck.
2. There have been a few hints that he’s got a crush on Liza! But I think the first of those hints was accompanied by a comment to the effect of, “Afterward I realized what nonsense it was.” So he’s either gonna shoot his shot and it won’t go well, or something will happen to make him realize that Liza is not the one for him.
3. Oh man, strap in, pop a few bottles, and get ready to cringe, because their meeting promises to be pure, unbridled CHAOS. On Stepan’s side, he sent those stupid letters offering to help Dasha and Nikolai reunite as lovers, and had also recently admitted that he’s in love with Varvara. On Varvara’s side, she’s really bizarre and unpredictable these days. And on Shatov’s side, let us remember that Dasha is his baby sister, and it doesn’t appear he’s been informed of her impending marriage to Stepan yet. So yeah, it’ll be a total shit show. Hooray!!!
4. If a man says this nowadays, it reeks of pathetic “the ol’ ball-and-chain” immaturity. Like, if you don’t want to be married, then don’t be married…HOWEVER, it was a different matter in Imperial Russia, where marriages were often arranged on very short (or sometimes no) acquaintance and divorce was prohibited in most cases. So yeah, I can see it being viewed as a tragic loss of pride and independence. But Stepan as a man will still have more independence than Dasha ever will, so it’s hard to take him that seriously.
5. His thoughts on Kirillov are pretty typically Stepan-ish: “he’s shallow, he’s not a deep thinker” (I think the “like me!” is implied). He barely knows Kirillov, so this is either knee-jerk arrogance or agitation to get back to the subject of Varvara.
6. Boy, if anything ever makes you feel that much dread and it’s not absolutely necessary for your health or your future wellbeing, you should probably not do it?? What kind of partner is he going to be for Dasha if he’s that miserable about having to marry her? Even for a marriage of convenience, this is a worrying sign.
7. One of them was going to crack eventually, right??? I’m not surprised it was Stepan, given that he’s by far the more emotionally demonstrative and weak-willed of the two. It kills me, though, that he didn’t actually say it TO Varvara. I feel like this is exactly the kind of dramatic declaration she was hoping for! It might even have gotten Stepan out of his engagement! The two of them are taking years off my life, they really are.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        

"He's in love, in love like a tomcat,


and, you know, it actually started with hatred. He hated Lizaveta
Nikolaevna at first for riding around on horseback, so much so that
he almost abused her out loud in the street; in fact, he did abuse
her! Only the day before yesterday he abused her when she rode by
—fortunately she didn't hear; and suddenly today—verses! Do you
know he means to venture a proposal? Seriously, seriously!"These people are all middle school children. Did he seriously craft a poem for an attached woman. I'm imagining the narrator nodding along as if he isn't similarly guilty of falling for Liza🤣


"I'm surprised at you, Liputin; wherever there's some such trash


to be found, you're always there as a leader!"🤣🤣🤣


"Now, that's going too far, Mr. G——v; hasn't your little heart


skipped a beat for fear of a rival, eh?"
"Wha-a-at?" I cried, stopping.Oh snap! Liputin clocked him as well. He's actually quite perceptive. I guess you need that to be a good gossip. What our poor narrator to do with all this competition for Liza's heart?


Nikolai


Vsevolodovich sold him his entire estate, his former two hundred
souls, the other day, and by God I'm not lying!How can Lebaydkin afford it?


They simply


fell on me with these noses and ears and other Petersburg
mysteries. It was only here that the two of them found out about
those local stories to do with Nicolas four years ago: 'You were here,
you saw, is it true that he's mad?'I'm sad that they only used him for intel. But I can understand if it's a matter of safety. You can't go marrying a man willy nilly when you've heard rumours of him assaulting women. I'm guessing Liza is open to the marriage otherwise she wouldn't be investigating Nik's past.


Why is it that Praskovya must absolutely have


Nicolas turn out to be mad? The woman wants it, she does!Guess I was wrong. She wants evidence she can use to reject Varva from pushing the matter so she can be with Maurice.


I confess, this sudden deciding


of my fate crushed me, as it were ... I confess, I was still hoping, but
now tout est dit, I know it's finished;Fight for her you idiot! The two of you are really idiots in a pod.


she sits putting vinegar to her head

Is this a Russian saying I'm struggling to parse? Where's u/Environmental_Cut556.


Lebyadkin's sister (whom I had not seen) mightindeed have been some sort of victim of Nicolas's during the


mysterious period of his life, as Liputin put it, and that it was quite
possible that Lebyadkin was for some reason receiving money from
Nicolas, but that was all.What!?! Victim how? Of being played after a consensual encounter, or something worse. So Lebaydkin is threatening to expose Nik if he doesn't sell him the property at a massive discount.


Suppose there had indeed been something there ... en Suisse


... or there was beginning to be. Oughtn't I to question their hearts
first, so as... enfin, so as not to hinder their hearts or stand in their
way like a post... solely out of nobility?"I actually agree, though the unsaid part is that he was looking for a way out.


Le bon Dieu knew, of


course, what he was letting himself in for when he created woman,
but I'm sure she herself interfered with him and forced him to make
her this way and... with these attributes; otherwise who would want
to get himself into such troubles for nothing?Sure, let's completely ignore the one who impregnated her in all this.


Oh, may she know, this


auntie, that she is the only woman I have adored for these twenty
years!So why didn't you make a damn move for 20 years. You got too comfortable and didn't want to take the leap.


I'll lie down for a while to collect my thoughts. I'm so tired, so


tired, and I suppose it must be time for you to go to bed, voyezvous,Please tell me this is not foreshadowing a suicide.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)she's Gogol's Korobochka, Mrs. Littlebox, of immortal memory, only a wicked Littlebox, a
provoking Littlebox, and in an infinitely enlarged form."
2)Le bon Dieu knew, of
course, what he was letting himself in for when he created woman,
but I'm sure she herself interfered with him and forced him to make
her this way and... with these attributes; otherwise who would want
to get himself into such troubles for nothing?
#Quotes of the day:
1) A cannonball with hot love loaded In Ignat's noble breast
exploded.
2)A star on horseback she flies free In Amazonian round-dance wild
3)"I'm surprised at you, Liputin; wherever there's some such trash
to be found, you're always there as a leader!"


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Vinegar on the head used to be a folk remedy for headaches and such. It's mentioned in the nursery rhyme Jack and Jill went up the hill, where they wrap Jack's broken crown with vinegar and brown paper. Apparently the vinegar was thought to be antibacterial. Who knows with these guys though!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Haha god dang it, I AGONIZED over whether or not “Madame Box” referred to Madame Korobotchka, reread multiple Gogol stories just in case she was a character from one of those instead, went to bed kicking myself because I was convinced I got it wrong—and all along, other translations just straight up call her “Madame Korobotchka!” Constance Garnett owes me compensation for my suffering.
Can you believe how immature Stepan, Liputin, and Lebyadkin come off? I swear, the narrator is just about the only one who seems like something approaching a proper adult :P
I didn’t dare include the “vinegar on her head” bit in my notes because I was struggling to figure it out myself. I found the same info as u/hoctfutuis , but since Varvara doesn’t have a head wound or dermatitis (I don’t think???) I couldn’t figure out what she was using it for. Maybe in a subsequent chapter it’ll be revealed that she has terrible dandruff or something? The implication, though, is that she’s using it for anxiety or strained nerves or something 🤔


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        I wasn't aware vinegar had so many health applications. Wouldn't you have to deal with smell all day if you used it for dandruff. I think I'd rather have the dandruff.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        LOL I had the same thought! It sounds disgusting 😂 I think people would be less repelled by someone with dandruff than by someone who walks around reeking of vinegar all day! But I guess they didn’t have Head and Shoulders back then…


    


    
        Belkotriass (+5)

        Regarding vinegar. It's still used to this day. Primarily, against dandruff. But it's also used to lighten hair. There are modern hair products containing vinegar, and there are many of them. But specifically in the book, I think she was lightening her hair. Because it's described as an sudden decision.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        Oh. Was hair lightening a common beauty trend in Russia? Just lightening the brown or bleaching it to blonde?


    


    
        Belkotriass (+1)

        To be honest, I'm not sure how widespread in russian empire it was, but hair dyeing and lightening weren't secret knowledge. However, I do know that in the second half of the 19th century in France, there was a fashion for lightening hair. And everyone copied the French fashion. These are just my speculations, though. I found another interesting vinegar: vinaigre de toilette — it's like perfume https://www.macciocu.com/en-eu/products/vinaigre-de-toilette?srsltid=AfmBOopz7WGlnLD6msSI5DPiku8IRu1Aeo5K38oM4UIBf5CeeFSJUVT7


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Oh, very interesting! I didn’t realize people could lighten their hair back then.


    


    
        Belkotriass (+2)

        Yes, people dyed and lightened their hair even in ancient times. Women immediately started this fashion trend. One of the method for lighten hair was to rub ammonia (that is, urine) on the head.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh boy, if there was ever something worse-smelling than vinegar to have on your head, it’s gotta be urine! (I’m sure they rinsed it out afterward, but still.) It’s kind of fun to imagine Varvara having a breakdown and deciding to lighten her hair. It’s like the Imperial Russian equivalent of getting stressed out and trying to give yourself bangs :P


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Congratulations, everyone, on finishing chapter 3! In these last two sections, we meet Lebyadkin, hear some of his shitty poetry, and learn from the ever-messy Liputin that Lebyadkin has a crush on Liza. We then return to Stepan’s house to hear Stepan reproach himself for all the pain he’s caused his “poor dear friend,” announce his intentions to marry Dasha even if it is just to cover for the improper relationship she had with Nikolai, and—most important—CONFESS THAT HE’S IN LOVE WITH VARVARA!! We knew one of them would crack eventually, right? Although perhaps it would have been better if he’d actually made this confession TO Varvara, instead of to the poor narrator 😑 Anywho, here are some notes!
SEVASTOPOL
- “Not that I ever was at Sevastopol, or ever lost my arm, but you know what rhyme is.” He pushed up to me with his ugly, tipsy face.”
Lebyadkin is referring to the Siege of Sevastopol (October 1854-September 1855), in which British, French, and Turkish forces attacked the Russian Naval base in that city. This base was the headquarters of the tsar’s Black Sea Fleet and thus was strategically critical. The siege soon became a grueling stalemate, with many lives lost on both sides. Though the Russians took heavy losses, they held their post. As an interesting aside, this siege was the subject of Russia’s first-ever feature film, Defence of Sevastopol.
GOGOL’S MADAME BOX
- “Enfin, this Praskovya, as cette chère amie calls her, is a type. She’s Gogol’s Madame Box, of immortal memory, only she’s a spiteful Madame Box, a malignant Box, and in an immensely exaggerated form.”
I THINK (but am by no means confident) that the “Madame Box” referred to is Madame Korobotchka from Gogol’s famous work Dead Souls, though it’s been a number of years since I read it. In the novel, a man called Pavel Chichikov travels from middle-class home to middle-class home buying up “dead souls”—serfs who are deceased but have not yet been removed from property registers. The government at the time taxed landowners based on how many serfs they had, which was determined by census. Because censuses were conducted so infrequently, landowners would often end up paying taxes on dead serfs. Chichikov offers to purchase these serfs to relieve the landowners of that burden. Of course, there’s something in it for him as well…
One of the landowners Chichikov makes a deal with is Madame Korobotchka, a remarkably dense and obstinate old woman who drives him into a rage with her senseless babble. She also complains self-pityingly about pains throughout her body. So comparing Praskovya to her is not a compliment, though it might be accurate :P
(You should definitely read Dead Souls, by the way. It’s super funny and it’s not that long.)
WEDDING CROWNS
- “Oh, let her know, that Auntie, that she is the one woman I have adored for twenty years! She must learn this, it must be so, if not they will need force to drag me under ce qu’on appelle lewedding-crown.”
It’s pretty dope that traditional Eastern Orthodox weddings involve crowning the bride and groom. Kind of wish we did that here in the States. Beats the heck out of rings!
Anyway, during such a traditional wedding ceremony, the priest places crowns on the heads of the bride and groom. These crowns are typically held above the couple’s heads by members of the wedding party. Following this are Bible readings, litanys, prayers, and the sharing of a common cup of wine between the bride and the groom. Then there’s a procession wherein the bride and groom walk with their hands linked beneath the priest’s stole.
In the old days, it seems the crowns would be worn for 8 entire days, but in the present era, they’re typically removed after the ceremony.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+6)

        

We then return to Stepan’s house to hear Stepan reproach himself for all the pain he’s caused his “poor dear friend,” announce his intentions to marry Dasha even if it is just to cover for the improper relationship she had with Nikolai, and—most important—CONFESS THAT HE’S IN LOVE WITH VARVARA!! We knew one of them would crack eventually, right? Although perhaps it would have been better if he’d actually made this confession TO Varvara, instead of to the poor narrator 😑<

To me, Stepan doesn't seem to act his age. If I had to guess his age just from his actions, I would think he was a young 20-something idealist/revolutionary/artist...or whatever he is! But he really is much older, which makes his behavior strange. He just seems so immature and naive to me.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh my gosh, he’s all kinds of immature, as are Liputin and Lebyadkin! It must come from not having to worry about normal, everyday problems (Stepan is a sponger, and there’s been no evidence that Liputin EVER goes to work 😂). Or, alternatively, from being a raging alcoholic (Lebyadkin…)


    


    
        samole (+4)

        

Chichikov travels from middle-class home to middle-class

I wouldn't call landlords middle-class.


It’s pretty dope that traditional Eastern Orthodox weddings involve crowning the bride and groom. Kind of wish we did that here in the States. 

You could do that in the US, if you are Orthodox. It's one of the seven church sacraments.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        To be honest, I wouldn’t call it middle-class either 😂 When I was putting my notes together, I only had time to re-read the Madame Korobotchka parts and look at a summary online, and the summary called the people Chichikov visits “middle-class.” I don’t know why lol


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Box in Russian is korobka (коробка) so Madame Korobotchka would be 'Madame little box'.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Gotcha! Wow, I’m just so relieved I didn’t get it wrong. I was really stressed about it last night, haha


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        Amazing catch though, it blew right by me.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        The Deer Hunter has a wedding scene where you can see some of those traditions in action. Meryl Streep and Robert De Niro's characters are holding the crowns over the couples heads.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh, cool! I’ve never seen that one; I’ll have to check it out!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        I love every minute detail that gets revealed about our narrator, I’m currently most intrigued at any little glimpse into his character. We’ve gotten so little about him from the start that I forgot he is even a player, so it is interesting, even alarming, to see when he actually shows distinctive personality.
It’s cute he was so eager for an introduction to Lizaveta, and she seemed interested too - I hope Liputin’s gossip meant Lizaveta shared her interest  in the narrator to him rather than he having picked it up from… Stepan, I’d imagine?
It’s quite sad Stepan is dreading the marriage, sadder still that he loves Varvara and so is doing it for her after all, and even sadder that he seems to acknowledge their friendship is over but he will still see the marriage through… he’s quite volatile though, so we’ll see if he actually does.
This chapter(10) I found the hardest to follow… I will probably have to reread it


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Well, I’m not going to lie, I am still finding this hard to follow. But this -
She’s Gogol’s Madame Box, of immortal memory, only she’s a spiteful Madame Box, a malignant Box, and in an immensely exaggerated form.”
“That’s making her out a regular packing-case if it’s an exaggerated form.”
Is that a pun? This is more like my reading level. 😀


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+5)

        This is hard to follow- you are not alone! I think it's a combination of the Russian names, the translation, and the writing style. I like the fact that the sections we are reading are really short, so it's easier to follow along, especially with help from these posts.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yes, it’s a pun, but it took me a second too. A packing-case is a very big box. The narrator is saying that if Praskovya is an “immensely exaggerated” version of Madame Box, that would make her a very big box, like a packing-case.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        I was not expecting our narrator to have a crush on Lizaveta. It's nice to be finding out more about him anyway.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        How did the drunkard Lebyadkin who has no apparent employment get the money to buy an estate? “Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch sold him all his estate the other day, formerly of two hundred serfs.”
The narrator thinks Nikolai is giving him money to keep him quiet about an affair he had with his sister: “my opinion that Lebyadkin’s sister (whom I had never seen) really might have been somehow victimised by Nicolas at some time during that mysterious period and that it was very possible that Lebyadkin received sums of money from Nicolas for some reason.”
Stepan is such a drama queen.
Stepan: I shall marry her just the same even if it be to cover ‘another’s sins.’
Stepan: “Children will come, probably not my own either — certainly not my own: a wise man is not afraid to face the truth.”
Stepan: “Oh, let her know, that Auntie (Varvara), that she is the one woman I have adored for twenty years!”


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. Is Lizaveta the Brett of this novel lol.
2. I imagine he will shoot his shot, he’s the narrator for some reason of course.
3. I’m still expecting Stepan or Varvara to finally declare their love for each other and stop the wedding.
4. Is it the death of independence in some sense sure, is it the death of life? Nah. Especially if you fact in a future family.
Independence is also a stand in for perpetually being single which isn’t a better alternative.
5. If I recalled right he basically said he’s just some sad sack with dumb ideas even though he is smart. In that case I basically agree lol.
6. He shouldn’t go along with it! He’s there to basically save face for Varvara. Stop being Varvara’s b*tch man. Stand up for yourself! Make her son acknowledge his son.
7. At least he’s being honest with himself now. I found this more endearing than his sobbing in Liza’s arms lol.
I also laughed out loud when as Stepan is declaring his love for Varvara in such a dramatic way. Mr. G had to hold himself back from laughing 😂. It made me recall all the times I’ve been placed in situations where I’m trying to refrain from laughing at an inappropriate moment.
8. Well I’m sure this will just be a happily ever after marriage with no other drama. Despite the love triangles and a shotgun wedding to hid an illegitimate child. Would could possibly go wrong?


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Lebyadkin being uproariously drunk and yelling poetry (or hymns) at the narrator was such a counterpoint to the philosophical earnestness of the previous chapter! Such a tonal shift.
There’s no way that the narrator gets involved with the story. He is absolutely just there to be an observer and to be a proxy for the reader. Demure, mindful, but not involved.


“… you have touched on another sore spot with your friendly finger.”

Something about that line amused me greatly.
I predict we will either skip forward past the wedding, all action to be done off-camera, or there will be many more chapters of agonising, misunderstanding, and outrageous behaviour. Nothing moves at a regular pace in a Russian novel.
I hope that Stepan confesses to Vervara, that would be tres dramatique! J’adore le drame!


    

Part 1 - Chapter 4 - Section 1-2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Section 8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 9-10
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 1-2
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 5-6
Discussion Prompts:
1. We are introduced to Liza's mother. What do you think of her?
2. Our narrator finally has a name and its Anton Lavrentyevitch. Were you excited when he revealed it?
3. What did you think of Lebyadkin's poetry?
4. What do you think of Liza's idea to produce a kind of historical encyclopedia?
5. Liza says, "Why shouldn’t I—even I—work for the common cause?" What do you think this common cause refers to?
6. Why do you think Shatov's mood turns as section two progresses? Could it be something to do with Lebyadkin?
7.  Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Wonderfully queer man,” Mavriky Nikolaevitch observed aloud.

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4


18 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Shatov makes the promised visit to Liza but starts acting shifty when the subject of printing/printing presses comes up, and even shiftier when Lebyadkin and Pyotr Stepanovitch are mentioned. Meanwhile, Lebyadkin continues his career as a crappy poet and proposes to Liza via letter. Also, we finally get a name for the narrator—Anton Lavrentyevitch! :)
There really wasn’t anything I needed to look up for these two sections, apart from one word. So I thought I’d supplement with some information on young Dostoevsky’s own “revolutionary activities” and his near-execution for treason. But first, the word:
INFUSORIA
- “Can the sun be angry with the infusoria if the latter composes verses to her from the drop of water, where there is a multitude of them if you look through the microscope?
I like to think my vocabulary is pretty good, but I had no idea what an infusoria was. Turns out this is an obsolete term denoting a variety of freshwater microorganisms, such as protozoa and plankton. In modern times, we mostly classify these creatures as “Protista.” So Lebyadkin is painting himself as the absolute lowest of the low.
DOSTOEVSKY’S REVOLUTIONARY ACTIVITIES
- “Today, the 22nd of December, we were  taken to the Semyonov Drill Ground. There the sentence of death was read to all of us, we were told to kiss the Cross, our swords were broken over our heads, and our last toilet was made (white shirts). Then three were tied to the pillar for execution. I was the sixth. Three at a time were called out; consequently, I was in the second batch and no more than a minute was left me to live. I remembered you, brother, and all yours; during the last minute you, you alone, were in my mind, only then I realized how I love you, dear brother mine! I also managed to embrace Plescheyev and Durov who stood close to me and to say good-bye to them. Finally the retreat was sounded, and those tied to the pillar were led back, and it was announced to us that His Imperial Majesty had granted us our lives.”
The Petrashevsky Circle, which Dostoevsky first joined when he was 27, began when Mikhail Petrashevsky started inviting friends over to his place to read “forbidden” political and sociological books. Soon, the Circle expanded to include others, such as Dostoevsky in 1847. Dostoevsky primarily used it as a means to borrow books from Petrashevsky, including a popularization of the utopian-socialist theories of Charles Fourier (Liputin’s fave!).
Conversation at Petrashevsky’s was focused on socialist theory. Those of us reading Demons have probably noticed that Dostoevsky was no socialist. But he found common cause with the other group members in his hatred of serfdom and government censorship. The former led him to join an even more radical offshoot of the circle. The stated aim of this offshoot was to use a printing press to publish anti-serfdom propaganda and produce “a revolution in Russia.”
After a year of government surveillance, members of the circle were arrested, and twenty-three were sentenced to death by firing squad. Dostoevsky was one of these. He went through the majority of the execution protocol and was waiting to be led to the pillar and shot, when, at the last possible second, a messenger arrived announcing that the tsar had commuted everyone’s sentence to hard labor!
“Wow, that was a close one,” you might think. But actually, the tsar had commuted their sentence the previous day. Instead of allowing the Circle members to be told, he withheld the information and made them go through the entire lead-up to the execution thinking they were about to die. This was meant to break them psychologically and also induce them to feel grateful toward the tsar. Which is pretty messed up, no matter how you look at it.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        But he was in the second group of 3 - so did the first 3 get executed before the tsar’s message arrived?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        They didn't.  It was a mock execution from start to finish.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        1. Oh yeah, Praskovya is a TOTAL Madame Box, haha. She’s either unbelievably dense or unbelievably insistent on not understanding things. Quite histrionic too. Honestly. I don’t support Varvara’s Mean Girl behavior toward others…but with regard to Praskovya specifically, I kinda get it.
2. Yeah, it’s gonna be nice not to have to call him just “the narrator” anymore! We still don’t know his last name though. We also learned that he has some kind of government post too—though, as with Liputin, we’re never given any textual evidence that he goes to work 😅 If he’s working 40-hour weeks AND acting as Stepan’s emotional support animal, I don’t know how he’s surviving.
3. Lebyadkin’s poetry ain’t great! The meter seems pretty inconsistent, and he does the thing where the number of syllables in a line keeps increasing and increasing. I don’t know if it’s the same in Russian or not, but in English he sounds pretty dang amateurish!
4. In an era without the internet, I see why she thinks such a thing would be useful. It probably would be. Though, as Shatov points out, there’d be no way of compiling it without some sort of ideological bent.
5. Well, given that she’s acquainted with Nikolai and Petrusha and the fact that Anton Lavrentyevich has called her one of the “new people,” I’m assuming she’s some manner of progressive? I don’t think she’s as radical as Nikolai and Petrusha seem to be, though, since a nihilist wouldn’t bother trying to compile a record of Russian spiritual and moral life. The nihilists of the time didn’t believe in morals at all.
6. It could be something to do with Lebyadkin! Or Pyotr Stepanovitch. Or maybe he just got cold feet about going into business with Liza. But there was definitely a shift in mood, and he definitely seems nervous about something…


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        thanks for the notes on the political/historical millieu. I was surprised to read of the death sentence for D and Co. as it was not very commonly implemented.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        It’s surprising to me too! Ultimately, the sentence was commuted because nobody in the circle actually engaged in any acts of terrorism. They just talked about it. Maybe the tsar was trying to make an example of them?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Lebyadkin  in his letter to Liza seems to hint something about
Nikolai: “I can tell a lot and I can undertake to produce documents that would mean Siberia.”
Though Lebyadkin is a drunkard, “No, he’s not stupid at all when he’s not drunk.”
Why does Shatov refuse to help Liza with her literary project?


    


    
        2whitie (+6)

        1. I just want to throw a jug of cold water over her. Calm DOWN woman!
2. Tbh I completely missed it. I just thought it was yet another name for someone we already knew. I'm glad to know now, though!
3. I thought my poetry was bad. New low!
4. It's an interesting idea, and would be of genuine use to future scholars. In another life, Lisa would have been the aristocrat going to college and genuinely enjoying it, instead of doing...whatever the heck Nicholas and Pyotr did.
5. Common cause of the common man? The socialists?


    


    
        samole (+5)

        

its Anton Lavrentyevitch. 

He is still anonymous to a degree as we don't know his last name. I think it has been mentioned once or twice as Mr. G-v.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Maman had requested that Liza play some waltz for


her on the piano, and when she began the requested waltz, started
insisting that it was the wrong one. Mavriky Nikolaevich, in his
simplicity, interceded for Liza and insisted that it was the right one;
the old woman got so angry that she burst into tears.What!?! She's going to be quite the character isn't she.


Mr. Shatov is a former student."

Is this a polite way of saying unemployed?


"I assure you that maman does it on purpose," Liza found it


necessary to explain to Shatov, "she knows perfectly well about
Shakespeare. I myself read her the first act of Othello; but she's
suffering very much now.Now I feel bad for her. Is she doing all this just to make conversation?


The business Lizaveta Nikolaevna had with Shatov turned out, to


my surprise, to be indeed only literary. I don't know why, but I had
been thinking that she had summoned him for something else. We—
that is, Mavriky Nikolaevich and myself—seeing that they were not
concealing anything from us and were talking quite loudly, began to
listen;His heart must have been racing, thinking Liza had a liking for Shatov. Love makes us fools, why would you think she'd summon him for anything else right in front of her paramour.


"I was told about you, and I heard here ... I know you're very


intelligent and... occupied with important things... and you think a
lot; I was told about you by Pyotr Stepanovich Verkhovensky in
Switzerland,"Well that's one way to butter him up.


To the Perfection of the Young Miss Tushin.


Dear lady, Elizaveta Nikolaevna!
Oh, what a lovely vision
Is Elizaveta Tushin.
When she flies sidesaddle with her relation
And her locks share the wind's elation, Or when with her
mother in church she bows
And the blush of reverent faces shows, Then matrimonial and
lawful delights I do desire, And after her, and her mother, send
my tear.I'm stealing this.


Can the sun be angry at an infusorian if it composes from


its drop of water, where there is a multitude of them, as seen in a
microscope?I understand you're in love but this level of simping is insane🤣🤣. How do you expect her to like you if you put yourself down?


I will possess a former two hundred souls through a hater of


mankind whom you should scorn.Oh God Lebaydkin too? How fine is Liza? Everyone's going googly eyed over her.


"I received this letter yesterday," Liza began to explain to us,


blushing and hurrying, "and I myself understood at once that it was
from some fool,🤣🤣🤣Poor Lebe


"I won't be your collaborator, I have no time...""But why, why? You seem to have become angry?" Liza asked in


an upset and pleading voice.Just a moment ago she was angry. Is the pleading voice controlled?
#Quotes of the day:
1)I pity myself most of all for having not lost an arm at Sebastopol
in the cause of glory
2)verse is nonsense after all and justifies what is considered boldness
in prose.


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+5)

        Liza's mother is irritating. I feel like she and Varvara will be at each other's throats at some point. They're both demanding and set in their ways.
I immediately added Anton Lavrentyevitch to my notes to avoid a future, "who the hell is that?" moment. I don't know if it's the Russian naming conventions or the fact that I have other books going at the moment but I'm struggling to get some of these names to stick in my head.
Lebyadkin's poetry is hilarious. I would find it pathetically endearing if he weren't an abusive jerk.
I like Liza's idea in theory but I'm not sure if taking one book's worth of arbitrarily selected facts from all the newspapers in Russia for the year is particularly helpful. Maybe if it were a series where each book covered a certain topic?
I appreciate that Liza wants to work to create something potentially useful rather than sit back on her money. Unlike many of the characters who only pretend to care about the betterment of society for appearance's sake I get the feeling she's a little more genuine about wanting to contribute in some way, though time will tell.
I think Shatov is involved with publishing controversial political manifestos or something along those lines and that's why his access to a printing press being mentioned so casually freaks him out.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Anton’s name reveal was a big deal to me!!
And how curious, Shatov’s reaction to Liza - he definitely seemed interested but then backed right off. I can’t tell is Shatov is suspicious of her using him, or if there’s some history with Ptotr… they must have met for him to recommend him, but is there more? This book is such a slow burn with juicy information revealings, I’m loving it.
Also, does everyone’s version of Lebyadkin’s poetry rhyme? I always wonder about this in translations. Mine has vision/Tushin, relation/elation, bows/shows, and desire/tear


    


    
        samole (+4)

        It rhymes in the original. That said, all Russian poetry was rhymed in XIX century, and Lebyadkin is not an artistic innovator. Also all his rhymes are complete shit to the point of causing toothache.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        Haha yeah I figured the original had to rhyme, otherwise why would the translators take that liberty?
It must be tricky to do, to accomplish rhyming with not only maintaining meaning but also tone (by rhyming poorly)


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        Which is what led me to wonder if some translations just don’t bother with the rhymes? Like most English Dante translations


    


    
        hocfutuis (+2)

        Liza's mother seems very trying!
Yay for our narrator now having a name - although, for now at least, his surname is mystery. It took me a moment to realise who Anton was.
Lebyadkin's poetry wasn't good, very cringey. I loved Anton's reaction to it - kind of gave his crush away a little there I thought.
I remember having 'On this Day' books in the past, but not for just one year or location. I'd imagine they would be challenging to produce. It does feel like Liza is wanting to become more politically involved, but Shatov is against  it for some reason. Maybe he doubts her motives? I don't know, it was certainly a pretty strong reaction anyway.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Liza’s mother could either be an absolute hoot to be in the room with or one of the most frustrating people to have ever existed! She veered towards comedy here, but I suspect it could easily go the other way.


It would be, so to say, a presentation of the spiritual,


moral, inner life of Russia for a whole year.I really enjoyed the idea of this sort of record of history. Was this (sort of) what the Doomsday Book was during the Middle Ages?
I mean, it’s just an almanac, but I do like it as an idea.
And now the letter - drunken ramblings! poetry! threats! I am not surprised that Liza is seeking some assistance and that Shatov is anxious to get away. I wasn’t expecting the subtle threats in the letter there.
On a side note, there are a lot of cliffhanger endings to chapters.


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        1. I can see why she bothers  , she seems like she’s incredibly draining and dramatic. Maybe we caught her on a bad day but still
2. I don’t know if excited is the word but it was nice to his name. Why hide it for so long?
3. Eh it’s already. His personality is far more interesting.
4. For wanting it to be a best seller an encyclopedia seems somewhat of an odd choice lol
5. This has to be the liberal movement in Russia right?
6. I feel like he gets offended but it has to have a deeper meaning as we get further along.
7. Nothing too much to comment on just trying to catch up


    

Part 1 - Chapter 4 - Section 3-4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Section 8
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 3 Sections 9-10
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 1-2
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 5-6
Note - for some reason Gutenberg seems to not have the end of section 4 and start of section 5 marked. Instead it goes from chapter 4 to chapter 6. See final line of chapter 4 below.
Discussion Prompts:
1. Why do you think Liza is so interested in Lebyadkin's sister?
2. Anton sees Liza as a woman in great despair. I see her as being manipulative of him here. What do you think?
3. What did you think of the story of Kirillov and Shatov's American soujourn?
4. Shatov is indebted to Nikolai for paying his way back to Russia from America. Do you think this will play a part in the story? 
5. We learn that Shatov regularly visits Lebyadkin's on the sly presumably to check on his sister. Are you surprised to see a more tender side to the prickly exterior?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


"I’m afraid he’ll come back drunk, and won’t forget it—he’ll give her a bad beating because of it.” "We went downstairs at once."

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 4 Sections 5-6


50 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+13)

        The thick plottens! Liza is desperate to meet Lebyadkin’s sister, for some reason. Meanwhile, Shatov is having strange exchanges with a sinister man called Shigalov, and telling Anton Lavrentyevich 
 all about the time he went to America with Kirillov and accepted money from Nikolai in order to return to Russia.
Mea culpa time: I said we were more or less done with character introductions, but I forgot about Shigalov 😅 With that in mind, let’s review some of the characters and what they’ve been up to in the last several sections:
ALEXEI NILITCH KIRILLOV: An engineer with interesting thoughts about suicide. Liputin has hinted that Kirillov might be a radical. He lives on the property of a landlord called Fillipov, as does Ivan Shatov. He and Shatov briefly lived together in America, performing manual labor.
IVAN SHATOV: A former serf, former student, and jilted husband. Shatov used to have radical views but has now became some sort of nationalist. Like Kirillov, he lives on Fillipov’s property. He and Kirillov briefly lived together in America. Shatov was able to return to America using money given to him by Nikolai Stavrogin.
LEBYADKIN: Had an affair with Virginsky’s wife. Now has a crush on Liza Tushin and has sent her crappy poetry by way of a proposal. He has somehow managed to buy property worth 200 “souls” (serfs) from Nikolai Stavrogin. He lives with his mentally ill sister, whom he beats mercilessly. Nikolai has sent him money—either 300 or 1000 roubles, depending on whose story you believe. Lebyadkin thinks it was 1000, and that Dasha gave him 300 and pocketed the rest.
LEBYADKIN’S SISTER: A mentally ill woman with some sort of physical disability. Was “victimized” by Nikolai in some way, or so the rumor goes. Following this, Nikolai sent her to a convent for safe keeping, but her brother pulled her out of it and took her to live with him. There are theories that Nikolai is giving Lebyadkin money to compensate him for the harm caused to his sister, but the details are currently unclear. Kirillov once rescued this sister from being beaten by Lebyadkin.
SHIGALOV: Virginsky’s wife’s brother (so Virginsky’s brother-in-law). Has left a “sinister impression” on the narrator. So far, all we’ve heard him say is the ominous phrase: “Remember that you are bound to give an explanation.”
So what number are we up to now in terms of how many other characters Nikolai may have slept with? I count three so far…


    


    
        rolomoto (+8)

        I'm no expert but I think this is his most ambitious plot, I wonder how he kept all this stuff straight in his head.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Maybe he drew out charts for himself? I know I’d have to!


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+4)

        I've read ahead of the group, up to Book 2 Chapter 4 (sorry y'all...well, okay, I'm not really sorry) and I've definitely had to make a chart to keep track of who's connected to who and how! This book is so complicated


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        No idea if this is helpful because it's an absolute mess, but here's the diagram I made:
https://imgur.com/a/demons-character-diagram-FNqt1TC
EDIT: I think Imgur reduced the file size -\_-


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I feel like this is too messy to be helpful, but here's the diagram I made:
https://imgur.com/a/FNqt1TC


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        thanks, that's great! I'm low tech:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zbrH6Hn307iAc8hWFtXxRE7Q2LRf3m0p/view?usp=sharing


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        I must admit that I have completely forgotten who Virginsky is!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Haha yeah, he shows up in one section and then isn’t mentioned for ages, so I’m sure you’re not alone 😂 He’s one of the three members of Stepan’s little circle of “intellectuals” who got introduced in Chapter 1 Section 8. He’s the mild-mannered one whose wife cheated on him with Lebyadkin. Lebyadkin started living in his house, eating his food, ordering him around, etc. :P


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Ah ok, I remember him now. I thought Lebyadkin must be a suave and sophisticated person back then!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I sort of created a character diagram for my own reference. Idk if it's helpful--I think Imgur reduced the file size so it's hard to read.
https://imgur.com/a/demons-character-diagram-FNqt1TC


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        This is brilliant! Helpful and hilarious!


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        About the surname of Virginsky's wife's brother. In Russian, it is written as Шигалев. But, if I am not mistaken, in printed publications in the time of Dostoyevskiy (and often in modern editions), the letter «ё» was not specifically designated. Instead, the letter «е» was simply printed. So it is very possible that the surname of this character was Шигалёв, respectively, and pronounced differently.
Therefore, in English it should be written either Shigalev (or more precisely - Shigalyev because of the soft consonant «l») and with the most likely stress on the first syllable: SHI/SHEE (but the stress on the second syllable is also not impossible: GA).
Or this surname should be written Shigalyov (it is mandatory here with a «y» because of the pre-stressed soft consonant «l») and with an accent on the third syllable: LYOV, since in Russian the «ё» is always stressed in the word.
As far as I understand, this last option (with Шигалёв/Shigalyov) is the closest to the generally accepted one and I personally adhere to it myself.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Thanks, that’s really interesting! I’ll try to remember to write it that way from now on. Since printed publications at the time didn’t use ё, did it cause a lot of confusion generally? Or did context make it clear to native Russian speakers when e was supposed to be as е and when it was supposed to be read as ё?


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        You are right, in the vast majority of cases, it becomes clear from the context when the letter «е» is meant, and when «ё» is.
Although in the case of surnames (as with Шигалев) this is not always clear. For example, my own surname has the letter «ё» in it, but in all my documents the letter «е» is used instead. And since my surname is not particularly common, some people make mistakes in its pronunciation :)


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        

So what number are we up to now in terms of how many other characters Nikolai may have slept with? I count three so far…

As far as I remember, you mentioned Dasha and Lebyadkin's sister among the alleged ones. And who's the third one? Liza certainly didn't have sex with Nikolai, it's more than obvious.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Shatov's wife


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        Oh, that's right! I forgot about her.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        It does feel like Liza is being manipulative. She's very aware of Anton's feelings, and knows he'll do as she asks. No idea as to why she's so interested in meeting Lebyadkin's sister, it doesn't seem a good idea somehow.
So, Nikolai Stavrogin can be nice when he wants to be. It seems like the trip to America confirmed Shatov and Kirillov's political views, the comments about the place seemed very sarcastic


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Sounds like they may have started out dazzled by America but then quickly became disillusioned. The implication that Shatov was once close enough (or useful enough) to Nikolai to ask and receive money from him is so intriguing!


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        I wonder is Anton genuinely clueless that he was being played, or is he hoping to salvage some pride by playing up on the woman in despair angle? It seems to me that he was acting as Liza's willing lap dog, because he had the hots for her. My money is on the latter, he's trying to save face.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

Shigalyov

Ah, finally the moderator of r/dostoevsky makes his appearance.


Our Russian liberal is a flunkey before everything, and is only looking for someone whose boots he can clean.

One of the most quoted lines from Dostoevsky in Russian.
As for approving lynchings, robberies, and hoboes: to this day one othe most common accusations against liberals in Russia is that they will approve anything and everything if it's coming from the West. So, Shatov, being a repentant liberal, stresses this point. Practically, you can take his rant and publish it with minimal editing even now, and it wouldn't look completely out of place.


    


    
        Opyros (+6)

        I don’t see anything under “Last Line.” For the record, the last line in the Garnett translation (used by Project Gutenberg) is “We went downstairs at once.”
If anyone reports the error to Project Gutenberg, please say so here so we don’t all report it at once.
EDIT: I just reported the error.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Last line added. I had it written out so not sure what went wrong there.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Thanks! I got caught out - reading reading reading (hey this seems to be a long chapter) and then what? Why does it say chapter 6 all of a sudden 🤣?
Never mind not a biggie.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Shatov, Shigalov and Kirillov are up to something.
Does Marya Timofyevna have early onset dementia?
"She has some sort of nervous fits, almost every day, and they are destroying her memory so that afterwards she forgets everything that’s just happened, and is always in a muddle over time."
Whatever the case, she lays out truth as well.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Project Gutenberg apparently missed marking a chapter, so this might be ahead of where this thread has read - it’s not clear because I think the OP forgot to include the last line to clear it up.
I just know I don’t recognize some of what you mentioned, but I also miss big chunks I’ve read, so I may be wrong here!
Also, to the point of what you mentioned, if the beatings are causing memory loss, I hope it’s not intentional… basic physical abuse is bad enough, but to do it to try and induce memory loss is just so much extra 😨 - Lebyadkin doesn’t seem smart enough for that, so I hope it’s not the case…


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        I'm reading the Kindle version of Garnett and it skips naming some sections. I just realized that what I thought was chapter 4.4 was actually 4.4 and 4.5 but 4.5 wasn't labelled, it just skips to 4.6 (which I didn't notice). It's the same on Gutenberg, there is no 4.5, just 4.4 then 4.6


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Liza’s aggressive interest is so intriguing - the simple answer would be she likes Nikolai but needs proof he’s not a monster and so is looking to disprove to herself that he was involved with the sister. But I have a feeling it’s something more because of the time sensitivity of it - it’s very mysterious!
It felt so relatable when Anton was eager to make so many promises, then immediately was confused by his commitments 😂 so often I’m like, ‘why did I agree to that??’
I really am enjoying Anton’s attitude, he seems to be frequently laughing at things, including himself, and seems to not take anything too seriously but still has values and passions.
Besides Anton, Shatov is the character I am next most interested in and eager to see more unravel around his history and personality…


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Haha Anton is people pleaser, I feel that. Who else but a people pleaser would spend so much time patiently listening to Stepan’s hysterics? :P


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I didn’t really understand why Liza had to go to such trouble to meet Lebyadkin’s sister. Why did it have to be specially set up? Is this because Liza is a “lady” and so can’t just go into a relatively poor area of town and knock on a door? I get the impression that Liza is more upper class, but she still seems to be willing to hang out with Stepan and his drunken cronies.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        The narrator seemed to need Stepan to introduce him to Liza too; he didn’t feel like he could just drop by her house and say hi without an introduction. I’m guessing it’s just a general social rule?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

She seemed to have forgotten I was in the room and continued


standing in the same place by the table, deep in thought, her head
bowed, staring fixedly at one chosen spot in the carpet.She can't be that disappointed. There's several other people she could collaborate with.


"I absolutely must see her. Could you arrange it for this same


day?"What's the rush?


I'm counting only


on you, I have no one else; I spoke stupidly with Shatov... I'm sure
you are a completely honest man and, perhaps, completely devoted
to me, only do arrange it."Well that's a little presumptuous. Is his desire for her that obvious? And if it is, doesn't this count as manipulation on her part?


he had visitors—Alexei Nilych, and another gentleman I


was half acquainted with, a certain Shigalyov, the brother of
Virginsky's wife.My ability to keep characters and names in mind is being stretched to its limits. And I've read asoiaf.


Shigalyov finally began looking at me sternly and gloweringly,


in the most naive conviction that I would suddenly get up and leave.🤣🤣


"Remember, you're obliged to report."


"I spit on your reports, and the devil if I'm obliged to anybody."Ohhh, so there's a conspiracy afoot. And Shatov is pretending not to be in agreement with it for the sake of the narrator.


Usually, whenever I had come to see him before (very rarely,


by the way), he would sit glowering in the corner, responding
angrily, and only after a long time would become quite animated and
begin talking with pleasure. On the other hand, each time he said
good-bye, he would unfailingly glower again and let you out as if he
were getting rid of a personal enemy.Maybe he just hates goodbyes.


"No, the man doesn't seem to be a punster to me; he seems


unable to speak even plainly, to say nothing of punning."Adding punster to my vocabulary.


Not only that:


when they asked us to pay a dollar for something worth a penny, we
paid it, not just with pleasure, but even with enthusiasm. We praised
everything: spiritualism, lynching, six-shooters, hoboes.If you praised lynching then you deserved to be cheated and beaten.


"I wrote to a man in Europe, and he sent me a hundred roubles."


All the while he talked, Shatov stared stubbornly at the ground,
as was his custom even when excited. But here he suddenly raised
his head.
"And do you want to know the man's name?"
"Who was it?"
"Nikolai Stavrogin."😳


Let's simply go down while she's sitting alone. He'll beat her up


when he comes back, if he finds out we were there. I often go tosee her on the quiet. I attacked him today when he began beating
her again."This man is a monster. Is she really his sister or is he playing Abraham's trick. I can't imagine why a man would be so miffed about his sister talking to other people. Unless she's keeping some secret of his, he's afraid might get spilled.
#Shatovisms of the day:
1)"Russian atheism has never gone further than a pun,"
2)And there are no tears invisible to the world under the
visible laughter!
#Quotes of the day:
1) Never in my life have I seen a more grim, gloomy,
glowering face on a man. He looked as if he were expecting the
destruction of the world, and not just sometime, according to
prophecies which might not be fulfilled, but quite definitely, round
about morning, the day after tomorrow, at ten twenty-five sharp.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        

And there are no tears invisible to the world under the visible laughter! 

Apparently this refers to some literary work, Garnett gives it as: And it isn’t a case of tears unseen by the world under cover of a smile! There has never been a falser word said in Russia than about those unseen tears,” he cried, almost with fury.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Interesting! Do you know which work it refers to?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        It's from Gogol. The Dead Souls.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Dosto seems to reference Gogol a lot.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Thanks! I didn’t remember that specific quote 😅


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        Apparently it refers to a remark made by Pushkin. From the intro to Dead Souls: The poet Pushkin, who said of Gogol that “behind his laughter you feel the unseen tears,” was his chief friend and inspirer. It was he who suggested the plot of Dead Souls as well as the plot of the earlier work The Revisor, which is almost the only comedy in Russian.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        Sorry, where did you get all that?


it refers to a remark made by Pushkin

It refers  to a quote from The Dead Souls


was his chief friend and inspirer

He wasn't.  They were friends, yes, but "chief friend"? Most probably no


which is almost the only comedy in Russian.

What? I'm not even sure how to comment this. It's completely false


    


    
        rolomoto (+1)

        look at the Gutenberg version of Dead Souls, it's all in the introduction.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        And it's flat out wrong.
Curiously, that edition/translation is missing a lot. For instance, a couple of pages in the beginning of Ch. 7, exactly where the quote about unseen tears was supposed to be.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Wow! I had no idea Gogol and Pushkin were so close! Thanks for this info :)


    


    
        2whitie (+5)

        That line had some real Douglas Adams energy to it


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        You quoted the bit I loved too!
Also, I interpreted all the ‘praise’ in America as quite sarcastic. Emphasizing that America was perhaps not the most morally sound, paired with the absurdity of everyone going along with it. So he didn’t actually praise lynching, but he acknowledged that it was culturally acceptable when (I figured) he believed it shouldn’t be. But perhaps he was indeed seduced by the promises of America and truly did ‘praise’ (when in Rome…) - at least until he came to his senses and left


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        So he was just doing what he thought was culturally acceptable. Makes sense.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I figured the same with pre-emancipation America, many white Americans were against slavery but unless action was taken, there was moral complicity even if there was no participation. So he left to avoid being complicit and/or support the idea of acceptable complicity… or something 😂


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. So many things happen off screen in this novel. There's some secret there that we will soon find out. I'm not sure I like how these setups keep happening.
2. Liza still seems like the Brett of this novel until proven otherwise. She's making Anton seem like a simp. He even hates that she saw that but still goes along with it anyways.
3. Was I understanding it correct that they and other wealthy Russians went to America to work for low wages, get cheated out of the money, and beaten just for the "American Experience". I don't mean to laugh but that's one of the goofiest things I've ever heard.
4. Well that and the man got cucked by his wife & Nikolai. It seems like he keeps getting into these subservient positions to Nikolai. I'm sure this will come up more.
5. No, I don't think it's totally out of line with his character.
6. Nikolai seems to be the common denominator in every single person in the novel's problems.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Your interpretation of Kirillov and Shatov's American trip is correct. But Shatov is definitely not wealthy, he's a former serf after all.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        What a twist! Why does Liza want so badly to meet L—‘s sister? I note that our narrator is absolutely just need as a proxy to the reader: at the beginning of the chapter he expressed no interest in what had happened before he came into the room, saying that if it were relevant to him (us), he would have been present.
Shatov explaining how strange and engaging he found America was very amusing to me. I have the same feelings about the United States, they’re a very strange place. Though I can explain the thing that is advertised at a farthing costing a dollar - it’s all of the hidden taxes, fees, and mandatory tipping that are designed to bewilder and bamboozle.
I’m getting some really uneasy feelings about what they’re going to find….


    

Part 1 - Chapter 4 - Section 5-6

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Next Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Section 7
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 1-3
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 4
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 5
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 6
Discussion Prompts:
1. We meet Marya Timofyevna. What stood out the most to you about her?
2. Marya uses a pet name for Shatov and remembers him even though she has memory issues. Do you feel like they have a special connection?
3. What did you think about Marya's fortune? A journey, a wicked man, somebody’s treachery, a death-bed, a letter, unexpected news. Any clues here as to where the story is headed?
4. Marya talks of a baby and it being brought to a pond. Do you think she could have drowned her baby, or is this simply a dream?
5. Another reference to suffering for another man's sin. A phrase first used by Stephan and this time from Lebyadkin. Do you think they are both talking about the same man?
6. What stood out to you from Shatov and Lebyadkin's shouting match through a door?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:



Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 4 Section 7


26 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        I’d like to share a little diagram I made of the characters in Demons and their connections to one another. I’ve updated it since I linked it in the comments of the last discussion post. It’s kind of messy, but hopefully it’ll help someone keep track of the many, many characters in this book.
https://imgur.com/a/TWLXTXF
So, section 5! Shatov introduces Anton to Lebyadkin’s disabled, mentally ill sister, Marya Timofeyevna. The strange and disconnected way Marya speaks is pretty confusing, I think, so I wanted to give notes on a few of her statements. I apologize if everyone had already picked up on this. But first, a couple definitions.
SAMOVARS
- “The stove was not heated, food was not cooked; they had not even a samovar as Shatov told me.”
Anyone who’s used to reading Russian literature will recognize this word, but just in case: a samovar is a metal container used to heat water for tea and other uses. It’s often made of brass and has a spigot near the bottom. Tea can be heated by placing it on top of the samovar, and then water from the spigot can be used to dilute the tea as desired.
GARRET
- “Are you tired of walking up and down alone in your garret?” she laughed, displaying two rows of magnificent teeth.”
I’m not sure if all translations call Shatov’s room a “garret,” but Garnett does. Raskolnikov in C&P also lives in a garret, and Smerdyakov falls down from one in TBK. It means “attic.”
MOTHER PRASKOVYA
- “I said the same thing to Mother Praskovya, she’s a very venerable woman, she used to run to my cell to tell her fortune on the cards, without letting the Mother Superior know. Yes, and she wasn’t the only one who came to me. They sigh, and shake their heads at me, they talk it over while I laugh. ‘Where are you going to get a letter from, Mother Praskovya,’ I say, ‘when you haven’t had one for twelve years?’”
Here’s where things start to get pretty confusing. All the way back in Chapter 3, Section 4, Liputin said the following about Lebyadkin: “This captain to all appearances went away from us at that time; not because of the forged papers, but simply to look for his sister, who was in hiding from him somewhere, it seems; well, and now he’s brought her and that’s the whole story.”
The discussion in THIS section implies that Marya was hidden from her brother in a convent of some kind. One of the nuns in the convent was evidently called Mother Praskovya—a TOTALLY DIFFERENT Praskovya from Liza’s mother, and one you don’t need to remember.
LIZAVETA THE BLESSED
- “We were drinking our tea, and the monk from Athos said to the Mother Superior, ‘Blessed Mother Superior, God has blessed your convent above all things in that you preserve so great a treasure in its precincts,’ said he. ‘What treasure is that?’ asked the Mother Superior. ‘The Mother Lizaveta, the Blessed.’ This Lizaveta the Blessed was enshrined in the nunnery wall, in a cage seven feet long and five feet high, and she had been sitting there for seventeen years in nothing but a hempen shift, summer and winter, and she always kept pecking at the hempen cloth with a straw or a twig of some sort, and she never said a word, and never combed her hair, or washed, for seventeen years.”
This Lizaveta the Blessed seems to be what’s sometimes called an “anchoress”—that is, a woman who is sealed up in a cell attached to a church or convent. She remains confined there for life, praying, reading, hearing mass, and receiving the Eucharist. At least in Europe, an anchoress would usually have a window called a “squint” that allowed her to see the altar of the church, as well as another window through which she could counsel women and receive visitors.
GOD AND NATURE
- “‘I think,’ said I, ‘that God and nature are just the same thing.’ They all cried out with one voice at me, ‘Well, now!’ The Mother Superior laughed, whispered something to the lady and called me up, petted me, and the lady gave me a pink ribbon. Would you like me to show it to you? And the monk began to admonish me. But he talked so kindly, so humbly, and so wisely, I suppose. I sat and listened. ‘Do you understand?’ he asked. ‘No,’ I said, ‘I don’t understand a word, but leave me quite alone.’.. Since then when I bow down to the ground at my prayers, I’ve taken to kissing the earth. I kiss it and weep.”
The way that Marya expresses her beliefs comes across a little pagan (the idea of God and nature being the same, or of nature being the Holy Mother), which is why her statement gets such a big reaction. A monk scolds her and tries to explain proper doctrine to her, but she doesn’t understand it. Ultimately, it seems like everyone cuts her slack because of her mental condition.
MARYA TIMOFEYEVNA’S BABY
- “Why, of course. A little rosy baby with tiny little nails, and my only grief is I can’t remember whether it was a boy or a girl. Sometimes I remember it was a boy, and sometimes it was a girl. And when he was born, I wrapped him in cambric and lace, and put pink ribbons on him, strewed him with flowers, got him ready, said prayers over him.”
Marya’s words about her baby are very alarming. Did she actually have one? If so, what happened to it? Did it die? Was it given away to someone? And who fathered the child? We’ve been told that Nikolai may have wronged her in some way…
“HE”
- I’ve had a dream: he came to me again, he beckoned me, called me. ‘My little puss,’ he cried to me, ‘little puss, come to me!’ And I was more delighted at that ‘little puss’ than anything; he loves me, I thought.” /“Perhaps he will come in reality,” Shatov muttered in an undertone. / “No, Shatushka, that’s a dream.… He can’t come in reality.”
It sounds like Marya’s been involved with a man in the past. We can presume this “he” was the father of her baby (if the baby ever existed) and has since abandoned her. What are we to make of Shatov’s words that “perhaps he will come again”?
A SIN
- “Ach, what is it to do with me, and it’s a sin.” Shatov suddenly got up from the bench.”
So many insinuations! Whatever happened to Marya Timofeyevna, Shatov seems to know more about it than he’s letting on.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Why do you have Vsevolod Garshin as Virginsky in your diagram though


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        lol I couldn’t find a pic of Virginsky from the 2014 miniseries, so I just Googled something like “19th century Russian man” and used whatever picture came up. I had the same issue with Karmazinov so I used a pic of Turgenev 😂


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Thanks !


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        No problem! I’ll add to it as we go on :)


    


    
        Quagnor (+2)

        Hello again! I’m caught up to this part of Demons (1.4.6) and was just wondering if that imgur link wasn’t updated again with any possible spoilers. Am I safe to click it?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I think you’re safe? I definitely didn’t update it after 1.4.6.


    


    
        Quagnor (+1)

        Okay cool! Very good resource so I thank you for it.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        You’re welcome, my pleasure 😊


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Lebyadyin mentioned manifestos.
“Shatov, damn the manifestoes, eh?”
I echo the narrators confusion:
“What’s it all about?” I asked.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        It’s riddles, secrets, and enigmas all the way down! Between Shatov’s small freak-out over the mention of a printing press (?), Shigalyov’s vague warning that Shatov will be made to give an explanation, and Lebyadkin’s “damn the manifestos,” there are a lot of bits and pieces emerging, but we still don’t have the full picture.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+4)

        About the lines of poetry that Lebyadkin recites.
They are the beginning verses of a very well-known poem by famous Russian poet Afanasiy Fet ( https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Afanasy_Fet  ) which are mangled... sorry, immensely improved by our incredibly talented Mr. Lebyadkin. You can find the whole original poem «Я пришел к тебе с приветом...»/I Have Come to You, Delighted... and its rhymed translation in the same article about Fet, to which I gave the link above (in the section «Sample»).
(Btw this poem is required to be learned by heart as part of the literature program in Russian schools. At least, that was the case during my school years.)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Thanks for this tidbit! It’s a really lovely poem :)


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+1)

        You're welcome :)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+8)

        

Everywhere there were crumbs, litter,


puddles; a big, thick, soaking-wet rag lay in the middle of the floor in
the first room, and in the same pool sat an old, worn-out boot.Do neither or them clean the place? Damn!


When the captain arrived with his sister, he was completely


destitute and, as Liputin said, went around to certain houses
begging; but, having unexpectedly received money, he at once
began drinking and went completely off his head from wine, so that
he could not be bothered with housekeeping.He just keeps getting worse.


"She just sits like that, alone as can be, literally for days on end,


without moving; she reads the cards and looks at herself in the
mirror," Shatov pointed to her from the threshold. "He doesn't even
feed herGood Lord


She has


some sort of nervous fits almost every day, and they take away her
memory, so that after them she forgets everything that's just
happened and always gets mixed up about time.So she's amnesiac. Does she remember any of her traumas. Could her amnesia be a deliberate repression of memory. I know it's a disproven concept but Dosto didn't


Shatushka

I'm sorry but this sounds like a euphemism for #2 🤣🤣


It


doesn't matter that I'm talking out loud; if the talk isn't addressed to
her, she immediately stops listening and immediately plunges into
dreaming within herself; precisely plunges.Maladaptive daydreaming methinks.


"It keeps


coming out the same: a journey, a wicked man, someone's perfidy, a
deathbed, a letter from somewhere, unexpected news—it's all lies, I
think.A prophecy is it. "The journey" is refering to either Petrosha or Nik. "Perfidy" could be anyone. Varva keeping Stepan out of the blue about the pregnancy, Dasha not telling Nik about it or something Liza has cooking. Now that I've said it I feel a little sexist for only pointing out the women for being potential traitors so let's remedy that. Nik doesn't seem the treasonous type, he performs his stunts out in the open. My money's on Liputin, one cannot traffic in so many secrets without underhanded measures. It could also be the familial betrayal of Lebaydkin abusing his sister. "Deathbed", well I did say suicide had been foreshadowed, but who's? Perhaps Varva or Stepan or both. A Romeo and Juliet ending where they realize their love too late, one commits suicide and the other follows. "A letter from somewhere", I believe said letter has not yet been introduced. Lebaydkin's letter to Liza doesn't seem consequential enough to warrant a prophecy. And finally "unexpected news", I have no guesses, but I'm holding out for a massive plot twist. "It's all lies" could mean the narrator is pulling a fast one with the whole story.


'the Mother of God is our great mother the moist earth,


and therein lies a great joy for man. And every earthly sorrow and
every earthly tear is a joy for us; and when you have watered the
earth under you a foot deep with your tears, then you will at once
rejoice over everything. And there will be no more, no more of your
grief from then on,What tragedy had her all cried out to the point she can't be sad anymore? Was the apparent 'defiler' actually a lover of hers who she cared about?


Now I, too, would be filled


with sorrow, now my memory would come back, I'm afraid of the
dark, Shatushka. And most of all I weep for my baby..."She was pregnant? Did she have a miscarriage? Or did her lover beat her into one.


"But, of course: little, pink, with such tiny fingernails, only my


whole sorrow is that I don't remember whether it was a boy or a
girl. One time I remember a boy, and another time a girl.Oh so she had it then. I'm guessing fatherless? If she really was a lady of the night she wouldn't know the father then.


"That's a hard question you're asking me, Shatushka," she replied


pensively, and without being the least surprised at such a question.
"I'll tell you nothing on that account, maybe there wasn't any; I think
it's just your curiosity; but anyway I won't stop weeping over him, I
didn't just see it in a dream, did I?"Huh? What on earth is going on here? I think there most certainly was a baby.


"But you won't tell, that's why I don't ask."


"I won't tell, I won't tell, put a knife into me, but I won't tell," she
chimed in quickly, "burn me, but I won't tell. And however much I
suffer, I won't say anything, people will never find out!"So she doesn't lose her memories after all. She just doesn't want to speak ill of her abusers.


Today this Nilych


came here with Filippov, the landlord, the big red-beard, just as my
man was flying at me. The landlord, he grabbed him, he dragged
him across the room, and my man was shouting: 'It's not my fault,
I'm suffering for someone else's fault!'What's not his fault? Did someone fake Lebaydkin's letter?


I have come to you with greeting, To tell you that the sun has r-rrisen, And that its hot light down is beating


Upon the... for-r-rest ... as it glistens, To tell you that I have
awakened, devil take you, All awa-a-akened 'neath... the boughs...
Just like 'neath the blows, ha, ha!
And every bird ... is stirred... with thirst, To tell you I will dr-r-rink
my fill, Drink... lord knows what, but dr-r-rink my fill.Oh yes that letter was 100% a fake. A man with these weak verses couldn't possibly have crafted that. I suspect the narrator himself wrote that letter. He obviously has a way with words, just look at this story. What if our narrator is offering a biased account to make himself look as good as possible?


"And you, you sold your sister."


"Lies! I'm a victim of slander, though... with one explanation I
could ... do you understand who she is?😳😳Is that what really happened? He pimped out his sister😱😱. Brb, I'm going to hug my siblings.


"I... I... she... she's..."

Actually my wife. I merely took a page out of Abe's book on his trip to Abbysinia.


I left. An incredible idea was growing stronger and stronger in my


imagination. In anguish I thought of the next day...Uhhh, did you completely forget the task Liza gave you?
#Maryisms of the day:
1)Sorrow isn't
boredom. I'm of good cheer."
2)'the Mother of God is our great mother the moist earth,
and therein lies a great joy for man. And every earthly sorrow and
every earthly tear is a joy for us; and when you have watered the
earth under you a foot deep with your tears, then you will at once
rejoice over everything. And there will be no more, no more of your
grief from then on,
#Quotes of the day:
1)This quiet, serene joy, also expressed in
her smile, surprised me after everything I had heard about the
Cossack quirt and all the outrages of her dear brother.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        That place sounded so abysmal and gross, how anyone could live like that. And Lebyadkin apparently didn't even have a bed but would just fall down drunk on the floor and  sleep. Comfy...I can't imagine the hangovers.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        Imagine the bugs 🐛


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Shatov said among into Lebyadkin’s rooms for the first time like “Damn, b***h, you live like this?”
I think there was a baby, too, though I fear it came to no good end. Maybe Shatov genuinely thinks she’s making it up, or maybe he thinks it’s kinder to pretend there never was a baby.
You’re right, Anton never did get around to arranging an introduction between Liza and Marya. Maybe he didn’t have the heart once he saw what kind of condition Marya was in.
I like your speculations on the meaning of the cards Marya drew. I wasn’t even brave enough to take a stab at it.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

I like your speculations on the meaning of the cards Marya drew. I wasn’t even brave enough to take a stab at it.

Understandable. Marya's story is depressing. I'm holding out hope that all the ambiguity and secrecy is actually a wholesome past in there, but that's unlikely.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I though this bit was  interesting:
“And you sold your sister.”
“That’s a lie! I put up with the libel though.”
I hope this means that something a bit more interesting than “evil Nik slept with the sister, made her pregnant and is now paying off the brother in hush money”
And then:
An improbable idea was growing stronger and stronger in my mind. I thought of the next day with distress.…
I wonder what is his improbable idea? 
Maybe the sister isn’t the one who got pregnant. Maybe it was Liza?? And there was a baby swap?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Oh, that’s a good guess! I thought Anton was referring to all the vague hints about manifestos and explanations, but maybe he did mean something to do with the sister and Liza (or the sister and Dasha? Or all three??)


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        It seems like Marya is a useful idiot, a character Dostoevsky's quite fond of utilising. She's definitely telling us things about the direction the story is taking, but it's wrapped up with her actual ramblings.
It did feel like the baby really did exist though, which is terribly sad.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I thought of her as more of a holy fool type, like Stinking Lizaveta (and to a lesser extent Alyosha) in TBK or Myshkin in The Idiot. Though it certainly is true that she’s being used 😭


    


    
        hocfutuis (+2)

        Yes! That's the one! My mind was blank trying to think of the right term.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. Mostly just sad, she seems like a really pleasant person who is treated terribly by everyone with the exception of Shatov & the ladies who give her food. In a way, maybe it's better that she can't remember her tragedies well.
2. Yes, I do. I gained a bit more respect for him through this chapter. He genuinely cares about Marya in a way that almost no one else does.
3. I'm sure it does so we will need to revisit once we get further along in the story.
4. I didn't even consider this. I do think that she had a baby and it's probably another one of Nikolai's illegitimate children. I hope she didn't drown her baby...  
  
5. Probably, and the man being Nikolai who seems to be the root of most of the drama and problems within the novel.  
  
6. Just the fact that he said he sold his sister, and knowing that Nikolai did something terrible to her... I don't know but Lebyadkin & Nikolai seem to be really terrible in general.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        

Strange to say, instead of the


oppressive repulsion and almost dread one usually feels in the presence
of these creatures afflicted by God…Because heavens forbid that someone with a disability not repulse you, narrator! Good grief.
What a sad character. The balance between her obvious good disposition and content feelings with life offset with the “fits” that ruin her memory and prevent her recalling the terrible things her brother does.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 4 - Section 7

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

I hope that you all had a good weekend.
This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Section 7
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 1-3
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 4
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 5
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 6
Discussion Prompts:
1. Sunday dawns and our characters have a busy day ahead. But of course none of it goes to plan. What did you think of the church scene? (Were you at all surprised that Dostoevsky teased us so with Stepan and co. before shifting the scene?)
2. Perhaps I’m confused - how did Marya know Varvara?
3. Was Liza just up to youthful mischief insisting on coming along or is there should deeper going on?
4. And so we finish Part 1 Chapter 4. How are you going with the book?
5. Anything else to discuss?
6. Schedule for this week is fairly straightforward. Tomorrow is Sections 1-3, then it's one section per day through to Friday. Enjoy! Or don't, that's up to you.
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


Liza’s own expression. 

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 1-3


25 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        And, with that, Chapter 4 comes to an end! Who else is really, really excited for the big meet-up at Varvara’s in Chapter 5? I think it’s a recipe for absolute mayhem.
Just a few odds and ends this time around. The less a chapter revolves around Stepan, the fewer notes I end up having to take :P
RECHERCHÉ
- “His get-up for the occasion was, by the way, extremely recherché.”
I used good ol’ Merriam Webster to look up the definition of this word, and here’s what it gave me: 1. : exotic, rare. 2. : excessively refined : affected entry 2. 3. : pretentious, overblown.
Excessively refined, affected, pretentious, and overblown? That’s Stepan all over.
BATISTE
- “A shirt of batiste and embroidered, almost fit for a ball, a white tie, a new hat in his hand, new straw-coloured gloves, and even a suspicion of scent.”
Evidently the shirt Stepan is wearing is made of a semi-sheer plain-weave fabric that textile manufacturers commonly use to make lightweight garments, lingerie, and bedding. Basically, it’s a really delicate and refined material. Clearly, he’s dressed to impress. But whom is he trying to impress—his bride, or Varvara?
DROSHKY
- “And behold, during the sermon a lady drove up to the church in an old fashioned hired droshky, that is, one in which the lady could only sit sideways.”
A droshky is an open carriage especially associated with Russia, featuring four wheels and a long bench you sit astride like a saddle—or, if you’re a modest young woman, side-saddle.
PELISSE
- “She was painfully thin and she limped, she was heavily powdered and rouged; her long neck was quite bare, she had neither kerchief nor pelisse; she had nothing on but an old dark dress in spite of the cold and windy, though bright, September day.”
Apparently a pelisse was originally a kind of military jacket worn by light cavalry, but it eventually transitioned into a coat-like garment for women. It could also be worn like a dress as daywear. In the 19th century, it would have been fitted closely to the body and featured an empire waistline. You can see an image of a pelisse at the link below.
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pelisse#/media/File%3A1817-walking-dress-La-Belle-Assemblee.jpg
MARYA TIMOFEYEVNA’S NAME
- “No, my name’s not Lebyadkin.”/“Then perhaps your brother’s name is Lebyadkin?”/“My brother’s name is Lebyadkin.”
This isn’t a definition; I just wanted to mention it—Marya’s name isn’t Lebyadkin? Who the heck is she, then!?
WESTERNIZED NAMES
- “And tell maman to follow me to auntie’s directly; maman meant, fully meant to come and see you, she said so this morning herself, I forgot to tell you,” Liza pattered on. “I beg your pardon, don’t be angry, Julie, chère … cousine.… Auntie, I’m ready!”
Liza calls Yulia von Lembke “Julie” here because it’s the Westernized version of “Yulia.” You see the same phenomenon at work when Varvara calls Nikolai “Nicolas.” It seems to have been a popular thing to do among the wealthy and educated classes in Russia at the time.
LAMENESS
- “What! You’re lame!” cried Varvara Petrovna, seeming quite alarmed, and she turned pale. (Every one noticed it at the time, but did not understand it.)
Any theories as to why Varvara has such a big reaction to Marya’s physical disability?


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        

This isn’t a definition; I just wanted to mention it—Marya’s name isn’t Lebyadkin? Who the heck is she, then!? 



Liza calls Yulia von Lembke “Julie” here because it’s the Westernized version of “Yulia.” 

Good catches!


Any theories as to why Varvara has such a big reaction to Marya’s physical disability? 

I just assumed people weren't exactly delicate back then about deformities.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Yeah that’s possible too, that people were more willing to just point out and gape at disabilities in the 19th century. I remember in The Idiot when Lizaveta Epanchina is first introduced to Myshkin she’s like, “Oh good, you’re not that brain-damaged, I thought you’d need a bib!”


    


    
        Kleinias1 (+8)

        

MARYA TIMOFEYEVNA’S NAME



“No, my name’s not Lebyadkin.”/“Then perhaps your brother’s name is Lebyadkin?”/“My brother’s name is Lebyadkin.”



This isn’t a definition; I just wanted to mention it—Marya’s name isn’t Lebyadkin? Who the heck is she, then!?

Perhaps this relates to the confused manner in which Marya perceives her own identity. We've previously encountered cryptic hints suggesting she may have been involved in a past relationship. If that’s the case, she might view herself as having assumed another's last name—not necessarily in a literal sense, but perhaps symbolically.
"Perhaps you had one \[a husband\]?” Shatov queried cautiously.
"You’re absurd, Shatushka, with your reflections. I had, perhaps I had, but what’s the use of my having had one, if it’s just the same as though I hadn’t. There’s an easy riddle for you. Guess it!” she laughed."
"I’ve had a dream: he came to me again, he beckoned me, called me. ‘My little puss,’ he cried to me, ‘little puss, come to me!’ And I was more delighted at that ‘little puss’ than anything; he loves me, I thought"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        You’re right, it could be that she fancied herself married at one point, just as she fancied herself a mother, and those delusions are mixed up with reality in her head. Poor Marya—I really feel for her. That said, in both her appearances so far, she’s seemed like she was having a good time.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Maybe she was previously married and her husband died? That may explain the riddle and how it's just the same as if she hadn't had one, because he is not around any more.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        One solution to the riddle is that her husband had the same surname as her maiden name (incest?), so that when she married she didn’t change her name so it’s just the same as if she hadn’t. But then Lebyadkin can’t be her real brother. Maybe he really is her footman and she is of a wealthy family and Lebyadkin is being paid off to mind her. Maybe Liza suspects and that is why she is so keen to meet her. And Varvara knows that there is a mystery about the lame woman, and now she has turned up, which is why she was so shocked.
Who is she really?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        I wonder if Varvara reacted to Marya's disability because of the rumours connecting her and Nikolai?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        That’s very possible! Maybe whoever told Varvara those rumors mentioned that the woman Nikolai had “outraged” was physically disabled?


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Any theories as to why Varvara has such a big reaction to Marya’s physical disability?

My first impression was that Varvara was sort of ashamed that a lame woman had gone to all this trouble just to see her. It must have been quite the effort.
Although I think others theory that she knows something about Marya and Nikolai's history but didn't know she was lame is probably right.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Actually I kind of see where you were getting that from. I know I’d be embarrassed and dismayed if a disabled girl threw herself at my feet and started kissing my hand!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        So then she’s not actually Lebyadkin?? The madwoman angle had me doubting much of what she says so I didn’t think much of it


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Yeah, it’s hard to take Marya’s word for anything because of her mental state. But in the most recent section we’ve read, Lebyadkin confirms that Marya’s last name isn’t Lebyadkin, so either she was married or she’s not actually his sister. So mysterious!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        Yes, I really like how this bit has been unfolding! I sort of wish I didn’t catch on to it at this point though, I feel like we weren’t necessarily meant to read too much into what Marya says, then hearing it from Lebyadkin would have been impactful but still left doubt (because he’s a bit raving too) and then >!Varvara asking Nik directly would have been more of a shock than it ended up being!<


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+7)

        I was amused by the opening paragraph assuring us that some serious drama is about to go down. Way to grab my attention, Anton. You're a 10/10 narrator.
It's been hinted at that Marya and Nikolai had some sort of sexual relationship so I guess even if they haven't met before Marya might know of Varvara as the mother of her former...lover? Attacker? Father of her potentially fictional dream infant? I don't know, we haven't gotten many hard facts yet.
Liza is a sharp one. I think she knows exactly what's about to go down and has a reason for wanting to be involved.
I feel like I've gotten into a groove with the book at this point. I mostly have the names straight! Some people mentioned the set up is slow but I'm really intrigued by the limited details we've gotten on the ties between these characters as well as trying to figure out where Dostoevsky is going with the story.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        It’s so hard to characterize the nature of whatever relationship Nikolai and Marya might have had. I want to believe there’s some good in Nikolai and that he didn’t attack her—but even if they were in a genuine relationship, can someone as mentally unwell as Marya consent? I know that’s a really heavy topic, but I can’t help worrying about her.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I was assuming her mental state altered after her affair, either from emotional trauma or from the physical abuse


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Well, that’s possible too. So far we haven’t been told when and how her mental illness started, so you might be right!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        

In short, it was a day of surprisingly


converging accidents.My favourite kind of chapters.


Lizaveta


Nikolaevna came in, and arm in arm with Lizaveta Nikolaevna—
Marya Timofeevna Lebyadkin!😳😳😳Ohhh this is going to be sooo good.


It was also


known to all the ladies that she would be dressed magnificently and
with remarkable elegance, and therefore our ladies' costumes this
time were distinguished by their refinement and splendor. Varvara
Petrovna alone was, as usual, modestly dressed all in black; she had
dressed thus invariably over the last four years.I really, I always imagined Varva as the type to go all out for such an occasion.


To crown it all, the lady, though


she walked with modestly lowered eyes, was at the same time
smiling gaily and coyly.New character or someone we know?


The governor's wife was the first to go up to the


cross, but within two steps of it she stopped, apparently wishing to
give way to Varvara Petrovna, who was approaching it from her own
side all too directly and as if not noticing anyone ahead of her.Oh she noticed all right🤣🤣


The


extraordinary courtesy of the governor's wife undoubtedly contained
an obvious and, in its way, witty barb; so everyone understood it; so
Varvara Petrovna must have understood it; but, as before, not
noticing anyone, and with a most unshakable air of dignity, she
kissed the cross and at once headed for the exit.Why did Varva seek to agitate her in the first place though?


I hasten to note here, as briefly as possible, that although


Varvara Petrovna had in recent years become exceedingly
economical, as they said, and even a bit stingy, still she could on
occasion be unsparing of money for charity proper. She was a
member of a charitable society in the capital. In a recent famine
year she had sent five hundred roubles to Petersburg, to the main
committee for the receipt of aid for the victims, and this was talked
about in town. Finally, quite recently, before the appointment of the
new governor, she had all but established a local ladies' committee
to aid the poorest new mothers in our town and in the province.I'm impressed. I think she's a good woman underneath it all. Just a bit naive and immature.


And then, with the


sudden change of governors, everything came to a halt; and the
new governor's wife, it was said, had already managed to utter in
society a few pointed and, above all, apt and sensible objectionsWell that's a bitchy move. Did she halt it's creation only to take a stab at Varva? Then it makes sense for V to hate the notion of her coming to kiss the cross knowing damn well she's willing to screw over innocent people over a rivalry.


"I need... I've come..." the "unfortunate" woman prattled, in a


voice breaking with excitement. "I've come just to kiss your hand..."
and she giggled again. With a most childlike look,Did V plan this? Or is it a trick by the governor's wife?


"Seems she's one of the Lebyadkins, ma'am," 

Oooooooh


Praskovya Ivanovna, on


doctor's orders, had meanwhile gone for a ride in the carriage,
taking Mavriky Nikolaevich along for diversion.I'm immediately suspicious. Why would a doctor recommend a bumpy carriage ride for health instead of a good walk or medicine. I think Praskovya is planning something. Perhaps an attempt to wean Mavriky off of Liza, or she and Mavriky are colluding on some plot. Does Liza know of the enmity between the Governor's wife and V?


"If you don't take me with you, auntie, I'll run screaming after


your carriage,"I think Yulia is trying to set Liza up with someone, or at least undermine plans to set Liza with Nik and her persistence is why Liza doesn't want to ride with her.


In short, it was suddenly revealed clearly to the whole town that


it was not Yulia Mikhailovna who had scorned Varvara Petrovna all
along and had not paid her a visit, but, on the contrary, it was
Varvara Petrovna herself who had "kept Yulia Mikhailovna within
bounds, when she would perhaps have run on foot to visit her, if
only she had been sure that Varvara Petrovna would not chase her
away."Really? I didn't get that impression. We're really missing Liputin here, some gossip from him would have informed us on the general town consensus regarding V and Yulia.
#Quotes of the day:
1)She
was severely reproached among us for being ambitious; but the
notorious impetuousness of Varvara Petrovna's character, together
with her persistence, nearly triumphed over the obstacles; the
society was almost set up, and the initial idea broadened more and
more in the delighted mind of the foundress:


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        I think Varvara and Yulia were going to be enemies no matter what. Varvara had so much influence with the previous governor that she was basically the one running the province. Meanwhile, Yulia is such a strong woman that it might end up being her who runs the province through her husband. So it’s basically two very powerful, ambitious, and stubborn people vying for control.
(Also Varvara thinks she’s above Yulia for various mean-girl reasons, like the fact that Yulia was an “Old Maid” until age 45 🙄 Varvara, girl, you and your husband didn’t even like each other, and you’re forcing your current man to marry someone else, so who’s really coming out ahead in this situation? 😂)
Varvara’s (actual and attempted) charitable activities do make me like her, even if they’re undertaken partially to make herself look good and progressive. She’s described as pretty stingy otherwise, and what money she’s spent in the context of the novel has gone mostly to other people: Stepan’s debts, Ivan and Dasha Shatov’s education, monthly payments to Petrusha, etc. I think she has genuine generosity in her, even if it’s wrapped in layers of ambition and self-absorption.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        The opening of this chapter was very dramatic! Poor Stepan getting all dressed up, and it's the meeting that seals his fate.
The interactions at church were a bit strange. Why has Marya suddenly shown up there? The mystery of her name too, given she's not a Lebyadkin. The meeting at Varvara's house is certainly going to be an interesting one!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I found the sort of “cold open” Dostoevsky did at the beginning of this chapter before going back to explain what led up to that moment to be surprisingly modern! It was very much, “You’re probably wondering how I got into this situation” 😂😂😂


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        Maybe she and Nikolai got married or she thought they did? Making her name not Lebyadkin and explaining her interest in Varvara.
I doubt Nikolai would have married her but if he got her pregnant she could have mixed it up in her mind and thought he was her husband?


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        1: I’m really not sure what to make of all of this. So far this all seems like a gossip book and this is just another amongst bougie church ladies this time. Marya had an interesting appearance, I for some reason thought she couldn’t walk but I guess she can she’s just injured in someway. What is Varvara plotting at the end when she is in her “trance”?
2. Varvara is pretty notorious in the town they are in so it could be that.
3. We keep learning that everything is done with a reason and only hinted at prior to it being revealed to us.  It’s fine but it makes it impossible to judge the story for me seeing as I always feel like I’m being kept out of the loop and all the characters know something I need to know and won’t tell me.
Maybe that’s the desired effect.
4. I’m still here but curious where it goes. I feel like Dostoevsky books typically pay off later down the line. That’s how it was with me for C&P and I figure it’ll be the same here.
5. Nothing much but I’m still unsure of why the book is titled the way it is. It seems to be mostly gossip to this point.


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        I was impressed with how Varvara handled the situation with Marya. She was kind to her which a lot of people would not have been. Particularly given the rumours of her son having treated Marya badly in the past. It would have been easy to ignore her and turn away but she didn't do so.
Perhaps it was partly to save face, but we also learned she is involved in charitable works so she must have a kind side to her that we have not seen much of so far.
I think Liza wants to know what happened between Marya and Nikolai. It seems like she is still playing the field and is thinking about dropping the other guy she has with her and marrying Nikolai instead. But there are all these horrible rumours about him. Marya may be able to shed some light on those.
The next chapter should be interesting!


    

Part 1 - Chapter 5 - Section 1-3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Section 7
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 1-3
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 4
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 5
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 6
Discussion Prompts:
1. Thoughts on the parlor scene? How are you feeling about Marya as a character?
2. I know that we’re doing 3 sections today, but I loved the imagery of Liza’s mother hustling in as the cliffhanger! What did you make of the dynamic between Varvara and Praskovya?
3. Do you maintain this level of catty, snippy relationship with anyone, whether that’s family, old school friends, your neighbours?
4. Marya seems to have no filter! She is delighted to meet all of our characters here, hear some French and accuses Dasha of stealing money for her brother. Mayhem! Oh, I need a prompt here. Would you have accepted the coffee, or would that have been an obligation too far?
5. Do we know why Liza hates Dasha so much? Was it something to do with their time away?
6. And Lebyadkin is admitted! What chaos do you think will happen next?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


A moment later he brought in


Mr. Lebyadkin.Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 4


23 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        The drama begins! This chapter is pure fun so far, what with Varvara and Praskovya trading barbs, Marya Lebyadkin being delighted out of her mind by Stepan speaking French, and no one even once bothering to mention Darya and Stepan’s engagement 😂 There wasn’t anything to take notes on in these sections, so I just listed up some of the bits I found particularly enjoyable.
- “Ach! French! French! I can see at once that it’s the highest society,” cried Marya Timofyevna, clapping her hands, ecstatically preparing herself to listen to a conversation in French. Varvara Petrovna stared at her almost in dismay.”
Is it weird that I kind of adore Marya? She’s very mentally ill, but she always seems like she’s having so much fun! I feel like I’m closer to her in personality than I am to anyone else in the book, though I’m choosing not to analyze that fact too much…
- “Like many weak people, who for a long time allow themselves to be insulted without resenting it, Praskovya Ivanovna showed an extraordinary violence in her attack at the first favourable opportunity.”
Varvara and Praskovya’s back and forth sniping is too good. 10 out of 10, no notes. It seems like it’s typically Varvara who picks on Praskovya, but the second the former has a moment of weakness—WHAM, Praskovya goes straight for the jugular.
- “I must add finally, that our presence in the drawing-room could hardly be much check to the two ladies who had been friends from childhood, if a quarrel had broken out between them. We were looked upon as friends of the family, and almost as their subjects.”
This book has almost as many socially/politically powerful women characters as the rest of Dostoevsky’s works combined. I’m not sure that the level of authority and hard-headedness they possess is necessarily being portrayed as a GOOD thing, mind you, but I’m kind of here for it anyway. I wonder who would win in a cage match: Varvara, Praskovya, or Yulia von Lembke. I think my money would be on Varvara…
- “Varvara Petrovna, you treat me as though I were a child. I won’t have any coffee, so there!”
This is hilarious. Good job, Praskovya, that’ll show ‘er.
- “But do you remember how you came and persuaded all the class that a hussar called Shablykin had proposed to you, and how Mme. Lefebure proved on the spot you were lying.”
This is hilarious too. “My boyfriend Shablykin…oh, you wouldn’t know him, he’s from Canada…”
- “And you fell in love with the priest who used to teach us scripture at school—so much for you, since you’ve such a spiteful memory. Ha ha ha!”
Poets, priests, and neurotic spongers: Varvara certainly has unique taste in men. I kept having to remind myself during this scene that these are two grown women in their fifties 😂
- “Oh, is this your Darya Pavlovna!” cried Marya Timofyevna. “Well, Shatushka, your sister’s not like you. How can my fellow call such a charmer the serf-wench Dasha?”
Oh, ouch! Lebyadkin really is the worst.
- “Mr. Lebyadkin has been waiting for her for some time downstairs, and has been begging me to announce him.”
Speaking of Lebyadkin, here he is now, arriving on the scene to ratchet the chaos up even further! God I hope he doesn’t read a poem.
- “However, since you have begun on the subject yourself, I must tell you that six days ago I too received a clownish anonymous letter. In it some rascal informs me that Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch has gone out of his mind, and that I have reason to fear some lame woman, who ‘is destined to play a great part in my life.’”
Well, here’s the answer to my question yesterday: Varvara has received letters that give her cause to fear “some lame woman.” Praskovya has been receiving letters too, which purport to reveal the “truth” about Nikolai and Marya Timofeyevna. At this point, there are so many things it could be:
1. Nikolai and Marya had some sort of consensual romantic and/or sexual relationship (setting aside the issue of consent when one’s mental state is as disordered as Marya’s)
2. Nikolai forced himself on Marya
3. Marya had a husband whose identity remains unknown
4. Marya had a baby—Nikolai’s or someone else’s 
5. Some crazy combination of the above
Which option do we think is the most likely at this point?


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        

Is it weird that I kind of adore Marya? 

I think she's adorable, the most (only?) lovable of all the characters.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        She’s just such a pure soul. Everyone else is scrabbling to get power or love or respect, and Marya’s just over here having the time of her life because she got to say “Merci” to Varvara’s servant ❤️


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+5)

        I like her character too, she brings a lot of comedy to the table and seems too naive among these demons. just a breath of fresh air inside the crowded and hot pit.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        I have to say I have a soft spot for Shatov.


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+5)

        I thought about Marya having a baby too! there are some of her quotes in the chapter shes presented to us that also makes us think that!
maybe it was taken from her?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I thought it might have been taken from her too, or died when it was very little. Someone last week theorized that maybe she drowned it in the pond she mentioned, which I really hope is not the case 😢


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        Yeah, I was thinking of the "lady in white" folklore when she mentioned the pond. I don't think you'd introduce something like that unless she drowned the baby and received madness as a divine punishment.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I hadn’t even thought of that; I’d just assumed she was mentally ill to begin with. But yeah…you might be right. I hope you’re not, but you might be! It would be strange to mention the pond if it had no significance.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        I think option 2 3 and 4 could all be true. Option 1 is probably not true. I don't think Marya could consent to anything sexual to be honest.
“Varvara Petrovna, you treat me as though I were a child. I won’t have any coffee, so there!” LOL!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I’m inclined to agree with you on option 1. Unless her madness was something that happened later—when she had and drowned her baby, for instance—I don’t think she and Nikolai would be on equal enough footing to call a relationship between them “consensual.”
Crazy how we’re now on Chapter 5 Section 5, Nikolai has arrived and been reunited with Marya, and we STILL DON’T KNOW what did or didn’t happen between them!


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        What's up with Liza? “She was looking absentmindedly into the air, no longer noticing even Marya Timofyevna.”
The vicissitudes of Varvara's coloring:
 "Her face turned green."
 "God Almighty have mercy on us, they’ve all gone crazy!” exclaimed Varvara Petrovna, and turning pale she sank back in her chair.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oof, poor Varvara’s turned into a mood ring :P Liza seems really upset by something—presumably whatever might have happened between Nikolai and Marya? I mean, Liza has Mavriky now, so theoretically she shouldn’t care what Nikolai has or hasn’t done, but…


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Ooh, the parlour scene was juicy! The bitch fight between Varvara and Praskovya was years of pent up drama coming to a head.


    


    
        2whitie (+4)

        The chaos is just delicious


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

I looked at Liza (she


was sitting in the corner, almost next to Shatov). Her eyes kept
darting keenly from Varvara Petrovna to the lame woman and back;a smile twisted on her lips, but not a nice oneWhat's she plotting? Did Anton tell her Marya would come or something? Did he arrange this?


"Wha-a-at?" Varvara Petrovna reared and sat straight up in her


chair. "What sort of aunt am I to you? What are you suggesting?"Ohhh I think she was doing the devil's dance with Nik. Oh this is going to be juicy😋


"that's what Liza called you."


"Which Liza?"
"But, this young lady," Marya Timofeevna pointed her finger.
"So she's already Liza to you?"
"You yourself just called her that,"She doesn't understand Russian naming conventions? I think you can't refer to someone with a diminutive unless you're close, and family names only, if you're complete strangers.


Over the last few days things


had been tending towards a complete break between the two
households, a fact I have already mentioned in passing. For Varvara
Petrovna the reasons behind this incipient break remained
mysterious and, consequently, were all the more offensive; but the
main thing was that Praskovya Ivanovna had managed to assume a
certain remarkably haughty position regarding her.So someone is setting Varva up. Why do I suspect Liputin? His incessant gossiping about town by be giving families bad impressions of each other and stoking flames.


I will add, finally, that the presence of the


rest of us in the drawing room would not have hindered the two
childhood friends if a quarrel had flared up between them; we were
considered familiars and almost subordinates.It's like Cersei vs Olenna over here.


Liza


rose a little but sat down again at once, without even paying proper
attention to her mother's shriek, not because of her "testy
character," but because she was obviously all under the sway of
some other powerful impression.That impression is either exhaustion or Vodka.


Varvara Petrovna raised her head slightly, and with a pained look


pressed the fingers of her right hand to her right temple, evidently
feeling an acute pain there (a tic douloureux)Does this signify something. I don't know enough about Russian folklore to know if there's some symbolic meaning to the temple. Well since it's the temple, perhaps this is a foreshadowing a religious crisis with regards to Varva, maybe a scandal at the church, a doubting of faith, the marrying of an atheist etc. Of course this is based on the English homonym "temple", I don't know if the Russian language has it similarly.


"Dearest Varvara Petrovna, you treat me just as if I were a little


girl. I don't want any coffee, so there!"Sweetie, you're acting like a little girl.


"You know, Praskovya Ivanovna, my friend, you must have


imagined something again and come here with it. You've lived by
imagination all your life. You just got angry about boarding school;
but do you remember how you came once and convinced the whole
class that the hussar Shablykin had proposed to you, and how
Madame Lefebure immediately exposed you in your lie?🔥


"Why, Shatushka, your sister doesn't resemble you at all! How is it


my man calls such loveliness the serf wench Dashka!"Tbf every brother calls their sister nasty names.


But I was struck most of all by the look of


Lizaveta Nikolaevna from the moment Darya Pavlovna came in:
hatred and contempt, much too unconcealed, flashed in her eyes.I thought they were childhood friends


I sent at once for one man here, a


secret enemy of his and one of the most vengeful and contemptibleof all, and my conversation with him at once convinced me of the
contemptible source of the anonymous letter.Which enemy is that? Lebaydkin?


"So, good-bye, Liza" (tears almost sounded in Varvara Petrovna's


voice), "believe that I shall never cease to love you, whatever your
fate promises hereafter ... God be with you. I have always blessed
his holy right hand..."Has she given up on marrying her to Nik?
#Varvanisms of the day:
1)"You know, Praskovya Ivanovna, my friend, you must have
imagined something again and come here with it. You've lived by
imagination all your life.
2)And I, my dear, am not so afraid of the world's opinion as some
are; it's you who, under the guise of pride, are trembling before the
world's opinion.
3)
#Maryisms of the day:
1)"Ah! French! French! You can see right off it's high society!"
2)
#Quotes of the day:
1) putting into this
shriek, as is customary with all weak but very irritable people, all her
pent-up irritation
2)Praskovya Ivanovna walked in this time
with the naïve conviction that Varvara Petrovna for some reason
would quail before her; this could be seen even from the look on her
face. But, apparently, the demon of the most arrogant pride took
possession of Varvara Petrovna precisely when she had the slightest
suspicion that she was for some reason considered humiliated.
3)Varvara Petrovna sat straight as an arrow about to fly from the
bow.
4)Praskovya
Ivanovna suddenly pointed her finger at Marya Timofeevna, with
that desperate resolution which no longer considers the
consequences but seeks only to strike at once.
5)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think the man Varvara sent for was Liputin. He mentioned when he came over to Stepan’s house with Kirillov that Varvara had called him to her house and asked if he thought Nikolai was crazy.
I think the one calling Dasha nasty names like “serf wench” was Lebyadkin. Not a great thing for the attendees of this meeting to learn about him right before he shows up to try to win Liza’s favor!
I was surprised too that there seemed to be so much enmity between Liza and Dasha still! Praskovya said that they’d made up and were friends again! Don’t know why I took Praskovya’s word for anything 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Do you think he's showing up for Liza or to keep Marya from saying anything?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        It might be a little of both? The original plan was probably to woo Liza, but as soon as he heard that Liza was with his sister at Varvara’s, his priorities changed. I could see him being concerned that Marya would let something slip! Plus whatever shenanigans she might get up to that bring shame on the Lebyadkin name.
The joke’s on him, though: she’s delightful, while he’s arguably the most shameful and cringe guy in the entire book.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

he’s arguably the most shameful and cringe guy in the entire book.

We have 1000 pages to go. I think Liputin is going to give him a run for his money. But so far, he's the biggest scum.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I’m always excited to see if you catch my favourite quotes, and once again you did - I loved that arrow quote especially


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. I still just feel bad for her, she clearly has something wrong with her mentally as well as physically and I'm not looking forward to seeing what Nikolai did to her. She might be my favorite character at the moment though.
2. This was so dramatic and over the top but it was pretty entertaining. I'm so tired of everyone beating around the bush here, let's get into the details!
3. I will say that I have but it's lessened as I get older. I'm sure I can be this way in some ways but I try not too. It's probably a maturity thing but it's so much easier to celebrate the successes of others for me now than when I was younger.
4. I'm not sure that Marya is making sense or fully understands the situation. She seems not too. So she just says exactly what comes to her mind. It's refreshing with all of these passive aggressive characters lol.
5. I read this as she hates her for stealing away Nikolai with her affair. Did anyone else come to a different conclusion?
6. That guy is no good so anything can happen at this point. It was odd to her Marya say she despises him. Shatov gave me the impression that she still loved him and forgot his brutality towards her.
7. Good section today, looking forward to the next one.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        For prompt five, as I recall it: Dasha was also around when Nikolai was visiting Liza in Switzerland , and Nikolai was visiting presumably to seal a marriage with Liza. I can't remember why Dasha was there but she was.
Nikolai them quickly pissed off to some other rich guy's house (in another country, I think) who also had eligible daughters. The implication is that something happened between Dasha and Nikolai to make him leave which has been alluded to previously.
Liza obviously blames Dasha for Nikolai leaving and thinks she was muscling in on her man. I think Varvara also believes something happened between Dasha and Nikolai and that's partly the reason she wants to marry her off to Stepan.
However, my theory is that nothing happened between Dasha and Nikolai and he pissed off because he heard of the other eligible girls who were also loaded.
The cattiness between Varvara and Praskovya is something to behold!


    

Part 1 - Chapter 5 - Section 4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Section 7
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 1-3
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 4
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 5
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 6
Discussion Prompts:
1. I was so engaged by the story that I forgot to write some prompts as I went. So, uh, the Captain has gotten fancied up and joined the scene. How much of this do you think Liputin is responsible for, and how much of it is Lebyadkin being slightly more sober for once?
2. When was the last time someone tried to foist money upon you to cover a social gaffe?
3. It didn’t take long for his passion to burst out. Was it a little strange that we went from very regimented social discussions to passionate outbursts about being able to die from the strength of feelings?
4. I’m sorry, but midway through the loud outburst he offers to recite a poem. Utter chaos! Did it have any bearing on the story or was it just an example of the lunacy of this scene?
5. Nikolay arrives!
6. No, wait, that’s not him! Who could it be?!
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… but a young man who


was a complete stranger to all.Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 4


21 Comments


    
        GigaChan450 (+10)

        LMAO the way how these people abruptly go into rants about these philosophical, open-ended, bottomless questions. And even recite poems in the middle of rants 😂🤣 sir, this is a wendy's


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        LOL that’s Dostoevsky for ya. It’s so much fun! 😂❤️


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        I wish irl tantrums were this poetic. Actually, they are when you're in Nigeria.


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        Apparently Lebyadkin views himself as a cockroach: “Your splendid halls might belong to the noblest in the land, but the cockroach will not complain. Observe that, observe that he does not complain, and recognise his noble spirit!”
Similar to Dimitri in TBK: “I loved cruelty; am I not a bug, am I not a noxious insect? In fact a Karamazov!”


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        “I shall recite a Krylov fable a friend wrote”
“Krylov wrote?”
“No, I wrote it! The end will explain everything“
first bit of the poem
“But I didn’t finish the ending, so I’ll explain the rest…”
The absolute unhinged madness that is Lebyadkin, my goodness 😂
So this new Nikolai, at first I’m laughing to myself when he walks in because it’s just absolute mayhem and how delicious it is no one knows this supposed ‘Nikolai’, what a fun, hectic romp this is… then I gasped to myself - could he be responsible for some of the things our Nikolai is being suspected of?? A million other things are going through my head now, perhaps Nik hired him to cause confusion, or to make him look good while he galavanted off with a different name, or maybe he just has the same name - oh, this is getting good!
I’ve been travelling and then sick the last few days so I’ve been catching up tonight, and what a good run of chapters to have to power through in one sitting!
Also, I don’t exactly know enough about Dasha yet, but I find I was quite glad she didn’t steal the money. I also like how level-headed she was in this chapter, which is in-line with how she acted hearing about the forced proposal as well.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Haha I just realized this Nik can’t be the reason behind the rumours because three possible victims to his varying ‘charms’ are in the room (to which he is a stranger to all)


    


    
        Funny-Pollution-9071 (+6)

        this chapter sounds wild like the characters are really losing it haha love how it blends those intense feelings with social stuff though its such a rollercoaster can't wait for the next part


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Well, Lebyadkin derailed matters just about as much as anyone has ever derailed anything! He’s seemingly confirmed for us that Marya is (was?) married, but he refuses to say why she’ll only accept money from Varvara. Meanwhile, Lebyadkin’s hungover spitting bars about cockroaches.
Just a few notes for this section, then I’ll get into more general reactions :P
YERMOLOV
- “From no one else in the world would this Marya Anonyma take it, or her grandfather, the officer killed in the Caucasus before the very eyes of Yermolov, would turn in his grave.”
It seems Lebyadkin and Marya’s grandfather died in the Caucasian War, at least if we can take Lebyadkin’s word for it (which is by no means a given). Aleksey Petrovitch Yermolov was a Russian general in that conflict.
KRYLOV
- “I can read you the poem, ‘The Cockroach,’ madam…Madam, a friend of mine—a most honourable man—has written a Krylov’s fable, called ‘The Cockroach.’”
Oh, God… 🫣
Krylov came up a little while ago in the context of his fable about the guy who doesn’t notice the elephant in the museum. It seems his way of telling fables is famous enough that Lebyadkin decides to write one in Krylov’s “style.”
DENIS DAVYDOV
- “Lebyadkin’s cunning, madam,” he said, winking with his evil smile; “he’s cunning, but he too has a weak spot, he too at times is in the portals of passions, and these portals are the old military hussars’ bottle, celebrated by Denis Davydov.”
Denis Daydov was a Russian soldier and poet who fought in the Napoleonic War. He invented the genre of “hussar poetry” (which I was not aware of until just now), which is evidently very hedonistic. He also was responsible for pioneering guerilla warfare? The guy has quite an interesting resume.
GENERAL REACTIONS 😊
- “He was a tall, curly-haired, thick-set fellow about forty with a purplish, rather bloated and flabby face, with cheeks that quivered at every movement of his head, with little bloodshot eyes that were sometimes rather crafty, with moustaches and side-whiskers, and with an incipient double chin, fleshy and rather unpleasant-looking.”
Dostoevsky really paints a picture with his character descriptions, doesn’t he? I don’t think he could have described Lebyadkin in a less flattering way than he does here 😂
- “There are people on whom clean linen is almost unseemly,” as Liputin had once said when Stepan Trofimovitch reproached him in jest for being untidy.”
I love the fact that Liputin says this about himself, like he’s aware that he’s a louse and he REVELS in it. He’s such a bad human being but he’s so funny.
- “It appeared therefore that “the garb of love,” of which he had shouted to Shatov the day before, really did exist. All this, that is, the dress-coat and clean linen, had been procured by Liputin’s advice with some mysterious object in view.”
Oh, of COURSE the outfit was Liputin’s idea. Of COURSE it was. Why am I even surprised?
- “ He was not drunk, but was in the dull, heavy, dazed condition of a man suddenly awakened after many days of drinking. It seemed as though he would be drunk again if one were to put one’s hands on his shoulders and rock him to and fro once or twice.”
Nice job, Lebyadkin. When you propose to a girl who’s way out of your league, it’s always a good idea to turn up really, really hungover.
- “He suddenly faltered and turned crimson. “Don’t misunderstand me, madam,” he said, terribly confused. “Her own brother’s not going to throw mud at her … in a certain condition doesn’t mean in such a condition … in the sense of an injured reputation … in the last stage …” he suddenly broke off.”
I read this as Lebyadkin frantically reassuring Varvara that “a certain condition” doesn’t mean Marya’s pregnant, just that she’s “crazy.” Though we’ve received hints before that Marya might have been pregnant at some point in the past. Then again, since she evidently gave birth while in hiding at the convent, maybe Lebyadkin doesn’t know about it.
- “Oh, madam, wealthy are your mansions, but poor is the dwelling of Marya Anonyma, my sister, whose maiden name was Lebyadkin, but whom we’ll call Anonyma for the time, only for the time, madam.”
AHA!! So she was married! But to whom? TO WHOM??? This section is such a tease; I wish Lebyadkin would SPIT IT OUT!
- “There’s only one thing I don’t understand, why she can only take from me, and no one else. You so insisted upon that that I should like a full explanation.” / “Madam, that is a secret that may be buried only in the grave!” answered the captain.
Lebyadkin, you’re KILLING me. Who here feels like they’re starting to put the pieces together in their head? Why do you think Marya would only accept money from Varvara?
- “Someone seemed to be running, and that someone suddenly flew into the drawing-room, not Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, but a young man who was a complete stranger to all.”
Oh man oh man oh man, who’s this guy? Any guesses?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        I couldn't help laughing when he brought out his poem on cockroaches. I was expecting some exalted theme...guess I should've known better.


“There are people on whom clean linen is almost unseemly,”

any idea of what linen is? I thought it meant undergarments but apparently it's visible. Seems to be some sort of catch all.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I was thinking linen shirt?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I’ve always interpreted it as one’s shirt and undergarments—basically the part of the outfit that you change and wash regularly. As opposed to your trousers, vest, jacket, or dress which you probably wouldn’t wash very frequently, since most people didn’t have that many different outfits back then.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        It might just refer to fabric in general, in TBK there is: Beneath his coat, his shirt of the coarsest linen showed almost black with dirt, not having been changed for months.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        lol I’m trying to remember which character this is about—Ferapont? I know Mitya’s linen is described as being far from clean but I don’t think it’s quite that bad 😂
I’d always thought linen was being used in two different senses in 19th century lit: as a fabric and as a term encompassing underclothes (including one’s shirt). But that was always an assumption on my part, so I could be totally wrong!


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+5)

        Well, since this issue is still being discussed, I will give you the original lines in Russian. :)


Но всего более поражало в нем то, что он явился теперь во фраке и в чистом белье. «Есть люди, которым чистое бельё даже неприлично-с», как возразил раз когда-то Липутин на шутливый упрек ему Степана Трофимовича в неряшестве.

In this case, the word "белье" is used, which in this context means undergarments (which in that period of 19th century also included shirts).


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

I have spoken before about the appearance of this man: a tall,


curly, thick-set fellow of about forty, with a purple, somewhat
bloated and flabby face, with cheeks that shook at every movement
of his head, with small, bloodshot, at times quite cunning eyes, with
a moustache and side-whiskers, with a nascent, fleshy, rather
unpleasant-looking Adam's apple.This new description is not biased in the slightest🤣🤣


All this—that is, the tailcoat and linen—had been


prepared (as I learned later) on Liputin's advice, for some
mysterious purposes.Of course Liputin is involved. Probably told him what Liza likes.


He all but flew into the drawing room, but suddenly stumbled


over the carpet in the doorway. Marya Timofeevna simply died
laughing.Not that it justifies it in the slightest. But between this and her calling him a lackey, I can see why a drunk with little hope of economic gain would take his frustrations out on her.


One could see that he wanted to


explain something as soon as possible, and needed very much to do
so; but, probably feeling himself that this fumbling with the money
made him look even more foolish, he lost the last of his selfpossession; the money refused to be counted, his fingers got
entangled, and, to crown the disgrace, one green bill[64] slipped out
of the wallet and fluttered zigzag to the carpet.Dosto really knows how to set an embarrassing scene 🤣🤣


One thing only I fail to understand—why it is that she can


take money from me alone and not from anyone else. You insisted
on it so much that I should like a perfectly precise explanation."
"Madam, that is a secret that can only be buried in the grave!"
the captain replied.Because she had a relationship with your son.


"Can one die solely from the nobility of one's own soul?"

Sounds sensible, like a hero sacrificing themself for a child. But the way it's worded makes me think of a manipulative religious leader, "The nobility of my soul is why I was caught red-handed using church donations at a local gentlemen's club!"


By now he was pacing the room again. A trait of such people—


this total incapacity to keep their desires to themselves; this
uncontrollable urge, on the contrary, to reveal them at once, even in
all their untidiness, the moment they arise. When he steps into
society not his own, such a gentleman usually begins timidly, but
yield him just a hair and he will at once leap to impertinence.I feel like a lot of us are like this in a way. When encountering strangers there's a period of shyness before one falls into the groove of things and starts having fun. Though in most people's cases it's not impertinence or disrespect.


"I didn't answer your 'why'? You're awaiting an answer to your


'why'?" the captain reiterated, winking. "This little word 'why' has
been poured all over the universe since the very first day of creation,
madam, and every moment the whole of nature cries out 'Why?' toits creator, and for seven thousand years has received no
answer. Is it for Captain Lebyadkin alone to answer, and would that
be just, madam?"🤣🤣🤣Literally every 14 year old when they get in trouble.


"The cockroach took up so much room


It made the flies murmur.
'A crowded glass, is this our doom?
They cried to Jupiter.The cockroach is Liza. Ever since she came to town the talk's been all about her. Every conversation now revolves around her.


He was as if blind; he was inspired; he felt his significance; he


must have been imagining some such thing. He already wanted to
offend, to do something dirty, to show his power.Perhaps he is the crazy one and not his sister.


And so, when in this forecourt,


madam, it may happen that he sends a letter in verse, a mag-ni-ficent one, but which afterwards he might wish to bring back with the
tears of his whole life, for the sense of beauty is violated. But the
bird has flown, you can't catch it by the tail!So the letter to Liza a fake it was not,
For this old geezer intends to court,
His poetry now so passionate and rich,
Whereas in that written form was only fit for a ditch,
Perhaps the word when spoken vient de l'ame,
But when written, is dull and lame,
Or mayhaps the rage of humiliation, when incited
Art a greater muse, than love unrequited


"Nikolai Vsevolodovich has been pleased to arrive just this minute


and is on his way here, ma'am,"**rubs hands in anticipation


suddenly into the


drawing room flew—not Nikolai Vsevolodovich at all, but a young
man totally unknown to anyone.Petrosha? Also why does everyone keep flying into the drawing room. Has Anton run out of metaphors?
#Lebaydisms of the day:
1)"I didn't answer your 'why'? You're awaiting an answer to your
'why'?" the captain reiterated, winking. "This little word 'why' has
been poured all over the universe since the very first day of creation,
madam, and every moment the whole of nature cries out 'Why?' toits creator, and for seven thousand years has received no
answer. Is it for Captain Lebyadkin alone to answer, and would that
be just, madam?"
2)I might wish to be
called Ernest, yet I am forced to bear the crude name of Ignat—why
is that, do you think? I might wish to be called Prince de Monbars,
yet I'm only Lebyadkin, from lebed, the swan—why is that? I am
a poet, a poet in my soul, and could be getting a thousand roubles
from a publisher, yet I'm forced to live in a tub—why, why? Madam!
In my opinion Russia is a freak of nature, nothing else!"
3)But Lebyadkin is
cunning, madam! And in vain does the sinister wolf sit over him,
pouring more every moment and waiting for the end:
#Quotes of the day:
1) He was not
drunk, but was in the heavy, leaden, foggy state of a man who
suddenly wakes up after many days of drinking. It seemed you
would only have to shake him a couple of times by the shoulder and
he would immediately become drunk again.
2)For all such gentlemen, as is known,
when by some odd chance they appear in society, the worst
suffering comes from their own hands and the constant awareness
of the impossibility of somehow decently disposing of them.
3)By now he was pacing the room again. A trait of such people—
this total incapacity to keep their desires to themselves; this
uncontrollable urge, on the contrary, to reveal them at once, even in
all their untidiness, the moment they arise. When he steps into
society not his own, such a gentleman usually begins timidly, but
yield him just a hair and he will at once leap to impertinence.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Omg, this chapter! I loved the description of Lebyadkin, it was just perfect. The outfit really sealed the deal - of course Liputin had to have a hand in it. Was not expecting him to bust out a poem about cockroaches, of all things, but I should've learned by now to absolutely expect the weirdest stuff in Dostoevsky.
The money scene was so, so awkward, you could just feel everyone's eyes looking at the note that fluttered to the floor.
And, to top it all off, we now have the return of Nikolai. Only it's not Nikolai at all!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Dostoevsky received criticism both during life and after death for how crazy and over-the-top his characters act, but I personally love it. It’s so much fun. And he manages to capture a lot of very real and very meaningful elements of human psychology in the process too ❤️


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        That’s interesting! I can see that now that you mention it, that people would complain, though I personally love it too!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        The most strident criticisms I’ve read came from Turgenev, whom he was constantly beefing with, and Nabokov, who was just kind of a sh*t-talker generally. So, whatever—they’re entitled to their wrong opinions :P


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        🤷‍♀️


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        For me the main question is, does Varvara know or suspect something happened between Nikolai and Marya or does she genuinely not know? If she does know she is doing a good job of playing dumb.
If she doesn't know anything then the question is how? Because everyone else in the town seems to.
Dostoyevsky is so good at writing scenes where people make a fool of themselves in a social situations. I think he had some personal experience of this, (see the post on this sub where he mistakenly thought a young woman wanted to marry him) which is probably why he is so good at writing these cringeworthy moments.


    

Part 1 - Chapter 5 - Section 5

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Demons - Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 5 (Spoilers up to 1.5.5)
This Weeks Schedule:
Monday: Part 1 Chapter 4 Section 7
Tuesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Sections 1-3
Wednesday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 4
Thursday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 5
Friday: Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 6
Discussion Prompts:
1. New character! He is described, and we find that he expected Nikolay to beat him there by 15 minutes. It is Petrusha, who apparently everyone knows. What did you think of his introduction?
2. Nikolay arrives. Finally. He is introduced well, the narrator spends a page warning the enormity of what Vervara is to ask, and then she very directly enquires as to whether he is indeed married to Marya. Shocked?
3. Can brighter minds than mine explain why Marya is here, with her abusive brother, and not with her husband Nikolay?
4. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… every one began suddenly talking. 

Up Next:
Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 6


26 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Ladies and gentleman, heeeeeeeere’s Petrusha! :3 I’d like to take a minute to contrast Anton’s description of Pyotr Stepanovitch with the description Stepan gave of him earlier. This is how Stepan talked about his son as a child:
- “I looked on him as a nonentity, quelque chose dans ce genre. He was a very nervous boy, you know, emotional, and … very timid. When he said his prayers going to bed he used to bow down to the ground, and make the sign of the cross on his pillow that he might not die in the night.… Je m’en souviens. Enfin, no artistic feeling whatever, not a sign of anything higher, of anything fundamental, no embryo of a future ideal … c’était comme un petit idiot, but I’m afraid I am incoherent; excuse me.”
Timid, anxious, emotional, and stupid, with no artistic or higher feeling. Meanwhile, here’s how Pyotr strikes Anton:
- “He was dressed neatly, and in the fashion, though not like a dandy. At the first glance he looked round-shouldered and awkward, but yet he was not round-shouldered, and his manner was easy. He seemed a queer fish, and yet later on we all thought his manners good, and his conversation always to the point…He talked quickly, hurriedly, but at the same time with assurance, and was never at a loss for a word…One somehow began to imagine that he must have a tongue of special shape, somehow exceptionally long and thin, extremely red with a very sharp everlastingly active little tip.”
Self-ssured, articulate, talkative, and with an easy manner. There’s an ocean of difference, it seems, between Pyotr as a child and Pyotr as an adult. It might be fun, as the story progresses, to speculate about why that is!
Speaking of speculations…
SOME MORE NOTES 😁
- “I observe that my honoured friend Praskovya Ivanovna has not forgotten her ‘professor,’ and actually isn’t cross with him, as she always used to be in Switzerland. But how are your legs, here, Praskovya Ivanovna, and were the Swiss doctors right when at the consultation they prescribed your native air?”
Why might Praskovya have been cross with Pyotr in Switzerland? Is it because he was mucking things up between Liza and Nikolai (remember, Liza was flirting with Pyotr to make Nikolai jealous)? Because Pyotr’s manner is a bit…overly familiar? Or just because Praskovya’s a crabby old bat?
- “Come, be quiet, be quiet, no flourishes, that’s enough, that’s enough, please,” Petrusha muttered hurriedly, trying to extricate himself from his embrace. / “I’ve always sinned against you, always!”/“Well, that’s enough. We can talk of that later. I knew you’d carry on. Come, be a little more sober, please.”
Ouch, that’s one icy reception. I’m not saying Stepan doesn’t deserve it, of course. As we know, Stepan’s only bothered to come see Petrusha twice in his entire life.
- “He was as elegant, as dignified, he moved with the same air of consequence as before, indeed he looked almost as young…Now—now, I don’t know why he impressed me at once as absolutely, incontestably beautiful, so that no one could have said that his face was like a mask”
Do we all remember how incredibly hot Nikolai is? Anton’s here to remind any of us who might have forgotten. :P
- “Is it true that this unhappy cripple—here she is, here, look at her—is it true that she is … your lawful wife?”
Whaaaaaaat?????? I mean, it was a thought that had occurred to me, but still????? Oh my god?????
- “Only think that you are a girl, and that though I’m your devoted friend I’m an outsider, not your husband, nor your father, nor your betrothed. Give me your arm and let us go; I will take you to the carriage, and if you will let me I will see you all the way home.”
Is this true? Do Marya and her brother (and the anonymous letter writer) have the wrong end of the stick, and Marya’s not actually married to Nikolai? Is it a delusion of Marya’s? Did she get pregnant by some other guy, get the facts all muddled in her head, and come to believe the guy was Nikolai and that they were married? What is the truth!?
Also, Nikolai is so incredibly tender and gentle with her here, which muddies the waters for me even more. He seems quite a different man from the one everyone met four years ago!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+8)

        “No one could call him bad-looking, but no one likes his face” 😂 does everyone have this line translated the same way? The second part just seems so unexpectedly harsh and blunt. It implies everyone in the world, not just in the room. I quite love it.
I gave quite an audible ‘oh!’ on learning the mystery man is Petrusha. And how Stepan embarrassed him so, it’s quite entertaining.
I could be wrong about this, but I am quite intrigued by the contempt that both children seem to show their parents. It stands to reason when we’ve heard the rather limited role they’ve played in their formidable years, but I like how it’s not necessarily spelled out. The distaste in Petrusha’s voice seemed palpable, as Stepan hung about him and Petrusha tried to stay casual and constructed. And Nikolai we’ve seen with his mother before, his cool condescension.
It’s interesting seeing these two boys now, with parents that didn’t seem too interested (Stepan more that Varvara) when they were growing but now desperate for their son’s approval now that they’re grown.
And a point to the title, as firstly I thought it spoke specifically to Nikolai, simply a man with his demons or a man possessed, but I forgot the title is also translated to The Devils, which is plural. I don’t know why I’m so delighted at the idea that Petrusha could be one of the ‘possessed’ as well, I think it is a mix of me thinking he was just a mild-mannered, quiet young man (I’ll have to reread now, why did I get this impression??), and Anton’s deliciously critical description of him, making him sound like a manipulative, silver-tongued snake of a man just by describing how he looks and talks.
I am so excited to read more! I’m loving how this book is slowly unfolding, but there hasn’t been a dull moment even in the dull times.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Haha it was translated almost the same in my version: “And yet no one would have liked his face.” Which is a bit rude! I mean, beauty is in the eye of the beholder; surely there’s SOMEONE out there who would like his face just fine 😂
I’m so glad other people are excited about the latest developments in the story. I’m having so much fun reading alongside other people this time around!


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+7)

        1. Pyotr introduction was very unexpected to me, a very good suprise and the way he talks and tells facts about Nikolai seems like he is at his service. Always ready to explain Nikolais actions?
2. Nikolai gets a lot of attention, when he is described I can almost fear him with how other think about him and his past that is very troubled and confusing, probably my favorite character to think of.
3. good question! I need some theories on that too, why they were apart and why Marya appeared at the church!
4. Dear demons, do we have a summary of characters political, moral, and religious opinions we can sometimes check up on? I find myself writing sometimes their beliefs and political reasonings but is hard to keep up!
Glad to be following this thread!!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        We’re glad you’re following too! I think I can summarize the political leanings of the various characters, at least as far as they’ve been revealed to us up to this point 😁
STEPAN, VARVARA, ANTON, LIPUTIN, VIRGINSKY, YULIA VON LEMBKE: Liberal, but a lot less “freethinking” and “progressive” than they like to think they are. They support the emancipation of the serfs and the restructuring of the Russian legal system, for example, but most of them also look down on the common man. Stepan even states that the Russian peasant has contributed nothing of value in a thousand years. Basically, they’re left-wing as long as they don’t have to actually do anything or experience the slightest bit of discomfort :P
IVAN SHATOV: Used to be left-wing but is now more or less a conservative nationalist. Which sounds scary to those of us who have the benefit of knowing 20th century history, but Dostoevsky didn’t have that benefit, so Ivan’s pretty much harmless.
LEBYADKIN: Was part of Stepan’s “progressive” circle at one point, but god only knows what his true beliefs are. I think “alcohol” basically sums it up.
KIRILLOV: Implied to be a radical leftist. Believes in god but seems to hate him, so I guess you could classify him as anti-religion.
NIKOLAI and PYOTR: Seem like they might be radicals, but we haven’t gotten any concrete statement of their beliefs yet.
LIZA: Anton refers to her as “one of the new people,” which implies she a progressive leftist. It’s not yet clear where she lies on the spectrum between Stepan & Co. and Kirillov.
SHIGALYOV: Seems like he might be a radical, but we don’t know the details yet.


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+2)

        thank u so much!!! I will come back to it very often to check this!! hahaha


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        lol you’re very welcome! 😊


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        Nikolai is tender towards Marya but states: “Only think that you are a girl, and that though I’m your devoted friend I’m an outsider, not your husband, nor your father, nor your betrothed.”
The symmetry of snakes:
Pyotr’s snake like tongue is described:
one somehow began to imagine that he must have a tongue of special shape, somehow exceptionally long and thin, extremely red with a very sharp everlastingly active little tip.
And later:
Liza, I saw, suddenly jumped up from her chair for some reason as they were going out, and she followed them with intent eyes till they reached the door. Then she sat down again in silence, but there was a nervous twitching in her face, as though she had touched a viper.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Who do you reckon is the “subtle serpent” references in the title of the chapter? Nikolai? Pyotr? Someone else?


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        To me it seems Pyotr.


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        What translation are you using? Mine said that about Liza that she “touched something disgusting”


    


    
        rolomoto (+1)

        Garnett


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I think we have to believe what Marya says because she is like an idiot savant. She may say things that mislead, but the rule of the game is that they will be literally true. She doesn’t say that she is married to Nikolai, but she clearly loves him, and he looks after her. He says “though I’m your devoted friend I’m an outsider, not your husband, nor your father, nor your betrothed”. Actually I just noticed that he doesn’t say that he is not her brother. So my wild hypothesis of the day is that she is his half sister (same father different mother) and that is why he was sending money to Lebyadkin to look after her, and Lebyadkin truly is her footman. Unless Lebyadkin is also her half brother?
Anyway, I don’t think Nikolai got her pregnant but he might have known, and helped deal with the consequences.
He isn’t ashamed of her which is super sweet - he went way up in my estimation.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        That’s a really good observation, the fact that everything Marya says seems to be literally true, even if it’s framed/phrased in a misleading way. And you’re also right that she herself has never stated that she was married to Nikolai. I’d totally overlooked that fact!
I LOVE your wild theory that he might be Marya’s half-brother. We know that Varvara and her husband lived apart for the vast majority of their marriage, so there’s no telling what Nikolai’s dad might have gotten up to during that time.


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        I like your potential theories, I’m curious on the relationship too


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        3. We’ve got no idea yet why Marya wouldn’t be with Nikolai if they are indeed married! Could it be that he married her to save her or protect her somehow, and entrusted her to the convent for that same purpose? That doesn’t sound like the Nikolai we met a few chapters ago…but maybe there’s more to him than it initially seemed?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Nikolai being so gentle with Marya is so sweet, I loved that part because she deserves some gentleness. But he’s got to be a cad still, I’m sure, using the optics of her mental stability to his advantage. My guess is they are not legally married but he told her they were married to placate her (or she assumed because they had sex), hid her away, and pays Lebyadkins to keep her quiet. The baby and the pond I’m worried about though, hopefully he wasn’t involved or that really would make him true to the title.
Alternatively, I also kind of love the idea that he is a perfect gentleman in all this and it’s actually Pyotr who is the cad and Nikolai is following behind and picking up the pieces in his wake


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I loooooooove reading everyone’s theories so much, oh my goodness 💕 With what we know of Nikolai at this point, it could really go either way. He might be a cad who forced himself on Marya, got her pregnant, and stashed her away in a convent so no one would find out. On the other hand, he might be an angel who worked to protect Marya after she was outraged and impregnated by…someone else??? Pyotr??? It’s just mysteries on top of mysteries!
By the way, I particularly like your idea that Pyotr might be the truly evil one while Nikolai is just trying to clean up the wreckage he leaves behind. Based on how Anton describes Pyotr, he does seem like a smooth talker, whereas Nikolai has always been an open and obvious disaster. So Pyotr’s behavior is more in line with the “subtle serpent” references in the title of this chapter 🤔


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

And yet he is perfectly healthy and strong, and has


never even been ill.How do you know?


You somehow begin to imagine that the tongue in his mouth


must be of some special form, somehow unusually long and thin,
terribly red, and with an extremely sharp, constantly and
involuntarily wriggling tip.Anton WHAT THE F?!?! Why are these details necessary? You don't even know this person and are already obsessed with his tongue?


"Petrusha!" Stepan Trofimovich cried, instantly coming out of his


stupor; he clasped his hands and rushed to his son.Called it.


I shall ask the reader to


recall what Varvara Petrovna's character had been all her life and the
remarkable impetuousness she had shown in certain extraordinary
moments. I also ask him to bear in mind that,Were there not many female readers in Dosto's time? Why does he assume the reader is male?


is it true that this


unfortunate lame woman—there she is, over there, look at her!—is it
true that she is... your lawful wife?"DUN DUN DUN!!!! I'm imagining Bollywood special effects and a close up on Nik's face while everyone gasps simultaneously.


While this whole scene was taking place between Nikolai


Vsevolodovich and Marya Timofeevna, everyone was hushed with
amazement; one could have heard a fly buzz; but as soon as they
walked out, everyone suddenly began talking.Dosto was really ahead of his time. His descriptions feel so cinematic. This wouldn't be out of place in a movie.
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)"But I haven't seen you for ten years!"
"The less reason for any outpourings..."
2)  were the Swiss consultants right in sentencing you to
the climate of the fatherland?...
#Quotes of the day:
1)No one would call him bad-looking, but no one likes his face.
2)his words spill out like big, uniform
grains, always choice and always ready to be at your service. You
like it at first, but later it will become repulsive, and precisely
because of this all too clear enunciation,


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Haha Anton’s detailed discussion of Petrusha tongue kind of made me raise an eyebrow too 😂
I think the male pronoun in this case is used to refer to both men and women, which was unfortunately a normal practice in the era in which this book was written and translated. At some point, the English language transitioned to using “he or she,” and now we’re in the process of transitioning to the gender-neutral “they,” but in the 19th century it was pretty much always “he.” It’s annoying, but what can ya do.
I agree that Dostoevsky’s writing often feels super cinematic! I think that’s one of the reasons I find it so addictive! ❤️


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

Haha Anton’s detailed discussion of Petrusha tongue kind of made me raise an eyebrow too 😂

I'm waiting to see if there's going to be something between them. You can't be that confused on someone's mouth without certain intentions.


I agree that Dostoevsky’s writing often feels super cinematic! I think that’s one of the reasons I find it so addictive! ❤️

It's amazing to me how he was thinking of these things before moving pictures were a thing. He plays to certain tropes that are synonymous with film language, it's amazing how ahead of his time he was.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        And our mystery guest is Petrusha! The interactions between him and Stepan were very awkward (no surprise really) Again, as with his relationship with Varvara, Stepan is the weaker of the two. Petrusha is in charge.
Certainly no idea of the true relationship between Nikolai and Marya, but he seems to have a tenderness towards her that he doesn't show towards others.
It's been an enjoyable read so far, but I think we're really getting into the meaty parts now, and I can't wait!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Things get so wild and so fun from this point onward! I’m so excited to read it alongside other people this time around ❤️


    


    
        2whitie (+4)

        This entire section (beyond being shocking and fast paced), plus the chapters we've had before where he came to town and munched on an ear, gave me the impression that Nicholas is an almost Dorian Gray figure---handsome, well read, throughly twisted and influenced by a philosophy presented in his youth, (maybe the same one pyotr subscribes too?) but utterly amoral and looking for nothing but pleasure. IDK


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        1. Didn’t all these people spend time around him when he was younger or away from their town? I guess that didn’t surprise me as much as realizing that we hadn’t actually met him in the story yet.
2. When you say it like that it sounds less severe but yes i was shocked. Of all the things it would have been I don’t think she would be his wife. He denies it but it’s clear they have a connection.
Maybe this would be a big scandal but this seems far less scandalous than I was thinking.
3. Isn’t the reason simply that Nikolai is a free spirit and not a very good dude so he left her while he travels around and gets into adulterous relationships if they are actually married.
4. Is this book just a drama fest? I feel like I watching reality tv


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        When does this book end and new book begin?


    

Part 1 - Chapter 5 - Section 6

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

(This is going up early, the Schedule function is being weird on mobile this morning.)
Discussion Prompts:
 
1. Is there a better sentence than “Stepan Trofimovitch uttered some exclamation in French, clasping his hands, but Varvara Petrovna had no thought for him” to summarise the book so far?
2. Everyone reacts. Did their reaction and alarm (or lack thereof) fit with what you thought about their characters?
3. What did you think of the story - both the content and how it was told? Does this paint Nikolay in a good light, or is far more murky?
4. How good is your knowledge of Hamlet? A lot of these references have a second, deeper layer if you’re reasonably familiar with the characters there.
5. Lebyadkin denies nothing. Obviously there are some additional details or mitigating circumstances, why won’t he speak up?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… every one began suddenly talking. 

Next Week’s Schedule
Monday. Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 7
Tuesday. Part 1 Chapter 5 Section 8
Wednesday. Part 2 Chapter 1 Sections 1-2
Thursday. Part 2 Chapter 1 Section 3
Friday. Part 2 Chapter 1 Sections 4-5


26 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        A couple brief notes for this section, then more general reactions. I’m sorry, I can’t help myself—this chapter is just too wild!
FALSTAFF
- “In those days Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch used to call this gentleman his Falstaff; that must be,” he explained suddenly, “some old burlesque character, at whom every one laughs, and who is willing to let every one laugh at him, if only they’ll pay him for it.”
Falstaff is a famous drunken buffoon who appears in several of Shakespeare’s plays. One of the plays he shows up in is Henry IV, Part 1—the protagonist of which is Prince Harry, to whom Stepan once compared Nikolai. And indeed, Falstaff is one of Prince Harry’s dissolute friends, so giving that moniker to Lebyadkin makes sense.
On a side note, the phrasing in Garnett’s translation kind of makes it sound like Pyotr doesn’t know who Falstaff is? Which would surprise me, since I was under the impression Pyotr had received a good education (and regardless of Stepan’s impressions of him as a kid, he seems intelligent). Maybe this is a blind spot of his, or maybe it’s just the translation.
PREFERENCE
- “He used to spend his time chiefly in playing preference with a greasy old pack of cards for stakes of a quarter-farthing with clerks.”
According to trusty ol’ Wikipedia, Preference is a Central and Eastern European card game played by three players. It became popular in 19th-century Russia among the higher echelons of society.
GENERAL REACTIONS 😮
- “There are incidents of which it is difficult for a man to make up his mind to give an explanation himself. And so it’s absolutely necessary that it should be undertaken by a third person, for whom it’s easier to put some delicate points into words. Believe me, Varvara Petrovna, that Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch is not at all to blame for not immediately answering your question just now with a full explanation, it’s all a trivial affair.”
Pyotr acts almost like Nikolai’s PR representative 😂 It’s not clear what his motivations are for doing so, either. Does anyone have any guesses? Do we think it’s just a matter of Pyotr being Nikolai’s friend and thinking highly of him? Or is there something more at play?
- “She wasn’t quite right in her head even then, but very different from what she is now. There’s reason to believe that in her childhood she received something like an education through the kindness of a benevolent lady.”
A few people in these discussion threads have speculated that Marya might have been driven mad as a result of what she experienced in Petersburg / at the convent. Here, Pyotr seems to partially confirm that theory. It sounds like she had some latent mental troubles to begin with but wasn’t full-on “mad” until after Nikolai met her.
- “But a delusion was the chief feature in this case. And Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch aggravated that delusion as though he did it on purpose. Instead of laughing at her he began all at once treating Mlle. Lebyadkin with sudden respect. Kirillov, who was there (a very original man, Varvara Petrovna, and very abrupt, you’ll see him perhaps one day, for he’s here now), well, this Kirillov who, as a rule, is perfectly silent, suddenly got hot, and said to Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, I remember, that he treated the girl as though she were a marquise, and that that was doing for her altogether.”
In yesterday’s discussion post, we speculated on whether Nikolai was a cad who took advantage of Marya or a guardian angel who tried to help her. This new information certainly seems to support his being a cad. Basically, he treated Marya with mocking “respect” and led her on until she no longer knew what was real and what wasn’t ☹️ Props to Kirillov for calling him out on it, though! Our Alexei Nilitch seems like a really stand-up guy ❤️
- “It’s rather as it is in religion; the harder life is for a man or the more crushed and poor the people are, the more obstinately they dream of compensation in heaven; and if a hundred thousand priests are at work at it too, inflaming their delusion, and speculating on it, then … I understand you, Varvara Petrovna, I assure you.”
We don’t yet know Pyotr’s political beliefs for certain, but this statement has a certain “religion is the opiate of the masses” flavor to it. So I think it’s reasonable to assume that he really is some sort of radical.
- “You’ll understand then the impulse which leads one in the blindness of generous feeling to take up a man who is unworthy of one in every respect, a man who utterly fails to understand one, who is ready to torture one at every opportunity and, in contradiction to everything, to exalt such a man into a sort of ideal, into a dream. To concentrate in him all one’s hopes, to bow down before him; to love him all one’s life, absolutely without knowing why—perhaps just because he was unworthy of it.… Oh, how I’ve suffered all my life, Pyotr Stepanovitch!”
“To love him all one’s life…”, oh Varvara 😢 She finally (finally!) confesses her love for Stepan, but she does it to his son in a really backhanded way while Stepan’s sitting right there! Heartbreaking—and above all, FRUSTRATING. I am literally begging these two to just KISS already. And not that 19th-century European hand kissing, either 😫


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        

“To love him all one’s life…”

I read that as love for a friend.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I can see why you feel that way, and maybe I’m only seeing what I want to see. But I think the tone and word choice implies something rather more intense than platonic love. “Torture,” “bowing down,” “suffering”—those sound more in keeping with frustrated romantic love to me. Then again, who knows, I could be wrong!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        

Once again I ask your forgiveness, Varvara Petrovna.


Nikolai Vsevolodovich used to call this gentleman his Falstaff[71]—
that must be some former character," he suddenly explained, "some
burlesque everyone laughs at and who allows everyone to laugh at
him, so long as they pay money.🤣🤣🤣💸💰


His sister lived like the birds of the air. She helped


out in those corners and served in exchange for necessities. It was a
most terrible Sodom;Is he saying she was a flesh peddler? One who specifically plied their trade with the same sex?


I'm a poor describer of feelings, so I'll pass that over;

My good man. I have a whole section for your quotes because you're a wonderful describer of things.


But once when she was being mistreated, he,


without asking why, grabbed one clerk by the scruff of the neck and
chucked him out the second-story window.I given her trade I can easily imagine that the manner of the mistreatment warranted a horrendous injury. Though I still hope the thug isn't dead.


But oppressed innocence herself did not forget it. Of course, it


ended with the final shaking of her mental faculties.Poor girl


I, who was there, remember for a


certainty that she finally reached the point of regarding him as
something like her fiancé, who did not dare to 'abduct' her solely
because he had many enemies and family obstacles, or something of
the sort.😬😬😬


he arranged for her keep, and it seems it was quite a substantial


yearly pension, at least three hundred roubles, if not more.Oh, that is what he was sending to Lebaydkin. Who likely spent it on more drink.


'You chose on purpose,' he said, 'the very least of


beings, a cripple covered in eternal shame and beatings—and
knowing, besides, that this being is dying of her comical love for you
—and you suddenly start to flummox her on purpose, solely to see
what will come of it!'I'm hoping even Nik wouldn't be ungracious enough to do that.


He at once pulled out a chair and turned it in such a way that he


wound up between Varvara Petrovna on the one side and Praskovya
Ivanovna at the table on the other, and facing Mr. Lebyadkin, whom
he would not take his eyes off for a moment.This man has been pure entertainment gold since he appeared🤣


"No, this was something higher than whimsicality and, I assure


you, even something holy! A man, proud and early insulted, who
had arrived at that 'jeering' which you mentioned so aptly—in short,
a Prince Harry, to use Stepan Trofimovich's magnificent comparisonat the time, which would be perfectly correct if he did not resemble
Hamlet even more, at least in my view."The glazing is insane.


(The phrase about the demon of


irony is again an astonishing expression of yours, Stepan
Trofimovich.)She seems to quote Stepan whenever she's happy or relieved. Don't tell me these two aren't soulmates.


"Oh, it is my character! I recognize myself in Nicolas! I recognize


that youth, that possibility of stormy, awesome impulses...Oh dear... She's one of those parents who see their children as a reflection of themselves and therefore can do no wrong. Does she desperately want Nik to pair up with Liza to make up for her own hesitancy with Stepan?


Stepan Trofimovich, with a pained look, tried to catch my eyes,


but I dodged just in time.What the F?🤣🤣🤣 I think our dear narrator is just trying to steal some limelight for himself because Petrosha is absolutely dominating these past few chapters.


"And this poor, this unfortunate being, this insane woman who


has lost everything and kept only her heart, I now intend to adopt,”Oh brilliant move. In one fell swoop she would end any possibility of Nik and Marya pairing up by making them siblings, she'd gain an even more charitable reputation and she saves the poor woman from Lebaydkin. I see now why Yulia hates her. Varva is an astute politician.


So he takes Nikolai


Vsevolodovich's voluntary gift as his due—can you imagine that? Mr.
Lebyadkin, is everything I've said here just now true?"I can smell the ammonia emanating from his undergarments through the screen.


"I... you yourself know, Pyotr Stepanovich..." the captain


muttered, stopped short, and fell silent. It should be noted that
Pyotr Stepanovich was sitting in an armchair, his legs crossed, while
the captain stood before him in a most reverent attitude.Absolute CinemaI can even
understand, and quite well, how a being such as Nicolas could
appear even in such dirty slums as those you were telling about. I
can imagine so clearly now this 'jeering' life (your remarkably apt
expression!), this insatiable thirst for contrast, this dark background
of the picture, against which he appears like a diamond
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)"However, a novelist might cook up a
novel from it in an idle moment.
2)He was, so to speak, a diamond set against the
dirty background of her life.
3)There are things, Varvara
Petrovna, of which it is not only impossible to speak intelligently, but
of which it is not intelligent even to begin speaking.
4)It's like with religion: the worse a
man's life is, or the more downtrodden and poor a whole people is,
the more stubbornly they dream of a reward in paradise, and if there
are a hundred thousand priests fussing about at the same time,
inflaming the dream and speculating on it, then ...
#Quotes of the day:
1) this gentleman who had suddenlyfallen from the sky to tell other people's anecdotes.
2)I am perhaps all too guilty before you today, my dear Praskovya
Ivanovna," she added, in a magnanimous impulse of tender feeling,
but not without a certain triumphant irony.
3)  "Pyotr Stepanovich! If family honor
and the heart's undeserved disgrace cry out among men, then—can
a man be to blame even then?"
4)But in the doorway he ran right
into Nikolai Vsevolodovich; the latter stood aside; the captain
somehow shrank before him and simply froze on the spot, without
tearing his eyes from him, like a rabbit in front of a snake.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        The Garnett translation has “His sister lived like the birds of heaven. She’d help people in their ‘corners,’ and do jobs for them on occasion. ” which doesn’t imply to me that she was a prostitute


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+7)

        You're right, she wasn't a prostitute. The original text in Russian doesn't imply it:


Братец и сестрица не имели своего угла и скитались по чужим. Он бродил под арками Гостиного двора, непременно в бывшем мундире, и останавливал прохожих с виду почище, а что наберет — пропивал. Сестрица же кормилась как птица небесная. Она там в углах помогала и за нужду прислуживала. Содом был ужаснейший; я миную картину этой угловой жизни, — жизни, которой из чудачества предавался тогда и Николай Всеволодович.

In colloquial Russian sodom means complete disorder, chaos, noise, turmoil, quarrel, uproar.
Lebyadkina served for food and the opportunity to live in other people's homes, in extreme poverty and very cramped conditions - "in the corners." Apparently, she was doing all sorts of errands, menial work.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Thanks! Great to have someone who can clarify such things.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        When Varvara says (presumably of Stepan) “To concentrate in him all one’s hopes, to bow down before him; to love him all one’s life, absolutely without knowing why—perhaps just because he was unworthy of it.” Can you shed any light on the word “love”? Does she mean romantic love or something else?


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+7)

        Yes, she definitely meant her attitude towards Stepan Trofimovich :) This is the original of that part of her speech:


Вы поймете тогда тот порыв, по которому в этой слепоте благородства вдруг берут человека даже недостойного себя во всех отношениях, человека, глубоко не понимающего вас, готового вас измучить при всякой первой возможности, и такого-то человека, наперекор всему, воплощают вдруг в какой-то идеал, в свою мечту, совокупляют на нем все надежды свои, преклоняются пред ним, любят его всю жизнь, совершенно не зная за что, — может быть, именно за то, что он недостоин того... О, как я страдала всю жизнь, Петр Степанович!

She says (implying her attitude towards Verkhovenskiy Sr.): "love him all their life." In this case, both romantic and friendly or kindred love can be implied. So it can be interpreted in any way. But, I suppose, the "official version" on the part of Varvara Petrovna implied, of course, an exceptionally high friendly love :D


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Yes, in English the word “love” can mean all sorts of things, and doesn’t have to mean romantic love.
Thank you. It makes a lot of sense🙏


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+4)

        

Yes, in English the word “love” can mean all sorts of things, and doesn’t have to mean romantic love. 

Same in Russian.
You're welcome :)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        The dangers of localisation.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        Oh, okay. Why'd they add the Sodom thing though. There's a very obvious implication with that, especially in a Christian country.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Well my translation has “It was a regular Bedlam” instead 🤷‍♀️


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I guess we will have to wait and see. Perhaps my translation is a bit “cleaned up”. But she doesn’t seem like a prostitute to me, except perhaps forced into it by her brother/footman.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        •	⁠She seems to quote Stepan whenever she’s happy or relieved. Don’t tell me these two aren’t soulmates.
Right??? This is another reason why I’m Team Varvara-is-in-love-with-Stepan, haha. She recognizes how ridiculous he is and claims that she doesn’t know why she loves him, but she clearly listens to his witticisms and commits them to memory 💕 Plus she sounds so wounded in this passage overall, talking about torture and suffering and all that. Would it feel like torture if she wasn’t hopelessly in love with him? I don’t think it would.
•	⁠I see now why Yulia hates her. Varvara is an astute politician.
She is indeed! Probably some of this decision comes from genuine compassion for Marya’s plight, but it’s also a really good way to turn what might have been a disgrace (the rumor that Nikolai forced himself on a mentally ill woman and then left her high and dry) into a credit to Varvara’s generosity (“Wow, look at how beneficent Varvara is; truly she’s modern-day saint”). My girl is so cunning!
•	⁠Why doesn’t this book get mentioned along with TBK and C&P as part of Dostoevsky’s best works.
It’s considered one of his Big Five, alongside C&P, TBK, The Idiot, and Notes from the Underground. But it’s true you hear about it less than those others! I think the first 100-200 pages might be part of the reason why—they confuse a lot of people and then those people don’t keep reading. Which is definitely their loss, cause once it gets going, it goes HARD.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        I feel bad now, I judged Nikolai very harshly - assuming what Pyotr is saying is somewhat true. Unless he was indeed toying with her.
I maintain my doubts about his character though, since someone still got Dasha pregnant and Marya supposedly was as well (though if she fantasizes a husband/fiancé, she may also fantasize a baby…)
Also, did Varvara basically confess to loving Stepan? So sad, these two. And my new favourite thing is Anton avoiding Stepan’s desperate looks. It’s happened a few times now, but my favourite is this most recent one where “I dodged just in time”. I can totally relate, when you’re in a mood and just can’t deal with a friends quirks. Stepan would be an especially tiring friend. Anton seems to genuinely like him though, which is nice. I got mad jealousy vibes when he was describing Pyotr in the last bit, so wonder if it is true and will play a factor at all.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I don’t think she loves him in any normal way. She basically just said that she has realised that she wasted her life on the useless lump, always hoping that he was better than he was.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I definitely read it as a love confession, though it seems like others did not. I think her tone in that statement sounds rather wounded and bitter, which (to me) fits better if she loved him as more than a friend. Also the language about “bowing down to him” is pretty intense for a purely platonic relationship. But it’s for sure open to interpretation, and it’s possible I’m just seeing what I want to see!
I’m still not entirely sure which, if any, of these hypothetical babies are real 😂 Though someone pointed out during yesterday’s discussion that everything else Marya has said seems to be true, if a bit confusingly expressed? So I’m on the fence, but I’m leaning toward her baby being real.


    


    
        vhindy (+6)

        1. At least for the last several chapters yes.
2. Yes, I thought it was very much in line with their characters. The only exception was Peter who we are just meeting. But he had much to say.
3. I thought the story was gripping, I tore through it. To me the story paints him in a far better light than I had of him two days ago. I was saying that he seemed to be the central figure which all the problems of the book were attributed too. But I found the story with Marya to be nice, and I do think his intentions were noble.
For those that feel otherwise, I'd be curious on your opinions.
4. Pretty poor, lol. I've never read it and I'm completely unfamiliar with the story. So if there's references there they are going over my head.
5. That's my question too, he obviously has more to say but he seemed defeated in that circumstance and is leaving everyone with a bad taste in their mouth about him if everything Peter said is accurate. But you can't help but feel there's more to the story he wanted to share. I think we will learn more. Maybe he thought everyone was too riled up for it to be useful to share?
6. It was a good week for the story this week. It seems like the story is picking up and I have a good grasp of all the characters at this point. Looking forward to next week.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Nicolas' opinion of Marya: ‘You imagine, Mr. Kirillov, that I am laughing at her. Get rid of that idea, I really do respect her, for she’s better than any of us.’


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I think Nikolai is a good guy - he didn’t like the way this woman was being treated, so he showed her a bit of respect. No one in her life had ever been as nice to her as that, so he found himself being her champion. He could have just walked away but instead he arranges for her to be looked after where she will be safe. Until of course Lebyadkin steals her away and starts stealing her allowance and beating her. And then people gossip about Nikolai as if he is the one who damaged her.
I still hope there is more to the story than this though. I think this story needs some secret half-brothers. Or good old Victorian coincidences.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah I think (or maybe want to believe?) that Nikolai treated Marya respectfully because he had sympathy for her—an iota of it, anyway. It might have seemed to his friends that he was laughing at her, just because of their understanding of his personality. But throwing a guy out a second story window as part of an ongoing “joke” seems extreme, even for Nikolai. I think he has noble feelings in him somewhere, even if he’s a hot mess on the outside.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Guy gets thrown out of a second story window and "As it all ended without harm, they were reconciled and began drinking punch."
If you say so Fyodor.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        😂😂😂


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        1) Such a killer line. Poor Stepan and his French expressions!
2) the character reactions felt pretty in tune with their characters. Stepan and his French, Varvara being very Varvara-ish, Praskovya being nervous, Liza wanting more, and Anton observant as ever. None of them knowing quite what to make of the whole situation, but all somehow connected to the drama.
3) The story seems pretty murky. Pyotr is certainly a good story teller though.
4) I'm vaguely aware of the story, but sadly not enough to get the deeper meanings.
5) Lebyadkin, I can't figure out at all tbh. It feels like Pyotr has the measure of him, so I think there's more to story.
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        rolomoto (+12)

        “…Pyotr Stepanovitch, who was obviously playing a part (what part I did not know then, but it was unmistakable, and over-acted indeed).”
The part seems to be of troublemaker.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        I think deep down he's mad at his dad for essentially going out for milk and cigs


    


    
        vigm (+11)

        Psst are we going to tell him about the Aliens, or is it a secret?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+13)

        I did think it was kind of weird when they abducted Nikolai and cloned him as part of their research, but I am looking forward to the final climactic battle between Original Nikolai and Clone Nikolai.


    


    
        vigm (+10)

        Omg yes! But with all the Russian names it is so hard to keep track of all the clones as well.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        Made even worse when kids are using their parents' formal names rather than a diminutive


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        The clones always have like five different names, it drives me nuts! And their patronymic is always “Cloneovitch,” so it’s virtually impossible to keep them all straight.


    


    
        Uncle_Pennywise (+1)

        Sorry I'm late to the party, but what do you mean by the cloning? I just finished part 1 and I wonder if some implicit thing went over my head.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        🤣 We were joking, there’s no cloning, or aliens for that matter :P Happy reading!


    


    
        Uncle_Pennywise (+1)

        Oh god phew thank you because I just got to the part in part 2 where Nikolai goes to Marya and she accuses him of having been replaced and that he's not the real Nikolai, I was like "woah woah woah wait a minute here is she actually right??!!" 😂


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Oh my goodness, haha, I see why you thought that! 😂 I’m kind of enamored of the idea of my darling Marya being correct and Nikolai actually being a replacement. Someone should write that fanfic!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Section 7, aka Petrusha’s Revenge! I’d never deny Pyotr’s right to be angry with his dad, or even to express it through open hostility. But the manipulative passive aggression on display here…I dunno, it feels kind of twisted? Like, it’s clear he’s not satisfied with just tearing his dad a new one—he’s out to ruin his life!
No historical or cultural notes at all this time. Just Petrusha being kind of a little sh*t :P
- “You must know, maman, that Pyotr Stepanovitch is the universal peacemaker; that’s his part in life, his weakness, his hobby…He’s such a realist, you know, that he can’t tell a lie, and prefers truthfulness to effect … except, of course, in special cases when effect is more important than truth.”
Based on what we’ve seen in this chapter, I have a hard time believing that Pyotr is a “universal peacemaker.” Unless he considers this one of the times when effect is more important than truth—in which case, I wonder how often those times arise for him and what his standard of judgment is…
- “Liza had suddenly begun laughing—at first quietly and intermittently, but her laughter grew more and more violent, louder and more conspicuous. She flushed crimson, in striking contrast with her gloomy expression just before.”
Ah, good ol’ 19th century hysterics. I don’t think Liza would be acting this way if she weren’t still in love with Nikolai—but does anyone have a different interpretation?
- “What, what’s the congratulation about?” Pyotr Stepanovitch suddenly skipped up to them. “What are you being congratulated about, Darya Pavlovna?”
Again, I’m not disputing Petrusha’s right to hate his dad, but he is being SUCH a fake little bish here 😂 It cracks me up. Like Liputin, Pyotr is a character who’s probably a bad person but is really fun to read about :P
- “There’s something about some sort of ‘sins in Switzerland.’ ‘I’m getting married,’ he says, ‘for my sins or on account of the ‘sins’ of another,’ or whatever it is—‘sins’ anyway…on account of some sins or circumstances ‘he is obliged to lead her to the altar, and go to Switzerland, and therefore abandon everything and fly to save me.’ Do you understand any of that?”
Do you think Petrusha’s identified Varvara as the most important person in his dad’s life and has thus prioritized the destruction of their relationship? Like, is he being premeditated here, or is he just busting up Stepan’s life as the opportunity arises?
- “Stepan Trofimovitch, I request a great favour from you.” She suddenly turned to him with flashing eyes. “Kindly leave us at once, and never set foot in my house again.”
Nooooooooooo 😢
- “Pierre, you who know so much of what goes on here, can you really have known nothing of this business and have heard nothing about it?”/“What? What a set! So it’s not enough to be a child in your old age, you must be a spiteful child too! Varvara Petrovna, did you hear what he said?”
Pyotr’s one to talk about spite after all the havoc he’s wreaked in this section! This is going to get so ugly. Oh, Stepan…you really should have visited him more than two times in his entire life…


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        

Do you think Petrusha’s identified Varvara as the most important person in his dad’s life and has thus prioritized the destruction of their relationship? Like, is he being premeditated here, or is he just busting up Stepan’s life as the opportunity arises?

I assumed he wanted to ruin the engagement with Dasha. Probably both out of anger at his dad and his or Nik's own designs on her. But if his purpose was to drive a wedge specifically between Stepan and Varva, that's just an unfounded level of diabolical.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        

Like, is he being premeditated here, or is he just busting up Stepan’s life as the opportunity arises? 

He strikes me a someone in pain and therefore wants to inflict pain on others, his father in particular.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Hurt people hurt people, as they say. I’m trying to figure out whether he’s lashing out wildly or being more calculated in how he inflicts pain on his father. The “play acting” aspect of it makes it seem calculated. Which is a little bit unnerving and antisocial, regardless of how justified it is.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I have to agree here completely. I was surprised by his nonchalance towards his father when we first met him but I don’t like the passive aggressive stuff that was on display here. He’s a weak and bitter man and it was ugly. It shouldn’t have been done like that.
Stepan isn’t terribly sympathetic, neither is Varvara but I didn’t like how ugly that was. And how incredibly awkward of a situation he made it.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

but as soon as he bent


down to her, she would dissolve in laughter; one might have
concluded that she was laughing precisely at poor Mavriky
Nikolaevich. However, she made a visible effort to restrain herself,
and put her handkerchief to her lips.What's so funny? Did she suspect a relationship between Nik and Marya already? Is that why she wanted to speak to Marya. In that case, is this confirmation of her suspicions or does it only raise more question. Maybe she was laughing at Petrosha being called a truthteller, because there are details in the story he's leaving out that she knows off.


"Our rear cars got derailed in the night; we almost broke


our legs."
"Broke their legs!" Liza cried out. "Maman, maman, you and I
were going to go to Matveevo last week, so we could have broken
our legs, too!"Wouldn't a train derailment be town news? Or was it a banal occurrence.


Nikolai Vsevolodovich


finally went up to Darya Pavlovna with his unhurried gait; Dasha
became all aflutter on her seat as he approached, and quickly
jumped up in visible confusion, her whole face flushed red.Does she have a crush on him?


You see, if it pleases you, I came flying here to


announce to you that I am not at all against it, since you insisted on
having my opinion, and as soon as possible; and if" (he went on
spilling) "you need to be 'saved,' as you say and implore right there
in the same letter, then again I'm at your service.Is he snitching here. He most certainly knows that Dasha is the one his dad is engaged too. Why's is he revealing this in her presence. How many plots are afeet right now.


however, I notice from the look on


your faces" (he kept turning around, holding the letter in his hand,
peering into their faces with an innocent smile) "that I seem to have
committed a blunder, in my usual fashion... because of my foolish
frankness, or hastinessNo, no, no. You know exactly what you're doing.


Forgive me my foolish confession,


Stepan Trofimovich,Why does he call his dad Stepan Trofimovich. I know he wasn't around but it still seems excessively formal.


It would


be just like us, we talk and talk, and it's all more for style...Well, you're certainly a yapper.


She had listened with malicious pleasure to the whole "truthful"


torrent of words from Pyotr Stepanovich, who was obviously playing
a role (I did not know then what it was, but it was obviously a role,
played even much too crudely).Nothing gets past Anton. How long has Petrosha been planning this vengeance.


Stepan


Trofimovich, I expect a great favor from you," she suddenly turned
to him, her eyes flashing, "please be so good as to leave us right
now, and henceforth never step across the threshold of my house."Woah, this is a little hasty!!!


And a real,


undoubted grief is sometimes capable of making a solid and
steadfast man even out of a phenomenally light-minded oneDaaaaaamn. Now's not the time to be roasting your buddy.


"Pierre, you might express yourself differently with me, is that not


so, my friend?""my friend" huh, not "my son".


A hubbub ensued; but suddenly an incident broke out which no


one could have expected.Y'all can't really expect us to only read one or two chapter a day of a book with cliffhangers like this.
#Varvanisms of the day:
1)"Pyotr Stepanovich told us an old Petersburg story from the life of
one whimsical fellow," "one
mad and capricious fellow, though always lofty in his feelings, always
chivalrously noble..."
#Quotes of the day:
1)Pyotr Stepanovich is a universal
peacemaker; that is his role, his disease, his hobbyhorse, and I
especially recommend him to you on that point. I can guess what he
dashed off for you here. He precisely dashes off when he talks; he's
got an office in his head.
2)And she laughed morbidly. Her hints and witticisms were flat, but
she apparently no longer cared about quality.
3)And a real,
undoubted grief is sometimes capable of making a solid and
steadfast man even out of a phenomenally light-minded one


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        •	⁠“Wouldn’t a train derailment be town news?”
I had this thought too. Just how often were trains derailing in 19th century Russia?? :P
•	⁠“Why does he call his dad Stepan Trofimovitch?”
This kind of cracked me up It’s like when a teenager gets mad at their dad and calls him by his first name, like, “Whatever, KEVIN.” 😂 I guess Stepan’s never been much of a dad to Petrusha, so “dad” and “papa” are justifiably off the table.
•	⁠“my friend, huh, not my son”
Stepan calls him “my boy” in the Garnett translation. Now I’m curious what the original Russian says.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

“Whatever, KEVIN.” 😂 I guess Stepan’s never been much of a dad to Petrusha, so “dad” and “papa” are justifiably off the table.

I understand that, but he really doesn't need to add the Trofimovich😂.


    


    
        samole (+5)

        Without the patronymic it would have been too familiar.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

my friend, huh, not my son”

It's friend in the original


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Thanks! Not sure why Garnett went with “my boy.” Maybe the lack of father-son feeling between Stepan and Petrusha made her sad 😂


    


    
        samole (+5)

        Yeah might be. Overall, the father-son dynamic is reversed in this scene. Petrusha is very condescending (or pretends to be). He treats the whole thing as a little innocent childish secret, worth to share with his grown-up friends to have a polite, grown-up laugh. In the end, he even uses the collective pronoun: oh so we are not only children, we are mean children, aren't we? tsk, tsk. Incredibly smug.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Prompt question - what does Liza find so funny? Have you ever had an attack of the giggles at a wildly inappropriate moment?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I was thinking she perhaps was off Nik because of Marya, but now she is unexpectedly back on him again after hearing the backstory, and she’s just so unprepared that she has a hard time with it. Supported with the idea that she seems to be aggressively but clumsily flirting with Mavricky again, probably to make Nik jealous
This theory isn’t in-line with why she was so keen on Marya in the first place though, or why she seemed so diabolically eager to hear her story, so I don’t know 🤷‍♀️
I’ve gotten mad giggles in public though, the worst I can remember was in a movie theatre with not a lot of people in it. I found something very funny that not a lot of others in the theatre did, and I couldn’t quite shake the giggles for a couple minutes 😝 it was rather embarrassing, but the giggles don’t care.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        Oh gosh, talk about going for the jugular. Pyotr's really out to ruin Stepan, isn't he? Varvara seemed to react incredibly strongly to learning he'd been writing letters, kicking him out forever seemed a rather drastic response anyway.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        I thought so too! I guess they way I explain it to myself would be that Stepan implicated Varvara’s son as a real cad in his letters, and even though Varvara had the same suspicions at the time, she’s outraged that Stepan would put it in writing. Petrusha is using a mother’s love for her son to drive a wedge between Stepan and Varvara. It’s like, worryingly cunning 😬


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        At first I thought Nikolai was going to be our bad guy, now, I'm leaning heavily towards Petrusha. He really seems to have a malicious streak


    


    
        samole (+5)

        Why have one bad guy when you can have many though.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        True!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Thank you Pyotr for bringing things out into the open. It helped me a bit at least.
I think Pyotr is a decent guy, and I don’t think he would have said this stuff if Danya actually was pregnant. He congratulates her as a “charming and virtuous young lady”. So all that has happened is that he outted Varvara for setting up the marriage and for his father for blabbing that it was because Danya was pregnant. So embarrassing, but at least the wedding won’t go ahead under false pretences. I think Nikolai and Pyotr are gentlemen and will look after the young women.
So now I don’t think either Marya nor Danya actually slept with Nikolai.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

think Nikolai and Pyotr are gentlemen and will look after the young women. 

Look after how exactly? Support them till the end of their lives?
Also, consider this: before that scene there had been only vague rumors re. the sudden need of marriage between Verkhovensky sr. and Dasha. Now, Petrusha publicly announced that his father is reluctant to marry her because she sinned with another man. Her reputation is destroyed completely, regardless of how true that rumor is. Gentleman indeed.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Oh! I didn’t quite read it that way - I thought he was squashing the rumours publicly and comprehensively. And he was the only one who would do it. Do we see how Darya reacts? She doesn’t seem angry at Pyotr or distressed for herself - mainly she seems sorry for Stepan.
Well yes, Nikolai is supporting Marya, probably to the end of her life, and I think Pyotr just stopped Darya from being forced into an unfortunate marriage.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        

I thought he was squashing the rumours publicly and comprehensively.

But he wasn't.  He basically said: hey everyone listen I've got this letter from my father where he complains he's been forced to marry someone's old sins. Now who can that be I wonder! (wink wink).


I think Pyotr just stopped Darya from being forced into an unfortunate marriage.

He stopped her from being married to anyone. Unless she moves somewhere far away, but with what money?


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        You might be right, but I’m not feeling it that way. If that was the case, I would have expected Darya to burst into tears and run away in shame. The rumours were already all around, and now Pyotr publicly calls her a virtuous woman and tells everyone that it is Varvara and Stepan who have been spreading these lies. If Darya marries Stepan it looks like she has something to hide. Pyotr is saying that she has nothing to hide and it is Stepan who runs away in shame. And Darya feels sorry for him but keeps her seat.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I don’t know, I think Pyotr is right in his anger towards his dead beat father but I think the way he handled that situation was vile.
I still think Darya is pregnant (she’s been sick half the time we’ve seen her in the book) and he read the “virtuous woman” as being sarcastic.
I think we may see some more ugly things from him as we go along.


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Well, that’s certainly thrown the ravenous feline amongst the avian species. What an absolute scene! I did slightly lose track of who was denouncing and embarrassing whom, but I think I got there in the end - everyone is either a terrible parent or an awful child.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Ye gods, work and life are a living hell right now. I’m not kidding when I say that reading Russian lit is the only relief I get. With that in mind, let’s talk about Ivan Shatov’s Punch-Out! 🤜 But first, some historical notes.
THE DECABRISTS
- “We are told, for instance, about the Decabrist L—n, that he was always seeking for danger, that he revelled in the sensation, and that it had become a craving of his nature.”
I totally agonized over Decabrist until I figured out it just meant “Decembrist.” The Decembrist revolt was an attempted coup by liberal Russian military and political dissidents. It took place in 1825 following the Death of Tsar Alexander I and was not successful. It’s a complicated story, but basically the liberals wanted to institute a constitutional monarchy in place of an autocracy.
“The Decabrist L_n” is Michael Lunin, whom Dostoevsky considered a precursor to other Russian socialist revolutionaries. It was a bit of a pain to find this out. I kept getting articles about the band “The Decembrists” and ads for Ducolax, for some reason.
LERMONTOV
- “In anger, of course, there has been a progress compared with L—n, even compared with Lermontov.”
Mikhail Lermontov was a famous Russian poet and the author of A Hero of Our Time, which came up in a previous chapter. He was killed in a duel with a Russian military officer called Nikolai Martynov, so I’m guessing that’s why Dostoevsky is linking “Lermontov” with “anger” here.
GENERAL REACTIONS 😝
- “And suddenly Shatov swung his long, heavy arm, and with all his might struck him a blow in the face.”
SHATUSHKA! 😱 Good god, he’s sat there quiet and forgotten for seven sections, and THIS is how he reminds everyone he’s there! Why do you reckon he punched Nikolai out? It’s got to be because of the insult to Dasha’s reputation, right? What a cool big brother ❤️
- “Ten seconds later his eyes looked cold, and I’m sure I’m not lying—calm. Only he was terribly pale…It seems to me that if a man should snatch up a bar of red-hot iron and hold it tight in his hand to test his fortitude, and after struggling for ten seconds with insufferable pain end by overcoming it, such a man would, I fancy, go through something like what Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch was enduring during those ten seconds.”
This…I don’t know how to feel about this. It’s very interesting. It seems that Nikolai has antisocial (sociopathic?) tendencies that would allow him to kill a man like it was nothing. Yet he appears to be suppressing them here. What do you think—is he trying to be a better person? Or is he simply conscious of the unwanted consequences of committing homicide in present company?


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        

What do you think—is he trying to be a better person?

Could he have felt that he deserved it for some reason? Not too likely considering the elite seemed to feel great entitlement at that time but then again who knows.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I think Nikolai considers himself in a class above Shatov, so it would be beneath him to fight him or duel with him. I think he is really really angry at Shatov, but by controlling his anger he beats Shatov morally who knows it and slinks away


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        This was my interpretation too. I feel like Nikolai is somebody who wants to be in control of all situations. It was like an attempt to re-establish control and it seemed to work with Shatov slinking off.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I read this as he may be plotting something more terrible for him later on than killing him in violence in front of all of these people.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Why do you reckon he punched Nikolai out? It’s got to be because of the insult to Dasha’s reputation, right? What a cool big brother ❤️

I think it was for Marya. If it was for Dasha why nit ounce Petrosha as well for airing it all out.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Why do you reckon he punched Nikolai out? It’s got to be because of the insult to Dasha’s reputation, right? What a cool big brother.

Didn't he sleep with Shatov's wife too? So that.
"There was a vague, though well-authenticated rumour among us that Shatov’s wife had at one time had a liaison with Nikolay Stavrogin, in Paris, and just about two years ago, that is when Shatov was in America. It is true that this was long after his wife had left him in Geneva."


    


    
        samole (+5)

        Lunin was a pretty epic figure. Pushkin attested him as a "friend of Mars, Bacchus and Venus". Considering that those are gods of war,  drinking and debauching, and love and sex, respectively, his interests in life are very clear. My favorite anecdote: Lunin wrote to Alexander I suggesting that he sends him as a peace negotiator to Napoleon where Lunin will murder Napoleon. With a dagger. Problem solved! Alexander was, like, damn dude, chill out.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Whaaaaat, he sounds cool as hell! If only Alexander I had taken him up on that offer! 😝 Seriously though, I want to read more about him now.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        So glad Nikolai did not kill Shatov because he has the most unapologetically awkward moments and he’s one of my favourites because of it:
“…and he opened the door only a very little way, so as to be able to squeeze through the crack almost sideways.” Omg why Shatov 😂 Most of what he does I imagine animated like a cartoon


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        I thought that was funny, how after landing a pretty good blow he goes back to his awkward, clumsy self.


    


    
        2whitie (+7)

        General thoughts:
Nicholas seems like an ice-cold sociopath who genuinely does not care about anything except the very few things that let him feel. He doesn't care how he affects those around him, for better or for worse.
Pyotr, based on the last chapter, us the exact opposite: a borderline psychopath extremist who fits in socially, but is just a tad off to most people...and then occasionally takes his mask off. He actively likes making others miserable and causing chaos just for the funnies.


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        It's interesting that in both cases they are the children of the two main characters we met at the beginning of the book


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Nikolai is a cool character, he would even fight a bear with a yawn:
Stavrogin would have shot his opponent in a duel, and would have faced a bear…without the slightest thrill of enjoyment, languidly, listlessly, even with ennui.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        I think Anton just has a crush.🤣


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Yes, I think Nikolai is Cool 😎


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Prompt question - who has (and who has not) slept with Nikolai? If you had the opportunity would you sleep with Nikolai?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        I think Liza and Dasha have. I wouldn't touch him with a ten foot pole. Can't forget how he sexually assaulted that woman.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Oh shit - I missed that. What woman? When??


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Liputin's wife


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Shatov's wife (allegedly), Liza and Dasha have slept with him.


    


    
        cuban_landscape (+2)

        Sorry I’m very late to this, but could you point to where Shatov’s wife slept with Stavrogin? I seemed to have missed it. Just finished part 1 a few minutes ago


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        

Lizaveta Nikolaevna; she


was quickly whispering something to her maman and to Mavriky
Nikolaevich, who was bending down to her. Her face was anxious,
but at the same time had a look of determination.What do y'all think they're whispering about?


And suddenly Shatov swung his long, heavy arm and hit him in


the face with all his might.😱😱I think Shatov suspects that Nik impregnated Marya.


Shatov hit him even somehow peculiarly, not at all as people


ordinarily slap someone in the face (if it is possible to put it so), not
with his palm, but with his whole fist, and his was a big, heavy, bony
fist, covered with red hair and freckles.That's called a punch buddy.


liked meeting up with


escaped convicts in the Siberian forests—and they, I will note in
passing, are more dangerous than any bear.I guess Russian women would choose the bear too.


He would shoot his adversary in a duel, and go against a


bear if need be, and fight off a robber in the forest—all as
successfully and fearlessly as L——n, yet without any sense of
enjoyment, but solely out of unpleasant necessity, listlessly, lazily,
even with boredom. Anger, of course, constituted a progress over L
——n, even over Lermontov.Is Anton going through this entire train of thought in the 10 seconds after the punch landed🤣🤣
#Quotes of the day:
1)Shatov, who had been completely forgotten by all in his corner
(not far from Lizaveta Nikolaevna), and who apparently did not know
himself why he was sitting there and would not go away,
2)For all the boundless anger that would occasionally take
possession of him, he was always able to preserve complete selfcontrol, and therefore to realize that for killing someone otherwise
than in a duel he would certainly be sent to hard labor;
3)It
seems to me that if there were such a man, for example, as would
seize a red-hot bar of iron and clutch it in his hand, with the purpose
of measuring his strength of mind, and in the course of ten seconds
would be overcoming the intolerable pain and would finally
overcome it, this man, it seems to me, would endure something like
what was experienced now, in these ten seconds, by Nikolai
Vsevolodovich.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        The description of how Shatov hit Nikolai was as awkward as Shatov himself! There's a reason he held himself back from reacting, and I do think it's to do with a woman. But which one?
Speaking of women, what's up with Lizaveta fainting all of a sudden?


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Go on Shatov you legend! Nikolai one hundred percent deserved that punch if he got Dasha pregnant, which seems almost certain. I'm team Shatov for sure!
I honestly think Liza is faking these hysterics and fainting. It kind of seems like she always wants to be centre of attention. I don't see how it could be shock as I think she suspected that Nikolai got Dasha pregnant all along. She also threatened Varvara that she would have a public freak out if she didn't bring her along to this get together.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        I'm completely with you here. I am glad you mentioned Liza's antics, I could not make any sense of them other than attention seeking nonsense.
I actually liked her character (or I was at least sympathetic to it) at the beginning but she has come off as really high maintenance and just a grating person to be around.


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        If faked, it was convincing: "I can hear the thud of her head on the carpet to this day."


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Okay … that was some unexpected drama! And what a way to finish a Part of the Book!
Nikolay … well, Nikolay does not seem like a particularly well-adjusted man. How he acted in the last chapter, how he’s been with his mother, and his wife(!), and now just going ice cold. Scary.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        Pyotr Stepanovitch is making friends with everybody! That’s good, right? He’s probably seeking companionship and has no ulterior motives whatsoever, right? Good for him! :3
All kidding aside, there’s definitely something sinister—or at least premeditated—afoot with Petrusha. That said, here are my notes for these chapters.
CORSICAN VENDETTA
- “It was even whispered in corners that there would soon be murder among us, that Stavrogin was not the man to put up with such an insult, and that he would kill Shatov, but with the secrecy of a Corsican vendetta.”
The Corsican code of honour demanded that the men of the family had to repay insults and murders in blood, which is very close to the use of the word “vendetta” in English speaking countries today.
ZEMSTVO
- “This remark produced a sensation; we knew that the Zemstvo of our province was the object of marked attention in the capital.”
A zemstvo was an institution of local government first established during the serf emancipation reforms of 1861. It was basically an assembly with the authority to resolve economic issues within the province. Zemstvos were meant to handle revenue, food security, public welfare, church building, development of trade, and a whole slew of other things.
BAZAROV, NOZDRYOV, AND BYRON
- ““Passons,” he began again, five minutes later. “I don’t understand Turgenev. That Bazarov of his is a fictitious figure, it does not exist anywhere. The fellows themselves were the first to disown him as unlike anyone. That Bazarov is a sort of indistinct mixture of Nozdryov and Byron, c’est le mot.”
Another dig at Turgenev!? Dosto just couldn’t help himself! Bazarov is the main character of Turgenev’s 1862 novel Fathers and Sons. He is a self-proclaimed nihilist who rejects faith in anything by science and is kind of a dick. Stepan is rejecting the idea that real radical nihilists are anything like Bazarov.
(Incidentally, one of the main themes of Fathers and Sons is the inevitability of inter-generational conflict, something that is probably front and center in Stepan’s mind as he tries to deal with Petrusha.)
Nozdryov is a character from Gogol’s Dead Souls. He’s known in his local community for being a gambler, a drunkard, and an inveterate liar. So although he’s rich, he’s kind of a joke to his neighbors.
Byron is, of course, Lord Byron. Dark, mysterious, moody, you get the idea.
GAGANOV
- “This was a retired captain in the guards, Artemy Pavlovitch Gaganov. He was a very large landowner in our province and district, a man used to the society of Petersburg, and a son of the late Pavel Pavlovitch Gaganov, the venerable old man with whom Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch had, over four years before, had the extraordinarily coarse and sudden encounter which I have described already in the beginning of my story.”
Do y’all remember the guy who got his nose pulled by Nikolai four years ago? That was Gaganov Sr. This Artemy is his son, Gaganov Jr. And he’s not terribly well-disposed toward Nikolai, for reasons you can probably surmise :P
GENERAL COMMENTS 😁
- “Pyotr Stepanovitch met with a warm welcome, so much so that he was at once on an intimate footing, like a young friend, treated, so to say, affectionately. He dined with Yulia Mihailovna almost every day…It turned out later that Pyotr Stepanovitch had come to us with a very influential letter of recommendation, that he had, at any rate, brought one to the governor’s wife from a very important old lady in Petersburg, whose husband was one of the most distinguished old dignitaries in the capital.”
Pyotr seems to be quite a charmer. Getting a letter of recommendation from Yulia’s godmother, fining every day with Yulia, indirectly getting Varvara to throw Stepan out of her house…come to think of it, he seems to have a way with mature women in particular. What do we think that’s all about?
- “But … usually in our world things come to nothing, but this will end in something; it’s bound to, it’s bound to!”
What do we think it’s going to end in? Any guesses? :3


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        

What do we think it’s going to end in? Any guesses? :3

Too much talk of death for there not to be a suicide or murder. Or a murder disguised as a suicide or a suicide blamed on an innocent party as a murder.


he seems to have a way with mature women in particular. What do we think that’s all about?

Not enough attention from their husbands and a young stud to blow smoke up their skirts. He's also an electrifying storyteller, so it's always entertaining having him around.
Also, most people don't go out of their way to befriend or romance older women like the young ones. So the oldies love him for the attention and the young ones like him, so not being a persistent Romeo like the other men in their lives. Look at how many men are trying to woo Liza, for instance.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

What do we think it’s going to end in? Any guesses? :3

I don't know but Stepan doesn't seem thrilled at the prospect.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

What do we think it’s going to end in? Any guesses? :3

Pistols at dawn baby!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        😂😂😂 Hell yeah, pow pow!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+9)

        

Eight days passed. Now, when everything is past and I am writing


my chronicle, we know what it was all about; but then we still knew
nothing, and, naturally, various things seemed strange to us.Well, I'm glad I'm not the only one confused.


The surprising thing for us was:


through whom could it all have come out so quickly and accurately?Liputin has the various maids around town in his secret employ. I'll call them the lipu-rats.


fear of an enemy destroys any malice against him

Very much untrue.


Another


remarkable thing: on the very next day, Monday evening, I met
Liputin and he already knew everything to the last word, which
meant that he had doubtless been one of the first to find out.Now I know for certain it was the Lipu-rats.
They are the hinge of every door🚪
The pane of every window🪟
Listening till ears sore👂🏿
Sneaking in a tiptoe
Every whisper or affair
Intel is a lootin'
Beware! Beware! Beware!
The rats of Liputin.🐀😈


In some little corners it was even


said that there would perhaps be a murderForeshadowing?


the ancient hostility of our society towards Nikolai


Vsevolodovich was markedly evident. Even the most solid people
were eager to accuse him, though they themselves did not know of
what.Hate leads to gossip, gossip breeds conspiracy, conspiracy creates hate.


through Count K., he had entered into certain high


relations, that he was perhaps even in government service and had
been all but entrusted with some mission by someone.Why would the gov't trust someone which such mental issues for a sensitive mission?


it was observed to


them in a whisper that he was serving not quite officially but, so to
speak, confidentially, in which case the service itself required that
the servant look as little as possible like an official.Even dumber. He's doing nothing to be inconspicuous.


Perhaps we were both exaggerating. First of all, Pyotr


Stepanovich became acquainted with the whole town almost
instantly, in the first four days after his appearance.Well he is a charismatic storyteller. That'll win over people in any bar.


He visited him for


the first time on Wednesday, that is, only on the fourth day after
that first meeting, and even then on business. Incidentally, the
settling of accounts for the estate was concluded between them in
some unseen and unheard way.I feel like a very important convo happened here which will affect the larger plot later on. They can't have only talked business.


He had settled upon some final and extraordinary idea


which enabled him to be calm, one could see that.Not suicide I hope. The way Anton talks about him. It feels that way.


"Cher, I would crush them!" escaped him on Thursday evening,


after the second meeting with Pyotr Stepanovich, as he lay stretched
out on the sofa with his head wrapped in a towel.Is this the start of Stepan's villain arc?


"They're cunning; they had it all set up on Sunday ..." he


suddenly blurted out.
"Oh, no doubt," I cried, pricking up my ears, "it was all patched
together, with the seams showing, and so badly acted."
"I don't mean that. You know, they left the seams showing on
purpose, so that it would be noticed by... the right people. Do you
understand?"Are the right ppl Liza and Dasha? Did Dasha ask Nik and Petrosha to sever the engagement for her?


"They say that the French mind..." he began babbling suddenly,


as if in a fever, "but that's a lie, it has always been so. Why slander
the French mind? It's simply Russian laziness, our humiliating
impotence to produce an idea, our disgusting parisitism among the
nations.Looks like he's turning back into old Stepan.


And note our


new custom of familiar speech between father and son: it's very well
when the two agree, but what if they're quarreling?"Is he talking about the conversation they had 4 days after? Stepan is confusing me with all this French.


Liputin added, and, dropping the Lebyadkin subject, suddenlydeclared to me that Lizaveta Nikolaevna was going to marry Mavriky


Nikolaevich, and though it had not been announced yet, there had
been an engagement and the matter was concluded.Lipu-rats again.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)the real truth is always implausible
2)You're lazy. Your banner is a rag, an impotence
3)if you have the guillotine in the forefront, and withsuch glee, it's for the sole reason that cutting heads off is the easiest
thing, and having an idea is difficult!
4)'the rumble of carts bringing bread to mankind' is
more useful than the Sistine Madonna,
#Quotes of the day:
1)I conveyed this venomous
remark to Stepan Trofimovich, and he, though he was almost
incapable of reflection, lapsed into deep thought.
2)The great writer trembled morbidly before the newest
revolutionary young men, and, imagining in his ignorance of the
matter that the keys to the Russian future were in their hands,
sucked up to them humiliatingly, the more so since they paid no
attention at all to him.


    


    
        blueyeswhiteprivlege (+6)

        10/10 on the rats of Liputin song. Bravo, bravo!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I second this!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        🤗


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

4)'the rumble of carts bringing bread to mankind' is more useful than the Sistine Madonna,

Maybe Stepan's darker than he seems. Those carts weren't full of bread, but rather of people going to the guillotine. I guess metaphorically you could say that the revolution was making bread for the people, but that seems a rather cheery view of things.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

Those carts weren't full of bread, but rather of people going to the guillotine

What guillotine? Verkhovensky here slightly  misquotes Alexander Herzen's "My Past and Thoughts", this passage is indeed about carts with bread for those who need it. Moreover, Verkhovensky is arguing with that position, i.e. he maintains that there is more in humanity than simply satisfying basic needs.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Oh wow. That certainly puts a grimmer view on things. I assumed he was talking about how basic necessities were more important than religion, the Marxist idea of "opiate of the masses" and all that. So he thinks a purge of the wealthy and greedy is a nobler goal than religious ceremony. Do you suspect he's going to get back as Petrosha by taking a metaphorical guillotine to the Governer and Yulia?


    


    
        rolomoto (+1)

        

Do you suspect he's going to get back as Petrosha by taking a metaphorical guillotine to the Governer and Yulia? 

Nah, I don't think he has that in him.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

Are the right ppl Liza and Dasha? Did Dasha ask Nik and Petrosha to sever the engagement for her?

They were the first that came to mind for me anyway. Dasha didn't really seem too pleased at the idea of marrying Stephan so that's a good guess, I think.


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        So, Liza faints and then very quickly announces that she is getting married. What’s this about? Was she holding out hopes for Nikolai, but after the shit show of the reunion on Sunday has realised that that isn’t really an option? Is she pregnant? To Nikolai? Personally I don’t think so, that would be too obvious, and it sounds like there is a lot of mystery that is yet to be revealed.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        What's up with Pyotr, is he a revolutionary or a reformed revolutionary? According to an important old lady in Saint Petersburg:
“This old lady, who was Yulia Mihailovna’s godmother, mentioned in her letter that Count K. knew Pyotr Stepanovitch very well through Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, made much of him, and thought him “a very excellent young man in spite of his former errors.”
But according to Karmazinov he is a nihilist and a revolutionary:
In inviting a nihilist to see him, Mr. Karmazinov, no doubt, had in view his relations with the progressives of the younger generation in both capitals.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        I think he’s whatever he needs to be to manipulate people and win them over. It’s not entirely clear yet what his actual beliefs are, if indeed he has any…


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        True, a revolutionary when he's around revolutionaries and a conservative amongst conservatives. A chameleon.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        It definitely feels like he can play the audience.


    


    
        2whitie (+6)

        Stephan, as usual, seems to have France at the forefront of his mind. As a result, I think he seems to think of revolution in terms of The French Revolution, and not how it might come about in Russia, or how the views he encountered in St Petersburg might be the precursor to revolution.
I'm unable to get a handle on what Pyotr thinks. So far, and this is just on vibes, he seems like an angry man who would sacrafice a thousand men to kill a single aristocrat that brushed him off once, and truly believe that the exchange was worth it.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        What a cheat - “right days have passed, all is understandable now” - well that doesn’t help the reader, does it!
Having the land deal done quietly closed off a rather significant plot point. Interesting that Vervana was comfortable to do that.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Pyotr is such a silver tongued devil. UGH. He's a total slimeball.
I wonder why Liputin has put the Lebyadkin's into hiding? Perhaps at Nikolai's bidding or is he planning something himself?
Gaganov is probably going to be looking for revenge for Nikolai's insult for his father. He's someone to watch for sure!
Man, u/Thermos_of_Byr is really going to love that spontaneous musical number! Who knew Stephan had the voice of an angel?
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        Okay. What in the living heck is the relationship between Nikolai and Pyotr? The latter seems awfully eager to rep Nikolai to the residents of the town, to move Marfa to a safe place for Nikolai’s sake, and to make explanations for the punch Nikolai received on Sunday. Meanwhile, Nikolai…doesn’t seem to like Petrusha all that much? Or at least is really blase about the favors Petrusha is doing for him. What is going on?
Anywho, here are some notes.
HONORÉ DE BALZAC
- “‘The Women of Balzac,’ with illustrations.” He opened it suddenly. “I haven’t read it. Lembke writes novels too.”
Balzac (1799-1850) was a French novelist and playwright whose works Dostoevsky enjoyed. I’ve been wanting to read his stuff but haven’t had the chance yet, so I can’t say what’s significant about his women. I know he wrote a lot about spinsters, and some pretty brazen women as well. Any Balzac fans who want to supplement this explanation, please feel free!
THE INTERNATIONALE
- “The owners are millionaires. I assure you that some among the hands have an idea of the Internationale.”
The Internationale is a song adopted as an anthem by various anarchist, communist, socialist, and democratic socialist movements. The title comes from the First International, a conference of workers held in 1864.
GENERAL COMMENTS ❤️
- “Nicolas, may I bring Pyotr Stepanovitch in to see you?” she asked, in a soft and restrained voice, trying to make out her son’s face behind the lamp. / “You can—you can, of course you can,” Pyotr Stepanovitch himself cried out, loudly and gaily. He opened the door with his hand and went in.”
The audacity of this b*tch 😂
- “I simply trotted out Shatov’s wife; you know, that is, the rumours of your liaison in Paris, which accounted, of course, for what happened on Sunday. You’re not angry?”
Wait, did Shatov throw that punch because Nikolai had an affair with his wife? The prevailing theory around here was that he punched Nikolai for Marfa or Dasha’s sake, but was it actually for his wife’s? Or maybe he was angry about all three of them? What do y’all think?
- “Passons, as papa says, and, in parenthesis, don’t be vexed with my verbosity.”
Looks like being a yapper is genetic.
- “They’re a hot-headed lot. They’ve brought out leaflets, they’re on the point of quarrelling. Virginsky is a universal humanity man, Liputin is a Fourierist with a marked inclination for police work; a man, I assure you, who is precious from one point of view, though he requires strict supervision in all others; and, last of all, that fellow with the long ears, he’ll read an account of his own system.”
Sounds like Petrusha has gotten a lot of Stepan’s circle of “intellectuals” on board with…something? They’re planning some kind of revolutionary activity, I presume, though it’s not clear exactly what that will be. Any guesses what they might be planning? And why is Petrusha so keen on getting Nikolai to meet them?
- “Ach, by the way, there’s a run-away convict from Siberia, Fedka, wandering about the town and the neighbourhood. Only fancy, he used to be a serf of mine, and my papa sent him for a soldier fifteen years ago and took the money for him. He’s a very remarkable person.”
Wow, Stepan “Progressive Anti-Serfdom Crusader” Trofimovitch, you sold one of your serfs for money. Some reformist liberal you are! I can’t say I’m surprised at hypocrisy committed by Stepan or other members of his social circle, but it’s definitely frustrating. I think Fedka the Convict would be within his rights to stab Stepan, but only a little bit.


    


    
        samole (+8)

        

The Women of Balzac,’ with illustrations.” He opened it suddenly.

It's probably the book Les Femmes de H. de Balzac by Laure Surville. It's a kind of companion book for Balzac's novels depicting both with words and, well, pictures his female characters. You can read it online here


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Awesome, thank you!


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        

Wait, did Shatov throw that punch because Nikolai had an affair with his wife? The prevailing theory around here was that he punched Nikolai for Marfa or Dasha’s sake, but was it actually for his wife’s? Or maybe he was angry about all three of them? What do y’all think? 

So many liaisons, possible or otherwise, my head's spinning.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

 


Wait, did Shatov throw that punch because Nikolai had an affair with his wife?I think that was probably his main motivation. More interesting to me is the way Pyotr says he "trotted out" the rumour about Nikolai sleeping with Shatov's wife. He's going around telling people about it. Why?
Maybe to hide the fact that the punch may also have been motivated by Nikolai's treatment about Marya or Dasha, as these rumours would be more damaging to Nikolai? But then I'm not sure if he even cares about Nikolai's reputation at all..


Wow, Stepan “Progressive Anti-Serfdom Crusader” Trofimovitch, you sold one of your serfs for money.

Not too surprising considering Stephan had some unkind things to say about serfs earlier in the book.


    


    
        rolomoto (+8)

        Never heard of a loose tooth somehow becoming unloose: “but the story of a tooth having been knocked out was an exaggeration. One had been loosened, but it had grown into its place again”
Pyotr seems to be pulling Nikolai’s strings while pretending to be of service: “I only mean that I am seriously at your service, always and everywhere, and in every sort of circumstance, every sort really, do you understand that?””
It seems like Pyotr and Nikolai don't like each other but they're working on something: ““I say, Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, let’s drop personalities once for all. Of course, you can despise me as much as you like if it amuses you”


By the way, there are Skoptsi here in the neighbourhood—they’re curious people

A curious people? Maybe not my choice of adjective but anyway: they were a cult within the larger Spiritual Christianity movement in the Russian Empire. They were best known for practising emasculation of men, the mastectomy and female genital mutilation of women in accordance with their teachings against sexual lust.


    


    
        vigm (+8)

        Yup, just checked and loose teeth can settle again if you treat them right. You learn something new every day, right?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I guess that makes sense. I do remember a dentist once saying that your teeth are held in place by little tendons (?) which get stretched out when you wear braces (from the movement of your teeth) and then heal and get tight again. So I guess a tendon on one of Nikolai’s teeth got loosened and then healed?


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I’m glad you checked this because I was kinda shocked about this as well


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+7)

        Nikolai and Pyotr have such a strange dynamic. I can't really make heads or tails of it at the moment. My guess is that it's an instance of being aligned politically but not particularly liking each other as people.
Maybe I missed the explanation but I found myself wondering how Anton as our narrator witnessed this private meeting. I'm still trying to feel out his role here and what potential biases he may have in his relaying of the story.
I find it a little hard to believe that Varvara never eavesdrops, lol.


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        I had exactly the same question about how the narrator knew exactly what went on in this private conversation. Maybe we will find out later on.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Maybe I missed the explanation but I found myself wondering how Anton as our narrator witnessed this private meeting. 

If one of the men blabbed to him then my money is on Pyotr.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        

The tooth had been


loosened, but was now firm again; the lower lip had also been cut
inside, but this, too, had healed. It had taken a whole week for the
swelling to go down only because he did not want to receive the
doctor and have him lance the abscess,Is this possible? I had no idea teeth and gums could heal without dental procedures.


"Nicolas, may I bring Pyotr Stepanovich in?" she asked softly and


restrainedly, trying to make Nikolai Vsevolodovich out behind the
lamp.
"You may, you may, of course you may!" Pyotr Stepanovich
himself cried loudly and gaily, opened the door with his own hand,
and walked in.🤣🤣


Hearing Pyotr Stepanovich's sudden


cry, he started and quickly covered the letter with a paperweight
that happened to be there,That's suspicious🤨


"She never eavesdrops," 

The Lipu-rats will though.


"I don't want to put anything straight," Nikolai Vsevolodovich


said, with some irritation, but he grinned at once.Did they experiment in Switzerland?


"That is, you told it precisely so as to leave doubts and show our


patching and shuffling, when there wasn't any patching and I never
asked you to do anything at all."So Petrosha was planting seeds he could reap later. If the relationship between Marya and Nik is not as he said, he can hold that over Nik's head as blackmail.


I had the Lebyadkins moved


that same day, you know; did you get my note with their address?"
"I got it right then."The bloody hell? He moved them. What is the plan here. For Nik to pursue a relationship with Marya outside the public eye?


Incidentally, you ought to go and see our people—I mean,


them, not our people—otherwise you'll be picking up my dropped
stitches again.Who are these people?


Virginsky—an omni-man;[80]


Liputin—a Fourierist, with a strong propensity for police dealings; a
valuable man, I must tell you, in one respect, but requiring strictness
in all others; and, finally, that one with the long ears, he'll read us
his own system. And, you know, they're offended that I treat them
casually and pour cold water on them, heh, heh! But to go is
certainly a must."So basically Stepan's old dinner party.


"It's because I gave her my word today that I'd propose to


Lizaveta Nikolaevna in five days," Nikolai Vsevolodovich suddenly
said with unexpected frankness.But she's with Mickey now


"there are these rumors about an engagement, you


know? It's true, though. But you're right. She'll come running from
the foot of the altar, you only have to call.Would Liza with all her options really be that pathetic?


"I've been noticing that it's terribly difficult to make you angry


today, and I'm beginning to be afraid of you. I'm terribly curious
about how you'll appear tomorrow. You must have a lot of tricks
ready. You're not angry that I'm like this?"Does he vacillate between states of uncontrollable rage and reasonability? Is this all the calm before the storm?


'Balzac's Women

Really Dosto?


"You're praising the administration?"


"And why not? The only thing in Russia that's natural and
achieved... I'll stop, I'll stop," he suddenly heaved himself up, "I
didn't mean it, not a word about anything delicate. Anyhow,
goodbye, you look a bit green."Was Nik a revolutionary as well?


The Shpigulins' factory is interesting

That can't be a real name.


"you know, Nikolai Vsevolodovich, with regard to


persons, we'll drop that once and for all, right? You may, of course,despise me as much as you like, if you find it so amusing, but still it
would be better not to be personal for a while, right?"
"Very well, I won't do it again,"So they aren't real friends but comrades of some sort? Their relationship is very confusing.


Ah, incidentally: there's a


certain Fedka the Convict wandering around town and hereabouts, a
fugitive from Siberia, imagine, my former household serf, whom
papa packed off to the army fifteen years ago, to make some
money. A very remarkable man."Is he here for vengeance? Or did Stepan send for him as part of some ploy?
#Petroshisms of the day:
1) "When I set out to come here, I mean, here generally, to this town,
ten days ago, I decided, of course, to adopt a role. The best would
be no role at all, just one's own person, isn't that so? Nothing is
more cunning than one's own person, because no one will believe
you. To be frank, I wanted to adopt the silly fool, because the silly
fool is easier than one's own person;
2)They're waiting with their mouths open, like baby jackdaws in a
nest, to see what sort of treat we've brought them. A fervent lot.
3) But I have a tactic: I
blab and blab, then suddenly I say some intelligent word, precisely
when they're all searching for it.
#Quotes of the day:
1)"You're tired of me," Pyotr Stepanovich suddenly jumped up,
seizing his round, quite new hat as if he were leaving, yet still
remaining and continuing to talk ceaselessly,


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        So, I don’t think we are supposed to know what is going on yet, our narrator has told us that, but a bit of speculation is what we are here for, right?
It sounds to me as if Nikolai has come here to be the leader (perhaps unwillingly) of some kind of uprising against the government. Pyotr seems even more keen on the project than Nikolai, and is very keen to let him know that he will do anything Nikolai instructs. But he is a bit of a loose cannon, and Nikolai isn’t quite sure that he wants him as his 2IC. But so far Pyotr in his bumbling way has done the right things - telling everyone that Nikolai has been supporting Darya financially, moving Darya to safety across the river, making contacts with potential revolutionaries and gathering intelligence.
I am not sure how this ties in with the multiple liaison sub-plot. Nikolai says he is going to get engaged to Liza which Pyotr is surprised about but thinks “won’t hinder the cause” but maybe (or maybe not) Nikolai means it in earnest. Maybe Nikolai is more interested in sex than politics but Pyotr is the other way around.
I am now getting quite interested in this book, trying to piece together the clues, but I do hope it all makes sense eventually, and we can say “ah yes! That was a why Pyotr said that back in Part 2 Chapter 1 Section 3!  Now I understand” . That will be the payoff.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        This was a hard chapter to get through. They're both commited to something, but it seems like Pyotr is perhaps more enthusiastic about it. He's certainly a bit of a wheeler dealer, getting around all over the place, picking up the gossip on everyone and everything.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Not going to lie, this chapter was pretty confusing.
Wow Pyotr is very much his father's son. Pure verbal dihorrea. Even puts in the same French exclamations. STOP TALKING PLEASE.
This frenemies dynamic between Pyotr and Nikolai is quite interesting but also confusing. It seems like Pyotr is kind of manipulating Nikolai, or at least trying to. I think he is probably a bit over-confident though, Nikolai doesn't seem like someone to mess with and he might get sick of Pyotr and his shit at some point.
Nikolai planning to propose to Liza was a bit of a bombshell considering she is supposedly marring that other guy? I do feel like she secretly wants to be with Nikolai though. The irresistible bad boy.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        This chapter definitely had me seeing the similarities between Pyotr and Stepan too, my goodness 😂


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I was definitely getting the idea that Pyotr was talking excessively specifically because he knew it would annoy Nikolai - perhaps to try to coax a certain reaction or simply because he dislikes Nikolai equally and finds pleasure in his annoyance.
I did this once to an old manager who didn’t like me apparently because I was popular with the customers - all day everyday she would be passive aggressive and condescending to me, so one day I was so annoyed that I just talked her ear off for about an hour because I knew she hated it 😅
It’s a convenient skill to have, to be extremely annoying, one I think Pyotr has perfected. This chapter surprisingly made me like him a lot more, while I’m pretty sure his character is supposed to elicit the opposite


    

Part 2 - Chapter 1 - Section 4-5

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Schedule:
Monday: Part 2 Chapter 1 Section 6
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
“Hey everybody, watch this!”
Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 1 Section 6


25 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Okay, y’all. We need to talk about Kirillov. Most of the discussion below comes from an article in the Journal of European Studies called “A logical redeemer: Kirillov in Dostoievskii’s Demons,” which I also referenced last time Kirillov’s philosophy came up. I can share a bit more of it now that Kirillov’s intentions are clearer—he wants to kill himself to banish fear of death and redeem all mankind.
Far from being the gloomy individual you’d expect from a philosophy like that, Kirillov is very kind and simple-hearted. When Nikolai first enters the house where Kirillov is living, he witnesses the wholesome scene of Kirillov playing with a baby.
- “Kirillov was bouncing a big red india-rubber ball on the floor before it. The ball bounced up to the ceiling, and back to the floor, the baby shrieked “Baw! baw!” Kirillov caught the “baw”, and gave it to it. The baby threw it itself with its awkward little hands, and Kirillov ran to pick it up again.”
This is not a man who has given in to despair. And when Nikolai asks whether he’s happy, Kirillov confirms that he is—very much so. In fact, just last Tuesday, he discovered that he was incredibly happy indeed. Yet he still plans on killing himself. As far as the timing of his suicide, he remarks:
- “That doesn’t depend on me, as you know—when they tell me,” he muttered, as though disliking the question.”
Which is very mysterious, and I’d love to hear what the rest of y’all make of it. Who’s going to tell Kirillov when to kill himself? And what would be in it for them?
Returning to the topic at hand, Kirillov has some additional thoughts on happiness and how it can be achieved, both on an individual level and for the entire human race:
- “Man is unhappy because he doesn’t know he’s happy. It’s only that. That’s all, that’s all! If anyone finds out he’ll become happy at once, that minute. That mother-in-law will die; but the baby will remain. It’s all good...He who teaches that all are good will end the world.”/“He who taught it was crucified.”/“He will come, and his name will be the man-god.”/“The god-man?” / “The man-god. That’s the difference.”
Kirillov has discussed his suicidal theories before, but only now does he clarify one important point: by killing himself, he plans on becoming god—or rather, the man-god. This man-god will function like a dark, mirror-version of Christ. Just as Christ redeemed mankind from sin, Kirillov will redeem mankind from god.
Here is some analysis from the article I mentioned up top:
- “When he kills himself, Kirillov explains, he will become God - or, more specifically, the man-god — and this one action will signal the end of the tyrannical regime that humanity has endured since the dawn of time. Kirillov’s decision to commit suicide is based on a simple, if implacable, logic which convinces him that as long as he kills himself for the right reason, his death will be an act of redemption for all humanity.”
His sacrifice will allow his fellow man to conquer fear of death and, by extension, the limitations placed on human freedom and happiness by a distant, impersonal god. The article dives deeper into Kirillov’s concept of god:
- “Kirillov, as Dostoevsky reminds us from time to time, is an engineer, and his conception of god, not surprisingly, reflects an engineer’s pragmatic cast of mind. This is a deity without theological complications. God is the creator of the world and of the laws that govern it. To some extent, he resembles the divine clockmaker of the eighteenth-century philosophes whose function is little more than to set the universe in motion and ensure that it runs according to its fixed laws.”
To Kirillov, god isn’t a loving father. He’s not even particularly involved in life on earth, except inasmuch as he set the rules by which life on earth operates. Those rules—those self-enforcing boundaries, like the fear of death—are obstacles to human happiness. Or so Kirillov believes.
- “In Kirillov’s eyes, god is responsible for far more than the physical workings of the world: he is also answerable for the misfortune and misery that flow from his handiwork…The world is god’s creation — his ‘machine,’ so to speak — but it is a creation in which man suffer and are unhappy, and are haunted by the fear of death.”
If you’re operating within this philosophical framework, and you have a heart as big as Kirillov’s, then the answer is obvious: you need to break god’s machine. Casually destroying himself to overcome fear of death is Kirillov’s way of doing that, and of allowing mankind to enjoy paradise—not in heaven, but on earth.
Any thoughts on Kirillov’s theory, or on Kirillov as a person?


    


    
        2whitie (+7)

        This was a very helpful write up about Kirillov---I was having trouble getting a grasp on his character. This, IMO, sets up an interesting religious argument/discussion (if Orthodox Russians feel similarly to Catholics on the subject of suicide).
In Genesis, the devil tempted Adam and Eve into eating the forbidden fruit, with the promise that the fruit would make them more like God. Here, we have a normall-seeming character telling a character surrounded by demonic symbolism that the best way to become a man-god is to overcome fear and commit what may have been seen as a mortal sin, and reject life. It's an interesting inverse, one I've never seen before. It fits in with him being a dark mirror, I guess.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I was raised Protestant and I grew up hearing the same message about suicide—that it was a major sin and a one-way ticket to hell. (Though the ministers seemed to kind of de-emphasize that belief whenever a member of the congregation lost someone to suicide.)
Kirillov clearly doesn’t think that’s the case. Nor does he worship god or believe that humanity has to wait till the end times to experience paradise. It all brings me back to the question of whether Kirillov counts as an atheist or a really blasphemous Christian or what…
That’s a nice catch on the Genesis parallel! With Kirillov, we once again have someone attempting to become like god, though in this case his stated motives are selfless.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        

“That doesn’t depend on me, as you know—when they tell me,” he muttered, as though disliking the question.” 

Blew right by me, I thought he was talking about some conspiratorial stuff.


Any thoughts on Kirillov’s theory, or on Kirillov as a person?

I found his philosophical rambling unfocused and unclear, I don't know what he stands for or believes in. Apparently he's an atheist but prays to spiders and lights icon lamps. 'All is good' he says, but he is unsatisfied with the world. I see confusion and contradiction.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        The author of the article I keep referencing comes down on the side of “Kirillov DOES have a coherent philosophy,” an opinion shared by Camus and others. However, many other literary scholars have felt the same way you do—that Kirillov doesn’t have an internally consistent philosophy and is just kind of mentally unwell. I usually end up somewhere in the middle.
I reckon you’re probably right about that conspiratorial stuff!


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I dunno. I’m not convinced that this is supposed to be a well thought out philosophical position. Maybe he is just another Dostoevsky nut-job.
He almost veered into some modern ideas of positive psychology - that if you realise that actually nothing is wrong ( you are alive, there are children, and balls, and sunshine and leaves) then you can be happy wherever you are. You can achieve enlightenment without needing a god figure, just by recognising that you are part of the ultimate universe.
But then it veered off into superstitious non-sense that probably isn’t meant to mean anything.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I believe Dostoevsky was quite religious, yes? I think then you’re right that he was perhaps taking some modern anti-God ideas and then highlighting it’s flaws through Kirillov with over-exaggeration.
The lack of logic in Kirillov’s philosophy, from a Christian perspective, being further driven home by Nikolai’s mirroring statement: 
“If you found out that you believe in God, you would believe; but since you don’t know yet that you believe in God, you don’t believe”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Many, many writers and critics have agreed with your opinion, so you’re not alone! It is possible that Kirillov is insane and the “philosophy” he expresses is just word salad. That’s a totally valid interpretation, I think.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Maybe the insanity is a cover story for him being a spy? I wonder who the “they” ( who will say when he is to kill himself) is?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        It’s so mysterious and intriguing, right? Who could possibly benefit from Kirillov’s suicide, and how??


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

"Won't the door creak?" Nikolai Vsevolodovich questioned again.


But Alexei Yegorovich reported that it had been oiled just
yesterday, "and today as well."If I don't start getting answers to all these plot and schemes soon, I'm going to pull a Nik.


Kirillov was


bouncing a big, red rubber ball on the floor in front of it; the ball
bounced up to the ceiling, came down again, the baby shouted: "Ba,
ba!" Kirillov caught the "ba" and gave it to the baby, the baby threw
the ball itself with its clumsy little hands, and Kirillov ran to pick it up
again.What if the baby is actually calling out for his father.


I replied to him


at once, also with a letter, in which I stated quite frankly that he was
probably angry with me for the incident with his father four years
earlier, here at the club, and that for my part I was prepared to give
him every possible apology, on the grounds that my action had been
unintentional and caused by illness.I'm probably misremembering. Is the father the one who was held by the nose by Nik?


Finally, today comes this letter—such as no one, surely,


has ever received, with curses and such expressions as: 'your beaten
mug.' I've come in hopes that you will not refuse to be my second."If that's it, what's the need for all this secrecy.


Please try to do it that way. The weapon is pistols, of


course, and I especially ask you to arrange it like this: the barriers
should be ten paces apart; then you place each of us ten paces from
the barrier, and at a sign we start walking towards each other. Each
must be sure to reach his barrier, but he can fire before, as he's
walking. That's all, I believe."So he's specifically working towards all duel. Is this all to take out his rage against Shatov on Gaganov?


"You're still of the same mind?" Stavrogin asked, after a moment's


silence, and somewhat cautiously.
"The same," Kirillov answered curtly, guessing at once by the
tone what he was being asked about, and he began to remove the
weapons from the table.Does he mean to break the gun the other is going to use?


"I saw one recently, a yellow one, with some green, decayed on


the edges. Blown about by the wind.I guess Winter is Coming🐺


For all those who know thateverything is good. If they knew it was good with them, it would be


good with them, but as long as they don't know it's good with them,
it will not be good with them. That's the whole thought, the whole,
there isn't any more!"Seems like a sickening inverse of cynicism that results in the same goal.
#Kirillovs of the day:
1)Time isn't an object, it's an idea. It will die out in the
mind.
2)When all
mankind attains happiness, time will be no more, because there's no
need
#Quotes of the day:
1)if one did some villainy or, worse,some shame, that is, disgrace, only very mean and ... ludicrous, so
that people would remember it for a thousand years and spit on it
for a thousand years, and suddenly comes the thought: 'One blow in
the temple, and there will be nothing.' What do I care then about
people and how they'll be spitting for a thousand years, right?"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        You’re correct, Gaganov Sr. is the one whose nose Nikolai pulled, so Gaganov Jr. has challenged Nikolai to a duel in order to defend his dad’s honor. I figured Nikolai accepted the duel just because he considered it unavoidable (because Gaganov Jr. doesn’t seem to want to accept an apology), but maybe I’m wrong and there’s more to it.
Some of Kirillov’s ramblings in section 5 do come across a little like modern “toxic positivity.” I don’t think they’re supposed to, but it’s hard for us not to read them that way from a modern perspective.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Some of Kirillov’s ramblings in section 5 do come across a little like modern “toxic positivity.” I don’t think they’re supposed to, but it’s hard for us not to read them that way from a modern perspective.

The changing perspectives of society is part of the fun of reading classics. I'm not the least bit concerned with how an author intends for their work to be read. I think each person reading it through their own lens, with their own personal philosophies and life experiences, is part of the richness of art.


Nikolai accepted the duel just because he considered it unavoidable (because Gaganov Jr. doesn’t seem to want to accept an apology), but maybe I’m wrong and there’s more to it.

So what's with all the secrecy. Unless he's trying to get Kirillov to sabotage Gaganov Jr's gun or something.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Hmmmm I like analyzing things through a modern lens, but I wouldn’t say I’m not AT ALL interested in authorial intent. I think analyzing that intent and the socioeconomic circumstances surrounding it is also very interesting. I like both.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Alexey Yegorytch is no fool:


“May God’s blessing rest on you, sir, but only in your righteous undertakings.”

Nicolai drinks boiling tea and a gulp:


“It’s hot, nearly boiling in fact,” Kirillov declared delighted. “Sit down. You’re muddy, but that’s nothing; I’ll mop up the floor later.” Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch sat down and emptied the cup he handed him almost at a gulp.



    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        GOD. I completely missed the fact that he just tossed back near-boiling tea like it was nothing. Nikolai is a beast!


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Kind of interesting that Nikolai who took the punch from Shatov without a visible reaction wants to duel with Gagarov because of an insulting letter. I think it is because Gagarov is of the same class as Nikolai (and therefore worthy of duelling) but Shatov is the son of a serf and not worthy of fighting.
Also interesting that Nikolai goes to Kirillov to be his second. I didn’t even know that they knew each other that well. He notably isn’t choosing Pyotr, even though Pyotr just told him that he would do anything he asks.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Also, even though it mentioned earlier that Nikolai was the kind of person who would kill at once, I got the feeling that since Shatov doesn’t seem to be continuing on with his displeasure, Nikolai too is letting it go (there seemed to be no tension when he let him in, even though my initial thoughts was he was there to kill him). Perhaps, also, Nikolai felt he deserved the punch?
Whereas Gagarov is simply not letting it go. I had the feeling, anyway, that Nikolai was reluctant to accept the duel.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        He probably thinks Pyotr will ‘accidentally’ shoot him in the back or load his pistols wrong or something


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        A duel with someone so prominent won't do much for Nikolai's reputation. I'm curious as to what the letter said, to provoke him so.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Oh, I assumed his letter was demanding a duel, and Nikolai was simply accepting?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        It definitely could be, and I've not read it properly. These last few sections feel like they've been difficult for me to follow.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I’ve not read it properly either 😬 going by a lot of initial impressions


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        A duel! Sudden philosophical musings! A crying baby! And somehow all of these things are connected. I feel that we haven’t had a good introduction to these men, they’ve been teased and hinted at, but finally meeting them, I feel like we’ve missed a few pages that should have made it easier? Maybe I’m just struggling with the stop-start digestion of this story.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        A duel! Sudden philosophical musings! A crying baby! And somehow all of these things are connected. I feel that we haven’t had a good introduction to these men, they’ve been teased and hinted at, but finally meeting them, I feel like we’ve missed a few pages that should have made it easier? Maybe I’m just struggling with the stop-start digestion of this story.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 1 - Section 6

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Tuesday 23rd Sept: Part 2 Chapter 1 Section 7
Wednesday 24th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 1
Thursday 25th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 2
Friday 26th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 3
Discussion Prompts:
1. Nikolai confirms that he and Marya are married. What are your thoughts about this bombshell?
2. Shatov and Nikolai seem to suggest that Darya is not pregnant at all. Were you surprised at this or not?
3. Shatov's life is apparently in danger from some mysterious organization. What the hell is going on here?
4. What do you think this mysterious society is? Pyotr, Krillov and Lebyadkin are supposedly members.
5. Do you trust Nikolai when he says Marya never had a baby?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Oh, nonsense, afterwards!” Shatov waved his hand disdainfully, grasping, at last, what he wanted, and passed at once to his principal theme.

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 1 Section 7


21 Comments


    
        rolomoto (+10)

        What kind of math is going on here?


“Oh, they do nothing but sentence to death, and all by means of sealed documents, signed by three men and a half.”

Shatov's reluctance to join with Liza and her literary project seems to become clearer now, as it related to a printing press:


“How do you know that I could be a printer?” Shatov asked sullenly.



“Why, Pyotr Stepanovitch told me of you in Switzerland, and referred me to you as one who knows the business and able to set up a printing-press. He even meant to give me a note to you from himself, but I forgot it.”



Shatov’s face changed, as I recollect now. He stood for a few seconds longer, then went out of the room.



    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Nikolai visits Shatov, and it surprisingly ends in neither a fight nor a homicide. In fact, Shatov chooses this moment to let Nikolai know how much he’s meant to him in his life, which is…sweet? Weird? There are clearly multiple dimensions to the relationship between the two of them. By the way, despite all the speculation that Nikolai would murder Shatov, he’s actually come to warn Shatov that he’s about to be murdered by someone else! The drama just keeps on building.
- “One night, in delirium, I fancied that you were coming to kill me, and early next morning I spent my last farthing on buying a revolver from that good-for-nothing fellow Lyamshin.”
Lyamshin’s name hasn’t come up in a while, so just in case anyone has forgotten: he’s a member of Stepan’s circle, the piano player.
- You didn’t give me that blow because of my connection with your wife?”/“You know I didn’t, yourself,” said Shatov, looking down again. / “And not because you believed the stupid gossip about Darya Pavlovna?”/“No, no, of course not! It’s nonsense! My sister told me from the very first …”
Going into this chapter there were three possibilities: (1) Shatov punched Nikolai for Marya’s sake, (2) Shatov punched Nikolai for Dasha’s sake, (3) Shatov punched Nikolai for screwing around (?) with his wife. Well, it looks like option one was the correct answer, so congrats to everyone who got it right!
- “You are right. Marya Timofyevna Lebyadkin is my lawful wife, married to me four and a half years ago in Petersburg. I suppose the blow was on her account?”
‼️ OH MY GOD!?!? ‼️ What did you all think of this reveal!?!? I know a lot of people are Team Nikolai’s-Motivations-with-Marya-Were-Noble. Does this change your opinion on that, or further reinforce it?
- “I did it because you meant so much to me in my life …”
This is interesting; Kirillov said almost exactly the same thing in the previous section: “Remember what you have meant in my life, Stavrogin.” Why do you think Nikolai (I should probably switch over to calling him Stavrogin at some point) meant so much to these guys? Any guesses?
- “Owing to certain circumstances I was forced this very day to choose such an hour to come and tell you that they may murder you.”
Wtf this chapter is just dropping bombshells every other paragraph! So the radical conspirators (Petrusha Verkhovensky and others) forced Shatov to maintain a printing press even after he dropped his former views and became a nationalist. Now he knows too much and they want to kill him. Honestly, to me, Shatov doesn’t seem like the type to inform on his one-time comrades. Does he seem that way to you?
- “By the way, I must apologise for not having answered you by letter, but confined myself to …”/“To sending the money; wait a bit,” Shatov interrupted.”
A reminder here that it was Stavrogin who gave Shatov the money to travel back to Russia from America. Is that what Shatov meant when he said that Stavrogin “meant to much to [him]?”
- “She talks about her baby? Bah! I didn’t know. It’s the first time I’ve heard of it. She never had a baby and couldn’t have had: Marya Timofyevna is a virgin.”
Whew! That’s a relief, assuming it’s true. What do you think: is Stavrogin telling the truth here?


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        

What do you think: is Stavrogin telling the truth here?

I think he is. He seems to have a side to him that is only revealed through his love of Marya. Granted he doesn't say he loves Marya but actions speak louder than words. She ended up in a nunnery too.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I forgot she was out in a nunnery! I’m thinking there’s no way he loved her because she ended up with her abusive brother, but I forgot she was put there and Lebyadkin pulled her out


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yep, he stashed her someplace safe ❤️ I don’t know if he was trying to protect her specifically from her brother or just from the world in general, which was bound to mistreat an innocent like her 😭


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        What happened between Nik and Shatov's wife.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It feels like Nikolai must have either slept with her, harmed her in some way, or done something that causes her to leave her husband. Mrs. Shatov is still a big question mark, so we can only speculate 🤔
EDIT: The word “liaison” in the Garnett translation does seem to indicate he slept with her…


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+9)

        As much as I was enjoying trying to piece things together through slowly dispensed hints I appreciated that we finally get some definite answers in this chapter regarding these characters' connections to each other. I had suspected that Nikolai and Marya were married but we finally see that confirmed. I guess now what I want to know is, why, and why does Nikolai plan to announce this to everyone? I had assumed the marriage was the result of an affair that was likely less than consensual due to Marya's mental state and Nikolai's impulsiveness and which resulted in a pregnancy along with a more or less forced wedding, but that seems not to be the case. Who knows if we're getting the truth about any of this though.
I'm not great with biblical references but Marya's name, the mentions of her virginity, and her talk of an infant seem like they could be an allusion to the Virgin Mary. I'm interested in seeing how her character is handled moving forward. I get the feeling she's rather important thematically.
Now I can see why people say this novel picks up significantly after the first couple hundred pages. An extremist political society operating in the shadows and threatening to kill those who try to break away from it sure ups the stakes. I hope Shatov survives. He strikes me as one of the more genuine and kind hearted characters.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        

I'm not great with biblical references but Marya's name

good point


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        Ooh what a good chapter! It’s cleared nothing up for me, but I did enjoy it. Layers of mystery upon mystery… it is hard to keep it all straight, but I quite like the jumble of confusion.
Shatov sounds like he might be in love with Nikolai? I like how he slapped him because of Marya, not because of his wife or Darya. He was so sweet and gentle with her, and the idea he’s so emotionally invested in her care is endearing. Unless of course the slap was because he is indeed in love with Nikolai and insulted at his marriage. Their following conversation suggested more that Shatov perhaps admires Nikolai for something greater, perhaps as a leader or something? It’s all very opaque.
And Nikolai is married to Marya! But there’s no way it’s for love, knowing the kind of person Libyatkin is, he wouldn’t leave her alone with him if he loved her. My doubts are still high. I could see him doing it to get out of a different proposal, or protecting himself in some way. My doubts extent to the baby too. I’m worried it did exist and Nikolai encouraged it’s disposal. Hopefully I’m wrong. This chapter made me have a lot more doubts about my doubts though, like him saving Shatov by sending him money and by warning him (and not killing him). He also just appeared very mature and collected. So I’m hoping my harsh expectations are misplaced.
But Shatov is on a list, it seems ☹️ I love the bumbling sweetheart, I don’t want him to get assassinated!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I love Shatushka so much 💕 He and I would probably have very little common ground politically, but I still think we could be friends as he seems like a genuinely humble and kind-hearted person. I seriously want all the best for him—I want him to live, I want his wife to come back, I want them to have a happy little life together with maybe a few kiddos, if that’s what they want. I know it’s very cool and normal to be this invested in the lives of fictional characters, hahaha
Shatov’s feelings toward Nikolai are definitely intense. I don’t think it’s a spoiler at this point to say that Nikolai brings out strong feelings of love in a lot of people. Now, whether it’s “loving” or “being IN love” is a complicated discussion and one I haven’t seen gain much traction of Reddit. But you can certainly find analysis of it on other platforms like Twitter or Tumblr, as well as (I think?) in scholarly articles.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+6)

        

Explain to me, first of all: you


didn't hit me because of my liaison with your wife?"Wait what? When was this? And what definition of liaison is he using here? Did he have an affair with Shatov's wife.


"It's true: Marya Timofeevna Lebyadkin is my lawful wife,


married to me in Petersburg about four and a half years ago. You hit
me on account of her, didn't you?"Petrosha is one masterful story spinner.


"Because I, too, belong to them, as you do, and am a member of


their society, as you are."What society? I'm thinking of the novel's name "devils" or "the possessed". Is it a society that has to do with satanic rituals and occultic things?


They gave no answer, but charged


you to receive some printing press here in Russia from somebody,
and to keep it until you turned it over to a person who would come
to you from them. I don't know it all with complete precision, but
that seems right in the main?Is Liza involved in this? Is that why she believed Shatov could help with her project? Is this organization the reason he refused?


as


for agents, they have a lot of them, some who don't even know
they're serving the society.Is Liza an unknowing participant?


they are fully convinced that you are a spy, and that if


you haven't informed yet, you will. Is that true?"Why are asking him if that is true? Unless you yourself are the agent sent to kill him.


But now they've thought better of it,


and have decided among themselves that it's also dangerous to let
me go, so it seems that I, too, am under sentence.Are you looking to work together with Shatov to take them down?


"I have the intention of announcing my marriage to her one of


these days, publicly, here in town."This should be sweet. Can't wait to see what Varva is going to do?
#Quotes of the day:
1)They're sure that I, too, am a spy. Forlack of skill in conducting their own affairs, they're all terribly fond of
accusations of spying."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        - Did he have an affair with Shatov’s wife?
I would tend to think that he did. “Liaison” has a pretty strong sexual connotation here. Unless he had a non-sexual affair with Mrs. Shatov or did something else that made her feel like she had to leave her husband?
- What society?
I think it’s a society of revolutionaries, though it would be so wild if it were occultic and there were literal demons involved! I’d be here for that, haha
- Are you looking for work together with Shatov to take them down?
I love this idea!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        So much info has been thrown as us over the past several chapters that I've forgotten a lot of the earlier ones. I wish Liputin was here to clear things up.
So something happened between Nik and Shatov's wife in Switzerland that caused his wife to leave him? Did we ever actually meet her, or has she only been spoken about?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        She’s only been spoken about so far. She’s a mystery even to Shatov’s closest friends, as indicated a few chapters ago when Stepan and Liputin were kinda trying to pump Kirillov for information about her. But yeah, a ton has happened, so it’s easy to lose track of smaller plot points like that!


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I am not completely surprised that Nikolai is married to Marya - it makes sense with her comment “what does it matter if you have a husband if it is just the same as if you don’t have a husband” (or something like that). And he has been supporting her financially for years. And I also believe Nikolai when he says she is a virgin. His care for her seems more like a big brother, and since she is intellectually disabled (?) he wouldn’t have slept with her. Not sure why he married her, but somehow to protect her. I am slightly surprised about the marriage though, because he is supposed to be telling his mother that he will marry Liza soon. Maybe he expects Marya to die? Killed by the secret society because it is importantly to them that he marry Liza?
Of course Darya is not pregnant! We know she is a virtuous girl. That was just some vile gossip.
Glad that we know more about the secret society. So as we suspected Nikolai is not that keen on the idea, but Pyotr is all enthusiasm. Nikolai seems to be in an awkward situation. He seems to have a lot of charisma and everyone is expecting him to save them while the secret society is expecting him to be a leader or else they will probably kill him. It’s a lot on his shoulders. They do describe him as “the prince”.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        Woah, I wasn't expecting this! I do believe Nikolai is trying to look out for his old friend Shatov, but surely that will put him at risk too, because there are spies everywhere?


    


    
        bluebirds_and_oak (+3)

        I don’t trust Nikolai at all. I believe that he’s married to Marya, because a lot of evidence points to that being the truth, but I’m not convinced his relationship with her is noble and good intentioned. Just because he says there was never a baby, doesn’t make me count out the possibility that there was.
He claims he’s not a (willing) member of this secret society and maybe that’s true, but I also wouldn’t be surprised if next chapter I find out he’s the leader of the secret society.
He’s at Shatov’s to warn him that the society is going to kill him… maybe no one is out to kill Shatov… maybe it’s Nikolai himself who’s out to kill Shatov… again, idk,  but I’m not accepting any “truths” from Nikolai.
I’m loving that since leaving Anton as a narrator we’ve got to observe Nikolai more but it also unnerves me… there’s something about him. His own mother got terrified of seeing him sleep and made a cross over him. That can’t be a good sign.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It is SO difficult to know what the truth is with Nikolai! I love that there are some people in these comment threads who completely mistrust him and some people who really want to see the best in him. It makes perfect sense, given the conflicting information we’ve received about it.
I would tend to view him in one of two ways: (1) someone who’s had an extended struggle with mental illness during which he did terrible things that he’s now trying to make up for, or (2) a clinical sociopath who may or may not be trying to be good. Either way, there’s no question he’s done some messed-up sh*t. It’s all a matter of why he did it and whether his attempts at doing better are actually sincere.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. I have to admit I am a little shocked. But this is seemingly less of a shock than this whole conspiracy that seems to be circulating at the moment.
2. Again, I feel like I’m coming in mid story! Let me know more, why is Darla accused of being pregnant then? It seems like it would be fairly easy to disprove. What is going on?
3. This is my primary interest. What is the society. Peter seems to be the ringleader at least in their town but it’s a conspiracy against Russia and poses a danger to them all.
4. This is starting be a point where I just need to know more! What is going on?
5. I’m not sure who to trust. I know I don’t trust Peter. At the moment I trust Nikolai more but that doesn’t mean he’s not lying at the moment
6. Wild section, I need to know more


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        This book was confusing with the Russian names and the dense conversation (not helped by my not reading it a whole chapter-at-a-time, I acknowledge that), but I was not expecting a shadowy organisation that has members and can assassinate people around the world! That was very surprising! Keen for what’s next.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 1 - Section 7

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Wednesday 24th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 1
Thursday 25th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 2
Friday 26th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 3
Discussion Prompts:
1. Why do you think Shatov has such reverence for Nikolai?
2. Shatov says that Nikolai is to blame for driving Kirillov to insanity. Given that he also seems to have done a number on Shatov, do you think Nikolai could be the subtle serpent referred to earlier? Or does he bear no responsibility for their craziness?
3. Shatov has lots of theories about Russia, God and all sorts, did anything in particular stand out?
4. What did you think of Shatov's assertion that Nikolai married Marya because of a "passion for martyrdom" and "craving of remorse"?
5.  "A new generation is coming, straight from the heart of the people, and you will know nothing of it" What are your thoughts on this line from Shatov?
6. Nikolai agrees to go and see Tihon, a retired bishop who lives in the area. Why do you think he was so quick to agree?
7. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


The darkness and the rain continued as before.

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 1
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        And with that, we’ve reached the end of Part 2, Chapter 1! Can you believe how many major revelations we’ve had in this chapter alone? Kirillov plans to kill himself, the conspirators are going to kill Shatov, Nikolai is actually married to Marya, and Nikolai played a key role in both Shatov’s return to Christianity and Kirillov’s insane idea to defeat god. How can this story get any crazier? I don’t know, but I have a feeling it will!
STENKA RAZIN
- “Pyotr Verhovensky, too, is convinced that I might ‘raise his flag,’ that’s how his words were repeated to me, anyway. He has taken it into his head that I’m capable of playing the part of Stenka Razin for them, ‘from my extraordinary aptitude for crime,’ his saying too.”
Well, this is a crazy story I wasn’t aware of until now. Stepan Timofeyevich Razin (aka Stenka Razin, 1630-1671) was a Don Cossack who led a major uprising against the nobility in southern Russia in the last year of his life. He seized control of multiple towns, recruiting others to the cause as he went, before finally taking the strategically important city of Astrakhan. What followed was, as Wikipedia puts it, “a three-week carnival of bloodshed and debauchery.” And that was only the beginning of Stenka Razin’s campaign. Truly, it’s a lot for Nikolai to live up to.
GENERAL NOTES 🤔
- “It’s your phrase altogether, not mine. Your own, not simply the sequel of our conversation. ‘Our’ conversation it was not at all. It was a teacher uttering weighty words, and a pupil who was raised from the dead. I was that pupil and you were the teacher.”
I guess this explains the really intense love that Shatov has for Stavrogin. The latter once held forth about the importance of religion to a nation, and the importance of Orthodox Russians specifically as keepers of the “one true faith.” For Shatov, this was a life-altering resurrection of his spiritual self. For Nikolai—well, it doesn’t seem to have made much of an impression on him.
- “In America I was lying for three months on straw beside a hapless creature, and I learnt from him that at the very time when you were sowing the seed of God and the Fatherland in my heart, at that very time, perhaps during those very days, you were infecting the heart of that hapless creature, that maniac Kirillov, with poison … you confirmed false malignant ideas in him, and brought him to the verge of insanity.… Go, look at him now, he is your creation.”
Stavrogin is gifted in holding two diametrically opposed beliefs at once! At almost the same time as he was preaching Christianity and Nationalism to Shatov, he was also encouraging Kirillov’s antagonism toward god and his whacky suicide plan. What do you think it says about Nikolai that the contradiction doesn’t seem to trigger any cognitive dissonance?
- “You believed that Roman Catholicism was not Christianity; you asserted that Rome proclaimed Christ subject to the third temptation of the devil. Announcing to all the world that Christ without an earthly kingdom cannot hold his ground upon earth, Catholicism by so doing proclaimed Antichrist and ruined the whole Western world…socialism is, anyway, healthier than Roman Catholicism.”
For those new to Dostoevsky, you’ve now reached the part of the book where a character goes on a tangent about the evils of Catholicism 😂 It’s Ivan in The Brothers Karamazov, Myshkin in The Idiot, and Shatov here. You learn to expect it, haha
- “But didn’t you tell me that if it were mathematically proved to you that the truth excludes Christ, you’d prefer to stick to Christ rather than to the truth? Did you say that? Did you?”
This line is almost identical to an actual quote from Dostoevsky, “If someone proved to me that Christ is outside the truth and that in reality the truth were outside of Christ, then I should prefer to remain with Christ than with the truth.” How do you interpret his statement?
- “The object of every national movement, in every people and at every period of its existence is only the seeking for its god, who must be its own god, and the faith in Him as the only true one…There never has been a nation without a religion, that is, without an idea of good and evil.”
This is where Shatov’s beliefs get a little dicey for me. Not only does it feel like he’s suggesting something bordering on theocracy, but his philosophy also doesn’t make space for religious pluralism. To him, a nation has ONE proper faith, and its people should be monolithic in their adherence to that faith. The danger there is that religious minorities could then be viewed as harming the national interest, which could easily lead to suppression or denial of rights for those minorities. So yeah, I love Shatushka, but he and I are not on the same page here.
- “Shan’t I kiss your footprints when you’ve gone? I can’t tear you out of my heart, Nikolay Stavrogin!”/“I’m sorry I can’t feel affection for you, Shatov,” Stavrogin replied coldly.”
One of two theories I have about Stavrogin is that he’s a clinical sociopath who may or may not be sincerely trying to mend his ways. I feel like this exchange adds credence to that idea. Then again, maybe Stavrogin IS capable of affection and just doesn’t especially feel any for Shatov. What do y’all think?


    


    
        2whitie (+8)

        This was a WILD chapter. Jail for everyone until everything calms down.
I think that Dosto crafted most of the characters in this book to have a "mirror" version of themselves, which I love. Stravogin is a sociopath who only feels extreme bouts of anger or desire to feel SOMETHING. He's handsome, people listen to him, and he plays people like a fiddle. He's often surrounded with angelic/antichrist/dream-like imagery.
Pyotr is always talking and trying to manipulate the situation. Some people can be taken in by him, but very few seem to actually like him. He is off-putting, and seems to have long term plans and desires. (Unsure of what those are). He is associated with devil and snake imagery, and is the dark mirror to his father and the opposite of Stravogin.
Kirillov has built a philosophy in which he becomes God without the acknowledgement of God. He rejects his life, and believes Russia needs outside intervention to be saved. Otherwise, he is rather done with his life.
Shatov is a religious nationalist, where he builds a philosophy that needs God, even though he himself does not necessarily believe in God. He believes that Russia has all it needs already to be great, and everyone just needs to tap into it. He is emotional, and rather frustrated with everything. He is the mirror opposite of Kirillov.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I love your idea of each character having a “mirror” version! Maybe Stavrogin’s journey will involve learning to be a good person instead of just skating by on natural charisma? I think sociopaths can still have the desire and the ability to “be good,” even if they lack the empathy that motivates most of us. Meanwhile, Petrusha also shows signs of sociopathy and couldn’t care less about being good. He does whatever he wants and his conscience bothers him not at all.
I once saw Demons described on Twitter as “Dostoevsky imagining a man with the most rizz possible and getting scared” 😂


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

He is associated with devil and snake imagery, and is the dark mirror to his father and the opposite of Stravogin.  

What devilish and snake imagery can you recall about Pyotr? His tongue was described as snake like I think. Apart from that I can't recall anything.


    


    
        rolomoto (+8)

        

Then again, maybe Stavrogin IS capable of affection and just doesn’t especially feel any for Shatov.

I don't recall him showing any affection for anyone except possibly Marya.  Even his mother he seems to treat cooly. Early on he pulled some outrageous antics (leading Gaganov around by the nose, kissing Liputin's wife) that were laid at the the feet of the good ol' brain fever. Maybe he does have some physiological issues.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah, I’d tend to agree with you, and it’s possible he was only being tender with Marya because he knows he should. But if he is a sociopath, there are interesting suggestions that he might be trying to be a better person anyway? For example, he warns Shatov about the planned homicide even though he himself has nothing to gain from telling him and “can’t” feel any true affection toward Shatov.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        can a sociopath improve? Aren't they wired to be what they are?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        My understanding (granted, I’m no expert) is that yes, they can, but they need external motivation to do so because they don’t receive directions from their conscience like most of us do. They want to remain married, so they learn how not to be cruel to their spouse. Or they want to remain employed, so they learn how not to be nasty and openly manipulative toward their coworkers. That sort of thing.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        So what does Dostoevsky have against Catholicism? What’s the thing about the third temptation? From the outside Catholicism seems very similar to Orthodox - heavy on the ritual and the incense, not so much about emphasis on the personal relationship with God. Is it the Mary thing he doesn’t approve of?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        He did not like what he saw as Catholicism’s earthly hierarchy and the concentration of earthly power and wealth at the top of that hierarchy. I am not an expert on Orthodox Christianity, but my understanding is there is less of a centralized locus of power and wealth. He seemed to believe that these and other characteristics of Catholicism were responsible for turning people off of Christianity and creating atheists. I’m not very smart when it comes to this stuff, but I don’t think it’s quite as simple as he presents it. Evangelical Protestantism and plenty of other denominations have created atheists too 😅


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Ah. But from the individual point of view, there probably isn’t a lot of difference.
And I am a bit offended by this negativity towards atheism. As if atheists can’t know the difference between good and evil. It’s just that atheists take more responsibility for their own assessment rather than have a priest tell them.
But I guess Dostoevsky was a child of his time, and hasn’t seen the 20th century rise of secular society.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I’m sorry to say that you will find that EXACT argument (that we cannot have a sense of good and evil except through god) in many of Dostoevsky’s works. It’s a very old argument that people still make today, and it’s no truer now than it was then. As an atheist myself, I’ve just decided to accept the fact that Dostoevsky was extremely Christian and not let it ruin my enjoyment of his work. But yeah, it can be slightly irksome.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Yes, irksome is a good word. Did you look up what the “third temptation” thing is?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I believe it’s referring to the third temptation of Christ by the devil, where the devil offers Christ all the kingdoms of the world if Christ will agree to worship him. A pretty intense metaphor!


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        And this relates to the Catholic Church wanting to be The Church in lots of countries (or at least all of South America) rather than just one country like the Orthodox religion does? And he is saying that this shows that Christ accepted the deal? (Sorry, it’s late at night for me so I am asking you do do my Comparative Religion thinking for me)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        lol no worries! I think Shatov’s criticism is that, by amassing wealth and power, the Catholic Church has created a “worldly kingdom” for itself. They’re meant to represent Christ, metaphorically, and the way they represent him makes it look like Christ must have succumbed to the devil’s temptation and accepted an earthly kingdom.
I’m not sure if Dostoevsky had a problem with the number of Catholic countries, per se. If a ton of countries had adopted Orthodox Christianity instead of Catholicism, I think he would have been excited about that. It’s just the highly centralized power structure of Catholicism he objected to, I believe.
(Again, I’m not Orthodox or Catholic, so I don’t have a dog in this fight. I don’t want anyone to read this comment and think I’m defending Dostoevsky’s beliefs, lol!)


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Ok - I was taking it VERY literally. Shatov rants about “. But there is only one truth, and therefore only a single one out of the nations can have the true God, ” and then the third temptation is being offered “all the kingdoms of the world”. So by the Catholic Church being by definition catholic (i.e. universal) and having (or at least aiming to have) all of the kingdoms of the world, we know that the Jesus of the Catholics must have accepted the deal and that the Catholics cannot have the true God.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        I think Nikolai does show affection and kindness all round. Obviously firstly to Marya, then to Pyotr (who he obviously isn’t completely in line with, but he puts up with and even backs up when Pyotr tells his story to the local families), and now to Shatov (he lent him the money to get back from America, and even in this interaction he tolerates Shatov’s rudeness quite kindly). I dont think we have really seen an interaction between him and Darya or him and Liza, but I think he will be kind, but not wanting to encourage them because I don’t think he loves either of them. And if he isn’t exactly warm with his mother, that is because she is OTT and kind of embarrassing.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+7)

        

which is now the only 'god-bearing' nation[90] on the whole


earth, come to renew and save the world in the name of a new God,
and to whom alone is given the keys of life and of a new word... Do
you know which nation it is, and what is its name?"Every country according to it's own citizens.


you were pouring poison into the heart of this unfortunate man, this


maniac, Kirillov ... You confirmed lies and slander in him and drove
his reason to frenzy... Go and look at him now, he's your creation...
You've seen him, however."
"First, I shall note for you that Kirillov himself has just told me he
is happy and he is beautiful.🤣🤣🤣What the hell does that prove?


But I assure you that this repetition of my past thoughts


produces an all too unpleasant impression on me. Couldn't you
stop?That impression is called cognitive dissonance.


Half-science is a despot such as has never


been seen before. A despot with its own priests and slaves, a despot
before whom everything has bowed down with a love and
superstition unthinkable till now, before whom even science itself
trembles and whom it shamefully caters to.I think he's talking about pseudo-science here. Beliefs that claim to be scientific but lack the rigour.


Pyotr Verkhovensky is also convinced that I could


'raise their banner,' or so at least his words were conveyed to me.
He's taken it into his head that I could play the role of Stenka
Razin[95] for them, 'owing to my extraordinary capacity for crime'🤣🤣🤣


"is it true that


in Petersburg you belonged to some secret society of bestial
sensualists?What the? Please tell me the euphemism here is referring to animalistic lust for other humans. Oh Please!


Is it true that youfound a coincidence of beauty, a sameness of pleasure at both


poles?"He's Bi?


And who, incidentally, could have given you all this information?"


he forced himself to grin. "Could it be Kirillov? But he had no part in
it..."Lipurats hiding under the covers.


Stavrogin, why am I condemned to


believe in you unto ages of ages? Would I be able to talk like this
with anyone else? I have chastity, yet I wasn't afraid of my
nakedness, for I was speaking with Stavrogin. I wasn't afraid to
caricature a great thought by my touch, for Stavrogin was listening
to me... Won't I kiss your footprints when you've gone? I cannot tear
you out of my heart, Nikolai Stavrogin!"
"I'm sorry I cannot love you, Shatov," Nikolai Vsevolodovich said
coldly😱Is the secret society an underground homosexual ring? Are they working towards civil rights for the community while threatening to murder former members who might out them and ruin their lives?


"You suppose God can be acquired by labor, and precisely by


peasant labor?"No, but when you live such a harsh life while aristocrats dine on honeyed wine you have to believe that there's something better beyond death.









#Shatovisms of the day:
1)You married out of a passion
for torture, out of a passion for remorse, out of moral sensuality.
2)It is a sign
of a nation's extinction when there begin to be gods in common.
When there are gods in common, they die along with the belief in
them and with the nations themselves.
3)Half-science is a despot such as has never
been seen before. A despot with its own priests and slaves, a despot
before whom everything has bowed down with a love and
superstition unthinkable till now, before whom even science itself
trembles and whom it shamefully caters to.


    


    
        otherside_b (+6)

        

Is the secret society an underground homosexual ring?

I mean that would be wild but I don't think so. I think Dostoyevsky would have been frog marched back to the Gulag, permanently this time, if he wrote about that. HA!


What the? Please tell me the euphemism here is referring to animalistic lust for other humans.

I for one would like to hear more about these beastial sensualists.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        We don’t really get details on what Nikolai’s “bestial sensuality” consists off, which makes my imagination run wild. What would have been considered “bestial” back then? Was he indulging in cocaine-fueled BDSM orgies, or just missionary with the lights on? I suspect we’ll never know.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        - This impression is called cognitive dissonance.
Interesting observation! In my comment, I said that Nikolai doesn’t appear to feel cognitive dissonance, but maybe he does. At the very least, maybe he recognizes the intellectual contradiction and is bothered by it.
- Please tell me the euphemism here is referring to animalistic lust for other humans.
😂😂😂 I think Nikolai’s had some messed-up sexual encounters, but probably not THAT messed up.
- He’s Bi? / Is this secret society an undercover homosexual ring?
I can definitely see why it sounds that way. I think the two poles are holy beauty and foul depravity, but considering how much Stavrogin seems to enjoy sexual transgression, it’s possible he’s had same-sex encounters. Who knows?
Friends/acquaintances of the same sex tend to express their feelings to one another VERY intensely in Dostoevsky’s work. Part of that is just conventions being different in the 19th century, but even people more-or-less contemporary with Dostoevsky occasionally pointed it out. I believe Netochka Nezvanovna received some criticism on that point, and Freud posthumously “diagnosed” Dostoevsky with being bisexual, so if you’re interested in doing queer readings of his work, the material is definitely there. EDIT: I just learned that Netochka Nezvanovna was removed by Russian online retailer Megamarket this year in response to a law banning “LGBT propaganda,” which is hilarious.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        

 EDIT: I just learned that Netochka Nezvanovna was removed by Russian online retailer Megamarket this year in response to a law banning “LGBT propaganda,” which is hilarious.

Nope, I've just checked. NN is openly sold on Megamarket in different editions. I've made a screenshot of their page.
https://ibb.co/3NtQ1T1


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh ok, I was going off an article from February, so maybe the information is no longer accurate (if it ever was). The article also said that Murakami’s Norwegian Wood and Wilde’s The Picture of Dorian Grey were allegedly removed but could still be found on the site at the time of publication of the article. So maybe it’s much ado about nothing.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        Both NW and TPoDG are on Megamarket as well, I've just checked.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I’m glad! 😀


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

Friends/acquaintances of the same sex tend to express their feelings to one another VERY intensely in Dostoevsky’s work. Part of that is just conventions being different in the 19th century

The romanticism of Western Europe must have caught on quite late in Russia.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Haha well I believe Dostoevsky was quite inspired by Romanticism in his younger years, so maybe that stayed with him :P


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

Nikolai agrees to go and see Tihon

By the way, how do we deal with the censored chapter, "At Tikhon's"?  Read it as originally planned by Dostoevsky, at the end of Part 2? Or after finishing the book? There are advantages in both approaches


    


    
        otherside_b (+7)

        The plan is to read it as it appears chronologically. So at the end of chapter 2.
Unless there is a reason not to do so it would seem the simplest option.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I was wondering the same thing! I’ve only ever read it as a separate piece after finishing the book. I’m kind of interested in reading it in the order Dostoevsky intended this time, just to see how it changes the experience. But then again, it was quite an impactful experience reading it at the end too, because it flipped so many of my long-held interpretations and assumptions on their head.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Conclusion:
Nikolai is an atheist with no distinction between good and evil. Curiously though, he is willing to go see the old bishop Tihon.
Shatov does not believe but wants to and is able to distinguish good from evil.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I think he’s willing to see Tikhon because deep down he wants to be a better person, but he lacks the internal sense of right and wrong necessary to make that happen. So maybe he’ll look to Tikhon for guidance on that regard.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I think Nikolai’s problem is that he can’t help how charismatic he is. He is a young man, doesn’t yet know what he stands for, but apparently every time he gets into an interesting philosophical conversation the people around him take his wild speculations as if they were the word of Jesus.
I can see that Russia found itself in a difficult situation where its culture was integrally tied into the traditions of the Eastern Orthodox Church. If people were to realise that religion is a fraud, then there would be nothing to differentiate Russia and it would become just another European country.
It is a bit sad when a country loses its culture - to think of the whole world covered with McDonalds with no local cuisine. But I guess no one wants to be left as a historical theme park, so the culture/cuisine/religion needs to compete to maintain its relevance as the country moves into the world community.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        This is precisely what I took from it too, Nikolai doesn’t realize he’s informing peoples entire existential perspectives by an off-handed thought he formulated too convincingly! Blessing and a curse, that.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        The secret society sounds absolutely wild!
I can see Nikolai being able to twist Shatov and Kirillov's minds at the same time. I've encountered people like that before, and it's quite disturbing how they can do it so easily.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It’s unnerving behavior for sure! Stavrogin seems to have discovered sometime in his early 20s how good he is at manipulating others and to have indulged in it without any pangs of conscience. I feel like now he might be trying to turn over a bit of a new lead and stop playing with people like they’re toys. But who knows how successful he’ll be.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        What leads you to think that it is deliberate? My read is that he just has philosophical discussions with people, goes off on a bit of an intellectual tangent, and then the people he is talking to take what he said as holy scripture. He is just too charismatic but I don’t think it is deliberate is it?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I don’t know that it is deliberate! He might just have a dangerous amount of rizz! But he’s intelligent enough to realize that people hang on his every word and that it deeply affects them, and given Kirillov and Shatov’s current states, I don’t think he’s been careful with that power in the past. So I would say he’s been negligent with people’s mental states at the very least.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Yeah I think it was not unreasonable for a young man to get enthusiastic about philosophical arguments, and he didn’t realise at the time that people would take them quite so seriously. He feels kind of bad, and doesn’t want to make things worse.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Hmmm maybe. We’ll have to see!


    


    
        stfuandkissmyturtle (+1)

        I belive it's more of his scientific approach to it that causes this. He debates as you said philosophically. Not regarding if it's good or bad.
But he has a twisted indulgence in it else why wouldn't he discuss both sides of it with each of them. Unless he wanted to experiment as see how he shapes these two.
He's like a scientist


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Guys just go down rabbit holes and want to ear bash whoever is nearby with their latest passion project. I just smile and nod and get away as soon as possible. He is like a scientist, but not deliberate.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        This chapter was a bit more illuminating, I see now Shatov’s love for Nikolai is more in the sense of reverence for a messiah, since he seemed to spark his entire religious outlook. How frustrating now for Shatov to be confronted with what seems like such an extreme philosophy switch. Not to mention the accidental gaslighting…
Also, who was the philosopher who valued extreme and sudden changes in stances, arguing just as passionately todays point as you did yesterdays, only to switch back again tomorrow? I wish I could remember, because Nikolai strikes me as embodying that philosophy.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        1. I’m still trying to piece this together. He has some weird attachment to him through their previous interactions. It seems like Nikolai really made an impression on him through his ideas when they were away. Especially the take on God in society.
It seems like Shatov is angry because of his being an atheist and always an atheist, kinda making his words total BS. This seems to be a telling chapter for Nikolai. He’s a shapeshifter always adapting to any situation.
2. It would say at this point it’s probably true. He seems to change his personality and ideas based on circumstance and only ever to bring the worst out of people.
3. I can see where he’s going with it but ultimately I think it’s off base. The making of God into state is a characteristic of socialism not the natural order of other religious nations. Sure there will always be grifters who seek power but I found a lot of it to be untrue.
4. What struck me more is the that Nikolai didn’t throw off the idea immediately. Would also explain why she was abandoned and they have a platonic relationship despite being married.
It seems like we need to understand Nikolai and his motivations more clearly. Is he really just an inhuman monster with no feelings or concerns about anything?
5. I think this goes into the class warfare mindset. In most societies there’s an elite class that’s so disconnected from the lives and concerns of average people that they can’t understand them. Shatov seems to be saying that one day there will be a different status of power that is back by the people and the elites who dismissed them will be caught off guard. That’s how I read it at least.
6. I read this as him wanting to get out of the situation. I can’t really see Nikolai wanting to make a confession to a priest.
7. Soooo. He basically exposes him as a sexual deviant and he didn’t seem to defend against the allegations of child abuse very well… who exactly is Nikolai and what are his emotions?


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Shatov was a serf to Nikolai's family if I recall correctly so his seeming reverence for him might make sense in that regard.
For question two, I was thinking about the chapter entitled the Subtle Serpent and the tendency Nikolai has to introduce a philosophy to people, drive them crazy with it, and then do the same thing to somebody else. It doesn't seem like he is wedded to any of these ideas, seeing as he espoused two differing views to Shatov and Kirillov.
It brought to mind the snake in the Garden of Eden whispering to Eve to eat that apple. Nikolai is kind of doing the intellectual version of that. A tempter of the intellect. Careless Intellectual Whisper?
The Subtle Serpent is presumably either Nikolai or Pyotr and I wouldn't exactly describe Pyotr as subtle.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        

Shatov was a serf to Nikolai's family if I recall correctly so his seeming reverence for him might make sense in that regard.

Erm. How to put it in the best way? If you are American, imagine yourself talking this way about an ex-slave: well, that's Jim, he used to belong to the family of Mr. Smith, so that's why he's still groveling before him. Does that sound right?
Ex-serfs - especially educated ones as Shatov - rarely had tender feelings for their former masters just because they used to be their property.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I don’t know that we know how ex-serfs felt. And for some reason Shatov thinks that the Russian Culture is important enough to glorify  (even if you have to invent God to do it). So I wouldn’t be totally surprised if he DID think that serfdom was an important part of Russian Culture and that Stepan’s family was the ancestral protectors of his family. One of those “the past is a different country” moments. Not to mention a “this is Dostoevsky who the hell knows WHAT is going on” moments. 🤷‍♀️


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Huh. I will admit to skimming some of the most earnest (and shouty) paragraphs about the nature of atheism and being Russian and who was responsible for the moral failings of everyone else. Still, exciting chapter, and I suspect to see it performed would be very entertaining.
Dostoevsky really likes his cliffhanger chapter endings, doesn’t he?


    

Part 2 - Chapter 2 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Thursday 25th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 2
Friday 26th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 3
Monday 29th Sept - Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 4
Discussion Prompts:
1. First impressions of Fyodor/Fedka the Convict?
2. What do you think of Pyotr's reasoning for helping Fedka?
3. Fedka stands before Nikolai as before God. What does Nikolai have that makes people have such strong feelings towards him?
4. Belts and offers to tie people up... kinky! But seriously what did you think of Nikolai's insistence that he would tie Fedka up if he comes near him again?
5. Do you think Fedka is doing this on his own initiative, or did Pyotr set this up?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


But it was possible, too, that the tramp had not been altogether lying, and had tried to force his services upon him on his own initiative, without Pyotr Stepanovitch’s knowledge, and that would be more curious still.

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 2


10 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        A short chapter today! Nikolai leaves Shatov and travels over the river to the dicey side of town, where he meets a (maybe??) murderer and learns more about Petrusha’s manipulations.
MARTIN
- “Last Friday I filled myself as full of pie as Martin did of soap; since then I didn’t eat one day, and the day after I fasted, and on the third I’d nothing again.”
Okay, I give up—who’s Martin, and why was he full of soap? Does anyone know?
GENERAL COMMENTS 😎
- “From Pyotr Stepanovitch? Are you … Fedka the convict?”
In case anyone’s forgotten, cause there’s been so much information thrown at us since then, Fedka is the former serf that Stepan sold to be a soldier. Not nice. Even if Fedka IS kind of a creep and is suspected of committing crimes throughout the town…
- “My uncle, too, died last week in prison here. He was there for false coin, so I threw two dozen stones at the dogs by way of memorial.”
Wow, isn’t that…heartwarming…
- “Moreover Pyotr Stepanovitch gives me hopes of a passport, and a merchant’s one, too, to go all over Russia, so I’m waiting on his kindness. ‘Because,’ says he, ‘my papa lost you at cards at the English club, and I,’ says he, ‘find that inhumanity unjust.’”
Was a passport needed to travel domestically within Russia at the time? How did that work?
Pyotr’s words are appropriately sympathetic, and his characterization of Stepan’s actions as inhumane is correct. But I can’t help feeling he’s being insincere. He has a role for Fedka to play, and he’ll show as much sympathy as he needs to in order to get him to play it!
- “And who told you that I was going to cross the bridge at night?”/“Well, that, I’ll own, came out by chance, most through Captain Lebyadkin’s foolishness, because he can’t keep anything to himself.…”
If it was Lebyadkin stating that Nikolai would be coming over the bridge at night, then Nikolai must be paying a visit to Marya in her new living situation. To prepare her for the official announcement of their marriage, maybe? Which will be a trifle awkward, because the last time he and Marya met, he convinced her that he WASN’T her husband…


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

Okay, I give up—who’s Martin, and why was he full of soap? Does anyone know?

According to AI (FWIW):
The phrase "как Мартын мыла" (this is the part with Martin and soap) is a Russian idiom that doesn't have a direct English equivalent. It's used to describe someone eating or consuming something very quickly and in large quantities, often in a messy or exaggerated manner. The reference to Martin is likely a folk character or a person well-known in Russian culture for their voracious appetite.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh my goodness THANK YOU. That was bothering me so much!


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        Pyotr wants to help Fedka “‘Because,’ says he, ‘my papa lost you at cards at the English club, and I,’ says he, ‘find that inhumanity unjust.’”
This seems like a noble act however Fedka was serving a life term most likely for some horrific crime so I have to question how noble Pyotr’s motivations are.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I think Pyotr genuinely wants to help out Fedka. And thinks that Fedka can be useful for Nikolai in his secret society work. Once again, Pyotr trying to be helpful, but I’m not sure that Nikolai wants that help.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I wonder if Nikolai thinks if he gives Fedka money, he'll never be rid of him? Seems like annoying him by not giving him money will probably also have that effect too though, so who knows? I doubt Pyotr is helping him out of any kind of goodness at any rate.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        He'll definitely stick close if he's given any money. But his turn of phrase is so entertaining I'd want to keep him around.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

There's plenty of water in the


river, I'm breeding carp in my bellyQuite the lovcraftian visual. Just introduced and already he's impressing with his turn of phrase.


With him, once he says a man is a scoundrel, then except from the


scoundrel he knows nothing about him. And if it's a fool, then he's
got no other title for him except fool. But maybe I'm only a fool onTuesdays and Wednesdays, and on Thursdays I'm smarter than he
is.Which would explain his attitude towards his father. To him Stepan is just a bad dad and nothing more. Seems Petrosha has a very unempathetic view of people. I can't help but imagine Dosto is simultaneously criticizing readers who refuse to see the multifaceted nature of characters and only judge by their worst actions.


"Ah, well, at least throw me something for my company, it was


more fun walking, sir."
"Off with you!"I hope we see more of him.
#Fedkans of the day:
1)I've still got a natural parent
here in these parts, sir, an old woman, God love her, growing right
into the ground,
2)"What are you doing here?"
"Watching the clock go round.
3)Our income, you know yourself, is either a handful of rye or a
poke in the eye. Granted, last Friday I stuffed myself with pie like
nobody's business, but after that I gave up eating for a day, starved
for another, and fasted for a third.
4)Better, I'd say, bow
down to a boot than to a bast shoe.
5) I could lead you, because this town here is like the
devil took and shook it from a sack
6）Pyotr Stepanovich is an astrominer, and has learned all God's
planids, but even he is subject to criticism.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. He’s an interesting guy and he is obviously expecting to work for or be needed by Nikolai in the near future.
2. I don’t trust anything Pyotr does, he has some design he is trying to achieve for sure.
3. I think we’ve all met people who just naturally draw people do them. It’s not always clear as to the reason but they do so. There’s many reasons, mannerisms, beauty, mystique. Something
4. I think he is disturbed that someone is predicting/tracking his movements. That seemed to be the motivating factor here.
5. Well I have no doubt Pyotr set it up but i also think Fedka is coming of his own perceived initiative. I think it’s just a game Pyotr set up though for his own unknown designs at this point.
6. This book is so strange because it’s hard to tell what is or isn’t important details until later so I feel like I’m
Trying to track everything


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        A surprise but short chapter! Nikolay probably should have paid up the three roubles. Dostoevsky has a funny way of playing with the karma of small actions or, in this case, inactions. It’ll be interesting to see whatever Fedka acts on his slightly ominous threats (or Nikolay on his very direct threats!)


    

Part 2 - Chapter 2 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Friday 26th Sept: Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 3
Monday 29th Sept - Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 4
Discussion Prompts:
1. We learn that Nikolai married Marya as a result of a drunken bet. Thoughts on this new information?
2. More poetry from Lebyadkin. What did you think?
3. Nikolai seems quite interested in Lebyadkin's will. Why do you think this is?
4. What did you think of Lebyadkin's stories of distributing revolutionary literature?
5. Do you think Lebyadkin is right in thinking Nikolai is afraid of something?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


 He positively spat in disgust, and went out again, lost in thought, to whistle on the steps.

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 3


15 Comments


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Lebyadkin, similar to Shatov, expresses how much Nikolai means to him:


“but you meant so much in my life! I have great terrors now, and its only to you I look for counsel and light.”

Lebyadkin:


“I’ve given up writing poetry,”

Thank you.
Nilolai's motivation for marrying Marya seems out of character. He has not shown himself to be a gambler or to do things whimsically:


“I married your sister when the fancy took me, after a drunken dinner, for a bet, and now I’ll make it public … since that amuses me now.”



    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        At long last, we reach another chapter where I had to look up a ton of stuff. Thanks to Lebyadkin’s copious references, this comment will be rather long. Don’t blame me, blame him!
MARKET GARDEN
- “The house which Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch had reached stood alone in a deserted lane between fences, beyond which market gardens stretched, at the very end of the town.”
According to Wikipedia, a market garden is a small-scale agricultural operation growing fruits, veggies, or flowers to be sold to businesses or directly to consumers.
ZOSSIMA
- “Here,” he indicated his surroundings, “I live like Zossima. Sobriety, solitude, and poverty—the vow of the knights of old.”
It was a b*tch to try to look up “Zossima” without getting pages of results for “Elder Zossima,” a character Dostoevsky would introduce in The Brothers Karamazov 8 years after the publication of Demons. Since Lebyadkin couldn’t be referring to THAT Zossima, I had to dig a little deeper. This could be referring to the Orthodox saint Zossimas, a 15th century Russian hermit.
A POET OF GENIUS
- “At night without a bed I wander / And my tongue put out by day …’ to use the words of a poet of genius.”
This line is from a poem by Prince Pyotr Andreevich Vyazemsky (1792-1878). As far as I can tell, the poem is called “In Memory of the Painter Orlovsky.”
THE AKMOLINSKY INFANTRY REGIMENT
- “If I were to try leaving my skin for a drum, for instance, to the Akmolinsky infantry regiment, in which I had the honour of beginning my service, on condition of beating the Russian national hymn upon it every day, in face of the regiment, they’d take it for liberalism and prohibit my skin …”
This was one of several regiments in Akmolinsk, Kazakhstan.
THE LAST STORY
- “But it’s all over with my pen. I’ve written only one poem, like Gogol’s ‘The Last Story.’ Do you remember he proclaimed to Russia that it broke spontaneously from his bosom?”
I can’t find any work of Gogol’s titled “The Last Story,” but the actual last story he wrote was “The Overcoat,” which was hugely influential. So my guess is that Lebyadkin is referring to that. But please correct me if I’m wrong!
DERZHAVIN
- “Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, I am a slave, I am a worm, but not a God, which is where I differ from Derzhavin.”
Gavrila Derzhavin (1743-1816) was one of the most famous and esteemed Russian poets prior to Pushkin. He wrote a lot of odes to the Russian empress and other courtiers.
GENERAL COMMENTS 🥹
- “You deigned to listen to me then, you read my verses.… They might call me your Falstaff from Shakespeare in those days, but you meant so much in my life! I have great terrors now, and it’s only to you I look for counsel and light. Pyotr Stepanovitch is treating me abominably!”
Lebyadkin is the third person Nikolai’s visited to use some variation of the phrase “you mean so much in my life.” The unstoppable Stavrogin rizz strikes again! It seems Nikolai encouraged Lebyadkin’s poetic efforts—or at least behaved in a way that Lebyadkin mistook for encouragement. It seems his influence might also have caused Lebyadkin to turn aside from radical politics? And yet Nikolai seems to disapprove of Lebyadkin’s plan to turn traitor. Why do you think this is?
- “Besides, I swear on my honour, Liputin kept saying, ‘Send it, send it,’ every man, however humble, has a right to send a letter! And so I sent it.”
HAHAHA of COURSE Liputin encouraged him to send it. Of course he did 😂
- “With broken limbs my beauteous queen /  Is twice as charming as before, / And, deep in love as I have been, / To-day I love her even more.”
This definitely seems connected to Liza’s little breakdown at Varvara Petrovna’s. Do you remember how she started ranting to Mavriky about breaking her leg and insisting he would find her even more charming that way?
- “Much I care for your world. I married your sister when the fancy took me, after a drunken dinner, for a bet, and now I’ll make it public … since that amuses me now.”
I really want to hear everyone’s thoughts on this one. Is Nikolai being honest here? Was it actually a drunken bet that led him to marry Marya? If so, do you think he’s trying to do right by her now because he feels guilty?


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Apparently Gogol was planning a final book that he never wrote. This is taken from a Russian source:
"In 'Selected Passages from Correspondence with Friends', Gogol wrote about his future book, 'A Farewell Tale': 'I swear: I did not compose or invent it, it baked itself out of my soul...'"
the same source says:
It's unlikely that these words refer to a real person; most likely, Zosima here is synonymous with a hermit.


    


    
        samole (+7)

        

Gogol wrote about his future book

He did not wrote about the future book. He wrote that he had finished his Farewell Tale and it's his best thing but he wouldn't publish it.
It's unclear if it ever existed  (probably no) but what's more important is that Dostoevsky was sure that it had never existed and Gogol had simply lied about it. D. considered it to be a manifestation of what he called the Underground - the urge to act irrationally due to a complex of inner  conflicts (because, of course, that lie by Gogol was a weird and unnecessary one). Source: his notes on The Adolescent.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I love Gogol’s work so much, but the more I learn about him, the more he seems like a really strange guy. I’ll need to read more about him to understand why he would lie about something like that—insecurity over his lack of artistic output? Over his legacy? Or just a compulsion to lie? This is such interesting context, and I appreciate your sharing it with us!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Man, I really need to learn Russian faster! It seems like all the good information is on Russian-language sites.
It’s interesting, “Zossima” being synonymous with a “hermit.” Dostoevsky’s own Elder Zosima is quite the opposite of that!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Pyotr Stepanovich acts terribly with me!"

He seems to be doing so with everyone.


Nikolai Vsevolodovich, do you know that I'm writing my will, and


have already written it?"Is he going to be the one to die?


"So you intend to make your will public in your lifetime, and get


rewarded for it?"
"And what if it were so, Nikolai Vsevolodovich, what if it were
so?"Sounds like one last grasp at a legacy


I


was struck once, in passing, when I encountered a girl on
horseback, and asked a material question: 'What would happen
then?'—that is, in such case. The answer is clear: all pretenders back
out, all wooers vanish, so it goes and wipe your nose, the poet alone
will be left with his heart squashed in his breast.Its sad that this is true. So many people (usually women) get divorced when they receive a serious injury or illness.


Besides, I swear on my honor, it was Liputin:


'Send it, send it, every man deserves the right of correspondence'—
so I sent it."Of course


The captain goggled his eyes; he did not even


understand; he had to have it explained to him.
"But isn't she a... half-wit?"So upon all his polemics he was hoping the marriage would remain secret so he could keep extorting Nik. Scoundrel!


"He frightens me with Pyotr Stepanovich. Aie, it's scary, aie, it's


scary; no, that's where it's really scary!Oh, he's about to stir the pot isn't he?
#Lebaydnisms of the day:
1)I blow about by night unhoused, By day with my tongue hanging
out, in the poet's ingenious expression
#Quotes of the week:
1) Something
incoherent, dazed, something damaged and crazy, as it were, finally
settles for good into such long-term drunkards,
2)"But am I not a relation?"
"One flees such relations.
3)Up to then he
had spoken somehow ambiguously, so that Lebyadkin, experienced
in the role of buffoon, remained a bit uncertain until the last momentwhether his master was really angry or was only teasing
4) And yet, almost at
once, as soon as he stepped out onto the porch and opened the
umbrella over him, the usual soothing notion began to hatch in his
frivolous and knavish head, that he was being cheated and lied to,
and, if so, it was not he who should fear, but he who was feared.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        So Nikolai used to drink with Lebyadkin, and Lebyadkin used to take great pleasure in amusing him with his “poetry” and is yet another character who was profoundly influenced by Nikolai (the young prince) even though Nikolai may only have been fooling around.
Lebyadkin was employed by the secret society to deliver pamphlets (reminded me a little of Miss Clack). I think perhaps Nikolai doesn’t think it will be safe for him to resign from this employment, because he knows too much. Or Lebyadkin could betray the secret society and hope to get a pardon for himself, but this would probably be even more dangerous.
So Nikolai says he married Marya in a drunken bet. I kind of believe this, because he did drink a lot at this time, and he certainly doesn’t love her in a conventional sense. But he also likes being kind to people which might be a big part of it too. But when Nikolai announces his marriage to Marya he has no need for Lebyadkin and Lebyadkin realises that this will leave him with no income stream. “What about me? I’m what matters most!… “ 🤣
But the best bit was:
“Your umbrella.… Am I worth it?” said the captain over-sweetly.
“Anyone is worthy of an umbrella.”
“At one stroke you define the minimum of human rights.…”
I think this is the Nikolai charisma shining through despite himself.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        - I think perhaps Nikolai doesn’t think it will be safe for him to resign from this employment, because he knows so much.
I went back and forth on this point myself. Is Nikolai discouraging Lebyadkin from informing for Lebyadkin’s sake? Or for his own sake, since he’d also be implicated if the society were investigated? He really seems to dislike Lebyadkin, so I’m not sure how motivated he’d be to protect Lebyadkin from himself. Then again, maybe Nikolai just doesn’t want to see ANYONE die.
“At one stroke you define the minimum of human rights” is the funniest and wittiest thing Lebyadkin has ever said. I cracked up at that 😂


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I could see Nikolai marrying Marya as a bet, but something seems to be making him focus on it now. Making the marriage public would be a big move, and to seemingly no benefit for anyone. Is it to protect her if Lebyadkin gets killed maybe? The line about fleeing relatives like him was pretty funny.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        I read this chapter. I had the book open, and I tapped the screen to turn the pages, and I know that my eyes were focused in the direction of the words, and yet I can’t recall a single thing about it.
The characters aren’t making a whole lot of an impression on me, which has not been my experience of Dostoevsky. It’s not an easy read, but I’ve always found myself engaged.
Huh.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+1)

        I feel your pain! I am a week behind reading because after 270 pages I'm still not super into this book. I don't see where this plot is going. There is a lot of intrigue, but I'm not really engaged either. I've read other Dostoyevsky books and liked them, so I'm hoping this turns around. These posts have been really helpful in keeping me on track so for now I'm going to keep going.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Can someone clear this up for me? Nikolai condemns Lebyadkin’s ‘conduct with Darya Pavlovna’ - was this accusing her of stealing the money? I instantly thought he had gotten her pregnant, then I realized, the pregnancy thing is just a speculation at this point, correct? Then I remembered the money, and that makes a lot more sense… is that what he’s likely talking about?
So often I’m tempted to google things I forget (like to confirm Darya is who I’m thinking she is!), but sure enough I’ll spoil something huge in the story 😑


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I think it was the money stealing accusation. I’m still unclear if Darya is actually pregnant to me as well


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        1. Yeah I’m taking back anything i said about Nikolai being genuine. It seems he takes slights from people and then has to defy them. He will even marry a girl just for a bet. I thought maybe Pyotr was leading the secret society but Nikolai looks like it may be him.
2. I’m reading Lord of the Rings concurrently with this and it reminds me of all the songs in that book lol.
3. Maybe the society is planning his demise and he’s worried that it contains some secret?
4. I think it was meant to be patriotic but who wants their skin made into a drum? Sounds like something you’d see in Silence of the Lambs or something.
5. This entire book seems like there’s something waiting to consume everyone in the shadows. I get a similar sense.
6. Tell me about the society, Fyodor! Come on now


    

Part 2 - Chapter 2 - Section 3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Monday 29th Sept - Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 4
Discussion Prompts:
1. Why do you think Marya is so terrified when Nikolai enters her room?
2. What did you think of Nikolai's plan to live with Marya in Switzerland?
3. Marya seems to come to the conclusion that it is not Nikolai but an imposter she is talking to. Why do you think this is?
4. Do you think Nikolai actually has a knife or is Marya using it more as a metaphor for betrayal?
5. Can somebody explain the Grishka Otrepyev reference?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Final Line:


“A curse on you, Grishka Otrepyev!”

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 4


22 Comments


    
        2whitie (+11)

        1. Marya is probably terrified because I too, would choose the bear rather than be near Nikolai.
2. He seems to jump from thing to thing as the mood suits him, so maybe something that happens for a month before he abandons her
3. He switches faces a LOT. I think that we, the reader, are to take everything Marya says as true--we just have to interpret what she means. In this case, I would say that she realizes that she is not talking to the real Nikolai--she's talking to one of his fake personalities. I think this also feeds into the Grishka stuff going on---everyone is treating Nikolai like a prince, but he's really a villain.
As you can tell, I think Nikolai is a great character, but a scum human. Pyotr has pissed me off more, though


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Marya might be the most perceptive character in the book. She seems to be the only one who sees Nikolai for what he is, even if her head’s a bit too mixed up to express her observations in a way most people would understand and take seriously. Everyone else seems to view him as a great man who’s done a few bad things, waxing rhapsodic about how much he’s meant to them, how they’ll kiss his footprints when he dies, etc. But Marya sees that he has multiple distinct personas, and only some of them are nice.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+2)

        Totally agree with you about Nikolai switching faces a lot. It's certainly something he has in common with Pyotr, although they both come across differently in doing so. Marya's a very sensitive person, and is definitely picking up that Nikolai is putting on an act for her.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        ‘One of his fake personalities’ - I like that. It explains how he so extremely changed philosophies when last talking to Shatov too, because that personality perhaps no longer suited him


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        

choose the bear

Insert the captain America I got that reference gif


    


    
        2whitie (+3)

        I work in a profession that involves victims of domestic violence, and the "choose the bear" reference is now in my "daily saying" bank. And I read my sections of this book during my lunch breaks, so Pyotr and Nickolai? They are catching me at a bad time


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Nikolai has a visit with his wife, but it’s not quite as sweet as we might have hoped.
GRISHKA OTREPYEV
- “Tell me, have you read about Grishka Otrepyev, how he was cursed in seven cathedrals?”
Now THIS is an interesting story I’d never heard before. Grishka (Grigory) Otrepyev was a fugitive monk who, after escaping from a monastery in 1582, decided to pass himself off as the son of Ivan the Terrible. He adopted the name of Tsarevitch Dmitri Ivanovitch and was later known as False Dmitri I. When he started a war in 1604, the Russian government officially announced that he was an impostor and they knew it. He found a guy willing to pretend to be the Grigory Otrepyev and to swear that False Dmitri really was the tsarevitch. False Dmitry was ultimately murdered. You can read more about it here: http://russia-ic.com/people/Historical_Figures/o/647/
GENERAL COMMENTS 😉
- “Perhaps that look was too grim, perhaps there was an expression of aversion in it, even a malignant enjoyment of her fright—if it were not a fancy left by her dreams; but suddenly, after almost a moment of expectation, the poor woman’s face wore a look of absolute terror; it twitched convulsively; she lifted her trembling hands and suddenly burst into tears, exactly like a frightened child; in another moment she would have screamed. But Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch pulled himself together; his face changed in one instant, and he went up to the table with the most cordial and amiable smile.”
I know some people think Nikolai is a totally good person, but I think there’s a considerable amount of darkness in him, and I think Marya senses it. Like, yeah, she’s confusing her nightmare with reality to a large extent, but something in Nikolai’s facial expression scares her. And I think there’s something to that.
- “Of course, they must all have come to strange conclusions about me. I wasn’t vexed, but I sat there, thinking what relation am I to them? Of course, from a countess one doesn’t expect any but spiritual qualities; for the domestic ones she’s got plenty of footmen; and also a little worldly coquetry, so as to be able to entertain foreign travellers. But yet that Sunday they did look upon me as hopeless.”
Marya is by no means a half-wit. She picked up on the condescension of the others at the get-together at Varvara’s. She knows they would consider her “hopeless” as any kind of respectable match for Nikolai. It’s so sad to think about how she’s noticing these things even as she looks happy and carefree.
- “I looked at you all, then. You were all angry, you were all quarrelling. They meet together, and they don’t know how to laugh from their hearts. So much wealth and so little gaiety. It all disgusts me. Though I feel for no one now except myself.”
Not only is she not a half-wit, she’s actually quite perceptive! Which further suggests to me that there is a certain darkness in Nikolai that she’s picking up on.
- “You’re like him, very like, perhaps you’re a relation—you’re a sly lot! Only mine is a bright falcon and a prince, and you’re an owl, and a shopman! Mine will bow down to God if it pleases him, and won’t if it doesn’t. And Shatushka (he’s my dear, my darling!) slapped you on the cheeks, my Lebyadkin told me. And what were you afraid of then, when you came in? Who had frightened you then? When I saw your mean face after I’d fallen down and you picked me up—it was like a worm crawling into my heart. It’s not he, I thought, not he! My falcon would never have been ashamed of me before a fashionable young lady.”
So THIS is what’s convinced her it’s not really Nikolai—she sensed he was embarrassed by her at Varvara’s, and HER Nikolai would never be like that. It’s really quite heartbreaking :(
- “Ugh, idiot!” snarled Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, still holding her tight by the arm…What dreams you have!” he exclaimed, pushing her away from him with all his might, so that her head and shoulders fell painfully against the sofa.”
Nikolai being less than kind and gentle with her here, seemingly confirming her suspicions…


    


    
        samole (+7)

        

False Dmitry was ultimately murdered. 

Not only murdered but later exhumed, burned, his ashes loaded up in the cannon and then shot in the direction of Poland.
He is also not the only false Dmitry. There were four  or five of them, depending on how you count. The interesting thing is that they maintained a kind of twisted succession, I.e. False Dmitry II stated that not only he was the son of Ivan the Terrible, but also False Dmitry I who had miraculously escaped. So he was so to speak Double False Dmitry. Then, False Dmitry III similarly maintained that he was actually False Dmitry II (also miraculously rescued from death), and before that he had been False Dmitry I, and originally of course the son of Ivan the Terrible. So that's Triple False Dmitry. Then the succession broke. False Dmitry IV stated that he was the False Dmitry II (miraculously saved, yeah) but not False Dmitry III. But then again, it's possible that False Dmitrys III and IV were actually one man and it's just a historical confusion.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        This is one of the most incredible historical facts I’ve learned in a long time 😂 I’m surprised that at least two more people had the courage to try the same scheme, after what happened to the first False Dmitry. Being the tsarevitch must have been pretty darn appealing!
A question: why was it necessary for False Dmitry I to “escape” from his monastery? Were monks of that era not free to quit if they wanted to?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        

Were monks of that era not free to quit if they wanted to?

In the XVII century? No, they weren't.  You were considered dead to the world, and you don't simply rise from the dead if you are not the God. You could be unfrocked by the decision of the church court, but not by your own volition.
That changed in the XVIII century, and was completely legalized in 1832. Although, even then there were repercussions for ex-monks. They were not allowed to marry, for instance. Or work for the state.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh my goodness, I had no idea! That’s rough.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Yes, I suspect that Nikolai probably DID marry Marya (at least partially) due to a drunken bet, and he would be (at least partially) embarrassed that she is his wife. After all, he has kept it very quiet for 5 years. And he is definitely very spontaneous and impulsive and he let his anger get the better of him here.
But I still don’t understand how he can marry Liza.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I guess theoretically he could have committed some light bigamy, gotten married to Liza, then fled with her to Switzerland before the authorities had time to realize he was married to two people. But that plan definitely won’t work if he’s going to announce his marriage to Marya. It must have been just something he told his mom to get her off his back.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        As a question of clarification, what is light bigamy as distinct from heavy? Or maybe dark? 😉


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        It’s kind of like committing a little light homicide, where you cross your fingers behind your back while you do it so it doesn’t count 😂😂😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        I don't recall this happening, Nikolai was not in the carriage:


“When you told me in the carriage that our marriage was going to be made public,”

Who is him? Kind of confusing but as far as I understand, “him” is the prince Marya is waiting for. She thinks Nikolai is an imposter. The falcon is the prince and the owl is the imposter a.k.a. Grishka Otrepyev (a historical figure known as an impostor).


“Only Dasha’s an angel. I’m awfully afraid they may wound him by some careless allusion to me.”



“Only mine is a bright falcon and a prince, and you’re an owl,”



“A curse on you, Grishka Otrepyev!”

Marya capable of very clear observation:


“They meet together, and they don’t know how to laugh from their hearts. So much wealth and so little gaiety. It all disgusts me.”



    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        I think Marya means when Nikolai took her home from Varvara’s. They would have been in a carriage together then.
Marya’s quite sharp! I’m starting to suspect that she’s not “simple-minded” at all, but just very mentally ill. The things she notices are very real and accurate, but the way she interprets them mixes up reality and fantasy.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Perhaps Marya is speaking symbolically with a lot of her fantasies…
The knife may not be real, but his resentment toward her could be what she’s picking up on. Perhaps she can sense that she’s an obstacle in the way of his current desires and interprets that as him wanting to get rid of her.
She may see him as an imposter because he’s masking his authentic self, taking on a persona (mentioned first by /u/2whitie) with what is required for the moment - firstly in front of his mother and now alone with her.
The baby could have been the promise of their relationship, and its subsequent ‘death’ after she is to keep their relationship a secret and he disappears for five years.
And Lebyadkins she referred to as her servant or something, didn’t she? This could also make sense, since he is so desperate for Nikolai’s money, so aggressively concerned with his means, and Marya is his only connection to Nikolai. So, in a way, she symbolically has power over him.


    


    
        Parking_Vanilla_6145 (+2)

        too dark!! Nikolai always scared me, the way people talk about him and Lebiadkin fear of him makes me think he has done some awful things…
Poor Maria, her innocence about how Nikolai was another person back then is heartbreaking. Upon reading the comments I 100% agree about him changing his personality when it suits him.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Strange chapter, this one. Marya is obviously sick, and how Nikolay treats her is much more a reflection of his character than of her illness.
I could handle being “kept” in the Swiss mountains for perhaps a month. Not 40 years. That would overwhelm me.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

The visitor closed the door inaudibly


behind him and, without moving from the spot, began to study the
sleeping woman.That's creepy Nik


The captain had stretched things a bit when he said that she had


seen to her toilette. She was wearing the same dark dress as on
Sunday at Varvara Petrovna's. Her hair was done up in the same
way, in a tiny knot at the nape; her long and dry neck was bared in
the same way.Unwashed?🤮


Perhaps this look


was excessively stern, perhaps it expressed loathing, even a
malicious delight in her fear— unless the half-awake Marya
Timofeevna was simply imagining it— but suddenly, after almost a
minute-long pause, the poor woman's face took on an expression of
complete horrorloathing? I thought he actually did love her. Why announce it then?


"So you, you yourself, admit right to my face that you're not a


prince?"
"I tell you, I never have been."
"Lord!" she clasped her hands, "I expected anything from his
enemies, but such boldness—never! Is he alive?" she cried out in a
frenzy, moving upon Nikolai Vsevolodovich. "Have you killed him, or
not? Confess!"Huh? Is she mistaking him for someone else? Did she have another secret husband?


He bolted; but she jumped up at once and


went after him, limping and hopping, trying to overtake him, and
from the porch, while the frightened Lebyadkin tried with all his
might to restrain her, she managed to shout after him into the
darkness, shrieking and laughing:
"Grishka Otrepev, anathema!"I'm sorry to say it. But she does belong in an asylum.
#Maryanisms of the day:
1) "Not a bit. I looked at
you all then: you're all angry, you're all quarreling; you get together
and can't even laugh from the heart. So much wealth and so little
joy—it's all loathsome to me.
2) And what are you that I should go with you? To sit with him on a
mountain for forty years on end—I see what he's up to! Really, what
patient people we've got nowadays!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        - That’s creepy Nik
😂 It really is. I’d freak out too if I woke up and someone was just standing there staring at me!
- Unwashed?🤮
Hopefully she washed the linen underneath the dress…but yeah, someone needs to be making sure she washes herself and changes her clothes regularly.
- Is she mistaking him for someone else?
I think he’s correctly perceiving that Nikolai has different personas, that the “noble” Nikolai she married is a different man from his angry, demanding Nikolai who glares at her and pushes her onto the couch. Even when Nikolai tries to put on a pleasant façade, she sees through it. And one of the reasons she can see through it now, I think, is that she noticed he was ashamed of her when they were at Varvara’s. But she’s getting fantasy and reality a little mixed up and insisting that this Nikolai and the one she married are physically two different people. It’s so sad 😢


    

Part 2 - Chapter 2 - Section 4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Hello! I hope everyone had a good weekend. We continue to use the Librivox splits for the book, meaning that today is short and tomorrow is definitely on the longer side. Schedule for the week is at the bottom of the post.
Discussion Prompts:
1. Nikolay stomps off and takes his frustration out on the tramp. What did you think of Fedka’s explanation of his actions?
2. Nikolay is so pleased with the story that he throws the money to the ground and walks off. Thoughts on his actions and motivations?
3. And that’s it for this Chapter. What do you think of what we learned about Nikolay, Marya, and the others?
4. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… were still to be heard in the darkness. 

This Week’s Schedule
Monday. Part 2 Chapter 2 Section 4
Tuesday. Part 2 Chapter 3 Sections 1-4
Wednesday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 1
Thursday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 2
Friday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 3


16 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        We learn some alarming details about Fedka the Convict, who seems to be a convict for some VERY good reasons. We also catch a glimpse of what Nikolai’s impulsive and depraved behavior in Petersburg might have looked like 😬
- “That is, I cleared the place out together with that watchman, but afterwards, next morning, by the river, we fell to quarrelling which should carry the sack. I sinned, I did lighten his load for him.”
Ok, so Fedka is indeed a straight-up murderer. And a pretty casual one at that. Do you reckon Petrusha’s brought him into the fold to kill Shatov? Lebyadkin? Both?
- “Well, you can rob and murder again.”/“That’s the very advice Pyotr Stepanovitch gives me, in the very same words, for he’s uncommonly mean and hard-hearted about helping a fellow-creature.”
After all Petrusha’s words about how sorry he is for his dad treating Fedka inhumanely, he refuses to give Fedka a red cent and literally suggests he just go kill more people if he wants money. And Nikolai repeats the same advice. Yikes. Does this change the way you think of Pyotr and/or Nikolai at all?
- “For Captain Lebyadkin (I’ve heard him with my own ears) had great hopes of you when he was drunk; and there isn’t a tavern here—not the lowest pot-house—where he hasn’t talked about it when he was in that state. So that hearing it from many lips, I began, too, to rest all my hopes on your excellency.”
So Lebyadkin’s been going around town blabbing about how much money he’s getting out of Nikolai, and Fedka’s now convinced that Nikolai’s not only rich, but very liberal with his wealth. But also, it feels like Petrusha has also given Fedka the impression that he can benefit from an acquaintance with Nikolai. Why would he do that? Any guesses?
- “Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch finished by flinging the whole bundle at him, and, still laughing, went on down the street, this time alone. The tramp remained crawling on his knees in the mud, looking for the notes which were blown about by the wind and soaking in the puddles, and for an hour after his spasmodic cries of “Ech! ech!” were still to be heard in the darkness.”
Nikolai’s sense of humor is evidently throwing money in the mud so a homeless murderer has to crawl through the mud to pick them up. That’s…decidedly not wholesome.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Fedka is a creepy character, willing to kill at the drop of a hat but equally if not more eager to sponge and basically beg, expecting to get some "help for a fellow creature".


But also, it feels like Petrusha has also given Fedka the impression that he can benefit from an acquaintance with Nikolai. Why would he do that? 

Pyotr seems to always be trying to pull strings and manipulate, maybe he can get Nik to use Fedka to kill someone so he doesn't have to stain his own hands. But Nikolai is no one's fool and probably not easy to play, so who knows?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh yeah, Pyotr is DEFINITELY trying to manipulate someone—certainly Fedka, probably also Nikolai. The impression Pyotr seems to have given Fedka is that Nikolai will pay him to kill someone. But who? It has to be Marya and/or Lebyadkin, right?


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Yes, it has turned quite dark. I am a bit concerned for Marya actually. I was thinking that even if she is a bit incoherent at times, that she always speaks truth. And she thinks that Nikolai (or possibly clone Nikolai) has a knife and wants to kill her. So maybe he does? And it would certainly help him get rid of an inconvenient and embarrassing wife so he can marry Liza (as he says he will tell his mother he is going to do). Maybe Fedka will get the wrong idea, show some initiative and murder Marya thinking that that is what Nikolai wants. Fedka heard Nikolai wandering along saying “a knife a knife” - what else did he maybe hear??


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I wonder if Marya has seen Fedka creeping about the apartment she and Lebyadkin share?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I want to believe that, as much as Nikolai might want out of his marriage to Marya, and as much as he might passively wish she were gone, he wouldn’t actively try to kill her. So I think you’re right—if she turns up dead, it’ll be because Fedka got the wrong impression and killed her on his own initiative. Not only did he hear Nikolai mumbling about a knife, but Nikolai also tossed him a ton of money! I’m worried Fedka will consider that payment for getting rid of Marya…


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I hadn’t considered that when I was reading it, maybe because of the weekend but that’s a good observation. I’m hoping you’re wrong here because Marya might be the only character I like in the book.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        According to Fedka, Pyotr is an atheist:


"he hasn’t a ha’p’orth of belief in the Heavenly Creator, who made us out of earthly clay; but he says it’s all the work of nature even to the last beast."

This puzzles me, what is a sheep at water? Fedka speaking of Pyotr:


"If you begin to talk to him he looks like a sheep at the water; it makes one wonder. "



    


    
        samole (+7)

        

This puzzles me, what is a sheep at water?

Is that Pevear and Volokhonsky? They like to translate idioms literally.
To look at something like a (male) sheep at water means to be confused, to appear not to understand something.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Garnett


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Thanks - that is a brilliant idiom. An image of a sheep being confused by something as commonplace as a body of water is hilarious 🤣


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        For me, the fact that Fedka had a knife here makes me think that Marya is actually some sort of psychic and that the whole scene in the last chapter was a vision of Fedka trying to attack Nikolai.
Her warning about the knife might have subconsciously put it in Nikolai' s mind to look out for one. But then in my translation it made a point about the knife disappearing as soon as it was seen. Almost like it was never really there. Hmmm.
Also Nikolai does have a duel coming up so it is possible that he might be killed. Plus Marya does do the whole tarot card thing.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Marya seems to be a very holy character, for lack of a better word. Her purity and suffering bring her closer to god, and she receives spiritual insight in return. (At least I think that might have been what Dostoevsky was going for.) So I think you’re right—she’s correctly sensing that there will be a murder. Nikolai will either kill someone or be killed by someone.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I love that note of the knife disappearing as soon as it was seen, as it also implies Marya saw something that was there (be it a physical knife or a symbolic one) that was quickly hidden again when observed


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. It’s seems like this secret society is a criminal one..
The descriptions of Fedka’s actions didn’t even bother Nikolai. It seems normal to him.
As for the rest of the  discussion topics, I have more intrigue towards the ending of the book than anything else. No real questions but a lot of unanswered details which I will assume we get too. The structure of this book makes it difficult because we are kinda left in the dark and only have things revealed over time


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        Yes, and new mysteries seem to appear at the same pace as ones being explained - it’s very interesting, I’m not used to it


    

Part 2 - Chapter 3 - Section 1-4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. A duel! Gaganov is insistent for a fight with Nikolay and has spent a long time getting to this point. Can you hold a grudge this well? What would it take for you to issue a duel?
2. Our narrator apologises for the need to move swiftly through the story and then immediately says they must detour to describe Gaganov in some detail. What did you make of his presentation? Do you think he might take things a little too far and be overly dramatic?
3. Nikolayis grazed by a bullet and deliberately misses, which seems to further enrage his opponent. Second round. Third round. What did you think was going through Nikolay’s mind as he galloped away?
4. Do you think Kirillov is correct with his assessment that Nikolay is a weak man and that his burdens are heavy due that being part of his personality?
5. Dasha and Nikolay meet and earnestly discuss things. Are you following the intricate web of relationships?
6. And is this the first mention of demons in the text? (“God save you from your demons” … “a little nasty, scrofulous imp”.)
7. Another chapter done! The rest of the week is just single sections each day.
8. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… “A nurse!


H’m!… but perhaps that’s what I want.”This Week’s Schedule
Wednesday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 1
Thursday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 2
Friday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 3


37 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        The foreshadowed duel with Gaganov finally takes place! Afterward, we witness a very interesting interlude between Nikolai and Dasha 🤔
CHAR-Á-BANC
- “Mavriky Nikolaevitch and Gaganov arrived on the spot in a smart char-à-banc with a pair of horses driven by the latter.”
A char-á-banc is an open carriage with rows of benches. As you can probably tell by the name, it was originally popularized in France.
GENERAL COMMENTS 🔫
- “ If it had not been for the promise given to his old schoolfellow he would have retired immediately; he only remained in the hope of being some help on the scene of action.”
Poor Mavriky. He seems like a harmless, level-headed, good-hearted guy, but I don’t see things working out well for him—given the feelings his fiancée obviously still has for Nikolai 😬
- “The chief cause of his leaving the army was the thought of the family disgrace which had haunted him so painfully since the insult paid to his father by Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch four years before at the club.”
Can y’all believe how hung up Gaganov is over his dad’s nose getting pulled? Imagine leaving your career and uprooting your entire life to seek vengeance for something like that! There’s this term I sometimes heard used to describe the American South, “Culture of Honor,” and it’s the only framework I have for understanding Gaganov’s behavior. In a Culture of Honor, the importance of maintaining a good reputation and social image is heavily emphasized, while men need to be willing to retaliate swiftly and aggressively for any perceived slight. It’s something Nikolai obviously doesn’t care about, and I begrudgingly respect him for that.
- “I shot high because I don’t want to kill anyone else, either you or anyone else. It’s nothing to do with you personally.”
Good for Nikolai, though notice how he lightly references his previous dueling experience with the phrase “anyone ELSE.” He has killed a man in a duel before. Obviously it wasn’t to his liking.
- “I thought you were seeking a burden yourself.”/“I seek a burden?”/“Yes.”/“You’ve … seen that?”/“Yes.”/“Is it so noticeable?”
This is an interesting exchange. What sort of burden do you think Nikolai is seeking, and why? As penance for his earlier sins? Did he marry Marya because he was “seeking a burden”?
- “I’ve long meant to break off with you, Dasha … for a while … for the present. I couldn’t see you last night, in spite of your note.” / “I thought myself that we must break it off. Varvara Petrovna is too suspicious of our relations.”
Oh-ho! So there definitely IS something between Nikolai and Dasha, even though he hasn’t gotten her pregnant. How would you characterize their relationship? To me it seems more than a friendship, but not really a romance. It’s very odd.
- “It seems to me that you’re interested in me, as some veteran nurses get specially interested in some particular invalid in comparison with the others, or still more, like some pious old women who frequent funerals and find one corpse more attractive than another.”
Nikolai kind of denigrates both himself and Dasha’s feelings here. He’s suggesting she’s infatuated with him the way some nurses become infatuated with their sickly and helpless patients. (Or the way some women get infatuated with corpses, which…I’m not touching that one.) Basically, he thinks she’s attached to him BECAUSE he’s so f***ed up.  Do you think that’s actually the case? How do you view Dasha’s feelings toward Nikolai?
- “What do you suppose I did! I gave him all I had, everything in my purse, and now he’s sure I’ve given him that on account!”
Yikes. I was worried yesterday that Fedka would consider Nikolai’s money a tacit request to kill Marya. It looks like Nikolai has the same concern. (Is it even a concern?? What is Nikolai feeling here???)
- “She will come even after the shop,” he whispered, thinking a moment, and an expression of scornful disdain came into his face. “A nurse! H’m!… but perhaps that’s what I want.”
I think “after the shop” must be another turn of phrase that Garnett translated really literally? Because obviously Fedka doesn’t have a house, let alone a shop. From the context, we can deduce that “the shop” refers to Nikolai giving Fedka explicit orders to kill his wife. And Nikolai is disgusted (intrigued? grateful?) that Dasha would want him even after that.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        About the shop, I think it's Nikolai's figurative characterization of Fedka the hired killer, the merchant of murder. Earlier he called him a shopkeeper:


He asked me to give him three roubles on account, but gave me to understand that the whole operation wouldn’t cost less than fifteen hundred. Wasn’t he a calculating devil! A regular shopkeeper. Ha ha!”

Basically, he thinks she’s attached to him BECAUSE he’s so f\\\*ed up. Do you think that’s actually the case?
It seems to me like she has a spiritual side that needs an outlet or even a vocation, whether that be nursing or selling the gospels:


“If I don’t come to you I shall be a sister of mercy, a nurse, shall wait upon the sick, or go selling the gospel. I’ve made up my mind to that. I cannot be anyone’s wife."



    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think you’re right about the shop/shopkeeper thing. I totally missed the extended metaphor.
Dasha does seem to be a natural caregiver, which is really lovely. I question her decision to expend those caregiver impulses on Nikolai, but…that’s her decision to make, haha 😂 (She truly must love him or see some good in him to dedicate herself to him specifically. Maybe it’s not exactly a romantic kind of love, since she doesn’t want to be a wife, but it’s definitely love of some variety.)


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Ah, who is Mavriky again? I thought the duel was the first time he was mentioned but your comment implies background - I need to keep character notes 😅
But as for how he acted in the duel, I quite liked him too. He basically said, “why is this happening? This is stupid!” while trying to still stay a loyal second.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah, Mavriky hasn’t really played an active role in the plot thus far, so the poor guy’s easy to forget! He’s the guy Liza has been kind of courting with. We first met him when he and Liza were riding around town together. He’s Yulia Mikhailovna’s relative and Liza’s legal (but not biological) cousin. During the fateful meeting at Varvara’s, Liza got hysterical and started babbling about how Mavriky would treat her if she lost a leg. The two of them aren’t exactly engaged, but they’re pretty close to it.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        Ah yes, I remember now! Thanks! I was picturing an old man during the duel for some reason 😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        It's more his presence that stands out. I just realized only a section or so ago that it was the first time he actually spoke.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

This is an interesting exchange. What sort of burden do you think Nikolai is seeking, and why? As penance for his earlier sins? Did he marry Marya because he was “seeking a burden”? 

Nikolai may be somewhat of a closet Christian or a wanna be, and his burden would be like his cross to carry.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I suspect he might be a wannabe like Shatov. Or, at least, he wants to believe in SOMETHING. He seems to be someone who’s searching for something to anchor him and give his life purpose and meaning.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

What sort of burden do you think Nikolai is seeking, and why? As penance for his earlier sins? Did he marry Marya because he was “seeking a burden”?

I think he hates himself and because of this he is a self-sabotager. So he gets himself in uncompromising positions to justify this self hatred.


Basically, he thinks she’s attached to him BECAUSE he’s so f\\\*ed up. Do you think that’s actually the case? How do you view Dasha’s feelings toward Nikolai?

Yes, I think Nikolai is right. He's the stereotypical bad boy and she wants to "fix" him.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        Gaganov is very dramatic. I wonder if this is the last we'll see of him? The man certainly holds a grudge, and it hasn't been satisfied yet.
I do think Marya and Lebyadkin's lives are now in danger, after Nikolai threw all that money at Fedka. Will he try and stop it though, or is he too tied up with Darya?
The interaction with Darya was very strange, and definitely hints at a relationship between them. Nikolai seems very sure she'll come back to him even if Fedka kills Marya. She seems to be protesting against it, but it didn't feel like she was doing it very strongly


    


    
        CSguyMX (+1)

        Hints they straight up alluded to a romantic relationship


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        What was it with dueling in the old days? Unreliable weapons, lack of training? Gaganov was a colonel but somehow managed to miss three times. Bad shooting is almost the case in these duels.
Nikolai seems to have some mental issues:


"Do you know, ever since last night I feel awfully inclined to laugh, to go on laughing continually forever so long. It’s as though I must explode with laughter. It’s like an illness.…"



Dasha seized his hand.



“God save you from your demon…” 

Nikolai apparently thinks that Darya will come to him even after he uses Fedka (and his 'shop') to kill Marya and Lebyadkin:


“She will come even after the shop,” he whispered, thinking a moment, and an expression of scornful disdain came into his face. “A nurse! H’m!… but perhaps that’s what I want.”



    


    
        samole (+6)

        

What was it with dueling in the old days? Unreliable weapons, lack of training?

Those were dueling pistols. Single shot flintlock with a ball for a bullet. Very easy to miss. It's by design, otherwise every duel would have ended in at least one death.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I never knew that, it explains a lot. I always wondered why it wasn’t almost guaranteed death (because personally, if I’m challenging people to duels, I’d be practising)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        That’s a very interesting fact, that they used unreliable pistols on purpose! I always wondered how so many people back then managed to duel without killing or being killed.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        it seems a lot of the deaths arose from injuries too i.e. they weren't killed right away. I think the last shot was from 10 paces! I mean come on.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        I absolutely loved the duel, I went in certain Nikolai was going to make quick work of Gaganov, so I was pleasantly surprised. What a hilarious character Gaganov is, too.
He had interesting motives as well - being so enchanted by the idea of chivalry and so caught up in the idea of honour, killing Nikolai or dying himself seemed to be equally appealing results. Either would have regained his honour (in a rather silly, but still romantic way), but leaving the duel with both of them alive is quite interesting. And how Gaganov is far more insulted than he was going in, because now Nikolai insulted him personally. Interested to see what comes of it, if anything.
I like learning more about Nikolai. He started off as this mysterious, reverence-inducing character with suggestions about his potential flaws, but we are now seeing so many more of his weaknesses. He admits his regrets to making it worse between Gaganov and him (it seemed it was an accident, but perhaps it was it on purpose?), and I love how Kirillov calls him out for being weak (and a martyr?). It seems like he’s on to something, as Nikolai appears to be very fickle with his ideals.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        You describe Gaganov exactly like Don Quixote. I wonder if that’s what Dostoevsky had in mind


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+5)

        The duel was hilarious, especially with both of the seconds just being over the whole mess. Gaganov is a fool though I do pity him somewhat. Nobody likes to feel humiliated. I'm unsure if Nikolai was purposefully messing with him or he's just too stuck in his own head to consider the consequences of his choices but challenging Gaganov to a duel that Nikolai wasn't going to take seriously was a mistake even if Gaganov forced his hand to an extent. I think this has made Gaganov far more dangerous now by adding fuel to the fire whereas before he was more of a harmless annoyance. Though I don't know, obsessing over a relatively inconsequential dishonor to your family for years to the point where it's ruining your life is pretty unhinged.
I enjoyed the conversation between Nikolai and Kirillov after the duel. There's a self destructive quality to many of these characters whether it's expressed through Lebyadkin's drinking, Kirillov's talk of suicide, or Nikolai's impulsiveness and I think that's part of what Nikolai's burden is.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think the urge toward destruction (of the self or others) is a big theme in this book. I think Dostoevsky saw destruction as the logical endpoint of a certain set of radical views. (We’ve definitely seen cases in history where they HAVE led to destruction, so he was very prescient on that point. Whether or not they inevitably lead there is a different matter.) So I guess, in his mind, such views would naturally be held by self- or other-destructive people.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I’m so glad we get another Dasha chapter because I’ve been wondering how she has been.
So I think Dasha has been looking after Nikolai because she can see how troubled he is. He can talk to her and there doesn’t seem to be anyone else he can confide in. She knows about his connection with the secret society. And she believes in his goodness more than he does himself. She doesn’t believe that he would actually hire Fedka to kill Marya, but even if he did she would remain loyal to him and support him. She is a real sweetheart.
And this kind of revives my faith in Nikolai as being fundamentally good (but troubled and obviously impulsive and over committed).
But obviously their relationship is going to raise some eyebrows so they agree to stop meeting. Until “ the end” which I think means when the secret society comes out of hiding and the shit hits the fan.
She wants to know about the wedding announcement. Maybe Liza is pregnant after all, and that is why Nikolai is so stressed about his inconvenient wife. He has to marry Liza soon, but he still has Darya.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        From a modern perspective Dasha’s unwavering dedication to Nikolai is a little alarming, but I do think she’s a good person. That said, she herself seems to realize that her impulses toward Nikolai are not entirely healthy, given her reaction when he asks whether she’ll still stand by him if he has Marya killed. Like, she knows she would, and she recognizes that that’s a little effed up.
The question of whether Nikolai is a fundamentally good person is an interesting one. We can certainly see that he’s TRYING to be one. And maybe being a good person is all about the sincere desire and attempt to be one.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Yes, I guess I think TRYING to be good (and sometimes failing but fixing things and trying again) is all we can ask of our fellow humans.
Why do you think Dasha’s dedication is alarming? I can really relate to it. I think it’s really normal and human to be honest.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I think it’s alarming because he implies that she’d remain dedicated to him even if he paid Fedka to kill his disabled wife and, while she gets flustered, she doesn’t deny it 😬 I’m also just generally uncomfortable with a woman making an individual man, like, her entire mission in life. But hey, that’s Dasha’s decision to make!


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Like a therapist or a doctor, by telling him that she will always be there for him, the idea is that he knows he is fundamentally an ok person and that he has someone to turn to when he is in trouble or tormented by his inner demons. This makes it less likely that he would do it than if he had to keep it all bottled up inside. Quite a modern idea?
Maybe because Nikolai is such a force for good(or evil) because of his charisma, she sees keeping him on the level as a really useful thing to spend her life doing (at least as good as and maybe more enjoyable than being a nurse).


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Ohhhhh ok, I see how you’re viewing it now. If that’s actually the way it is, I hope Dasha gets something out of the relationship too! Beyond just the satisfaction of knowing she helped Nikolai, I mean.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Well, it sure beats marrying Stepan 🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        HAHA true that. I’m so glad that marriage doesn’t appear to be moving forward! For both their sakes, but mostly for Dasha’s 😅


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. Maybe I missed this being discussed, but this seemed to come out of left field for me lol. As for holding a grudge, I'd be hard pressed to hold a grudge this long where it actually lead me to feel like I needed to be in a duel with someone. That's insane. Just different times.
2. I kinda think the way Dostoevsky writes is a bit over dramatic. I've only read Crime and Punishment before and I found most of the characters to be the same way.
3. I think he spelled it out pretty well in the conversation with Kirrilov after. He thinks that Gaganov is a nuisance (and an idiot) and so he challenges him to a duel so that he will be satiated and stop bothering him. I actually laughed at this part because the logic is so bonkers to me haha  
  
4. I mean I think we all know people like this or are like this themselves. Difficult dramatic people seem to constantly have issues and fail to realize that most people deal with similar issues but don't let it torpedo their lives. I'm guilty of this from time to time as well.  
  
5. What a strange little web. Darya does appear to be the mistress here and they are hiding their relationship and will continue to do so. All the rumors about Nikolai appear to be true. It just reminds me that we've also heard some really terrible ones from Shatov as well just a few sections back.  
  
6. I read this as he seems to have lots of secrets and desires that he keeps hidden away from the general eye. It appears that Darya may be the most intimate person with Nikolai we've seen yet. Everyone else seems to have an incomplete understanding of him while these two understand each other deeply.
7. It was kinda nice to get a whole chapter in one go for once. Though I understand why we break up the others. But still.
8. This story just keeps getting more and more tangled as we go along.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Hahaha you’re not wrong when you say Dostoevsky’s style is really dramatic! That applies to Victorian-era literature in general, but especially to Dostoevsky. It’s actually part of what makes his work so addictive to me. I’m dramatic and emotionally disregulated like 90% of the time, so Dosto’s characters are my people 😂
But the style isn’t everyone’s cup of tea, of course. One of the criticisms Turgenev leveled at Dosto was that his characters were constantly swooning, having mental breaks, going insane, etc. And I can’t even disagree with him 😝


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

And for some reason he was embarrassed to


admit his secret motive—that is, simply a morbid hatred of Stavrogin
for the family insult of four years ago. And he himself considered this
pretext impossible, especially in view of the humble apologies
already twice offered by Nikolai Vsevolodovich.But women are the emotional ones.


The insecure Gaganov, who took offense


quickly and deeply, considered this arrival on horseback a new
offense to himself, implying that his enemies therefore hoped for
success, since they did not even assume the need for a carriage in
case a wounded man had to be transported.🤣🤣Is there anything this man isn't offended by?


"Why does he spare me?" Gaganov raged, not listening. "I


despise his sparing ... I spit on it... I..."Good lord this man is such a baby. Does Gaganov stand for googoo gaga?


Again they advanced towards each other, again Gaganov missed,


and again Stavrogin fired high. There might have been a dispute
about his firing high:I'm imagining so many veins popping out of his forehead right now🤣🤣🤣


He did not aim the pistol directly at the sky or a


tree, but still as if at his adversary, though all the same a couple of
feet above his hat. The second time he aimed even lower, even more
plausibly; but now nothing could reassure Gaganov.So these are all warning shots, getting closer and closer while Gaga keeps missing.


. Stavrogin gave


a start, looked at Gaganov, turned away, and this time without any
delicacy fired off into the woods. The duel was over.🤣🤣🤣


"I myself thought we should break it off. Varvara Petrovna is too


suspicious of our relations."They've been hooking up this whole time?


"Nothing in the world ever ends."

Tell that to whale oil and typewriters.


"I won't ruin the insane ones, neither the one nor the other, but it


seems I will ruin the sane one: I'm so mean and vile, Dasha, that it
seems I really will call you 'in the final end,' as you say, and you,
despite your sanity, will come. Why are you ruining yourself?"He's planning to hurt Liza? I think he'll only end up hurting his mom. Also what does Dasha see in this man?


"I know that finally I alone will remain with you, and... I'm


waiting for that."Have some self esteem girl.


"Nothing you do can ever ruin me, and you know it better than


anyone else," Darya Pavlovna said quickly and firmly. "If it's not you,
I'll become a sister of mercy, or a sick-nurse, or a book-hawker and
sell Gospels. I've decided it so. I can't be anyone's wife; I can't live
in a house like this either; that's not what I want. . . You know all
that."Did she plan that stunt with Petrosha.


"Are you very sick?" she asked sympathetically, looking at him in


some special way. "Oh, God! And this man wants to do without me!"Oh eww is she one of "saviours"


"Oh, no, it wasn't a ghost at all! It was simply Fedka the Convict,


a robber who escaped from hard labor. But that's not the point: what
do you think I did? I gave him all the money I had in my wallet, and
now he's quite certain I've given him his down payment."Why give him a thing then?


"Listen!" he shouted after her with a spiteful, twisted smile. "If...


well, in short, if... you understand, well, even if I did go shopping,
and called you after that—would you still come, after that
shopping?""Would you still love me if I committed double homicide🥹" Sheesh, and I thought the worm thing was bad.


"She'll come even after that shopping!" he whispered, having


thought a moment, with a look of scornful disgust. "A sick-nurse!
Hm! ... However, that may be just what I need."If they were to end up together but Nik eventually got over his complex and became a "finished" project. What do y'all think Dasha would do?
#Googoo Gaagaas of the day:
1) The insecure Gaganov, who took offense
quickly and deeply, considered this arrival on horseback a new
offense to himself, implying that his enemies therefore hoped for
success, since they did not even assume the need for a carriage in
case a wounded man had to be transported.
2)"I declare," Gaganov croaked (his throat was dry), again turning
to Mavriky Nikolaevich, "that this man" (he again jabbed in
Stavrogin's direction) "fired into the air on purpose... deliberately...
Another offense! He wants to make the duel impossible!"
3)"Why does he spare me?" Gaganov raged, not listening. "I
despise his sparing ... I spit on it... I..."
#Quotes of the week:
1)All the apologies and unheard-of concessions of Nikolai
Vsevolodovich were rejected at once, from the first word, and with
remarkable vehemence.
2)He had retired as a colonel,
and had he attained the rank of general, he would have looked even
more imposing as a general, and it may well be that a good combat
general would have come out of him.
3)"Why does everyone expect something of me that they
don't expect of others? Why should I take what no one else takes,
and invite burdens that no one else can bear?"
4) "I know I'm a worthless character, but I'm not trying to get in
with the strong ones."
"Don't; you're not a strong man. Come for tea."
5)No, I never could discover what you wanted; it seems to me that
you're interested in me in the same way as certain antiquated sicknurses for some reason take an interest in some one patient as
opposed to all the others, or, better still, the way certain pious old
women who hang about at funerals prefer certain nice little corpsesthat are comelier than the other


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Dasha’s desire to dedicate her entire life to taking care of Nikolai is a bit uncomfortable for me, as a modern woman who doesn’t live in a 19th century novel 😂 If she wants to remain unmarried and dedicate herself to caring for others as a nurse or whatever, that’s great! But why NIKOLAI, for goodness’ sake? She really must see something in him.
It’s not even like she’s trying to fix him, necessarily. I get the sense she wants to look after him even if he CAN’T be fixed. It’s…certainly a choice.
EDIT: Put a pin in that “if I was a worm” thing, by the way. I won’t tell you why. Just trust me 😝


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        She reminds me of another character from Crime and Punishment


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        😭😭😭 True, but in Sonya’s case, at least she was getting something out of it? Like, her life circumstances are so horrible that following an axe murderer to Siberia probably counts as an improvement. Plus her and Raskolnikov’s relationship is actually romantic, or heading in that direction. Whereas Nikolai and Dasha’s relationship is just?? A seemingly non-romantic enigma???
(Also, Sonya more or less DOES fix Rodya. Don’t try this at home, kids, it doesn’t work in real life!)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        I don't know how permanent the "fixing" was. It was a tumultuous time and emotions were running high, could have been a temporary change in ideals due to shifting winds, who know whether or not years in Siberia would have changed him back. But let's assume there was a happy ending with him becoming devoted to Sofia due to the cold.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        lol yes, we’ve gotta assume that, I’ve had a happy little life planned out for them in my head for years!


    

Part 2 - Chapter 4 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. Am dealing with some real world stuff today (good, not problematic), so brief prompts today. The duel has had a positive effect on Nikolay’s reputation. What’s the best (i.e., positive) rumour that’s been spread about you? (Bonus points if it was wildly untrue.)
2. People pontificate on social status. I will admit to getting slightly lost in this chapter as to who was saying what to whom and why it matters. Summary for those of us who are confused?
3. I laughed at the complaints about the younger generation. Turns out some things don’t change! And then Varvara and the governor’s wife have a similar dig at the changing fashions and the ways of the younger generations.
4. What did you think of the (very long!) speech from Yulia Mihailovna?
5. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Nikolay


Vsyevolodovitch walked on.”This Week’s Schedule
Wednesday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 1
Thursday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 2
Friday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 3


12 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        EDIT: Here’s the lil character chart thingy again, in case anyone needs a refresher https://imgur.com/a/TWLXTXF
Yulia Mikhailovna, wife of Governor von Lembke, has seemingly made peace with her one-time rival Varvara, and the two are planning a big charitable event together. Meanwhile, all the old folks in town are falling over themselves to win favor with the hip young revolutionaries. And, as usual, Petrusha is up to some sh*t.
MARTIAL OF NOBILITY & NAME DAYS
- “On the day after the duel, all the town was assembled at the Marshal of Nobility’s in honour of his wife’s nameday.”
“Martial of Nobility” was an elected position in local governments within Russia prior to 1917. This official was responsible for chairing the Assembly of Nobility (a body made up of all the nobles in the local area), chairing local boards (like the board of education or the board responsible for drafting men into the military), and overseeing the activities of the zemstvo (the local governing body).
By the way, for those who don’t know, a Name Day is the celebration of everyone with a given baptismal name on a certain day of the year. For example, everyone with the baptismal name Maria would celebrate their Name Day on the day designated to celebrate people called Maria.
GENERAL COMMENTS 🎉
- “Society had gossiped and slandered him; shallow-minded people had looked with contempt on a man who had been struck in the face. He had despised a public opinion, which had not risen to the level of the highest standards, though it discussed them.”
Nikolai truly is burdened with uncontrollable rizz. Even when he does something questionable, the local society insists on seeing it in the best possible light. I’m sure Petrusha is working behind the scenes to give everyone a good impression of Nikolai, too.
- “Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch’s respectfulness to his mother was enlarged upon. Various virtues were discovered in him. People talked with approbation of the learning he had acquired in the four years he had spent in German universities…Even the pride and disdainful aloofness for which he had been so detested four years before was now liked and respected.”
Public opinion in this town is pretty easily manipulated! I get the sense that Nikolai might even be a bit disgusted by the locals’ tendency to view his every action in a positive way. What do you think?
- “Varvara Petrovna hastened to observe that Stepan Trofimovitch had never been a critic, but had, on the contrary, spent all his life in her house. He was renowned through circumstances of his early career, “only too well known to the whole world,” and of late for his researches in Spanish history.”
Even though she kicked Stepan out of her house and told him never to come back, Varvara can’t stop herself from defending him. Why do you think that is? Does she still have tender feelings for him? Or does she just consider him a reflection on her, so it’s important that he be respected and respectable?
- “I’ve come to the conclusion, and adopted it as a principle, that one must be kind to the young people and so keep them from the brink. Believe me, Varvara Petrovna, that none but we who make up good society can by our kindness and good influence keep them from the abyss towards which they are brought by the intolerance of all these old men.”
Yulia Mikhailovna is cool with the kids, you guys. I see this at least in part as an attempt by an aging “progressive” to stay relevant.
- “But you must make peace with the old man all the same,” Pyotr Stepanovitch submitted.”
Why is Petrusha trying to get Varvara to make up with his dad, after he was instrumental in breaking them up in the first place? I’m immediately suspicious.
- “Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch shook his hand off and turned round quickly to him with a menacing scowl. Pyotr Stepanovitch looked at him with a strange, prolonged smile. It all lasted only one moment. Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch walked on.”
The relationship between Nikolai and Pyotr is so interesting! Pyotr is seemingly boosting Nikolai’s reputation and influence all around town in order for Nikolai to successfully play his role in Pyotr’s plan. But Nikolai doesn’t seem remotely appreciative of Pyotr’s efforts. In fact, he seems annoyed and disgusted by them. Yet Pyotr apparently remains confident that Nikolai will fulfill his designated duty when the time comes. He’s such a weird, malevolent little sh*t.
P.S. I don’t think this is POSITIVE, necessarily, but for some reason at my previous job there was a rumor going around that I was a 9/11 Truther. I’m not, but I laughed for a really long time when I found out.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Nikolai truly is burdened with uncontrollable rizz.

Haha. He really is.


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+2)

        Thank you so much for this character chart. It is so helpful!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        You're very welcome, glad it's helpful! :)


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Strange legal system:


“No, I’ll tell you a secret about the new courts,” cried a third, in a frenzy of excitement, “if anyone’s caught robbing or swindling and convicted, he’d better run home while there’s yet time, and murder his mother. He’ll be acquitted of everything at once,”

From a Russian source:
In these words of one of the club’s “old-timers,” the attitude of noble society toward the new court is reflected. The judicial reform of 1864 replaced the old estate-based courts with new ones, common to all estates. Unlike the pre-reform courts, in the new courts, cases were heard in open court, with the participation of a jury and a lawyer, and court materials were published in newspapers. Frequent acquittals for crimes that were completely “obvious and proven” puzzled even Dostoevsky, who generally had a positive attitude towards the work of juries.
In this case, he is responding to a specific trial, “the case of the merchant Glebov and his wife, accused of murdering Nastasya Glebova, Glebov’s mother.” The investigation established that the murder was committed by the Glebovs “by mutual agreement between themselves... i.e., they committed a crime provided for in Articles 1449 and 1454 of the Penal Code.” This was reported in issue No. 283 of “Golos” on October 13 (25), 1870. A few days later, the same newspaper published a continuation of the trial. The prosecutor acknowledged the guilt of the Glebovs and asked the jury to deliver a guilty verdict. However, the defense attorneys for both defendants asked the jury to acquit them, and Glebova was acquitted
The woman question and universities is mentioned:


The Russian woman’s fate is a terrible one, Varvara Petrovna! It’s out of that they’re making the university question now, and there’s even been a meeting of the Imperial Council about it.

This reflects the emergence of the women's rights movement in Russia during the late 1850s and early 1860s, coinciding with a broader period of social and revolutionary upheaval. The issue of women's equality was widely discussed in the periodical press of the 1860s.
Dostoevsky addressed the question of women's rights as early as 1861, for instance, in his "Introduction to a Series of Articles on Russian Literature" (Part IV) and in the article "A Reply to the Russian Messenger". Dostoevsky saw women's emancipation as a specific case of the "restoration" of the generally violated and devalued human being and was not afraid, even at the beginning of his new Petersburg activities, of what the sensimonists and Herzen called "the emancipation of the flesh" (see: V. Ya. Kirpotin, Dostoevsky in the 1860s, Moscow, 1966, p. 98).
Dostoevsky's attitude towards the women's question is evident in his letter to S. A. Ivanova, dated January 1 (13), 1868: "...the question of women, and especially of Russian women, will undoubtedly, even during your lifetime, take several great and beautiful steps forward"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        This is outstanding contextual information on the “new courts”! And you have no idea how happy Dostoevsky’s comments on the “woman question” have made me 🥰 I always suspected he thought well of women and sympathized with them, but it’s nice to have it confirmed that he was pro-woman! Thanks for sharing this ❤️


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

The main


reason for such an unexpected turnabout in public opinion was a few
words, spoken aloud with unusual aptness by a certain person who
until then had not spoken, which all at once gave the event a
significance that greatly interested our vast majority. This is how it
happened:Was that person Liputin?


This general, one of the stateliest members of our club, a


landowner of no very great wealth but of an incomparable turn of
mind, an old-fashioned dangler after young ladies, was, among other
things, extremely fond of speaking out in large gatherings, with a
general's weightiness, precisely about things which everyone was
still speaking of in cautious whispers.Is this man the evolved form of Stepan?


"No, I'll tell you, here's the secret of our new courts," the third


would get frantic. "Suppose a man steals or cheats and gets caught
and clearly exposed—so, run home quickly, while there's still time,
and kill your mother. You'll be acquitted instantly, and the ladies will
wave their cambric handkerchiefs from the gallery—it's
unquestionably true!Huh? Are these the 19th century Russian version of flat earthers?


Everyone now found Lizaveta Nikolaevna unquestionably a most


ordinary girl who was "making a show" of her bad nerves. They now
explained her swoon on the day of Nikolai Vsevolodovich's arrival
simply by her fright at the student's outrageous act. They even
emphasized the prosaicness of the very thing they had previously
been at such pains to endow with some fantastic coloring; and they
finally forgot all about the poor lame girl; they were even ashamed
to recall it.Is this due to desensitization from all the other recent news? Or just the passing of time?


Varvara Petrovna at once hastened to observe that Stepan


Trofimovich had never been a critic, but, on the contrary, had lived
all his life in her house. And he was famous for the circumstances of
his early career, "known only too well to the whole world," and,
lately, for his works on Spanish history; he also intended to write
something about the present situation in German universities and, it
seemed, something about the Dresden Madonna as well. In short,
Varvara Petrovna did not want to surrender Stepan Trofimovich to
Yulia Mikhailovna.Acts like she hates him but immediately leaps to his defense when someone else criticises him. If this isn't love.


Varvara Petrovna returned home utterly enchanted; she stood like


a rock for Yulia Mikhailovna, and for some reason was now
thoroughly angry with Stepan Trofimovich; and he, poor man, sat at
home and did not even know anything.🤣🤣🤣


We wanted to start the evening with tableaux vivants, but it


seems the expenses would be too greatHow so? Isn't it just people standing still to channel a painting or a moment?


You know, we'll bring him forward; I have some


designs on him, and he can still be useful.What cruelty is Petrosha planning next?
#Yulisms of the day:
1)Oh, God, do we really have so many shininglights! There are a few, of course, but they're scattered. Let us join
together and be stronger.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)Stepan Trofimovich even noted once that the
more ruined a landowner was, the more sugarily he lisped and drew
out his words.
#Quotes of the week:
1)Meanwhile, everyone
was certainly longing for someone to be the first to speak out and
thereby open the door for public impatience.
2)The door for
public impatience had been opened.
3)In provincial society, once a person makes his appearance, there isno way he can hide.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Perhaps Pyotr just wants to be on the Cool Nikolai team. But Nikolai would rather not, if he gets the choice.
Remember how Pyotr had just finished telling Nikolai that Nikolai could rely on him for anything when Nikolai heads straight off and gets someone else to be his second for the duel. So I’m not surprised that “he took up an extremely resentful attitude about Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch’s duel. It took him unawares. He turned positively green when he was told of it.”
And “Can one wonder that Stavrogin fought Gaganov and took no notice of the student? He couldn’t challenge a man who used to be his serf!” Yes! I am going to claim this one as my interpretation a week ago. So now all the old-timers think he is cool as well! And Gaganov just looks silly.
The Prince is back in town apparently. But I feel for him, because it doesn’t seem like he asks for all this attention, it’s just that his natural charisma (and probably a little bit of luck) seems to draw it to him.
He’s like a Leonardo DiCaprio character. I can just imagine him looking at the hole in his hat where he just missed getting shot in the head, and there would be a bit of a cute grin/grimace.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I do hope Varvara and Yulia's event goes ahead - there's all kinds of potential for mischief in something like that from our various characters.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Oh, it’ll go ahead all right, but (like the duel) it won’t be what you might expect. I think it’s a terrible idea to have Stepan read his work - he is going to be humiliated (again).


    


    
        bluebirds_and_oak (+2)

        I do find the narration style a bit confusing. In the beginning we were clearly being lead by Anton and his limited (and arguably biased) view. Then in Part 2, Chapter 1, Section 2 he states:
“And now, having described our puzzled situation during those eight days, when we still did not know anything, I will set out to describe the subsequent events of my chronicle, this time knowingly, so to speak, as they have now been revealed and explained.“
And from there, up until the start of Chapter 4, we’ve been pretty much a fly on Nikolai’s shoulder. And now we’re back with Anton. 
I wonder why Dostoevsky decided to do this? Why bother with having Anton be a narrator at all? Maybe it will become more clear as we read. But anyone have thoughts on this so far?
I also feel like I’ve lost track of time a bit. How many days “post slap” is it? A week or two maybe?


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        On the narration, I think the simplest answer is that it's just something that Dostoevsky likes to do. The Idiot and the Brothers Karamazov have a similar style of narration.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 4 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. What with one thing and another, I didn’t get today’s chapter read. I will attempt later today (maybe about eight hours from this post going up) and edit in some prompts. In the meantime, please discuss what you took from this chapter.
Edit: Well! That’s certainly stirred things up! I think the piece I would have discussed was the importance of the letter as a construct and how different things are these days. Probably would have prompted about the familial relations and whether he really is such a lousy father.
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“And above all, let it be short. Goodbye.”

This Week’s Schedule
Friday. Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 3


22 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Good god, Petrusha! As I’ve said before, I think Pyotr is totally within his rights to give his pops the middle finger and tear him a new one for virtually abandoning him—but this feels a step beyond that. This is pure SADISM 😈 It’s both very fun and sort of stressful to read. Anywho, here are some notes!
WHAT IS TO BE DONE?
- “On the table lay an open book. It was the novel, “What’s to be done?”…I guessed that he had got the novel and was studying it solely in order that when the inevitable conflict with the “shriekers” came about he might know their methods and arguments beforehand, from their very “catechism,” and in that way be prepared to confute them all triumphantly, before her eyes.”
Written in 1863 in direct response to Ivan Turgenev’s Fathers and Sons, Nikolai Chernyshevsky’s What Is to Be Done? was a massive success. By which I mean, anyone who was anyone was reading, praising/critiquing, and responding to this book.
The story follows Vera Pavlovna, a woman who escapes an arranged marriage and achieves financial independence by establishing sewing collectives. It’s a thoroughly forward-thinking, pro-socialist tale, featuring such subplots as Vera taking a lover and her husband respectfully withdrawing and moving to America so as not to get in the way.
Dostoevsky had some THOUGHTS about this book. He might have outright hated it, or he might have found it merely ridiculous. I don’t get the sense it was the women’s lib stuff that bugged him. It was…other things.
- “I agree that the author’s fundamental idea is a true one,” he said to me feverishly, “but that only makes it more awful. It’s just our idea, exactly ours; we first sowed the seed, nurtured it, prepared the way, and, indeed, what could they say new, after us? But, heavens! How it’s all expressed, distorted, mutilated!”
Stepan also seems to have his issues with What Is to Be Done?, mainly that the ideas therein are “too extreme” versions of his own. One of Dostoevsky’s big contentions in Demons is that the Westernized liberals of the older generation paved the way for the violent radicalism of the younger generation. Stepan and Pyotr perfectly encapsulate this dynamic.
GENERAL COMMENTS 😈
- “But now, as soon as Pyotr Stepanovitch ran in with his everlasting grin, which was so naïvely condescending, and his unpleasantly inquisitive eyes peering into every corner, Stepan Trofimovitch at once made a signal aside to me, not to leave the room.”
If Nikolai is possessed by a demon, Pyotr straight up IS a demon. Watching him be a malicious little dick to people is fun, but in a love-to-hate-him kind of way. It’s funny but sad that Stepan is afraid even to be alone in a room with him.
- “Pyotr Stepanovitch seated himself beside him with a most familiar air, unceremoniously tucking his legs up under him, and taking up more room on the lounge than deference to his father should have allowed. Stepan Trofimovitch moved aside, in silence, and with dignity.”
There was a running gag on Ruslit Twitter a while back about how Pyotr never sits normally. This is a prime example.
- “She keeps saying herself that she’s only beginning now to ‘have her eyes opened.’ I told her in so many words that all this friendship of yours is nothing but a mutual pouring forth of sloppiness…I advised her yesterday to put you in an almshouse, a genteel one, don’t disturb yourself; there’ll be nothing humiliating; I believe that’s what she’ll do.”
Oh god…Pyotr has not only completely poisoned Varvara against Stepan, he’s also convinced her to put Stepan in a home 😭 I like to think she wouldn’t actually do it, but…
- “And do you know, old chap, I believe there was one moment when she’d have been ready to marry you. You let slip your chance in the silliest way.”
That’s right, Pyotr, just twist the knife a little more.
- “I don’t blame my mother; if it’s you, then it’s you, if it’s a Pole, then it’s a Pole, it’s all the same to me…And does it matter to you whether I’m your son or not? Listen,” he went on, turning to me again, “he’s never spent a penny on me all his life; till I was sixteen he didn’t know me at all; afterwards he robbed me here, and now he cries out that his heart has been aching over me all his life, and carries on before me like an actor. I’m not Varvara Petrovna, mind you.”
Holy sh*t, I completely forgot this whole thing where he taunts his dad with the suggestion that he’s the product of an affair. That’s diabolical. I’m not sure Petrusha believes it himself; I think he’s just trying to be as hurtful as humanly possible. Mission accomplished, Petrusha! Congrats!


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

Ruslit Twitter

I didn't know that was a thing. Weird to look at all the AI and anime 'art' used for a 19th century work.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        Haha, if you only knew... :D
They are the  official editions by the  publishing house «Mann, Ivanov, Ferber» («МИФ») in book series for young adult audience:
(Delete spaces between "." and "ru" in the links. Reddit often deletes links to the sites on .ru domain)
Crime and Punishment:
https://www.mann-ivanov-ferber.     ru/catalog/product/prestuplenie-i-nakazanie-young-adult/
Idiot:
https://www.mann-ivanov-ferber.      ru/catalog/product/idiot/
Brothers Karamazov:
Book 1:
https://www.mann-ivanov-ferber.     ru/catalog/product/bratia-karamazovy-young-adult/
Book 2:
https://www.mann-ivanov-ferber.     ru/catalog/product/bratia-karamazovy-tom-2/
Demons and some other Dostoevsky's works will be published in this series soon as well.
They also  have editions in the same series of other books by Russian classical writers: Tolstoy, Turgenev, Lermontov, Pushkin, Griboyedov etc. Yes, they designed in the same style :)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Ok, I actually really love the style of these. I’m a Japanese interpreter and manga fan so I occasionally buy manga adaptations like these, and oftentimes the style will be really generic and low-effort and not look much like the characters. But the covers of these are actually really lovely? I adore Myshkin with the hedgehog on his shoulder :P I need to figure out the logistics of ordering these from Russia hahaha
One question: why does it say 汚い (“dirty”) in the description for the TBK one? 🤔


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        I personally have no problem with manga style, cause I like some manga myself, but still it's so funny to see this style used for Russian classic books' design :D This is done to attract the attention of teenagers and young people to the classics. Moreover, many of these works are included in the school curriculum, so, probably, the publishers felt that students would have more incentive to buy these editions of classic books in such an unusual design.
As you can see, manga style illustrations used not only for covers but also for flyleafs of every book (I'm not sure if there are any illustrations within the text). I've already seen these editions of C&P and Idiot in offline bookshops, but TBK will be published only this October.  (That's why there is still no photos of flyleafs for TBK).


One question: why does it say 汚い (“dirty”) in the description for the TBK one?

Oh, it's just the nickname/pseudonym of the artist who did the illustrations for this book.
Edit: I've sent you PM


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        I get a huge kick out of it myself. There’s not a piece of media on this earth that people won’t turn into anime art, haha. At least they’re enjoying classic literature 😝


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I agree with you, I thought even the last one where he got Stepan kicked out of the house was kinda gross. Not because I harbor any sympathy for Stepan but because I think it shows what kind of a terrible and nasty person Pyotr is. Probably my least favorite and maybe the most morally corrupt character in the book.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        He’s absolutely the most corrupt! He’s a force of pure, malevolent chaos. He likes to act the clueless fool sometimes, but he knows exactly what he’s doing.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        A novel 'What is to be Done?' is mentioned. It is an 1863 novel written Nikolay Chernyshevsky in response to Fathers and Sons (1862) by Ivan Turgenev. It is a utopian novel that advocates the creation of small socialist cooperatives based on the Russian peasant commune, but ones that are oriented toward industrial production. The author promoted the idea that the intellectual's duty was to educate and lead the laboring masses in Russia along a path to socialism that bypassed capitalism.
Pyotr’s mentions a letter from his mother to a Pole:


It’s only a letter of my mother’s to that Pole. But to judge from her character …” 

Maybe she had an affair with a Pole and that was what caused her separation from Stepan. She is described as "a frivolous girl" and she "died in Paris after three years’ separation from him, leaving him a son of five years old." Pyotr's anger toward his father seems to be rooted in his lack of parental figures in his life.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Nothing that Pyotr says is untrue, but it is very very unkind.  A few home truths that should possible have been gently hinted at about 20 years earlier. The question is whether Stepan knew that he was exploiting Varvara all this time, or did he genuinely think of himself of as an unappreciated intellectual. Maybe Pyotr honestly believes that Stepan did it deliberately, so that none of this would come as a surprise. He doesn’t seem angry or vengeful, just really matter-of-fact.
Actually I think he should focus his energies on stopping his father from speaking at the big event, because he will just embarrass himself and everyone connected with him.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I think Stepan genuinely thought he was something, and, for a time, Varvara was more than prepared to indulge those thoughts.
Pyotr's not wrong necessarily, but my goodness he's vicious with it. You can tell he enjoys causing pain too.  He's giving malicious glee to me.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I'm on this thought path as well too, more deluded than malicious.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh I think Stepan humiliating himself at the big event is just what Pyotr wants. He’s so twisted!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

Thursday—Stepan


Trofimovich, who, incidentally, had started the argument himself,
ended by driving Pyotr Stepanovich out with a stick.🤣🤣🤣


I guessed that he had obtained and was studying the


novel with a single purpose, so that in the event of an
unquestionable confrontation with the "screamers," he would know
their methods and arguments beforehand from their own
"catechism," and, being thus prepared, would solemnly refute them
all in her eyes.Seriously? That's the grand plan? I hoped you'd have something more exciting in tow. We have people organizing duels and planning mass revealations.


"And this Yulia Mikhailovna is counting on me to come and read


for her!"
"I mean, it's not that they need you so much. On the contrary, it's
to indulge you and thereby suck up to Varvara Petrovna.Damn, can't let Pa have even the slightest win.


"She showed you my letters!"


"All of them. I mean, of course, there was no way I could read
them. Pah, how much paper you wasted, there must be more than
two thousand letters there...I doubt she'd ever go that far. Petrosha probably read them in secret.


"he didn't spend a rouble on me all his life, he didn't know me at all


till I was sixteen, then he robbed me here, and now he shouts that
his heart has ached for me all his life, and poses in front of me like
an actor. Really, I'm not Varvara Petrovna, for pity's sake!"Is that what this is? He believes his father is trying to deceive him? Use his own son to find an angle to climb further after the son has made something of himself?
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)"Worse, you've been a sponger, meaning a voluntary lackey. Too
lazy to work, but with an appetite for a spot of cash.
2)I proved to her like two times two that
you'd been living for your mutual profit: she as a capitalist, and you
as her sentimental clown.
3)By the way, she's not angry about the
money, though you've been milking her like a nanny goat.
#Quotes of the week:
1)Pyotr Stepanovich sat
down next to him with a most familiar air, tucking his legs under him
unceremoniously, and taking up much more space on the sofa than
respect for a father demanded.
2)Alas, I must admit one strange weakness in our friend:
the fancy that he ought to emerge from his solitude and fight a last
battle was gaining more and more of a hold on his seduced
imagination.


    


    
        awaiko (+4)

        Usually I can carve out some time to get the chapter read and prompts written - sometimes that’s in the car before heading into the office, once or twice it’s been cheekily in the break room. Once or twice I’ve read a week’s worth at once whilst on a flight and pre-empted the prompts. But alas, today the real world interrupted again. Will read and update tonight, and get through 2.4.3 as well!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Don’t stress - we can survive by ourselves for a few days. We will just make up ludicrous plot summaries to confuse you 😉


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Right, letters. I love letters! I love receiving someone’s thoughts in ink on paper. Postcards too. Possibly, just possibly, 2000 might be a little excessive. And keeping them too!
Many (oh so many) years ago, a very sweet crush of mine and I would write letters to each other overnight and exchange them first thing at school. Kept that up for about two years. It was strangely difficult to throw them out years later.
Oh, and this was completely over the top too much cruelty to his father.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Awww this is so sweet ❤️I still have all the little notes my friends and I would write to each other in middle school. Obviously friends can just text each other nowadays and it’s more efficient, but there was something so charming and special about hand-written notes with little doodles, elaborate ways of folding them, etc. :)


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Elaborate ways of folding them, yes! Oh my goodness, that’s a memory unlocked.
I do have (somewhere) a letter that someone wrote to me on a leaf. Turns out you just need a large, sturdy leaf and a gel pen, and you can write a most unique missive.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        AHHHH gel pens!!! Talk about an unlocked memory! Writing on black paper with gel pens was like, the absolute height of cool! Although writing a letter on a leaf might be even cooler??? I never would have thought to do that! It hasn’t crumbled over the years?


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Eucalyptus leaves are apparently very sturdy!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        That was hard to read 😭 I do like how Pyotr called him out (he didn’t financially support him, he didn’t talk to him until almost adulthood, he puts on a show when he sees him… very bad fathering) but for him to deliberately drive Stepan and Varvara apart is just too much.
It’s interesting, because if we had been given Pyotr’s journey this whole time, I’d probably be like ‘yeah! You tell that deadbeat off! Bring up the affair, that’ll hit him where it hurts!’. But even for all his flaws, I so very much like Stepan. I hope Anton beats Pyotr up.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 4 - Section 3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. We are introduced at some length to Andrey Antonovitch von Lembke. What were your impressions?
2. The influential General is mentioned again! I’m more just noting here how complicated the relations between all of the characters are. Lembke spends six months putting together a “paper theatre” to get over lost love. What’s the silliest thing you’ve done to conquer heart break?
3. Did you appreciate the background on Yulia Mihailovna and Pyotr?
4. It’s been a while since Dostoevsky has made a big speech about being Russian, so Andrey Antonovitch eloquently lays out his Liberal tendencies. And then launches into the role of the government. Interesting? Bloviating?
5. What a cliffhanger! Our narrator just throws it out there that Yulia Mihailovna is going to be responsible for all kinds of mischief, and then the Chapter ends! Wild predictions please!
6.  Anything else to you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


She was responsible for a great deal. 

Next Week’s Schedule
Monday. Part 2 Chapter 5 Section 1
Tuesday. Part 2 Chapter 5 Section 2
Wednesday. Part 2 Chapter 5 Section 3
Thursday. Part 2 Chapter 6 Sections 1-2
Friday. Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 3


20 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        In this section we are finally introduced to Andrey Antonovich von Lembke, Russified German, provincial governor, and—perhaps most prominently—Mr. Yulia von Lembke. Von Lembke is a good-natured, low-ambition guy who’d probably be content working at a low-level post while building toys on the side. Instead, he’s stuck being governor and putting up with Pyotr’s malevolent hijinks.
A FEW NOTES ON FRENCH
- “In one word, if the government dictates to me by telegram, activité dévorante, I’ll supply activité dévorante. I’ve told them here straight in their faces: ‘Dear sirs, to maintain the equilibrium and to develop all the provincial institutions one thing is essential; the increase of the power of the governor.’”
“All-consuming activities,” the many, many duties Von Lembke has that he doesn’t accomplish all that well (probably because he’s too busy building toy train stations or whatever 😂)
- “You take advantage of my good-nature, you say cutting things, and play the part of a bourru bienfaisant.…”
“Do-gooder boor,” or a person who’s well-meaning but has poor manners.
GENERAL NOTES 🧸
- “But Amalia was none the less married in due time to an elderly factory-owner, a German, and an old comrade of the general’s. Andrey Antonovitch did not shed many tears, but made a paper theatre.”
Do you think Amalia saw the impressiveness of the paper theatre and thought she’d made a huge mistake? 😂 In all seriousness, creating a paper theatre is a rather cute—not to mention creative and constructive—way of processing a break up. Did anyone else find Von Lembke’s toy-creating hobby (the paper theatre, the toy railway, and the toy church) really endearing? I was kind of indignant on his behalf when Yulia hid the toy church away 😢
- “On the morning of his wedding day he sent her a poem. She liked all this very much, even the poem; it’s no joke to be forty.”
My almost 40-year-old ass over here crying in a corner 😭😭😭
- “Pyotr Stepanovitch always seemed to be laughing in his face even when he appeared on the surface to be talking seriously to him, and he would say the most startling things to him before company. Returning home one day he found the young man had installed himself in his study and was asleep on the sofa there, uninvited. He explained that he had come in, and finding no one at home had “had a good sleep.”
This made me laugh aloud. Pyotr is so evil but in such a funny way. He seems like he’s trying to break Von Lembke with his disrespect, but the ways he chooses to show that disrespect are so weird. Just coming over and napping in Von Lembke’s house when he’s not there… 😂
- “He had shown him his own private collection of every possible kind of manifesto, Russian and foreign, which he had carefully collected since the year 1859, not simply from a love of collecting but from a laudable interest in them.”
This would not be information I’d want someone like Pyotr Stepanovitch to have about me…
- “You ought to have two,” Pyotr Stepanovitch commented. /“Why two?” said Von Lembke, stopping short before him. / “One’s not enough to create respect for you. You certainly ought to have two.”
Hello, 911? I’ve just witnessed a man being murdered.
- “If he had taken part in any mischief he wouldn’t talk as he does to you, and every one else here. Talkers are not dangerous, and I will even go so far as to say that if anything were to happen I should be the first to hear of it through him. He’s quite fanatically devoted to me.”
Is he really, Yulia?? You sure about that??? Our narrator Anton G seems to be hinting otherwise! Also, imagine being Von Lembke and having your wife virtually toss you aside for this twenty-seven-year-old twerp who takes unauthorized naps at your house 😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+9)

        

Did anyone else find Von Lembke’s toy-creating hobby (the paper theatre, the toy railway, and the toy church) really endearing?

I thought it really quite interesting, his way of dealing with set back or disappointment. Could be a lot worse.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Yeah it’s pretty healthy, all things considered. I should really take a page from his book!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I love how this was written, it’s such a curious little quirk to include. The first one seemed like such a random way to deal with heartbreak, but whatever, people go through stuff during breakups. Then the way it casually launches into the next paper scene - so good! And the fact Yulia locks up his last one says so much about him as a character as well as their relationship. I just loved this whole bit!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        I didn't think much of it, but it shows how his mind works and how he deals with crises. I hope he isn't going to retreat to toy creation if there's a significant governmental problem.


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        

Andrey Antonovitch von Lembke belonged to that race, so favoured by nature, which is reckoned by hundreds of thousands at the Russian census, and is perhaps unconscious that it forms throughout its whole mass a strictly organised union.

Dostoevsky is referring to people of German origin. He got his figures from the 'Universal Calendar,' an annual publication from 1867 to 1917. It included, among other data, information on the total population categorized by nationality, religion, social class, and age.


"he (von Lembke) would play the overture to “Fra Diavolo” with his nose rather skilfully."

A comic opera (1830) by the French composer D.F. Aubert (1782-1871).


Von Blum was a clerk in the governor’s office whom she particularly hated. Of that later.

It's actually never mentioned again
von Lembke:


"one thing is essential; the increase of the power of the governor."

The question of strengthening the power of governors was a pressing concern for Russian society in the 1860s and 1870s. A.V. Nikitenko wrote in his "Diary" on March 10, 1867: "Valuyev committed three unforgettable, especially significant outrages: the famous order to strengthen the power of governors, his behavior towards the zemstvo, and his actions regarding press matters" On January 27, 1870, Nikitenko wrote again: "There is a strong debate and general dissatisfaction with the project to strengthen the power of governors. The essence of this project leads one to fear that, as a result of it, all of Russia will be given over to police surveillance. ... Nothing more monstrous, it seems, has been invented in this senseless time..."
Yulia says of Pyotr:


“He’s quite fanatically devoted to me.”

Something tells me he's only devoted to himself.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        “It’s actually never mentioned again”
LMAO I didn’t think it was! 😂 I guess Anton forgot about it.
Is there any particular historical reason why there were so many Germans in Russia at that time? Had they moved there in pursuit of jobs or something? Or had there always been a ton of Germans there?


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        The large-scale immigration of Germans to Russia began in the mid-18th century. Specifically, it started in 1763 when Empress Catherine the Great issued a manifesto inviting foreigners to settle in Russia, offering them free land, tax exemptions, and religious freedom.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Thanks! This is something I’ve wondered about ever since I started reading Dostoevsky. America has a lot of citizens with German roots for similar reasons. I think we’re the largest single “ethnic group” in the country.


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        Ok, hands up who was more interested in the toy church, the toy station and the toy theatre than in Russian politics ? 🙋🏻‍♀️
I see a bit of similarity between the Varvara/Stepan/Nikolai story and the Yulia/Andrey/Pyotr story. In both cases you have an ambitious lady who isn’t allowed to have any agency herself, so she seizes upon an entirely inappropriate loser-character who she thinks she can push into success. Now both of the ladies have given up on their first pick and are putting their money on an upstart from the younger generation.
You have Nikolai who seems kind but not always truthful and so (unintentionally?) causes people to suffer because they trust him too much.
Versus Pyotr who is brutally honest and very very unkind.
Who will cause more harm in the end?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I like this comparison, I was definitely feeling the Varvara/Stepan resemblance, but didn’t consider the boys fitting in or the kind/dishonest vs unkind/honest contrast between Nikolai and Pyotr - I love it!
Also: 🙋‍♀️


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        🙋‍♀️ I think Von Lembke is a very lovable character—not the brightest, nor the most ambitious, but a quirky guy with interesting talents and hobbies. I want the best for him, but I don’t think he’s gonna get it 😭


    


    
        2whitie (+5)

        1. Protect him at all costs. This is a man that I'd probably get irritated with in real life, but he brings such a fun energy to the team.
2. Spent 3 hours playing Tomb Runner.
3. Yes---I feel like it really helped highlight the levers in place that Pyotr clearly wants to pull.
4. Eh, it adds to his character and his hoarder tendencies.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

His own tribal language he knew quite


ungrammatically, like many of his tribe in Russia.My my isn't that relatable. I speak English better than any of my nation's indigenous languages. But we were colonised, what excuse do these people have?


Yulia Mikhailovna owned two hundred souls,

Is this referencing serfs? Or are souls an old Russian currency?


Yulia Mikhailovna, even with


some sort of fright, took the whole work from him as soon as she
found out about it, and locked it away in her drawer; she allowed
him to write a novel instead, but on the quiet.Is this emotional abuse?


Once, on returning home, he


found the young man in his study, asleep on the sofa, uninvited. The
latter explained that he had stopped by and, finding no one home,
had "caught himself a good nap."🤣🤣🤣This man's irreverence


finally he announced that he had lost it then and


there in the street. When she learned of it, Yulia Mikhailovna became
terribly angry with her husbandWhy be mad at him? Be mad at Petrosha


"You can't be angry at this," she said, "if only because you are


three times more sensible and immeasurably higher on the social
ladder. There are many leftovers of former freethinking ways in the
boy—just mischief, in my opinion—but one must be gradual, not
sudden. We should cherish our young people; my way is to indulge
them and keep them on the brink."Her invalidating his feelings like this makes me think she has some designs on Petyr, mayhaps romantic.


"But he says the devil knows what," objected von Lembke. "I


can't be tolerant when he asserts publicly and in my presence that
the government purposely gets the people drunk on vodka so as to
brutalize them and keep them from rebelling.Well that part is true though. One doesn't have to be a revolutionary to see that, merely sober.


"From all too much goodness. I didn't know you had a collection


of tracts, kindly show it to me."
"But... but he asked to take it for a day."
"And once again you gave it!" Yulia Mikhailovna became angry.
"What tactlessness!"Honestly though, how do you make the same mistake twice? I do feel for him though, he's trying to please his wife by making good with Petrosha and it's affecting his judgement.


I would even say that if something


were to happen,I would be the first to learn of it through him. He is
fanatically, fanatically devoted to me."She might be even dumber than her husband.
#Lembkisms of the day:
1) We merely hold together that which you are
shaking apart, and which without us would go sprawling in all
directions. We're not your enemies, by no means. We say to you: go
forward, progress, even shake—all that's old, that is, and has to be
remade—but when need be, we will keep you within necessary
limits, and save you from yourselves, for without us you will only set
Russia tottering, depriving her of a decent appearance, while our
task consists precisely in maintaining her decent appearance. Realize
that you and we are mutually necessary to each other.
#Quotes of the week:
1)He made everyone laugh, true, though only with
quite unsophisticated escapades, cynical at most, but he set that as
his goal.
2)However, he himself asked whether the visitor wanted a bite
to eat, and was obviously pleased when the latter declined and
finally left.
3)The
modest and precise von Lembke felt that he, too, was capable of
ambition.
4)Von Lembke decidedly took to pondering, and pondering was bad
for him and was forbidden by his doctors.
5)I will note, anticipating events, that had it not been for Yulia
Mikhailovna's self-importance and ambition, perhaps none of the
things these bad little people managed to do here would have taken
place.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        I think pondering is my problem too 😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

Is this referencing serfs? 

Gogol's famous Dead Souls could just as easily be titled Dead Serfs.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        - “Is this referencing serfs?”
Correct!
- “Is this emotional abuse?”
It’s really mean, at the very least. I understand Yulia’s frustration, since she doesn’t have much agency of her own and can only accomplish her goals through her husband. But she doesn’t have to be so unkind and invalidating toward him :(
- “makes me think she has designs on Pyotr, mayhaps romantic”
She’s definitely quite besotted with Pyotr, whether or not it reaches the level of “romantic.” For his part, I’m sure Pyotr is doing what he can to make her “fall in love” with him (platonically or otherwise) so that she’ll be easier to manipulate 😬He’d probably take things as far as he needed to in that regard.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Von Lembke sounds adorable. No wonder Pyotr wants to harass the man to pieces. Yulia adopting Pyotr as her protege isn't helping matters either, she really doesn't care that potentially sensitive documents are out there as a result of her allowing Pyotr into her home.
We end on a cliffhanger, but I've a feeling it's going to be worth the wait!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah Von Lembke is super cute. I wish he had a spouse who just let him do his thing and make his cool toys. Unfortunately, his good nature and lack of cunning make him an easy victim for Pyotr. I foresee bad times ahead for Andrey Antonovitch :(


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        1. He honestly seems like a nice man, but he's not a strong man and because of this he is easily influenced and not respected. Yulia uses him to advance her own societal status and he listens to her and even Peter pushes him around. Why is Peter treated the way he is, as if he's some sort of status symbol, I get that he's young and has lots of influence with the youth, but I can't understand the amount of disrespect that he gets away with. To his father, to the governor? Insane.
2. By these standards nothing this silly.
3. I did appreciate the background on Yulia & seeing why Peter is always flounted. All these middle age or old women try to use to seem young and hip and like the political influence he has over the youth. But the background here is Peter just bully's people and no one ever tells him off? Why? As Yulia points out, he's over lower social status, if someone dealt him a blow reputationally, I'm not sure he could recover that easily and yet he's treated and acts like he's untouchable. Where's Nikolai to grab him and walk him around by his nose?
4. Frankly he makes more sense than Peter's pseudointellectual garbage. I just think he's an insecure and weak man.
5. I think Peter & Nikolai (primarily Peter) are going to be responsible for some wild political and social upheaval. If Yulia and stamped out Peter earlier, this may have never happened.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 5 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Schedule:
Tuesday: Part 2 Chapter 5 Section 2
Wednesday: Part 2 Chapter 5 Section 3
Thursday: Part 2 Chapter 6 Sections 1-2
Friday: Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 3
Monday: Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 4-5
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
“Hey everybody, watch this!”
Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 5 Section 2


17 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        Pyotr Stepanovitch and his circle of “young radicals” (who really just seem to be mischief makers of no particular political persuasion…) run riot around the town, carrying off women, planting pornography, and vandalizing a church. Things are beginning to get out of control in the lead-up to Yulia von Lembke’s party. That said, here are some notes!
GLUPOV
- “They treated our town as though it were a sort of Glupov.”
Glupov is a fictional town in Mikhail Saltykov-Shchedrin’s 1870 satirical novel, The History of a Town. The name “Glupov” translates as something like “Foolsville” or “Stupidtown.” The novel follows the development of the town and its idiotic government officials, the last of which transforms the town into a totalitarian “utopia.” This ultimately destroys Glupov, and the town ceases to exist.
THE FRANCO-PRUSSIAN WAR
- “The piece turned out to be really amusing, and bore the comic title of “The Franco-Prussian War.” It began with the menacing strains of the “Marseillaise”…But suddenly mingling with the masterly variations on the national hymn, somewhere from some corner quite close, on one side come the vulgar strains of “Mein lieber Augustin.”
The Franco-Prussian war was a conflict between the Second French Republic and the North German Confederation. It lasted from about six months, from the summer of 1870 to the winter of 1871. As a result of this war, Napoleon III was captured by Prussia, and the various independent German states united as the German Empire under the Prussian king and the Prussian chancellor, Otto von Bismarck.
It’s come up before, but La Marseillaise is the national anthem of France. Mein lieber Augustin, meanwhile, was a popular Viennese song, most likely about the balladeer Marx Augustin. Augustin is said to have brought cheer to Vienna during the plague outbreak of 1679, and the Viennese loved him so much that he was immortalized in this song.
Basically, Lyamshin reenacts the France-Prussian War by having the French song and the Prussian song “fight” against one another until the French song ultimately “loses.”
JULES FAVRE
- “She submits altogether. It is Jules Favre sobbing on Bismarck’s bosom and surrendering every thing.…”
Jules Favre was the French foreign minister who signed the armistice surrendering to Prussia. I didn’t find anything about him sobbing on Otto von Bismarck’s bosom, though he is said to have broken down in his carriage afterward and cried in his daughter’s arms.
GENERAL NOTES 😮
- “She had invariably bustling round her Pyotr Stepanovitch and a little clerk, Lyamshin, who used at one time to visit Stepan Trofimovitch, and had suddenly found favour in the governor’s house for the way he played the piano and now was of use running errands.”
Lyamshin hasn’t been mentioned in a long time, so one could be forgiven for forgetting about him. He is (or was) part of Stepan’s circle of intellectual progressives, the one who sometimes played the piano at Stepan’s house. Previously he was only introduced to us as “a Jew,” which isn’t great. Now we get a bit more characterization of him. He’s quite the mischievous guy!
- “This revolting story excited nothing but mirth all over the town, and though the poor wife did not belong to Yulia Mihailovna’s circle, one of the ladies of the “cavalcade,” an eccentric and adventurous character who happened to know her, drove round, and simply carried her off to her own house.”
At first blush, it’s hard not to sympathize with the idea of carrying a woman off to rescue her from her physically abusive husband, but I don’t think that’s quite what’s happening here. I think the cavalcade carried her off not to save her, but simply to cause a scandal. And ultimately she is returned to her abusive husband and beaten even worse than before, so they didn’t do anything that improved her situation.
- “As I was told, Yulia Mihailovna said afterwards it was from this ill-omened morning that she first noticed in her husband that strange depression which persisted in him until he left our province on account of illness two months ago, and, I believe, haunts him still in Switzerland, where he has gone for a rest after his brief career amongst us.”
Well there’s some foreshadowing for you! Von Lembke is heading for a complete mental breakdown. The only question is how it will unfold. What do y’all think?
- “Then she took out her purse, but as it appeared she had only a few small coins in it she instantly took off her diamond ear-rings and put them in the dish. / “May I? May I? For the adornment of the setting?” she asked the monk.”
Liza was earlier described by Anton as “one of the new people,” so it’s clear she has progressive ideas. But it seems blasphemy is a bridge too far for her. This scene shows that she’s very different from Nikolai and Pyotr, even though she used to hang out with both of them.


    


    
        Opyros (+7)

        

Basically, Lyamshin reenacts the France-Prussian War by having the French song and the Prussian song “fight” against one another until the French song ultimately “loses.” 

Which is similar to what Tchaikovsky does in the 1812 Overture, only he has the Russian national anthem “beat” the Marseillaise!


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Also, in the movie Casablanca the Marseillaise “beats” the German national anthem.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It seems there’s a very storied history of nations battling it out via song :)


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        It’s quite clever to be able to play both on the piano at the same time though


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh you’re right, that’s such a cool connection! I am on a huge Tchaikovsky kick right now. Love that guy :)
EDIT: It’s kind of funny, every year there’s an American Independence Day celebration near where I live, and they always play the 1812 Overture during the big finale fireworks. Even though the song doesn’t have anything to do with America 😂


    


    
        samole (+4)

        Major American ballet companies generate around 40% of their annual ticket revenues from performances of The Nutcracker
So I guess Americans do like Tchaikovsky


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Wow, 40%! I’m not surprised though—I think most Americans will never see a ballet performance that isn’t The Nutcracker (or maybe Swan Lake). My class performed (a children’s version of) The Nutcracker when I was in elementary school! :P


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        Interesting how Pyotr lambasts the government then uses its backing to create chaos for his own entertainment.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh yes, he’s very shrewd that way! He knows how to use the existing institutions to destroy things from the inside. It’s very insidious…and very clever.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        Pyotr and his gang are enjoying causing havoc, and it's got a very nasty undertone to it. These aren't really harmless youthful pranks they're undertaking. Yulia seems completely under their spell, which doesn't bode well for when her and Varvara's event finally takes place. She's allowing all sorts of liberties to be taken, and of course, the stakes are only going to get higher as to what they can get away with.
I feel bad that poor von Lembke's health has been so damaged by it all. Maybe he's safest out of the way from all of it though.


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        

They treated our town as though it were a sort of Glupov.

This seems to be a play on the word 'glupy' or stupid. Perhaps something like a sort of town of stupid people or fools.


A respectable woman of the artisan class, who went about selling gospels, came into the town. People talked about her, because some interesting references to these gospel women had just appeared in the Petersburg papers.

In 1863, the 'Society for the Distribution of the Holy Scriptures in Russia' was formed, and in 1869 it received official recognition. Information about its activities and the so-called 'book carriers' was reported in the society's annual report. Dostoevsky could have drawn upon the extensive article in 'Golos' (a newspaper) to recreate the image of Sofya Matveyevna. This article described, among others, a 35-year-old 'book carrier,' a 'sincere and passionate' woman who, in particular, was 'insulted to tears in one tavern' (compare this to the gospel seller being set up with a 'whole pack of seductive, disgusting photographs from abroad' in her bag of books).


At this point Yulia Mihailovna would certainly have forbidden Lyamshin her house, but that very evening the whole circle brought him to her with the intelligence that he had just composed a new piece for the piano, and persuaded her at least to hear it. The piece turned out to be really amusing, and bore the comic title of “The Franco-Prussian War.” 

Lyamshin goes on to play the Marseillaise and Mein lieber Augustin simultaneously. According to the assumption of M. S. Altman, Lyamshin's improvisation goes back to the musical jokes of the pianist Karl Levi. In one of them created in the house of an ardent Polish patriot: "...the "Jeszcze Polska nie zginela" sounded, but at the time when with his left hand he "rolled" the verses to "Jeszcze Polska nie zginela", with his right, on high notes, he clearly played one of the most beloved and heartfelt Russian songs."


But suddenly mingling with the masterly variations on the national hymn (the Marseillaise), somewhere from some corner quite close, on one side come the vulgar strains of “Mein lieber Augustin.”

Mein lieber Augustin is the title of a popular German waltz song. In Lyamshin's improvisation, it serves as a symbol of militant German philistinism, with its chauvinism combined with vulgar sentimentality (so says my source).


It is Jules Favre sobbing on Bismarck’s bosom and surrendering every thing

a French political figure during the Franco-Prussian War; he conducted secret negotiations with Bismarck and concluded an armistice with Germany under extremely harsh conditions for France.
Poor von Lembke, the sensitive toy builder, is deeply affected by the desecration of the ikon and is seized by a 'strange depression which persisted in him until he left our province on account of illness two months ago, and, I believe, haunts him still in Switzerland.'


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Interesting chapter - we find out more about who is manipulating who, and we get news of some familiar names who have dropped out of the story recently. Lyamshin (“the Jew”) has finally found a way to join the cool club with cruel humour - “This worthless fellow who had hung about Stepan Trofimovitch for years, who used at his evening parties, when invited, to mimic Jews of various types, a deaf peasant woman making her confession, or the birth of a child, now at Yulia Mihailovna’s caricatured Stepan Trofimovitch himself in a killing way, under the title of “A Liberal of the Forties.” Everybody shook with laughter, so that in the end it was quite impossible to turn him out: he had become too necessary a person.”  And “Pyotr Stepanovitch … in his turn, had obtained by this time a strange and unaccountable influence over Yulia Mihailovna.”
And Fedka actually did the damage at the church (but probably under contract)
And Liza doesn’t approve
But we don’t know what Nikolai is up to . He isn’t taking part in all this.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Shenanigans!
I’m not entirely sure how much core story pushed forward here, but there was a lot of flavour. It seems like a slightly mad place, with the town’s consciousness whipped into a frenzy and acting entirely with a herd mentality. Not a safe place to be sometimes.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Yulia Mikhailovna


observed that sometimes the mixing of ranks even ought to be
allowed, "otherwise who will enlighten them?"Yes, who will enlighten the rich on their ignorance, lack of empathy and blindness to oppression if not the middle classes.


Pyotr


Stepanovich, all the time and unceasingly, in whispers, continued to
cultivate in the governor's house an idea he had set going even
earlier, that Nikolai Vsevolodovich was a man who had the most
mysterious connections in a most mysterious world, and that he
must have come on some assignment.What does he stand to gain from foisting such a reputation on Nik? Does he want Nik to murder someone? Between this narrative he's crafting and the services of Fedka. I think Petrosha wants to destroy Nik and have Varva adopt him as her new son.


The young people arranged picnics, parties, sometimes rode


all around town, in a whole cavalcade, in carriages and on
horseback. They sought adventures, even purposely invented some,
concocting them themselves, solely for the sake of a merry joke.
They treated our town as some sort of Foolsbury.I wonder what the church has to say about all this "Yulia is corrupting the youth!!!"


It so happened, for example, that one local lieutenant's wife, still


a very young little brunette, though wasted from her husband's illkeeping, thoughtlessly sat down at a party to play a high-staked
hand of whist, hoping to win enough to buy a mantilla, but instead
of winning, she lost fifteen roubles. Fearing her husband, and having
no money to pay, she decided, recalling her former boldness, to
borrow some money on the quiet, right there at the party, from our
mayor's son, a very nasty boy, dissipated beyond his years. He not
only refused her but also went guffawing to tell her husband. The
lieutenant,Oh my days! what a little prick🤣🤣🤣


took


his wife home and gave her what for to his heart's content, though
she screamed, yelled, and begged forgiveness on her knees. Thisoutrageous story evoked only laughter everywhere in town,What a horrible town. I know domestic abuse was more accepted, but it certainly shouldn't be a humurous situation.


There she was seized upon at once by our pranksters,


who petted her, showered her with presents, and kept her for some
four days without returning her to her husband. She lived in the
perky lady's house, spending whole days driving around town with
her and the rest of that frolicsome society, taking part in their
merrymaking and dances.Can't tell is this is a good or bad thing. If they're going to help her leave her abusive husband it might be for the best. But I think they're just doing this for the meme of it all.


Everyone egged her on to haul her


husband into court, to start a scandal. She was given assurances
that they would all support her and appear as witnesses.Guys, I don't think they intend on supporting her.


Liputin, who, despite his gray hairs,


took part at the time in almost all the scandalous adventures of our
flighty youth.Of course he did🙄


An itinerant book-hawker appeared in town selling Gospels, a


respectable woman, though of tradesman's rank. She was talked
about, because the metropolitan newspapers had just published
some curious reports on her kind.Her "kind"? Is she Romani or something? Is this racism at play?


"That impure blood should flood our furrows!"

Yep, absolutely racism. These people are sick🤮.


As I am told Yulia Mikhailovna put it afterwards,


from that sinister morning on she began to notice that strange
despondency in her husband which never left him afterwards up to
the very day of his departure from our town, two months ago, forreasons of ill health, and seems to be accompanying him now in
Switzerland as well, where he continues to rest after his brief career
in our province.I bet Petrosha had a hand in it.


Then she took out


her purse, but as there were only a few ten-kopeck pieces in it, she
instantly removed her diamond earrings and put them on the plate.😱😱
#Yulisms of the day:
1) But here von Lembke got angry and again
had a lively scene with Yulia Mikhailovna. She, too, got extremely
angry, and momentarily intended to deny her house to the
pranksters. But the very next day she forgave everyone, after
admonitions from Pyotr Stepanovich and a few words from
Karmazinov.
2)Stepan Trofimovich once tried to convince me that the loftiest artistic
talents can be the most terrible scoundrels, and that the one does
not exclude the other
#Quotes of the week:
1)A certain disorderliness of mind
became fashionable.
2)The "Marseillaise" does not notice them, the
"Marseillaise" is at the peak of her intoxication with her own
grandeur; but "Augustin" is gaining strength, "Augustin" is turning
insolent, and now the measures of "Augustin" somehow
unexpectedly begin to fall in with the measures of the "Marseillaise.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

Yep, absolutely racism. These people are sick🤮.

The impure blood bit is a quote from La Marceillaise and has nothing to do with the woman. Also, "her kind" refers to her trade.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Thanks for the clarification.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        The hip radical youngsters take a trip to see a holy man, stopping off along the way to gawk at a suicide 😬
HOLY FOOLS
- “In the lodge of this merchant’s house our saint and prophet, Semyon Yakovlevitch, who was famous not only amongst us but in the surrounding provinces and even in Petersburg and Moscow, had been living for the last ten years, in retirement, ease, and comfort. Every one went to see him, especially visitors to the neighbourhood, extracting from him some crazy utterance, bowing down to him, and leaving an offering.”
Semyon Yakovlevitch probably meets the requirements of a holy fool, though whether he’s a saint or a scammer is a different matter.
The holy fool is an archetype that comes up again and again in Dostoevsky’s stories. Stinking Lizaveta and Father Ferapont are treated as holy fools in The Brothers Karamazov, while Sonya from Crime and Punishment is repeatedly accused of being one. Prince Myshkin from The Idiot has shades of the holy fool in him, with his wide-eyed faith and (accidentally) socially inappropriate behavior.
To simplify, a holy fool is a religious figure who is “mad”—not because of mental illness but because of extreme religious zeal. Because of their madness, they get away with all kinds of social transgressions, and, in former times, were often revered.
You can read a little more about them here: 
https://www.rbth.com/history/331573-why-did-russian-tsars-love/amp
VOLTAIRE ARMCHAIR
- “He himself invariably sat in an old-fashioned shabby Voltaire arm-chair.”
When you picture an “old-fashioned armchair,” this is probably what comes to mind. Made of wood, velvet back and cushion, you know the type.
MILOVZORS
- “Milovzors! Milovzors!” he deigned to pronounce, in a hoarse bass, and slightly staccato.”
Milovzor is the name of a character from Pushkin’s short story The Queen of Spades (later adapted by Tchaikovsky into an opera of the same name). But in terms of what kind of character she is, there’s very little information in English. Is anyone able to help me out?
GENERAL COMMENTS 🙏
- “Among the party I noticed Pyotr Stepanovitch, again riding a hired Cossack horse, on which he sat extremely badly.”
Petrusha once again demonstrating his inability to sit normally 😂 This is like, three times now.
- “At once the suggestion was made that they should go and look at the suicide. The idea met with approval: our ladies had never seen a suicide.”
😨 That’s quite ghoulish. What do you think about this decision to go gawk at a suicide victim? Is this another symbol of the moral decay going on in the town, or just one way people amused themselves back then? (To be clear, I think it’s the former.)
- “Waking next morning as fresh as an apple, he went at once to the gipsies’ camp, which was in a suburb beyond the river, and of which he had heard the day before at the club.”
The Roma must have been the ones you contacted when you wanted to have a rager in 19th century Russia. Mitya Karamazov employed them for that reason too.
- “A third suddenly blurted out the inquiry why people had begun hanging and shooting themselves among us of late, as though they had suddenly lost their roots, as though the ground were giving way under every one’s feet. People looked coldly at this raisonneur.”
No one wants to make it that deep. They’re seeking cheap entertainment, not musings on social trends.
- “Mavriky Nikolaevitch, as we shall see later, set down these capricious impulses, which had been particularly frequent of late, to outbreaks of blind hatred for him, not due to spite, for, on the contrary, she esteemed him, loved him, and respected him, and he knew that himself—but from a peculiar unconscious hatred which at times she could not control.”
What do you think of Mavriky’s explanation of Liza’s behavior? Do you think he’s right? Why does Liza unconsciously hate him? Because he’s not Nikolai? And what do you make of Liza almost slapping Nikolai across the face?
- “Out with the ——, out with the ——,” said Semyon Yakovlevitch, suddenly addressing her, with an extremely indecent word.”
I’ve head that other translations have him saying, “F__ you, f___ you,” so whatever word he uses, it must be REALLY strong 😂


    


    
        samole (+8)

        

Milovzor is the name of a character from Pushkin’s short story The Queen of Spades (later adapted by Tchaikovsky into an opera of the same name).

There is no Milovzor in the short story; the character was introduced in the opera in 1890, years after the publication of Dostoevsky's novel. The word itself is probably his invention. In his notes there's a number of other colorful but meaningless neologisms  the fool uses to address his visitors (голохвосты, кололацы, etc)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Oh my goodness, thank you. I was breaking my brain trying to figure this one out! I kept thinking, well, the opera came out later, so she must be in the short story…but I can’t find her anywhere 😭 I blame Semyon Yakovelitch for making up words :P


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        

What do you think of Mavriky’s explanation of Liza’s behavior?

I'm confused by his attributing her actions to blind hatred of him while also maintaining that she loves him. I think she would rather be with someone else....


    


    
        samole (+7)

        

It's actually a pretty tame exclamation using the verb 'gnat' to chase someone out or expel someone. No vulgarity in the original Russian.

What do you mean, no vulgarity? Here's the original:
- В... тебя, в... тебя!.. — произнес вдруг, обращаясь к ней, Семен Яковлевич крайне нецензурное словцо.
The omitted word is either жопа or пизда, so either ass or cunt.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        I was looking at a different sentence.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        That’s how I interpreted it too, that she resents Mavriky purely for the fact that he’s not Nikolai (and perhaps also for the fact that he’s so devoted to her even though she treats him like crap).


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

F__ you, f___ you,”

That was in my translation.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I find that translation even funnier 😝


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        About Pushkin's The Queen of Spades:
In the plot of the story, the theme of unpredictable fate, fortune, fate, loved by Pushkin (as in other romances) is played. A young German military engineer leads a modest life and saves money, he does not even take cards in his hands and limits himself only to watching the game. His friend Tomsk tells a story about how his grandmother-countess, being in Paris, lost a large sum at cards. She tried to borrow from Count Saint-Germain, but instead of money he revealed to her the secret of three winning cards. Hermann, having seduced his pupil, Liza, enters the countess's bedroom, asking for the cherished secret. Having seen Herman, armed with a pistol (which, as it turned out later, turned out to be unloaded), the countess dies of a heart attack. At the funeral the late countess opened her eyes and cast a glance at Hermann. In the evening, her ghost appears to Hermann and says that three cards of the legendary card combination - ("three, seven, ace"), giving a total of 21 points, will bring him a win. The second condition is that he must marry Liza. Hermann did not subsequently fulfill the latter condition.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Goodness, Herman  sounds like a bit of a jerk :P This is interesting though! I started reading the story before realizing I’d never finish it in time first today’s discussion. But I want to come back to it eventually :)


    


    
        AmputatorBot (+1)

        It looks like you shared an AMP link. These should load faster, but AMP is controversial because of concerns over privacy and the Open Web.
Maybe check out the canonical page instead: https://www.rbth.com/history/331573-why-did-russian-tsars-love
*
^(I'm a bot | )^(Why & About)^( | )^(Summon: u/AmputatorBot)


    


    
        rolomoto (+8)

        

our saint and prophet, Semyon Yakovlevitch

According to Anna Dostoevsky, here Fyodor Mikhailovich describes his visit to the famous Moscow holy fool, Ivan Yakovlevich Koreysha.  In the context of Russian Orthodox Christianity, a holy fool is a religious ascetic who feigns madness to expose hypocrisy and sin.


Chateau d’Yquem

an expensive sweet wine, there are bottles costing thousands of dollars.


He (Semyon Yakovlevitch) was dressed in European style

The Russian says he was dressed in German style


I’ve heard that he (Semyon Yakovlevitch) had at one time been a clerk, and received a rank in the service.

I.G. Pryzhov (historian and political writer) wrote about Ivan Yakovlevich Koreysha (Dostoyevsky's model for Semyon): 'Ivan Yakovlevich, came from a family of Smolensk priests and studied at a theological academy. He lived in Smolensk, had some administrative responsibilities, made a mess or caused some trouble, and went into the forest, deciding to play the fool.'
He seems more of an ahole than holy, just sayin'.


“Semyon Yakovlevitch,” said a voice at the door. “I dreamt of a bird, a jackdaw; it flew out of the water and flew into the fire. What does the dream mean?” 

- This expression, 'what does the dream mean?', was extremely widespread in the 1860s. For example, Vsevolod Krestovsky (a Russian writer whose characters explore the secret underworlds of cities and uncover corruption and exploitation) used it as the title of one of his works. According to S.S. Borshchevsky, this was a "favorite turn of phrase" for Shchedrin (a famous Russian satirist).


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        That’s interesting about “What does the dream mean?” It almost sounds like a 19th-century meme!


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I was a bit shocked by their behaviour in this chapter. In the previous chapter it was just a few pranksters, mainly of course Lyamshin and Pyotr, with Nikolai absent and Liza seemingly disapproving. But in this chapter Nikolai was present (silent but going along with it) and Liza even seems to be causing her own pranks. (Which didn’t seem to come off)
I wonder what the influence of the secret society is? Have they all agreed (or been coerced into agreeing) to cause mayhem in order to further a socialist transformation that sounded like a good idea when they were all in Switzerland?
Maybe Liza blames Nikolai for having got her involved in the secret society activities?
At the very least they could have left 300 roubles for the suicides’s poor family. It would probably be small change for these rich kids, but was a fortune for them.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        Bit weird going to view a suicide. It definitely feels like it's showing how lax the crowd is, especially when they started stealing grapes and things.
Lizaveta's scene with Mavriky was a bit over the top. I wonder what it was that spooked her so? The blanked swearing in my copy was quite funny though.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Nikolai Vsevolodovich, also on horseback. On occasion


the latter did not shun the general amusement, and at such times
was always of decently cheerful mien, though he spoke as little and
as seldom as ever.I wonder if he's supressing his baser nature.


When the expedition, descending to the bridge,


came opposite the town hotel, someone suddenly announced that in
one of the rooms of the hotel they had just found a guest who had
shot himself, and that they were awaiting the police. At once the
idea was voiced of having a look at the suicide. The idea met with
support: our ladies had never seen a suicide. I remember one of
them saying aloud right then that "everything has become so boring
that there's no need to be punctilious about entertainment, as long
as it's diverting."Constant partying has really messed these people up. Have some respect for the dead at least.


The boy had hitherto been


modest and trustworthy. Having come to town three days before, he
did not go to his relation, he put up at the hotel and went straight to
the club—hoping to find somewhere in a back room some traveling
gambler, or at least a game of cards.Oy vey. Now that poor family has lost both the trousseau and their son.


One of them


observed that this was the best solution and that the boy even could
not have come up with anything smarter; another concluded that he
had lived well, if only for a moment.That's one way to look at it. Not a good way, but a way nonetheless.


he also drank lots of tea, of


which he was a great fancier.A man after my own heart🥹


The way the tea was served also varied: some


got it with sugar in it, others with sugar on the side, still others withno sugar at all.What is the meaning behind each? Sugar to the side is a sign of respect for the receiver's own judgment, no sugar is probably meant as an insult and sugar served in is for poor sods who don't know the high society rules for adding sugar to tea, therefore might over or under sugar it.


"Give it to her!" Semyon Yakovlevich pointed to a sugarloaf. The


lad sprang over, seized the loaf, and lugged it to the widow.
"Oh, father, great is your mercy. What am I to do with so much?"What? She's just here for bread? Or is the bread symbolic. I naturally assumed that her children were taking her to the senate over a financial issue. If that's the case she's certainly not poor enough to be in need of bread.


"But really, father," the poor widow suddenly snarled, "they


dragged me into the fire on a rope when the Verkhishins' place
burned down. They put a dead cat in my trunk—I mean, no matter
what the atrocity, they're ready..."😳😳So not her literal children? What is this some ethnic conflict happening nearby?


"I beg you, it will give me the greatest pleasure. Listen, Mavriky


Nikolaevich," she suddenly began in an insistent, stubborn, ardent
patter, "you absolutely must kneel, I absolutely want to see you
kneeling. If you won't kneel, don't even come to call on me. I
absolutely insist, absolutely! ..."The hell? Why would she want him to humiliate himself so? And what's with the ultimatum. I think Mav is wasting his time with this one.


Mavriky


Nikolaevich, as we shall see further on, attributed these capricious
impulses in her, especially frequent of late, to outbursts of blind
hatred for him, not really from malice—on the contrary, she honored,
loved, and respected him, and he knew it himself—but from some
special, unconscious hatred which, at moments, she was utterly
unable to control.Yeah, I'm starting to really dislike Liza now.


But our people were not laughing; theunexpectedness of the act produced a painful effect. Everyone


looked at Liza.Yeah, not a good look for either of them.


It was asserted, on the contrary, and quite seriously, that Liza,


having looked at Nikolai Vsevolodovich, quickly raised her hand, right
up to the level of his face, and would certainly have struck him if he
had not managed to draw back.What's this now?
#Quotes of the week:
1)In the most recent time she had become
gay to the point of friskiness.
2)Our
people all stared with greedy curiosity. Generally, in every misfortune
of one's neighbor there is always something that gladdens the
outsider's eye
3)"Why have we got so many people hanging or shooting themselves
—as if we'd jumped off our roots, as if the floor had slipped from
under everyone's feet?"
4) "Now, Semyon Yakovlevich, won't you 'utter' something for me as
well? I was counting on you so."
"F—— you, f—— you!"


    


    
        samole (+4)

        

What? She's just here for bread? Or is the bread symbolic. 

It's not bread. Sugarloaf is a big cone-shaped piece of sugar. Of course she doesn't need that. What she needs is a miracle.


What is this some ethnic conflict happening nearby?

Erm, why? She has a conflict with her offspring, what does ethnicity has to do with that?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

It's not bread. Sugarloaf is a big cone-shaped piece of sugar

Learn something new everyday.


Erm, why? She has a conflict with her offspring, what does ethnicity has to do with that?

They threw a dead animal in her trunk which is usually a sign of racial bigotry. It's the sort of thing that was done to jews and other minorities throughout history. So I assumed they attacks on her weren't by her literal children, but from lower members of society she rules over (ergo, calling them her children). And given how many times the story has referenced French and Prussian wars, I extrapolated that there's an ethnic conflict brewing and she's caught in the middle of it. Could be wrong, though. I find it hard to believe that someone's actual kids would want to burn them.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh, I’m pretty sure it’s her actual kids. They’re just really horrible!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Her actual kids tied a rope around her neck and tried to burn her😱😱. What the actual F%&@%. Why?!?!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I dunno man, the kids aren’t okay!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Is there an ongoing war or something? A religious riot? People don't just up and burn ppl. Homicidal maniacs would just use a gun or knife. For a group of people to try to conduct what is essentially a lynching there must he some woder scale conflict going on.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Normally you'd think so, but I believe Dostoevsky was just trying to create a general atmosphere of moral decay. The extreme depravity of this lady's children might be part of that.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I was confused by this too, since the ‘holy man’ seems to punish her which implying she’s somehow in the wrong. But it definitely sounds like she was the victim, if taken literally…


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah, I think she’s the victim. I think the “holy man” is just crazy, for lack of a better term. He responds to questions and pleas more or less at random, and the clergy in attendance basically invent interpretations that kind of make sense. He’s a fraud, though whether it’s intentional fraud on his part, I’m not sure.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Stopping to check out a young man’s suicide is really gruesome. There is a level of hedonism (I don’t think that’s quite the correct term) on display here. They’re not good people. They’re not empathetic or kind people, that’s closer to the problem. Consequences be damned.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Stand-out sentence for me:
“…his expression was calm, almost happy, he need only have lived.”
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        rolomoto (+9)

        Varavara:


and friendship is only a splendid word.

Sad but true, at least in my experience.
Varvara harkens back to her literary plans in St. Petersburg:


When on the way to Petersburg I told you that I meant to found a journal and to devote my whole life to it, you looked at me ironically at once, and suddenly became horribly supercilious.

Where was Stepan supercilious? in chapter 1:


Among other things she announced that she was prepared to found a magazine of her own, and henceforward to devote her whole life to it. Seeing what it had come to, Stepan Trofimovitch became more condescending than ever, and on the journey began to behave almost patronisingly to Varvara Petrovna—which she at once laid up in her heart against him. 

Stepan to Varvara:


“Good heavens! How many sayings not your own! Lessons learned by heart! They’ve already put their uniform on you too. You, too, are rejoicing; you, too, are basking in the sunshine. Chère, chère, for what a mess of pottage you have sold them your freedom!”

The Bible tells in Genesis, how Esau foolishly traded his birthright for a mere bowl of lentils (pottage), a symbol of something of little value compared to what he gave up.
Varvara:


What did you give me to read when I asked you during those first years to be my guide? Always Kapfig, and nothing but Kapfig.

Jean-Baptiste Honoré Raymond Kapfig, (1802-1872) was a French historian and writer, author of compiled historical works.
Stepan:


Try drawing an apple, and put a real apple beside it. Which would you take?

Dostoevsky wrote an article entitled "Mr. Shchedrin, or the Schism Among the Nihilists" in which he parodied the article "The creation of art is inferior to the beauty of reality" written by N.G. Chernyshevsky.


Alea jacta est!

the die is cast
Stepan recites some poetry:


‘Filled with purest love and fervour,

Faith which my sweet dream did yield.’
The lines are from Pushkin's poem 'A Poor Knight Lived in the World' (1829). Dostoevsky offers his own interpretation of this poem in the novel 'The Idiot'.
In 2.4.2 Pyotr expressed his thoughts on charity, which Stepan is receiving from Varvara:


"There’s always something depraving in charity—you’re a good example of it!”

In this section Varvara says:
"Charity corrupts giver and taker alike; and, what’s more, does not attain its object, as it only increases poverty...Charity ought to be forbidden by law, even in the present state of society. In the new regime there will be no poor at all.”
Varvara Petrovna's monologue about alms, which Stepan Trofimovich defined as 'an eruption of borrowed phrases!,' is a parodic exposition of I.G. Pryzhov's book "Beggars in Holy Russia" (1862). Here, the idea was advanced that various social institutions should not engage in penny-pinching charity, but rather in destroying the social order that gives rise to and sustains begging. For example, Pryzhov wrote that alms "do not decrease but increase the class of beggars and idlers". He also states that "penny alms are fatal both for beggars and for those who give them," and that "rarely is human dignity so humiliated... that, begging for alms, a person does not feel the agonizing pain of humiliation... At the same time, alms no less humiliate the giver himself..."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Thanks for giving us the source for Varvara’s speech on charity! This idea is expressed in a few of Dostoevsky’s works and I always wondered what he was referencing.


    


    
        2whitie (+9)

        Normally, romance is my least favorite part of a book. It tends to drag, be generally uninteresting, and take away from what is "working". But man, I really feel as if this book doesn't work without Stephan's and Varvara's genuine give-and-take with each other. They are both messes, but fit just right together.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I’m the same way! I usually don’t care for romance, but I care about Stepan and Varvara’s relationship. Like, probably to an unhealthy degree 😂 I can’t see either of them with anyone else, and I want a happy ending for them! 😭


    


    
        nastasya_filippovnaa (+8)

        This chapter brought me to tears!!! It breaks my heart to see Stepan not recognizing Varvara, and how Varvara fell into the grasp of Rousseau-like amour propre like any other society woman. I see this as her being ‘possessed’ by the socialist ideas of her contemporaries, particularly Mme von Lembke:


Good heavens! How many sayings not your own! Lessons learned by heart! They’ve already put their uniform on you too. You, too, are rejoicing; you, too, are basking in the sunshine. Chère, chère, for what a mess of pottage you have sold them your freedom! 

Poor Stepan. Well, well. Alea jacta est!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        It made me so sad too!! So much of this conversation is Varvara and Stepan hitting each other in their biggest sore spots—Stepan pointing out that Varvara is parroting other people’s ideas (she’s fears being thought of as unoriginal and intellectually “less”) and Varvara basically asking Stepan to go up on stage and admit that his era is over (he fears being thought of as a has-been). They really couldn’t have hurt each other any worse if they’d tried.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I choked up on this chapter too! The pain on both sides was palpable 🥺


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Stepan and Varvara “break up,” for lack of a better term. I have a lot to say about this ridiculous but heartbreaking scene. But first, some historical/cultural notes.
KAPFIG
- “What did you give me to read when I asked you during those first years to be my guide? Always Kapfig, and nothing but Kapfig.”
I believe Varvara is referring to Jean-Baptiste Capfigue (also sometimes spelled Capfig or Kapfig) (1801-1872), a French journalist and historian. He wrote a lot of biographies about queens and noblewomen. He was a believer in the Divine Right of kings, which is not what most of us would consider a progressive stance.
DON COSSACKS
- “C’était comme un petit Cosaque du Don qui sautait sur sa propre tombe.” (“Like a little Don Cossack jumping in his own grave.”)
The Don Cossacks are an ethnic group from Southern Russia and Eastern Ukraine. They have a strong military history and participated in many of Russia’s wars. Don Cossacks are also known for their vigorous folk dancing—though I couldn’t find any specific mention of their jumping—or dancing—on graves :P
GENERAL COMMENTS 😢
- “You didn’t dance, but came to see me in a new tie, new linen, gloves, scented and pomatumed. I assure you that you were very anxious to get married yourself; it was written on your face, and I assure you a most unseemly expression it was.”
Varvara’s still hurt over what she views as Stepan’s “over-eagerness” to marry someone else. This doesn’t make it seem like she’s quite over him, no matter what she says.
- “Ah, I remember,” she laughed. “Pyotr Stepanovitch did joke about an almshouse once. Bah, there certainly is a special almshouse, which is worth considering.”
Glad to hear that Varvara’s not set on the idea of an almshouse and it was mostly Pyotr being hurtful. Mostly…but not entirely, as she then goes on to mention a “nice” almshouse that might be worth considering!
- “You’re a stylist, and not a friend, and friendship is only a splendid word. In reality—a mutual exchange of sloppiness.…”
Directly quoting Petrusha here. He really does have people eating out of the palm of his hand! I hate to see this, especially in someone as formerly independent and strong-willed as Varvara.
- “I must confess I always considered you only as a critic. You are a literary critic and nothing more.”
This despite the fact that she told Yulia he WASN’T just a critic just a few days ago! She’s really changed her tune.
- “Now, there’s no one, absolutely no one, in ecstasies over the Madonna; no one wastes time over it except old men who are hopelessly out of date. That’s established.”
Good gravy, now she’s adopted Yulia’s opinions as her own. I’m starting to rethink Varvara as a character. The instant Stepan’s out of the picture, she finds other people from which to take her intellectual cues. Do you think Varvara has always been like this? Or has the stress of Nikolai’s issues, her rivalry with Yulia, and her hurt feelings toward Stepan reduced her to a temporary state of weakness?
- “Though you may be an old man now, though you may belong to a past age, though you may have dropped behind them, in fact, yet you’ll recognise it yourself, with a smile, in your preface, and all will see that you’re an amiable, good-natured, witty relic … in brief, a man of the old savour, and so far advanced as to be capable of appreciating at their value all the absurdities of certain ideas which you have hitherto followed. Come, as a favour to me, I beg you.”
She’s essentially asking him to get up there and admit that he’s a has-been, which is literally his biggest insecurity. Varvara, you’re asking a lot. You’ve gotta know your man’s limitations 😭
- “Oh, my dreams. Farewell. Twenty years. Alea jacta est!”/ His face was wet with a sudden gush of tears. He took his hat. / “I don’t understand Latin,” said Varvara Petrovna, doing her best to control herself. / Who knows, perhaps, she too felt like crying. But caprice and indignation once more got the upper hand.”
In true Stepan-and-Varvara fashion, this is absurdly dramatic. But it’s also really sad, at least for me 😢 Does this break-up scene hit anyone else in the feels, or do you think these two are better off without each other? Idk, I was really rooting for them!
By the way, for those who, like me and Varvara, don’t understand Latin, “alea jacta est” means “the die is cast.”


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

Good gravy, now she’s adopted Yulia’s opinions as her own. I’m starting to rethink Varvara as a character. The instant Stepan’s out of the picture, she finds other people from which to take her intellectual cues. Do you think Varvara has always been like this? Or has the stress of Nikolai’s issues, her rivalry with Yulia, and her hurt feelings toward Stepan reduced her to a temporary state of weakness?

I was too focused on she and Stepan to think of this. She's way too open to manipulation and with Stepan out of her life this might actually make her more vulnerable to Petrosha and others. Not saying Stepan is a saint, but the devil who know. Ideally, she'd grow a strong will and mindset of her own.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        That’s what I hope for her too. Varvara’s my girl, but she seems to rely too much on other people for intellectual validation. Fingers crossed she realizes what her new friends are up to before it’s too late!!


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        Are they broken up? I took
'You will set off nowhere, to no merchant; you’ll end very peaceably on my hands, taking your pension,'
to mean the status quo would continue.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Well, she’ll keep paying his pension, but their friendship is pretty clearly over. Varvara even told him that there never had been any friendship between them, just a “mutual exchange of sloppiness” (she directly quotes Petrusha there). Plus she told him he might want to consider that one “respectable” almshouse, which would seem to indicate she doesn’t plan on having him in her life anymore.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        Jeez, Varvara didn't hold back at all. Brutal, brutal, brutal. Their relationship is so complicated, and they've been entwined for so long, their 'break up' was tough. It seems, like Yulia, Varvara has had her head truly turned by the younger crowd, and wants to discard the past, which Stepan so clearly belongs to. I know she's putting all of it on him, but I can't help but think she has been far from blameless too. I don't see any chance of reconciliation after this though, it does feel incredibly final compared to their other bust ups.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I agree, I think Varvara is insecure about her intellect and is putting that entirely on Stepan. I think he probably has gotten kinda condescending with her in the past, but her insecurities (and the manipulations of Pyotr and co) are magnifying it. I want to believe she and Stepan can reconcile 😭 I have a burning (and probably kind of cringe :P) need for them to end up together 😭😭😭


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I hope Stepan leaves tonight so that he isn’t utterly humiliated at the fete as well.
Can anyone explain what they see as romantic love in this relationship? I just think that he has been taking advantage of her all these years, sponging off her money and never showing her any respect. She put up with it because he told her that he was an undiscovered genius (and she was too ignorant to know otherwise), but when she went out into the world and met some actually smart and cool people with modern ideas she realised that he was just deceiving her. Since she came back she has tried to be charitable, but now she has realised that she doesn’t have to put up with his shit any more. And he is really embarrassing in the company of her cool new friends so she really wants not to be connected with him any more.
So it is really sad that he has to be humiliated in this way, but I can’t see that anything else was going to work. He really isn’t healthy for her.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        You think that her new friends are smart and cool?


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Well Stepan has set a pretty low bar


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Good question, because Stepan has been an absolutely condescending sponge 🙃
Based off some of the things he has alluded to or said to both Varvara herself as well as Anton implies to me that he honestly loves her, though. He also just happens to shamelessly benefit from the perks of her affection as well, which makes it seem like his feelings are shallow or disingenuous. But I personally feel the love is legitimate. Part of it may come from the fact he is comfortable around her and she strokes his ego, but they also seem to have a lot in common and share (or used to share) many of the same ideas and passions. They seemed to instantly understand one another, which is very appealing in a partner. I wasn’t sure at the start, but seeing how beside himself he was when he was set up to marry Darya is what convinced me that he was and remained in love with Varvara. If he were simply an opportunist, he would probably have been happy to marry Darya, but instead he made such a fuss about it.
In Varvara’s case, I think she was definitely blinded a bit by his initial charisma, what he represented, and later by her comfort with him. Like you said, I believe she’s quite embarrassed of him, now that she’s gotten some distance, and those same traits she once admired she now sees as foolish (because everyone else saw them as foolish). But I think they are traits she genuinely did admire, and would continue to admire if she didn’t allow herself to be influenced. I think she’s too insecure to stand by her own feelings, which includes loving and respecting Stepan (who she can’t love and respect now, as he’s been identified as a fool). Of course, he made this manipulation easy as he has done many things poorly. The optics just look too bad.
But Varvara’s been quite foolish herself, which is why I think they work so well together. She is just as arrogant and insecure and delusional as Stepan, but while he’s more dramatic, she’s more petty. They’re both very self-centred. But they usually seem to be on the same page with each other.
I agree it’s not the healthiest, but I do see how they suit each other well and have the potential to be happy together and very unhappy apart.
I could be totally off about all this though, I’m going purely off memory of vague impressions.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Thank you for this really considered explanation.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Wow, I was not expecting this level of blow-up between them! Varvara was possibly a little too harsh (and oblivious to Stepan’s feelings), but it certainly sounds like he could have acted a lot better towards her over the years.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Almost at the same time, and precisely on the very same day,


there at last took place the meeting between Stepan Trofimovich and
Varvara Petrovna,cracks knuckles this should be intense.


But Varvara Petrovna, with her quick mind, saw at


once that no one could prevent her, after the fête, from giving a
separate fête of her own, this time at Skvoreshniki, and again
inviting the whole town out. Then everyone could satisfy themselves
as to whose house was better, and who knew better how to receive
and how to give a ball with greater taste.As expected of Varva


"Stepan Trofimovich, we must talk business. I'm sure you have


prepared all your magnificent words and various little phrases, but it
would be better if we got straight to business, right?"Damn, talk about blunting your opponent's phalanx in the first foray.


The twelve hundred of your pension I regard as my sacred


duty as long as you live;Oh god, she's not about to take his pension is she? I'm literally clenching my teeth in anticipation. Dosto doesn't even take the time to set the scene, just dives straight into Stepan's trial and somehow manages to make it just as nail biting.


If you like, we can


put it in writing. In case of my death, special arrangements have
been made. But, beyond that, you now get lodgings, servants, and
your full keep from me.Whew, at least oldie isn't going to starve.


So, take the money, send me back my servants,


and live on your own, wherever you like, in Petersburg, in Moscow,
abroad, or here, only not with me. Understand?"😱😱Damn!!! Raising hopes just to dash them away. I can't bear for them to break things off not having at least tried to be together.


"Not long ago a different demand was conveyed to me by those


same lips just as urgently and as quickly," Stepan Trofimovich said
slowly and with sad distinctness. "I resigned myself and... danced
the little Cossack[121] to please youOhhhhh, did he come with a plan? Tell her you love her Stepan.


But


you wished it, you wished to marry, despite the abominations you
wrote privately about me and about your bride.He still wishes, just not for Dasha.


You and


these twenty years of ours! Twenty years of reciprocal self-love, and
nothing more. Your every letter to me was written not for me but for
posterity. You're a stylist, not a friend, and friendship is merely a
glorified word, essentially a mutual outpouring of slops..."Good lord she's killing him. So she would have preferred if he had bluntly declared his love instead wasting his time waxing poetic on philosophy.


I confess I've always regarded you as


merely a critic, you are a literary critic, and that is all. When I
announced, on the way to Petersburg, thatI intended to publish a
magazine and dedicate my whole life to it, you at once gave me an
ironic look and suddenly became terribly haughty."Is this previously known intel? I don't remember, it never seemed to me that Stepan was jealous of Varva's success. Is that what prevented his proposing? Ego?


It was just that, and you could by no means have been afraid of


persecutions in Petersburg. Remember how afterwards, in February,
when the news swept over,[124] you suddenly came running to me
all in a fright and started demanding that I at once give you a
certificate, in the form of a letter, that the proposed magazine had
no relation to you at all, that the young people had come to see me
and not you, that you were only a tutor who lived in the house
because you were still owed some salary, right? Do you remember
that?Wait, did he throw her under the bus during the emancipation of the serfs?


"That was only a moment of faintheartedness, an intimate


moment," he exclaimed ruefully. "But can it be, can it really be that
we will break up because of such petty impressions? Can it be that
nothing else has been preserved between us from all those long
years?"Invalidating her feelings by trivializing these experiences is not a good move. Seriously Stepan after all your preparations this is the best you could come up with?


J'ai oublié

Me too.


"She serves absolutely no purpose. This mug is useful, because


water can be poured into it; this pencil is useful, because everything
can be written with it, but here you have a woman's face that's
worse than all faces in nature. Try painting an apple and put a real
apple next to it—which would you take? I'll bet you wouldn't make
any mistake.Depends on the purpose. The reality is more useful but the fantasy still has it's place. It's an encapsulation of the culture of the epoch. The calcification of a thought from one mind and left for posterity. The musings of a creative soul. It should never be held above the real people, but not diminished either.


And yet the pleasure of charity is an arrogant and immoral


pleasure, a rich man's pleasure in his riches, his power, and in the
comparison of his significance with the significance of a beggarAgreed


Charity corrupts both him who gives and him who takes, and,


moreover, does not achieve its goal, because it only increases
beggary. Sluggards who do not want to work crowd around those
who give like gamblers around the gaming table, hoping to win.Half-agree. Social programs with the backing of national institutions should be strong enough to unneed us of charity, but this line teeters too close to "those damn welfare queens" for my liking.
I also feel she's making a mockery of she and Stepan's relationship here.


Charity


should be forbidden by law, even in our present society. In the new
order there will be no poor at all."👏🏿🙌🏿


"Oh, what an outpouring of other people's words! So it's even


gone as far as the new order? God help you, unhappy woman!"
"Yes, it has, Stepan Trofimovich; you carefully concealed from me
all the new ideas that are now known to everyone, and you were
doing it solely out of jealousy, so as to have more power over me.Gonna be honest. Varva is seriously winning me over. I had no idea she was burying all this deep down. And if it's all true Stepan should be ashamed, all this essentially amounts to emotional abuse. However, this form of emotional abuse has existed throughout history and only truly been questioned today, Dosto was really ahead of his time.


"Karmazinov, that written-out fool, hunts up a topic for me!"


"Karmazinov, that all but statesmanly mind! You have too bold a
tongue, Stepan Trofimovich."🤣🤣


"Your Karmazinov is a written-out, spiteful old woman! Chère,


chère, how long have you been so enslaved by them, oh, God!"Accusing her of being led around by others words has been your only rebuttal to every single point. Stepan, you're getting absolutely cooked and don't have a counter worth a rouble.


"Such is my lot. I will tell of that mean slave, that stinking and


depraved lackey, who will be the first to clamber up a ladder with
scissors in his hand and slash the divine face of the great ideal in the
name of equality, envy, and... digestion. Let my curse thunder out,
and then, then...Interesting phrasing. One could more accurately say that the "great ideal" is built on an arbitrary hierarchy long diminished by the rising of the masses and the ladders of equality are bringing forth a better ideal. One of self actualisation and individualism. The mean one is the divine face that yearns to keep others down, and screams about envy when it's ill attained position is shown for it's weakness.


Alea


jacta est!The words of Julius Caesar. So he plans to cross the Rubicon, to do something hitherto unheard of. I'm so excited for this fete.


I always thoughtthat something else remained between us, higher than food, and—


never, never have I been a scoundrel! And so, on our way, to set
things right! A late way, for it is late autumn outside, mist lies over
the fields, the chill hoarfrost of old age covers my future path, and
wind howls about the imminent grave... But on our way, our new
wayThen you should have supported her dreams and treated her better.


His face was splashed with the tears that suddenly burst through;


he took his hat.😢


"I don't understand Latin," said Varvara Petrovna, holding herself


back with all her mightI want to believe what she's holding back is the urge to grab him and confess her love. I know I've been hard on him all chapter and he definitely needs to take these words to heart and learn to treat her better. But I'm still rooting for them.
Man! what a chapter. I was expecting an even handed battle of wits not an entire spitroast. Stepan was cooked more thoroughly than a slow roasted brisket with bbq rub served on a plate of afghani pilaf. Varva takes that day. But I'm holding my breathe for Stepan saving his rebuttal for the fete. I'm predicting he's actually going to try to win her back with his "Madonna story" rather than push her away. Perhaps a soliloquy about how love belongs to real flesh and blood and not paintings and ideas. What do y'all think?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        #Stepanisms of the day:
1) "I sat and waited for about five minutes, 'repressing my heart, "The woman I saw was not the one I had known
for twenty years. The fullest conviction that all was over gave me a
strength that amazed even her. I swear she was surprised by my
steadfastness in that final hour."
2)"God, all in other people's words! Learned by rote! So they've
already put their uniform on you, too! You, too, are in joy, you, too,
are in the sun; chère, chère, for what mess of pottage have
you sold them your freedom!"
3)"You have always despised me; but I will end as a knight faithful
to his lady, for your opinion has always been dearest of all to me.
4)You have always not respected me. I may have had a myriad of
weaknesses. Yes, I was grubbing off you—I speak the language of
nihilism—but grubbing was never the highest principle of my actions.
5)
#Varvanisms of the day:
1)"Stepan Trofimovich, we must talk business. I'm sure you have
prepared all your magnificent words and various little phrases, but it
would be better if we got straight to business, right?"
2)"Stop, Stepan Trofimovich. You are terribly verbose. You did not
dance, but you came out to me in a new tie and shirt, wearing
gloves, pomaded and perfumed. I assure you that you yourself
would have liked very much to marry; it was written on your face,
and, believe me, the expression was a most inelegant one.
3)You and
these twenty years of ours! Twenty years of reciprocal self-love, and
nothing more. Your every letter to me was written not for me but for
posterity. You're a stylist, not a friend, and friendship is merely a
glorified word, essentially a mutual outpouring of slops..."
4)"I am not a parrot to repeat other people's words," Varvara
Petrovna boiled up. "Rest assured that I've stored up enough words
of my own.
5)This is what your theories boil down to, once the first ray of free
analysis shines on them.
6)And yet the pleasure of charity is an arrogant and immoral
pleasure, a rich man's pleasure in his riches, his power, and in the
comparison of his significance with the significance of a beggar
7)
#Quotes of the week:
1) She seemed transformed and changed from the
former inaccessible "high lady" (Stepan Trofimovich's expression)
into a most ordinary featherbrained society woman.)In the most recent time she had become
gay to the point of friskiness.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        

that you were only a tutor who lived in the house because you were still owed some salary, right? Do you remember that?

I searched for awhile but couldn't find that. It really puts Stepan in a different light.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        The thing is, Varvara really does use other people’s words at several points during the chapter.
She calls their friendship “a mutual exchange of sloppiness,” which is almost verbatim what Pyotr said in Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 2 (“I told her in so many words that all this friendship of yours is nothing but a mutual pouring forth of sloppiness.”)
She tells Stepan “I must confess I always considered you only as a critic,” which is in direct contradiction to what she said in Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 1 (“Varvara Petrovna hastened to observe that Stepan Trofimovitch had never been a critic…He was renowned through circumstances of his early career.”) It’s Yulia who called Stepan a critic, and now Varvara’s adopted that opinion as her own.
Whereas previously Varvara found the Sistine Madonna moving, now she suddenly says: “Now, there’s no one, absolutely no one, in ecstasies over the Madonna; no one wastes time over it except old men who are hopelessly out of date. That’s established,”  which is another opinion she seems to have adopted almost from Yulia (Part 2 Chapter 4 Section 1: “You mean the Sistine Madonna? Chère Varvara Petrovna, I spent two hours sitting before that picture and came away utterly disillusioned…They all see nothing in it now, Russians and English alike.”)
So Stepan is correct when he says that she’s repeating other people’s words. Now. Is pointing that out a good move or a kind move if he wants to remain friends with her? Absolutely not. (EDIT: And Varvara does bring up other criticisms against him that are in her own words and pretty much valid.)


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Varvara throwing her lot in with all these radical youths is an interesting development. Probably not going to work out well for her.
Is Stephan actually going to grow a pair and refuse her charity? I have my doubts.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        Poor Von Lembke. The previous governor has left things a bit of a mess, radicals are running riot throughout the province, and he thinks his wife might be screwing around with Petrusha 😂 None of this is his fault, but it falls to him to fix it, and he’s definitely not up to the task.
VOGT, MOLESCHOTT, AND BUCHNER
- “On three stands resembling lecterns, laid out the works of Vogt, Moleschott, and Buchner, and before each lectern he used to burn a church wax-candle.”
All three of these men were highly influential German materialists of the 19th century. To oversimplify, materialism is the view that all things—including thought and consciousness—are the product of material interactions, and that immaterial things like the human soul do not exist.
HERZEN AND THE MARQUESAS
- “If he had had fifty thousand francs he would perhaps have sailed to the island of Marquisas like the “cadet” to whom Herzen alludes with such sprightly humour in one of his writings.”
Alexander Herzen (1812-1870) was an influential Russian writer and thinker, often considered the precursor to Russian socialism. In 1870, he published the finished version of his final work, the autobiography My Past and Thoughts. I could only find ebooks of Parts I and II of this biography, which don’t mention the Marcesas. But I do know that there were attempts to form a Communist settlement there in the mid-19th century.
ASIATIC CHOLERA
- “Three weeks previously one of the hands had fallen ill and died of Asiatic cholera.”
Asiatic cholera is substantially similar to cholera in the West in terms of its symptoms. The main difference is that it originally came from India at the beginning of the 19th century. It rose to the level of a pandemic between 1846 and 1863 (though it obviously hung around long after that).
GENERAL COMMENTS
- “PYOTR STEPANOVITCH IS BUSY”
Knowing what we know about Pyotr, this phrase takes on such a sinister implication 😂
- “But to return to Yulia Mihailovna. The poor lady (I feel very sorry for her) might have attained all that attracted and allured her (renown and so on) without any such violent and eccentric actions as she resolved upon at the very first step.”
Do you feel sorry for Yulia Mihailovna? Or do you think Anton’s sympathy is misplaced? It’s true that her own ambition is driving her to act unwisely—then again, as has been mentioned in this group before, she has no way to achieve her dreams except through her husband. Which certainly does suck.
- “She had saved Pyotr Stepanovitch, she had conquered him (of this she was for some reason firmly convinced).”
Girl… 🤦‍♀️
- “The luckless Andrey Antonovitch had been so greatly upset during the last few days that he had begun to be secretly jealous of his wife and Pyotr Stepanovitch. In solitude, especially at night, he spent some very disagreeable moments.”
Oh Andrey…honey… 🫂😂
To be clear, I don’t think anything like ~that~ is going on between Yulia and Pyotr. Though I do maintain that Pyotr probably would, if he saw some advantage in it.
- “You will enchant your readers, for even I couldn’t put the book down; but that makes it all the worse! The reading public is as stupid as ever, but it’s the duty of sensible people to wake them up, while you … But that’s enough.”
Petrusha praises Von Lembke’s book! …In a really “negging” kind of way, but still!Assuming his goal was to butter Von Lembke up enough to listen to him, it seems he definitely accomplished it.


    


    
        Fweenci (+6)

        “PYOTR STEPANOVITCH IS BUSY"
Dostoevsky certainly had quite a sense of humor. This sentence should terrify everyone. Ha.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        He ain’t busy doing his taxes or picking the kids up from soccer practice, that’s for sure!


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        Yulia’s plan for cheering up her husband:


For this purpose she sent Pyotr Stepanovitch to him in the hope that he would relieve his depression by some means of consolation best known to himself,

Seriously???? How or why on earth would that work?
About Yulia:


But either from an exaggerated passion for the romantic or from the frequently blighted hopes of her youth, she felt suddenly, at the change of her fortunes, that she had become one of the specially elect, almost God’s anointed, “over whom there gleamed a burning tongue of fire,”

Here, Dostoevsky quotes Pushkin's poem "Hero" (1830)
Of the young sub-lieutenant:


in his own room he had, on three stands resembling lecterns, laid out the works of Vogt, Moleschott, and Buchner, and before each lectern he used to burn a church wax-candle.

The natural science works of K. Vogt, J. Moleschott, and L. Büchner were for the radical youth of the 1860s a kind of "bible" of materialistic worldview.
and:


If he had had fifty thousand francs he would perhaps have sailed to the island of Marquisas like the “cadet” to whom Herzen alludes with such sprightly humour in one of his writings.

The reference is to the book My Past and Thoughts by Alexander Herzen.
sans façon -  rough-and-ready  \[adjective\] (of people) friendly enough but without politeness etc.
Pyotr's opinion of Lembke's novel:


Why, the same old idol of domestic happiness, begetting children and making money; ‘they were married and lived happy ever afterwards’—come, it’s too much!

The writer M.D. Elzon has established that Lembke's "novel" is a parody of Turgenev's "Rudin"


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        Yeah, I'm not sure how well Yulia's plan to cheer up von Lembke with Pyotr will work!
She's meddling more and more with local politics, and not in a positive way, by the looks of it. I wonder how much is down to Petrusha and his influence over her?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I reckon she’s always had political ambitions, but Pyotr is encouraging the worst of them!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

On her


insistence, for example, two or three highly risky and all but illegal
measures were passed with a view to strengthening the governor's
power.She's a better politician than I thought.


But she also liked him for


another reason, a most wondrous one and most characteristically
revealing of the poor lady: she kept hoping he would point her to a
whole state conspiracy! Difficult as it is to imagine, this was so.Delulu is not the solulu. What the actual? She believes herself a Jane Bond of Russia. It's such a shame because she'd probably be a good politician without these fantasies.


Liputin, who had


been in the district capital and the neighboring province about a
month and a half earlier,Of course he was. Greasing the rat chain no doubt, ensuring the efficiency of his intel network.


The manager began


paying off the workers and, as it now turns out, was brazenlycheating them.🤣🤣Why am I not surprised.


Before then he had been pacing the study,


discussing something in private with his chancery official Blum,🤣🤣I nearly coughed laughing having read it as "chancery official bum"🤣🤣


"Allow me to tell you, my dear sir, that henceforth I by no means


intend to suffer your sans-façon,[xciv] and I ask you to recall..."Woah there, growing some gonads are we?


But enough,


though. Good-bye. Next time don't be angry; I had a couple of
important little words to say to you; but you seem somehow..."Is he in shock from Lembke standing up for himself? I get the feeling he wouldn't have been so full of praise for the book if Lamb had been his usual sheepish self.


Pyotr Stepanovich sprawled on the sofa and immediately tucked


his legs up.This little act of rebellion seems desperate more than anything. He's trying to reassert the old power dynamic.
#Quotes of the day:
1)Naturally, he felt a need to reward himself for days of obedience with
little moments of rebellion.
2)Many artful dodgers feathered their own nests and took
advantage of her simpleheartedness during the brief term of her
governorship.
3)The manager began
paying off the workers and, as it now turns out, was brazenlycheating them.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Pyotr’s all about asserting dominance by not sitting properly 😂


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Well, about half way through I must say that I am enjoying this book more than I expected to. Still don’t really know what’s happening though… I guess that’s why people re-read it. Gee I wish I had a book about “domestic happiness, begetting children and making money; ‘they were married and lived happy ever afterwards’” that I might understand 🙃
Yulia’s corrupt practices make me pretty angry. And worried for Andrey who will end up being punished for them. And there are so many bad things happening - the governor needs to step in and show some leadership.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Hooray, I’m glad you’re enjoying it more than you thought you would! I love this book, and I’m so pleased everyone has stuck with it till now 😊
In terms of what’s happening…it’s probably okay to be a little in the dark about that right now. All you need to know is that Petrusha is up to something… 🤔


    


    
        Opyros (+4)

        It’s definitely better than Robinson Crusoe!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        lol I only read the kids’ version of Robinson Crusoe, so I don’t know for sure, but I probably wouldn’t like the full version as much as I like Dostoevsky 😂
The only two things I know about Robinson Crusoe are that there’s a guy called Friday in it and at one point Robinson Crusoe undresses to swim out to a ship (?) and a few minutes later starts somehow taking biscuits out of the pants he’s not wearing :P


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I would never have guessed 🤣


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I must say, I am enjoying what a manipulative, clever little shit Pyotr is. He’d be an absolute Mean Girl in high school


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Yulia is coming across as hopelessly delusional. I don't think she will manage to guide the youth to whatever her half-baked end goal is. It's pretty clear to me who is manipulating who.
Von Lembke needs to put his foot down more on this arrogant little so and so Pyotr.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        I found this chapter somewhat more impenetrable than the previous few. I think it required a depth of knowledge (or willingness to look things up!) that I don’t have this evening.
Looking forward to the fete. It feels like it’s been a long time coming!
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        rolomoto (+7)

        Perhaps of interest, about the publishing history of Demons in Russia:
In Soviet times, the "anti-nihilistic novel" was officially considered an ideologically hostile phenomenon, slanderous towards the revolutionary movement, but at first it was possible to republish and study it. In 1935, the novel was banned, and after the start of the "Khrushchev thaw" it was republished only as part of Dostoevsky's collected works. The first mass editions of "Demons" after a long break came out in 1989.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I seem to recall hearing that Stalin liked Demons—is that true, or did I make it up? It’s obviously a rather surprising choice of book for him.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        It appears the above info is wrong. Stalin, in power from 1924-1953 did not ban Demons or Dostoyevsky:
research fellow of the philosophy faculty of Moscow State University Yuri Pushchayev correctly noted in his article “Soviet Dostoevsky: Dostoevsky in Soviet culture, ideology and philosophy”, “there was never talk of a complete ban or non-publication of Dostoevsky’s works, including during the Stalin years”. He further admitted that “Soviet ideologists noted Dostoevsky’s revolutionary past, humanism and his ardent sympathy for the humiliated and insulted, and his great skill as an artist and connoisseur of the mysteries of the human soul as positive aspects”.
In 1935 Demons was published and there were some who criticized the decision but the famous writer Maxim Gorky wrote an article in favor of the publication.
It was published several times under Stalin.
I can't find anything of Stalin having read Demons or at least talked of his opinion of it.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Pyotr continues buttering up Von Lembke and gives him an earful of (almost certainly false) intel. What do you think Petrusha’s trying to accomplish here? He’s so unnervingly fixated on “six days.” My guess would be that this corresponds with the day of the fete, though I don’t know for sure.
- “What do you mean by advising me? The factory has been cleaned; I gave the order and they’ve cleaned it.”/“And the workmen are in rebellion. They ought to be flogged, every one of them; that would be the end of it.”
Pyotr is just egging him on here, trying to drive him to violent suppression so the workmen really WILL rebel and even more chaos will ensue. I see you, Pyotr, you louse!
- ““Why, do you know that officer, then, too?”/ “I should think so. I had a gay time with him there for two days; he was bound to go out of his mind.”
Anyone else think that Pyotr might have been responsible for manipulating this already unstable man toward violence?
- “Von Lembke was in some agitation. Pyotr Stepanovitch crossed his legs.”
I forgot to note it on my unofficial Pyotr-not-sitting-straight tally yesterday, but he tucked his legs up under him last section and now he’s crossing them again. That’s instances four and five, respectively 😂
- “In fact, he was seen to be a straightforward man, awkward and impolitic from excess of humane feeling and perhaps from excessive sensitiveness—above all, a man of limited intelligence, as Von Lembke saw at once with extraordinary subtlety.”
Oh yeah, Petrusha’s a sensitive little blossom overflowing with compassion 😂 Andrey, I love you, but you’re not a smart man.
- “I beg you to save him, do you understand? I used to know him eight years ago, I might almost say I was his friend,” cried Pyotr Stepanovitch, completely carried away... “He must be saved, for this poem is his, his own composition, and it was through him it was published abroad; that I know for a fact, but of the manifestoes I really know nothing.”
This is bizarre. Pyotr’s simultaneously begging Von Lembke to spare Shatov while convincing Von Lembke that Shatov’s the one who wrote the poem. We know that Pyotr and Co. intend to murder Shatov, so I think this is Pyotr laying the groundwork to explain why Shatov will suddenly turn up dead (he was involved with dangerous people) and that he, Petrusha, had nothing to do with it (because he was trying to save him, after all!) What do you think? And how likely did you think it is that this poem was actually written by Lebyadkin or somebody? 😂
- “Why, Kirillov, of course; the letter was written to Kirillov abroad.… Surely you knew that?…He was Stavrogin’s second, a maniac, a madman; your sub-lieutenant may really only be suffering from temporary delirium, but Kirillov is a thoroughgoing madman—thoroughgoing, that I guarantee.”
Of all the characters in the book, Kirillov might be the most harmless. He just wants to play with babies, do calisthenics in his room, and kill himself to become god. So Pyotr painting him as a dangerous maniac makes me think that he might turn up dead too. Although if that’s the case, why did Nikolay warn Shatov and Lebyadkin but not Kirillov?
- “Lembke listened with attention but with an expression that seemed to say, “You don’t feed nightingales on fairy-tales.”
A Russian proverb meaning, basically, that words on their own achieve nothing.
- “The people will attack one after another, taking them to be guilty, and, fearing both sides, I repent of what I had no share in, my circumstances being what they are. If you want information to save the Fatherland, and also the Church and the ikons, I am the only one that can do it. But only on condition that I get a pardon from the Secret Police by telegram at once, me alone.”
This letter MUST be from Lebyadkin. Remember when he said he was going to inform on the conspirators? And Nikolay told him not to? Well, unfortunately, Lebyadkin’s very stupid, so he did it anyway.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        

This letter MUST be from Lebyadkin. Remember when he said he was going to inform on the conspirators? And Nikolay told him not to? Well, unfortunately, Lebyadkin’s very stupid, so he did it anyway.

Ahh, Lebyadkin… since you’ve read it already, I take it he is indeed the author. I should have known by the tone (and how stupid they call it)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I actually genuinely don’t remember! I think it’s probably him, because I don’t know who else it could be…but I could turn out to be totally wrong!


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        I think this Repentant Free Thinker must be Lebyadkin since he is trying to get some money out of it.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        So am I right in thinking that Pyotr is trying to get Andrey to believe in a conspiracy, including Shatov and Kirillov (and about 8 others but not Nikolai) which only Pyotr can save him from, but in return Andrey has to not clamp down on the “conspirators” for 6days. And some sort of evidence is a letter from Shatov saying that he can’t print a revolutionary (and awful) poem. The letter doesn’t prove anything - I don’t think it indicates that Shatov wrote the poem - he is just refusing to print it (good move Mr Shatov). And someone sent a crazy anonymous letter to Andrey asking for a pension (but how can he get a pension if he is anonymous?).
I think Pyotr is trying to get free rein for his gang of crazies for the next 6 days, after which he doesn’t care because the deed will presumably be done. We have already had a chapter called “on the eve of the fete” so the 6 days can’t be just to the fete - perhaps to Varvara’s counter-fete which was going to be a bit later?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        It does feel like he wants/needs those 6 days to do maximum damage, doesn't it? He really is a sinister little manipulator.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I think “Eve” is perhaps being used loosely here to mean “shortly before” but not necessarily “the day before”? My memory is failing me a little with this chapter, so I could be totally wrong about that. I think you’ve got Pyotr’s scheme fairly well sussed out!


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Is the “Eve” thing a translation issue?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh I definitely wouldn’t say that, I’m probably just incorrect! Or “eve” is being used in a really loose sense, which does happen sometimes.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        

And someone sent a crazy anonymous letter to Andrey asking for a pension (but how can he get a pension if he is anonymous?). 

I think the person in question wants to come and meet Anton if he leaves the candlelight on.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Pyotr talking of a manifesto he had seen:


“I remember there was a hatchet printed at the top of it. Allow me.” (He took up the manifesto.) “Yes, there’s the hatchet here too; that’s it, the very same.”

FD seems to have based this on an account of I.G. Pryzhov:
In I.G. Pryzhov's investigative testimony regarding the Nechaev (a nihilist who murdered someone)  case, it was noted: 'The yellow copper seal shown to me, oval in shape, with the inscription around it: "Committee of People's Retribution, February 19, 1870," and depicting an axe, is the very same one that, in my presence, was affixed to the blanks...' (blank manifestos).
Pyotr reads the poem A Noble Personality:


To share all the wealth in common,

And the antiquated thrall
Of the church, the home and marriage
To abolish once for all.
This is a  parody of Ogarev's poem "Student" dedicated "to my young friend Nechaev." The poem "Student" was printed in Geneva as a separate leaflet.
(Ograev and Nechaev were revolutionaries).
Pyotr mentions an officer in reference to the poem:


“You got it from that officer, I suppose, eh?” asked Pyotr Stepanovitch. 

He's referring to the lieutenant in the previous section who went mad and bit his commanding officer.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Pyotr to Lembke:


I’ve come to see you about a serious matter, and it’s as well you’ve sent your chimney-sweep away.

The 'chimney sweep' is the clerk Blum, a very clumsy and surly German whom he (Lembke) had brought with him from Petersburg, in spite of the violent opposition of Yulia Mihailovna.
Lembke's thoughts on Pyotr:


In fact, he was seen to be a straightforward man, awkward and impolitic from excess of humane feeling and perhaps from excessive sensitiveness—above all, a man of limited intelligence, as Von Lembke saw at once with extraordinary subtlety.

Pyotr sensitive and humane?? I think I missed something, am I reading the same book?
Pyotr:


All this is of no consequence; it’s the case of three men and a half

These three men and a half are apparently the leaders of the revolutionary movement, capable of sentencing traitors or those leaving the organization to death.
Pyotr:


The people who wrote to Yulia Mihailovna about me knew what they were talking about, and they said I was an honest man.…

Does anyone remember Yulia getting a letter about Pyotr?
Of Yulia:


“Yes, she has something of that fougue,” Andrey Antonovitch muttered with some satisfaction,

fougue: ardor, zeal


“H’m. I see that he is responsible for the manifestoes with the axe,” Lembke concluded almost majestically.

A reference to axes in made in a letter to the editor published in "Kolokol": Do you hear, poor people, "your hopes for me are absurd," the Tsar tells you. Who can we hope for now? For the landowners? No way, they are in cahoots with the Tsar and the Tsar is clearly on their side. Only hope for yourselves, for the strength of your hands: sharpen your axes, and get to work, abolish serfdom, in the words of the Tsar, "from below!" Get to work people, whoever waits will suffer grief; you have been waiting for a long time, and what have you gained?


Ah, Andrey Antonovitch, if the government only knew what sort of people these conspirators all are, they wouldn’t have the heart to lay a finger on them. Every single one of them ought to be in an asylum;

The original Russian says something like 'these people belong at the 7 mile marker' because at the 7 mile mark from St. Petersburg there was an insane asylum.
Pyotr talks of the people who join the movement:


Why don’t people of consequence join their ranks? Why are they all students and half-baked boys of twenty-two?

In the article "The Political Trial of 1869-1871," lawyer K. K. Arsenyev noted that of more than thirty defendants, only two had reached adulthood while the average age of the remaining twenty-nine defendants was 23 years.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        This is great information! I do recall there was an older woman Pyotr was acquainted with in Petersburg who recommended him highly, so hers is probably the letter they’re referring to. He has a way with mature women haha


    


    
        2whitie (+5)

        Pyotr seems to be one of those people that most others just tolerate/exist with, but dont particularly like. Why does Von Lembke seem to have such bad judgement/see him differently?
Also, Pyotr is  blatantly manipulative. Why is everyone just taking it?


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        We can see the manipulation, but Pyotr is an artist at telling each person exactly what they want to hear, so that they desperately want to believe him. And then they do whatever he wants.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Yes - Lembke changed his tune with Pyotr only after he heavily complimented his novel (though it was filled with back-handed ones, perhaps to keep it from being too obvious or because Pyotr just can’t help himself…)
He’s got quite a handle on emotional abuse


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Hmmm interesting chapter. My theory is that Pyotr and Nikolai must be the leaders of this secret society that is maneuvering in the shadows. So by offering up names like Kirillov and Shatov, Pyotr is trying to show that he is not involved in the group?
We know that Shatov has turned away from his former radical views so I feel like he is not a member of the revolutionary society. So he must be a sacrificial lamb.
Maybe Shatov also has to be removed because of his insult to Nikolai? Not sure why Kirillov has to be given up though, as he only seems interested in his own theories. Maybe just a useful patsy.
Unless Pyotr is trying to remove an ally of Nikolai in Kirillov? Is Pyotr trying to make a power play and take control of the society by isolating Nikolai? Not sure if ally is the right word for their relationship, but Kirillov was entrusted to be his second in the duel. There seems to be a respect between them.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        More shenanigans. I almost feel sorry for Lembke given how much Pyotr is giving him the runaround. Six days, six days! It seems so patently trumped up, but he doesn’t see a word of it.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

I came to tell you something serious, and it's a good


thing you sent that chimney sweep of yours away.Why? Is she a Lipu-rat?


A man of high birth he was not, Among the people he cast his


lot.
Hounded by the wrath of tsars, The jealous malice of boyars,Is this who Stepan's beliefs himself to be? I suspect he wrote this?


All were awaiting his return So they could go without concern


To rid themselves of cruel boyars, To rid themselves of greedy
tsars, To hold all property as one, And take their just revenge
upon Marriage, church, and family ties— Evils in which the old
world lies.This is quite, radical. Even the most extreme communist wouldn't think of destroying family ties and marriage. Is the writer being hunter for this poem?


I've come to ask you to save one man,


one more fool, a madman perhaps, in the name of his youth, his
misfortunes, in the name of your own humanenessIs it Nik?


above all, a none-too-bright man, as von


Lembke judged at once with extreme subtlety, and as he had long
supposed him to be, especially during the last week, alone in his
study, especially at night, when he privately cursed him with all his
might for his inexplicable successes with Yulia Mikhailovna.Seems he can be subdued quite easily once there's actual pushback. Petrosha is just a schoolground bully.


it's


Shatov😱😱Well that says a lot about why he rejected Liza's idea. I should have known this was too extreme to be the work of Stepan. Has he been driven to the brink, given that Nik has taken both his sister and his kinda-sorta crush (Marya).
1)In short, one beheld a direct man, but an awkward and impolitic
one, owing to an excess of humane feeling and a perhaps
unnecessary ticklishness


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        This is one element of the story I genuinely don’t remember well, so I could be wrong, but I highly suspect the poem was actually written by Lebyadkin or someone. I definitely don’t think it’s Shatov’s work; the members of the conspiracy just tried to make him print it.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        It seems my translation counted the chapters differently. Did this chapter in yours have the portion where Petrosha asks Lembke not to go after Nik. I have 2 chapter 4s


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Yeah that’s section 3 for me. That’s weird that your version has two section 4s! What version are you reading?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        Richard Pevear and Larissa Volokhonsku


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Gosh! Quite an oversight on their part!
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He ran to Filipov's house in Bogoyavlensky Street.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Von Lembke’s overzealous relative Blum is planning to search Stepan’s house. Meanwhile, Pyotr drops by Karmazinov’s house seemingly just to say rude things and eat his food 😂
RYLIEV AND HERZEN
- “He keeps all the forbidden books, Ryliev’s ‘Reflections,’ all Herzen’s works.…”
We’ve already discussed Herzen, who’s often considered the precursor to Russian socialism. Kondraty Ryleyev (1795-1826) was a Russian poet and a leading “Decembrist”—that is, part of the group that tried to overthrow the monarchy in 1825. He was arrested, questioned (he never implicated anyone else, which is pretty cool anyway), and executed. He had continued to write revolutionary verses right up until his death.
KAMMERHERR
- “The great writer was staying in the house belonging to his sister, who was the wife of a kammerherr and had an estate in the neighbourhood.”
“Kammerherr” literally translates to “chamberlain” in English. The word was adopted as a title within the Russian imperial court.
GENERAL NOTES 🤔
- “We will make a search suddenly early in the morning, carefully showing every consideration for the person himself and strictly observing all the prescribed forms of the law. The young men, Lyamshin and Telyatnikov, assert positively that we shall find all we want.”
Blum plans to carry out a raid on Stepan’s house, having evidently received intel from Lyamshin (the traitor!) and Telyatnikov (one of the guys who worked with the previous governor—he was in the room when Nikolai bit the previous governor’s ear). But how much do you wanna bet Pyotr’s actually behind this? He can distract Blum from his own machinations while further torturing his dad. Two birds with one stone!
- “You don’t … wouldn’t like some lunch?” inquired Karmazinov…with an air, of course, which would prompt a polite refusal. Pyotr Stepanovitch at once expressed a desire for lunch.”
Okay, I hate Petrusha, but the blatant disrespect he shows Karmazinov in this section is so hilarious. If he wasn’t such an evil little turd, I’d almost kind of like him here.
- “Let me see, I have read something.… ‘On the Way’ or ‘Away!’ or ‘At the Parting of the Ways’—“
This is almost certainly a reference to something, but the potential titles Pyotr gives are too general for me to figure out what.
- “Russia as she is has no future. I have become a German and I am proud of it.”
A not-so-subtle dig at Turgenev, who lived abroad in Western Europe for most of his adult life.
- ““And what’s your opinion of Stavrogin?”/“I don’t know; he is such a flirt.”
A flirt??? 😂
- “It will begin early next May and will be over by October,” Pyotr Stepanovitch said suddenly. / “I thank you sincerely,” Karmazinov pronounced in a voice saturated with feeling, pressing his hands.”
Do you think Pyotr is giving Karmazinov genuine intel, or is he just messing with him here? Karmazinov is desperate to get out of dodge because, as an aristocrat, he’d be first against the wall in the event of a revolution. But I’m not convinced Pyotr would actually help him escape that fate.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

- “Let me see, I have read something.… ‘On the Way’ or ‘Away!’ or ‘At the Parting of the Ways’—“

This is almost certainly a reference to something, but the potential titles Pyotr gives are too general for me to figure out what.
According ti the notes, its a parody of various liberal works. Which had titles such as " On the Eve", "what is to be done", "nowhere to go"


Do you think Pyotr is giving Karmazinov genuine intel, or is he just messing with him here? Karmazinov is desperate to get out of dodge because, as an aristocrat, he’d be first again the wall in the event of a revolution. But I’m not convinced Pyotr would actually help him escape that fate.

I think Petrosha will help him. The end of their convo is described too romantically for it to go any other way, with them looking deeply into one another's eyes and holding hands. And given the time period, making Petrosha a homosoexual in order to emohasize his dubious nature would be par for the course.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Yeah that makes sense! “What is to Be Done,” “Who is to Blame,” a lot of leftist works had vague names like that.
I think Petrusha’s sexual orientation is just “evil, hahahaha 😂 But some people do read him as gay, so you’re not alone in that. I’m not sure if he can feel love toward ANYONE, though.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

“You will have time to get out of the ship, you rat,” Pyotr Stepanovitch was thinking as he went out into the street.

Very romantic indeed


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        He's a toxic flirt. Guys love a bad boy😎


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I quite like Blum - he seems a bit independent of all the politicking ladies, hasn’t been bought out by Pyotr, and just wants to support Andrey and catch baddies. I’m afraid he might have been misled by Lyamshin though.
Does this mean that Lyamshin is one of Pyotr’s crew and is setting Andrey onto Stepan just to humiliate them both?
And did Pyotr really admit to being part of a secret society planning a revolution in May? Seems a bit implausible that he would admit to such a thing. So presumably this is just part of another misdirection campaign.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Poor old Blum, he’s unfailingly loyal and had Von Lembke’s best interests at heart, but he gets treated like some kind of albatross just because he’s unlucky. The fact that Yulia won’t even let him use his own name and patronymic… 😂
Lyamshin has been hanging out with Pyotr and his crowd, so I think I it’s safe to say he’s ditched Stepan and is all about Verkhovensky Jr. now. I’m kind of outraged that he could backstab Stepan to such an extreme extent! But then again, he seems like the kind of guy with no fixed loyalties. He’s quite literally in it for the lulz.
I agree, I think the revolution in May is misdirection. Petrusha neither likes nor respects Karmazinov, so he wouldn’t give him such valuable intel if it were actually true.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Blum talking of Stepan:


“He was only a lecturer, only a lecturer, and of a low rank when he retired.”

Alluding to T. N. Granovsky, whom Herzen in "My Past and Thoughts" repeatedly called a "lecturer". That is, not a professor.
The position of kammerherr or chamberlain, a fairly high rank in the Tsar's time basically fell into politicking and as a result, over time, the rank began to lose its former significance. In the second half of the 19th century, the rank of chamberlain was awarded to many people who had no relation to service at court (for example, the poets Tyutchev and Fet, the composer Rimsky-Korsakov). The chamberlain's office was abolished together with the imperial court during the 1917 February Revolution.


But Pyotr Stepanovitch knew by experience that, though Karmazinov made a show of kissing him, he really only proffered his cheek, and so this time he did the same: the cheeks met.

In a letter to A. N. Maikov dated August 16, 1867, Dostoevsky wrote about Turgenev: "I also don't like his aristocratic-farcical embrace with which he tries to kiss you, but offers you his cheek."
of Pyotr's reading habits:


“In the way of Russian literature? Let me see, I have read something.… ‘On the Way’ or ‘Away!’ or ‘At the Parting of the Ways’—something of the sort; I don’t remember. It’s a long time since I read it, five years ago. I’ve no time.” 

Note: I think "On the road"  and "At the Crossroads" would be a better translations:
This is a play on the title of the three-volume novel by P. D. Boborykin "On the Road!" (1864). Dostoevsky responded to its appearance immediately after the novel was published. In his notebook for 1864-1865 he noted: "Mr. Boborykin, having traveled 'on the road', came to the conclusion that there was nowhere else to go, and has forked off into two country roads". According to M. D. Elzon, the title "At the Crossroads" may be related to the title of the novel by V. G. Avseenko "At the Crossroads" (1870)
Europe is compared to Babylon:


If the Babylon out there really does fall...

This idea is from the book of Revelation: "Babylon has fallen, has fallen, the great city, because she has made all the nations drink the furious wine of her fornication."
Karmazinov:


So far as I see and am able to judge, the whole essence of the Russian revolutionary idea lies in the negation of honour...the open ‘right to dishonour’ will attract him (i.e. Russians) more than anything.

A phrase from the first "Edition of the Society of People's Justice" is played on: "We are from the people, with skin pierced by the teeth of the modern system, guided by hatred for everything non-people, having no concept of moral obligations and honor in relation to the world that we hate and from which we expect nothing but evil"
The expression "right to dishonor" refers to the "Code of Punishments", according to which "dishonor" (personal insult) was considered an act punishable by law. The person subjected to dishonor could, without initiating a criminal case, file a claim for monetary compensation.
Karamazinov asks when the revolution will begin:


“It will begin early next May and will be over by October,” Pyotr Stepanovitch said suddenly. 

According to the plan adopted by the Nechayevites (revolutionaries) in October 1869 the beginning of the uprising was scheduled for the spring of 1870.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Thank you for all this great information! It’s hilarious that Dostoevsky put Turgenev’s annoying little embrace-cheek-kiss maneuver in the story 😂 He really just hated everything about the guy!
Thanks for the info about “On the Road” and “Crosseoads.” I was sure Pyotr’s words must be a reference to some work that actually existed, but I couldn’t figure out what.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Pyotr is such a little brat to Karmazinov, it's almost funny. You can see him sitting in one of his strange positions eating his chop too. No way is that man going to sit normally to eat.
Not sure of Blum's role yet, but it does feel like he is on von Lembke's side at least. It definitely feels like Pyotr is behind it all somehow though


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Pyotr’s behavior toward Karmazinov is sooooo funny. If all Pyotr did in the story was go around being disrespectful toward self-important rich people, he’d be my favorite character! I love how he lights up a cigarette without permission too 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

"But, Kirillov, finally; the note was written to Kirillov abroad...


Didn't you know? What's annoying is that you may only be
pretending with me, and knew about these verses a long, long time
ago, that's the thing! How else would they turn up on your desk?
They did get there somehow! So why are you tormenting me?"Lembkke isn't that good a schemer bro.


"Listen,


dear heart, I did have to get acquainted with you, after all, that's
why I've been speaking to you in this style of mine. It's not only you,
I make many acquaintances this way. Maybe I had to figure out your
character."Is this a ploy or is he being real.


"What about Stavrogin?"


"I mean, if they're such friends?"
"Ah, no, no, no! You're way off the mark, though you are
cunning. And you even surprise me. I thought you were not
uninformed with regard to that.This makes me suspicious. Is he actually trying to save Shatov or doom him? Perhaps what he's gathered is that Lembke is that type to pounce on this opportunity and the distrust he's spent months fostering with cause Lembke to go after Nik as well whilst providing plausible denialibity for Petrosha. I think he's doing all this with the knowledge that Lembke isn't going to give him 6 days and is counting on it.


A rebellion is inpreparation, there being several thousand tracts, and a hundred men


will run after each one with their tongues hanging out, if not taken
away by the authorities beforehand, for a multitude is promised as a
reward, and the simple people are stupid, and also vodka.u/Environmental_Cut556 if a rebellion has been brewing for a while isn't it possible the kids who attempted to lynch their own mother are involved on some level and that this political caltrop is what lead to said attempt.


"So what do you think?" Pyotr Stepanovich asked almost rudely.


"I should suppose that this is an anonymous lampoon, a
mockery."
"Most likely that's what it is. You're not to be hoodwinked."
"Mainly because it's so stupid."That is most certainly not a lampoon. It was probably written by Petrosha himself.


Pyotr Stepanovich was perhaps not a stupid man, but Fedka the


Convict rightly said of him that he "invents a man and then lives with
him." He went away from von Lembke quite certain that he had set
him at ease for at least six days, and he needed the time badly. But
this notion was a false one, and it all rested on his having invented
Andrei Antonovich as a perfect simpleton, from the very start, once
and for all.Oh. Guess I was wrong then, he was earnest about the 6 days. And Lembke is a better schemer than I thought.


Andrei Antonovich had nursed a most touching sympathy for


him, and wherever he could, as he himself succeeded in the service,
kept promoting him to subordinate positions within his jurisdiction,
but the man had no luck anywhere.Nice and loving but this is still nepotism.


Either the position would be


abolished, or the superior would be replaced, or else he was once
almost put on trial along with some others.Goddamn, how much does he suck at things?


He and his wife, with their numerous children,


nursed a long-standing and reverential affection for Andrei
Antonovich. Except for Andrei Antonovich, no one had ever loved
him.What about his wife and numerous children. Well given what we've seen previously, some children can be outright demented.


He had


long known, too, about Andrei Antonovich's literary peccadilloes. He
was mainly summoned to listen to his novels in secret, intimate
readings, would sit it out like a post for six hours on end; sweated,
exerted all his strength to smile and not fall asleep;🤣🤣🤣Imagine even the person you're looking after finding your literary expeditions so boring.
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)"I've said all kinds of things. I say the same things now, too, only
these ideas shouldn't be pursued the way those fools do it, that's the
point.
#Quotes of the day:
1)"Yes, she does have something of that fougue," Andrei
Antonovich muttered, not without pleasure, at the same time
regretting terribly that this ignoramus should dare to express himself
quite so freely about Yulia Mikhailovna.
2)"Granted she may be a genius, a
literary woman, but—she'll scare the sparrows away. She couldn't
hold out for six hours, much less six days.
3)He had
long known, too, about Andrei Antonovich's literary peccadilloes. He
was mainly summoned to listen to his novels in secret, intimate
readings, would sit it out like a post for six hours on end; sweated,
exerted all his strength to smile and not fall asleep;
4)on coming home
would lament, together with his long-legged and lean-fleshed wife,
over their benefactor's unfortunate weakness for Russian literature.
5)Yulia Mikhailovna appeared. She
stopped majestically on seeing Blum, looked him over haughtily and
offendedly, as if the man's very presence there were an insult to her.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        •	⁠isn’t it possible the kids who attempted to lynch their own mother are involved in some level and that this political caltrop is what led to said attempt
It’s entirely possible that the psycho matricidal kids are involved in the extremist movement in some way! Dostoevsky hasn’t told us as much, but since the book focuses on the general decay of morals caused by radical ideas imported from Western Europe, we can speculate that the kids might be part of that.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

The little old lady


notified Moscow almost daily of how he had reposed and upon what
he had been pleased to dine, and once sent a telegram with thenews that he had been obliged, after a formal dinner at the mayor's,
to take a spoonful of a certain medication.Quite intrusive.


"You wouldn't... Would you care for some lunch?" the host asked,


abandoning his habit this time, but, of course, with an air that
clearly prompted a polite refusal. Pyotr Stepanovich at once did care
to have lunch. A shadow of hurt amazement darkened his host's
face, but only for a moment; he nervously rang for the servant and,
in spite of all his good breeding, raised his voice squeamishly as he
ordered a second lunch to be served.🤣🤣🤣I do the same when I invite someone to have a bite of my meal but I really want them to say no😭


"But Moscow can also burn down, and my manuscript with it. No,


I'd better send right now."For a man so paranoid he does seem very relaxed and well fed.


am now moving abroad for good; the climate is better there, andthey build in stone, and everything is stronger.

Did Russia not use stone for it's building at this time.


As far as I


can see and am able to judge, the whole essence of the Russian
revolutionary idea consists in a denial of honor. I like the way it is so
boldly and fearlessly expressed.I think Petrosha best exemplifies this denial of honour through his actions, especially regarding the assassin.


No, in Europe they still won't


understand it, but here it is precisely what they will fall upon. For the
Russian, honor is simply a superfluous burden. And it has always
been a burden, throughout his history.Given that the rest of Europe would go on to colonize the world and have two world wars I think they're not completely sold on the idea of honour either. Most of the world isn't tbf.


Karmazinov had come to hate Stavrogin, because he made a


habit of taking no notice of him.🤨


"This philanderer," he said, tittering, "will probably be the first to


be hung from a limb, if what's preached in those tracts ever gets
carried out."Wait, is this a power play. I think Petrosha is trying to maneuver a power


How should I know?" Pyotr Stepanovich replied, somewhat


rudely. They gazed intently into each other's eyes.💘


They both gazed at


each other still more intently.
There was a minute of silence.

"I sincerely thank you," Karmazinov said in a heartfelt voice,


squeezing his hands.Oh this is getting steamy
So Petrosha wanted the 6 days so he could sell property and gather some money. Is he selling out the revolution or trying to take over, I'm not entirely sure. His motives seem deliberately vague but this borderline romance with Karma makes me think he's earnest with him.


"You'll have time, rat, to leave the ship!"

Does he work with Liputin🤔
#Karmas of the day:
1)"this ignoramus probably understood all the sharpness
of my phrase just now... and he certainly read the manuscript
eagerly and is just lying with something in mind. Yet it may also be
that he's not lying, but is quite genuinely stupid. I like it when a man
of genius is somewhat stupid. Isn't he really some sort of genius
hereabouts? Devil take him, anyway."
2)"Indeed," he
grinned, not without venom, "I intend to live as long as possible.
There is something in the Russian gentry that very quickly wears
out, in all respects.
3)here in Russia there is nothing to collapse,
comparatively speaking. We won't have stones tumbling down,
everything will dissolve into mud. Holy Russia is least capable in all
the world of resisting anything. Simple people still hang on somehow
by the Russian God; but the Russian God, according to the latest
reports, is rather unreliable and even barely managed to withstand
the peasant reform;
#Quotes of the day:
1) When Pyotr Stepanovich entered, he
was eating his little morning cutlet with half a glass of red wine.
Pyotr Stepanovich had visited him before and always found him over
this little morning cutlet, which he went on eating in his presence
without ever offering him anything.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Pyotr is definitely not as funny as he thinks he is, though I did enjoy him accepting the lunch and then hungrily eating it.
I think there was the phrase “literary peccadillos,” which I really like.
Blum seems painfully dour. Had we met him before? I’m struggling to keep who’s who straight in my mind.


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        How do you define section 2.7.2a and 2.7.2b? The Garnett is just 2.7.2


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        That is how it was split on Librivox. But we have changed it and we will now read the whole part in one. Makes it way easier for people.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 6 - Section 6

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Schedule:
Tuesday: Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 6
Wednesday: Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 7
Thursday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 1
Friday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2a
Monday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2b
Discussion prompts:
1. What do you think of Kirillov's seeming enjoyment of life (see gymnastics) versus his desire to end said life?
2. Kirillov has agreed to take the blame for whatever craziness Pyotr is planning before taking his own life. Do you think this is a sound plan?
3. What do you think of the plan for Kirillov to imitate an inspector at the meeting?
4. It seems like Fedka has agreed to murder someone under orders from Pyotr. Who do you think is the target?
5. What did you think of Pyotr's threat to hang Shatov?
6. It seems like the poem "A Noble Personality" was Pyotr's composition. Did you correctly guess this?
7. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:



Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 7


25 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        Pyotr’s busy evening continues! He drops by Kirillov’s to make sure he’s still planning on killing himself. He drops by Shatov’s to reassure him that he doesn’t consider him a traitor. And he’s invited both to a Name Day party/secret meeting of anti-government radicals. I think I was wrong before and this is literally the night before the fete—I just can’t believe what a busy little bee Petrusha is in such a short amount of time!
- “He found him, as usual, alone, and at the moment practising gymnastics, that is, standing with his legs apart, brandishing his arms above his head in a peculiar way.”
Isn’t it interesting how Kirillov is taking care of his body despite his plans to kill it in the not-too-distant future? I guess he figures he might as well stay healthy until the fateful day arrives.
- “The idea had arisen in the society,” he went on in the same voice, “that I might be of use if I killed myself, and that when you get up some bit of mischief here, and they are looking for the guilty, I might suddenly shoot myself and leave a letter saying I did it all, so that you might escape suspicion for another year.”
Wow, what a scheme! So Pyotr has convinced Kirillov to take the fall for the society’s crimes, since he’s planning on killing himself anyway. And Kirillov agrees because…well, when you’re going to redeem all of humanity with your death, taking the fall for a few manifestos is pretty insignificant, right? So why not?
- “Why, because that member of the society, the inspector, has stopped at Moscow and I told some of them here that possibly the inspector may turn up to-night; and they’ll think that you are the inspector.”
It’s interesting to try to figure out how much of this society and their activities is real and how much is just Pyotr spinning yarns. For example, he’s evidently convinced his co-conspirators that an inspector from Moscow is one of their members and now needs Kirillov to play the part. He’s also told Von Lembke that he’s reformed and Karmazinov that a revolution will start in May, both of which are almost certainly untrue. So he lies to his enemies, he lies to his comrades, and it’s not entirely clear what his end goal is.
- “Tell them I am the inspector; I’ll sit still and hold my tongue, but I won’t have the pencil and paper.”/“But why?”/“I don’t want to.”
Kirillov does these little things to assert his agency even as he agrees to be the fall-guy. Which sort of makes sense, because his suicide is meant to be the ultimate expression of agency—not just his own, but that of all humanity. It’s not a passive act of despair. It’s an active declaration of the human right to free will.
- “Yes, at night. He abuses you tremendously. I’ve been reading the ‘Apocalypse’ to him at night, and we have tea.”
The Apocalypse, i.e. the Book of Revelation. We’ve already talked some about Kirillov’s religious convictions, but what do you think about the assertion that Fedka the Convict is a dedicated Christian?
- “I would not, of course, have dragged you there, knowing your way of thinking at present … simply to save your being worried, not because we think you would betray us.”
Uh-huh. Sure, Petrusha. Stavrogin’s already warned Shatov that the conspirators plan on killing him, so these words from Pyotr are almost certainly lies intended to get Shatov to lower his guard.
- “They say here that you simply meant to deceive them, so that you might betray them when you got hold of something important. I have defended you to the best of my powers, and have shown your brief note as evidence in your favour.”
Lol I don’t believe that for a second! If anyone’s the driving force behind the plot to murder poor Shatov, it’s probably Pyotr!


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        

Isn’t it interesting how Kirillov is taking care of his body despite his plans to kill it in the not-too-distant future?

What the heck kind of exercise ball were they using? Pyotr puts it in his back pocket:
“I want to talk to him about something important.… I say, make me a present of your ball; what do you want with it now? I want it for gymnastics too. I’ll pay you for it if you like.”
“You can take it without.” Pyotr Stepanovitch put the ball in the back pocket of his coat.


do you think about the assertion that Fedka the Convict is a dedicated Christian?

I think the Bible says: "Thou shalt not kill"


“He is a Christian as it is. Don’t be uneasy, he’ll do the murder. Whom do you want to murder?”



    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Yeah, was anyone else first picturing a yoga ball?? 😂
I wonder if it’s a ball for wrist exercises maybe? Not that that’s gymnastics…


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I was imagining a medicine ball, heavy and covered with leather. So yes I got a shock when it went into a back pocket. Is this a translation issue and it was some sort of bag - a very large pocket?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        That would help explain how he’s whipping out speeches he forgot he had from that same back pocket


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I was also imagining a medicine ball 😂 But then I remembered the part where Kirillov is playing with the baby by bouncing the ball against the floor, so I thought of one of the basketball-sized rubber balls we used to play kickball in elementary school. But a rubber ball small enough for Pyotr to put in his pocket…how do you exercise with that?? 🤣🤣🤣


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I forgot about the baby ball! It made a bit of sense to be tennis ball sized to roll wrists, it would be ok for a baby and should fit in the back pocket but be hella awkward… but maybe it’s one of those little bouncing ball sized ones instead? Like the ones you used to get in those toy/keychain vending machines. I don’t know if they made them so small back then, but it could be used for coordination exercises by bouncing it off the wall. It would be discreet in a back pocket, choking hazard for the baby though… I’m very interested in this ball now 🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Forget about whatever Pyotr is planning, we've gotta unravel the mystery of this ball! 🤣🤣🤣


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        In the Garnett Translation Pyotr says: "What a jolly ball, though; foo, how it bounces! Is that for gymnastics too?"
So it's definitely a bouncy ball. What the hell kind of gymnastics is this guy doing?


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        If you think about the history of western civilisation, there seems to be no inconsistency about being a Christian and killing people. It’s just a question of who is telling you to kill.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

what do you think about the assertion that Fedka the Convict is a dedicated Christian?

He has to be. One must try to live with themselves somehow after committing something as gracious as murder. One if the things which makes Abrahams religions so powerful is that they provide redemption for one's sins no matter how psychotic.
Take General mosquito. One of the most brutal warlords of the Liberian civil war who murdered and cannibalised innocent children, reforming himself into a Christian and preaching against violence at the end of the war.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Oh wow, that’s a very intense and fitting example. Do you think Fedka has a hard time living with himself? He seems so nonchalant about the crimes he commits. But maybe that’s only on the outside.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        I think it haunts him. But he would try to justify it to himself by saying he's doing God's work. He would point to actions like Moses killing the slavedriver or Gideon fighting Jericho. He has to see himself as some sort of biblical hero doing a good.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        What does Kirillov know about Stavrogin? Something counter to the movement?


“But I’ll give you nothing against Stavrogin,” Kirillov muttered after his guest, as he saw him out. The latter looked at him in amazement but did not answer.

Shatov wants out of the movement, thankfully Pyotr has put in a good word:


I have defended you to the best of my powers

Somehow I doubt that...
Why would Pyotr be curious about Kirillov being alone?


“I’m going,” Pyotr Stepanovitch brought out with positive alacrity, getting up at once. “Only one word: Kirillov is quite alone in the lodge now, isn’t he, without a servant?”

Earlier on Pyotr claimed that Shatov wrote the poem A Noble Personality:


“You see, it’s like this,” Pyotr Stepanovitch burst out. “He wrote this poem here six months ago, but he couldn’t get it printed here, in a secret printing press, and so he asks to have it printed abroad.… That seems clear.” 

But Shatov says to Pyotr:


“And that contemptible ‘Noble Personality’ of yours, that I wouldn’t print here. Has it been printed?” he asked.



“Yes.” 

So, it would appear that Pyotr may have actually written the poem since Shatov calls it 'yours'.


    


    
        awaiko (+5)

        Pyotr continues to dominate people today! Kirillov seems to foolishly agree with whatever Pyotr is suggesting, and I can’t imagine how him impersonating the inspector is going to go.
And Fedka! He seems like a very bad idea to be around. They’re all speaking far too openly and casually about murdering someone.
I absolutely did not guess that A Noble Personality would be from Pyotr. I can’t keep these things straight! Too many manifestos and underhand sneaky dealings, and sly references to what said what and to whom and where it was said.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It’s especially difficult because it’s hard to tell if literally ANYTHING Pyotr says is true. He seems to be lying to the other society members about who else is in the society. Meanwhile, he’s lying to Yulia, Von Lembke, Varvara, and others by presenting himself as a reformed radical. And then he’s also telling Karmazinov that he’s STILL a revolutionary and that an actual revolution will start in May. I’m not sure if he’s said a single true thing throughout the entire story so far!


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Pyotr Stepanovich went first to Kirillov. He was alone, as usual,


and this time was doing exercises in the middle of the room— that
is, he was standing with his legs apart, whirling his arms above his
head in some special way.🤣🤣


"A thought occurred in the Society," he went on in the same


voice, "that I could be useful if I killed myself, and that one day
when you got into some kind of mischief and they were looking forculprits, I could suddenly shoot myself and leave a letter that I had
done it all, so that they wouldn't suspect you for a whole year."Can he still become a god if he uses his death for such an earthly purpose? Why am I even trying to understand the mind of an anachronistic philosopher


"That's a lie, they're looking for him, and here so far it's


inconspicuous. Do you really get to talking with him?"
"Yes, all night. He says very bad things about you.Do y'all think Fedka will remain in Pyotr's employ or will he betray him?


I have to talk with him about an important... You know, why


don't you give me your ball? What do you need it for now? I, too, for
exercise. I'll even pay money for itWhy does he exercise when he intends to die?


"And I won't give you anything against Stavrogin," Kirillov


muttered behind him, letting his visitor out. The latter looked at him
in surprise, but did not respond.Kirillov's last words confused Pyotr Stepanovich greatly; he still
had not had time to make sense of them,Does Petrosha not have any design on Nik? I was under the suspicion he wanted to throw him under the bus. Despite following him for the past few chapters his motives get murkier and murkier.


"Not in the least," Shatov jumped up nervously, "I'm not ill at all,


my head is a little..."
He was even at a loss; the sudden appearance of such a visitor
decidedly frightened him.Why is he frightened. Has someone informed him  of the noose tightening around him?


'The Shining Light' to print here, and to keep the


copies somewhere here with you until called for; and two tracts as
well. You sent it all back with an ambiguous letter that meant
nothing."So Petrosha wrote it himself. I think I need to go back and reread it to get a better understanding of his motivations.


Today some of our people are getting together at Virginsky's,


under the pretense of his birthday; there will be no other tinge—
that's been seen to. I'll come with Nikolai Stavrogin. I certainly
wouldn't drag you there, knowing your present way of thinkingI think Blum is going to spring at trap on them at that birthday party.


"Who the devil cares! ..." Shatov cried out furiously. "Let your


fools think I denounced them, it's not my business! I'd like to see
what you can do to me."
"You'd be marked out and hanged at the first success of the
revolution."
"That's when you seize supreme power and subjugate Russia?"How do they intend to overthrow the gov't? They don't seem to have the resources for a military coup, why not use connections like Yulia and Lembke to get their people into the right positions.


I could wish for nothing better,


nothing better! The Russian God himself is helping out!"What makes them so confident. They must have some very big backers If they're so sure this revolution will be a success and they'll be able to hang traitors to the cause.
#Kirillovisms of the day:
1) "I did not confide it, I simply told it."
2)"I did not pledge, I consented,
#Quotes of the day:
1) Your face is... well, in short, you
have a fatal face.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I was wondering the same things about Kirillov’s death, I had to reread the section on his philosophy. I think he believes what he is doing will transcend anything his death would be used for after the fact. One way I interpreted it is that when he dies, the world instantly changes, and so he could agree to anything today since it won’t be seen through after his death (due to the great change). The other way is that when he dies, he will then have the power of god to make changes, and so whatever a small group in a small corner of the world is doing with his death is really of no consequence.
And it does seem silly for him to exercise when he knows he wants to kill himself. I’m thinking he is just living life as normal until then or he thinks when he becomes god it might be relational to how he was as a human (weak, sickly man = weak, sickly god 😂) or he hasn’t actually fully thought through what it means. He romanticizes/dramatizes/grandeur-izes his death but doesn’t consider what it would actually mean to be… not alive


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        In terms of what resources the society actually has, it’s really hard to tell at this point. Pyotr’s such an inveterate liar that the society could conceivably be thousands strong or just like, three people. If an investigator really were involved, it would imply that the society had members within the government itself, which would make their chances of success much higher. But again, this is probably another of Pyotr’s lies.
Fedka hates Pyotr so much that I wouldn’t put anything past him! Then again, he’s homeless and starving with no income, so that makes him pretty easy to control/manipulate.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I love how Kirillov is just so commited to the idea of committing, and everyone is just so whatever about it. It's just absolutely mad.
He says he's prepared to take the fall for whatever is being planned, but not everything. I like that he's just so in control, and can't be manipulated even beyond the grave I guess it will be.
Pyotr has his fingers in so many pies, I wonder just how well everything will go down, since he's feeding different stories to so many different people. Hard to keep track of!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It really seems like Pyotr is only in this for Pyotr, doesn’t it? At this point, I’m not even convinced he’s a committed revolutionary. He’s probably just using the movement for his own ends—maybe even purely to get back at daddy!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        So Kirillov told Pyotr that he would kill himself on a date to be set by the secret society. But he doesn’t feel committed, so he could just change his mind. I kind of understand “I want to put an end to my life, because that’s my idea, because I don’t want to be afraid of death”. In this period he is practicing not being afraid of death, so he is willing to tell Pyotr that he will kill himself. But when the time comes, maybe it will no longer meet his objectives (he will have proved to himself that he is not afraid of death) so maybe he won’t do it. That’s what I hope anyway.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Fingers crossed! I like Kirillov—I think he’s a good guy, and I don’t want him to die 😭


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. I get the distinct impression is not Kirillov is not going to kill himself when it gets down to it.
2. I can’t see how this is a sound plan, Peter is alarmed at multiple points and some of the comments Kirillov is doing, I don’t think he’s reliable. Frankly, I hope he isn’t and Peter gets what’s coming to him.
3. This seems like the most sound plan of bunch
4. I was thinking Marya but what does that do as for political violence. I’m thinking it has to be one of nobility.  But why would the governor go for it
5. I do think that Shatov is going to be killed by someone. We seem to be seeing conflict between Peter and Nikolai. I wonder if one will end up killing the other.
6. I didn’t, but that’s mostly because I could see it be written by anyone in the Society.
7. I just want to know who is going to get assassinated. It seems the aim is to send Russia into Chaos for a communist take over


    


    
        bluebirds_and_oak (+1)

        I think I missed where Pyotr threatened to hang Shatov. And that he wrote “A Noble Personality”. Can someone help me out?


    

Part 2 - Chapter 6 - Section 7

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Wednesday: Part 2 Chapter 6 Section 7
Thursday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 1
Friday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2
Monday: Part 2 Chapter 8
Before we dive into the chapter, we have a change of schedule. Librivox splits Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2  in two. It doesn't seem overly long so we have decided to change the schedule to read this entire part on Friday.
Discussion Prompts:
1. Mavriky implores Nikolai to marry Liza. What did you think about this?
2. Were you surprised that Nikolai told Mavriky that he was married?
3. Apparently Pyotr egged Mavriky on to offer to stand aside to let Nikolai marry Liza. Why do you think he did so?
4. Stavrogin walks in the middle of the pavement leaving no room for Pyotr. What do you think this says about Stavrogin?
5. Pyotr: "Only remember, a secret has it's price" Stavrogin: "I know what it costs". Thoughts on this exchange?
6. Stavrogin says the easiest way to get loyalty from a group is to get them to kill another member for being a traitor. Pyotr's response to that is interesting. What do you think Pyotr is implying?
7. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


It's a very simple business.

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 1


17 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Mavriky begs Nikolai to marry Liza, who is going out of her mind with the strain of her unrequited love. (Such 19th-century drama!) Pyotr lays his cards on the table, revealing that there probably is no centralized revolutionary movement. He’s just made the society members THINK there is. We still don’t know what his end game is, but at least the scope (or lack thereof) of his “movement” is a little clearer.
- “If you can, marry Lizaveta Nikolaevna,” Mavriky Nikolaevitch brought out suddenly at last, and what was most curious, it was impossible to tell from his tone whether it was an entreaty, a recommendation, a surrender, or a command.”
Poor Mavriky Nikolaevitch. He sees what’s in Liza’s heart and that her unrealized feelings for Nikolai are wreaking havoc on her mental state, so he tries to fix things for her. He’s too good for this world 😭
- “Ah, you mean Mavriky Nikolaevitch? I am convinced he came to give up his betrothed to you, eh? I egged him on to do it, indirectly, would you believe it? And if he doesn’t give her up, we’ll take her, anyway, won’t we—eh?”
So Petrusha is, what, trying to secure Liza for Nikolai? To what purpose? Is he making a present out of her? Using her as a reward to keep Stavrogin invested in the conspiracy? Whatever the case, it’s such a creepy and objectifying way to treat her…
- “Stavrogin only laughed. /“You still reckon you’ll help me?” he asked. / “If you call me. But you know there’s one way, and the best one.”/“Do I know your way?”/“Oh no, that’s a secret for the time. Only remember, a secret has its price.”
This is an extremely mysterious conversation. What do you think is going on here? What sort of “help” would Stavrogin need from Pyotr? And what is this “best way” Pyotr speaks of? It’s intentionally opaque at this point, so all guesses are good ones!
- “Where we are going only four are members of the circle. The others on probation are spying on one another with jealous eagerness, and bring reports to me.”
So Petrusha’s let four people into the “circle” itself and has everyone else competing against one another for admittance. All of them are reporting on each other in hopes of winning his favor, and they’ll do just about anything to please him. He really is an evil genius.
- “The fools reproach me that I have taken in every one here over the central committee and ‘the innumerable branches.’ You once blamed me for it yourself, but where’s the deception? You and I are the central committee and there will be as many branches as we like.”
In other words, there is no central committee, no overarching society that oversees the various branches of the conspiracy, and probably no organized movement at all! Pyotr is merely presenting it that way so that his pawns feel like they’re part of something big.
- “All that business of titles and sentimentalism is a very good cement, but there is something better; persuade four members of the circle to do for a fifth on the pretence that he is a traitor, and you’ll tie them all together with the blood they’ve shed as though it were a knot. They’ll be your slaves.”
😨 Nikolai, don’t give him any ideas!
- “An excellent saying! Golden words!” cried Stavrogin. “He’s hit the mark there! The right to dishonour—why, they’d all flock to us for that, not one would stay behind! And listen, Verhovensky, you are not one of the higher police, are you?”
What do you make of Nikolai’s interactions with Pyotr in this section? One of the possibilities raised for Nikolai so far in our discussions is that he’s a bad man trying to become good…but he doesn’t seem to be trying much at all in this passage. He seems very much a willing participant in whatever scheme Pyotr’s running. Why? What’s in it for him? Why warn Shatov and Lebyadkin that the society is coming for them and then turn around and preside over a meeting of that same society?


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

This is an extremely mysterious conversation. What do you think is going on here? What sort of “help” would Stavrogin need from Pyotr?

I'll just default to good old fashioned murder.


One of the possibilities raised for Nikolai so far in our discussions is that he’s a bad man trying to become good…but he doesn’t seem to be trying much at all in this passage. He seems very much a willing participant in whatever scheme Pyotr’s running. Why? What’s in it for him?

Nikolai is the chaotic neutral to Pyotr's chaotic evil. Also I think Nikolai is kind of the I will do whatever the hell I please because nothing matters anyway type of nihilist.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        We do know that Pyotr has been maneuvering to possibly get Fedka to kill Nikolai’s wife and Lebyadkin, so it might be in reference to that. That’s so dark though, for Nikolai to be talking about it so casually! shudder
Nikolai does seem pretty chaotic neutral. We see a hint of nobility in him sometimes—just enough that I start to hope he can become a better person. But then we get a section like this where he seems not to give a sh*t, and I kind of lose my faith in him.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        BTW, earlier:


“Oh, they do nothing but sentence to death, and all by means of sealed documents, signed by three men and a half. And you think they’ve any power!” 

This 3.5 is a Russian idiomatic expression that means a small number, something like 'just a couple of'.
It occurs in Rudin by Turgenev as:


"Something is left me there. Two souls and a half." 

What does Mavriky mean when he says to Nikolai?:


“You? What would the blood of one more mean to you?”

Stepan wrote the rules? How deep is he into this? Pyotr to Stepan:


“It’s all material which we must organise, and then we must clear out. But you wrote the rules yourself, there’s no need to explain.”

He later says:


You and I are the central committee…You are the chief, you are the head

Nikolai suggests murder as a way of tying the group together, of cementing their solidarity:


persuade four members of the circle to do for a fifth on the pretence that he is a traitor, and you’ll tie them all together with the blood they’ve shed as though it were a knot.

Pyotr and Nikolai talk about what the guests will be like at the upcoming ball:


Pyotr: "Surly dullards,’ as you once deigned to express it.”

The meaning of the expression "surly dullards" was later revealed by Dostoevsky in his notes to "The Adolescent", a story about a young nihilist who thinks that: "The nihilists - that was essentially us, the eternal seekers of a higher idea. Now we have either indifferent blockheads or monks. The former are businesslike, who, however, very often shoot themselves, despite all their businesslike attitude. And the monks are socialists, believing to the point of madness, these never shoot themselves..."
It would appear that the movement had attracted some less than eager members, the surly dullards, and some very motivated members, the 'monks'. A prominent nihilist that is the basis for Pyotr's character was named Sergey Nechayev. He was like a religious zealot in his revolutionary stance.
Pyotr well bragging about his lying says:


“Se non è vero…”

The complete expression is: se non è vero, è ben trovato - “even if it is not true, it is a very good fabrication”


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Well I’m still Team Nikolai and I refuse to believe that he is really bad, or really in league with Pyotr. I think he is playing along with Pyotr’s scheme for the moment, but he is way too attractive to be actually evil. And he is still trying to look after Liza and Mazricky by telling him the truth (that he cannot marry her because he is already married).
How does our narrator know all this stuff anyway?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        The further you get into the book, the more things happen that Anton couldn’t possibly know about 😅 It’s just something you kind of accept lol


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        

How does our narrator know all this stuff anyway? 

Some academics call this a narrator-chronicler POV.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I admire your confidence in Nikolai. Can't say I share it. To be honest I think Nikolai is more of a "go along with things for shits and giggles" type rather than someone with a true ideology.
What does attractiveness have to do with evilness?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+2)

        Yeah, Nikolai doesn't give the same vibes regarding the cause as Pyotr does. In saying that, I'm not entirely convinced Pyotr is doing all of this out of any great political ideals. I think he just wants violence for the heck of it.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        I am kind of joking about the evilness - I feel there was a a literary convention that the good looking one will turn out to be a misunderstood hero. And all the women instinctively like him, so he must be good really.
And no I don’t think he has an ideology, he is definitely a “flirt”, but I want him to be good at heart.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

the door opened and out came Mavriky Nikolaevich with a


completely pale face.Did he just give him some bad news about Liza? Honestly Pyotr's revolutionary machinations are so much fun that I've forgotten there's also a romantic plotline🤣🤣. I do want to see how the love pentagon intersects with the burgeoning revolt.


"If you can, then marry Lizaveta Nikolaevna," Mavriky Nikolaevich


suddenly offered, and, what was most curious, it was quite
impossible to tell by the tone of his voice whether it was a request, a
recommendation, a concession, or an order.🤯Has he finally grown sick of her nonsense? Or does he still love her but knows deep down her heart is with Nik.


"No. From behind her ceaseless, genuine, and most complete


hatred for you, love flashes every moment, and... madness... the
most genuine and boundless love and—madness! On the contrary,
from behind the love she feels for me, also genuinely, hatred flashes
every moment—the greatest hatred! I could never have imagined all
these... metamorphoses... before."They say apathy, not hatred is the opposite of love. If Liza feels these flashes of hatred for Nik they must be a result of frustration, frustration that he is who she wants but missing some necessary quality, loyalty for example, or not being involved with Marya for another. Yeah, it's best for Mavriky to leave her. This is a toxic love she feels for Nik, one that would ruin anyone who tries to involve themselves. It reminds me of people with trauma who can't stomach a healthy relationship and, therefore, constantly try to ruin it because chaos is the only place they're comfortable.


"Will you shoot yourself as we're getting married?" "No,


much later. Why stain her wedding garment with my blood. Maybe I
won't shoot myself at all, either now or later."Woah, woah, woah, did I miss something? When has Mavriky ever expresse a desire for suicide? Did something get lost in my translation?


"In general, I cannot speak aloud about my feelings for this or


that woman to a third person, or to anyone at all except that one
woman. Excuse me, it's an oddity of my organism.It's actually pretty common amongst men. Hell a lot won't speak of their feelings even to the woman in question. Life would be much kinder if we did though.


"Ah, you mean Mavriky Nikolaevich! I'm sure he came just now to


give up his fiancée to you, eh? Imagine, it was I who set him onto
that, indirectly. And if he doesn't give her up, we'll take her ourselves
—eh?"What does Pyotr need Liza for? What difference does it make to him who she marries?


what first


of all affects them terribly is a uniform. There's nothing strongerthan a uniform. I purposely invent ranks and positions: I have
secretaries, secret stool pigeons, treasurers, chairmen, registrars,
their adjuncts— it's all very much liked and has caught on splendidly.This man would make an effective mlm ceo.


Well, and finally the main force—the cement


that bonds it all—is shame at one's own opinion. There is a real
force! And who was it that worked, who was the 'sweetie'[142] that
labored so that there isn't a single idea of one's own left in anyone's
head! They consider it shameful."Scratch that, he'll make a brilliant cult-leader.


"You are the chief, you are the force; I'll just be at your side, a


secretary. You know, we shall board our bark, and her oars will be of
maple, and her sails of silk, and in the stern there sits a beautiful
maiden, the fair Lizaveta Nikolaevna ... or how the devil does the
song go..."The true master hiding in the shadows, using the power couple as figureheads.


get four members of a circle


to bump off a fifth on the pretense of his being an informer, and with
this shed blood you'll immediately tie them together in a single knot.Sad but true, there's a reason fraternities go through extreme hazing rituals. Brutality and extreme shame creates loyalty through a sunk cost fallacy. Scientologists do the same thing, only revealing the most insane aspects of their beliefs once you're too financially sunk in.


You, though... you're going to pay for those words, my friend,"


Pyotr Stepanovich thought to himself, "and even this very night. You
allow yourself too much."Wait, does he know or suspect that Blum is coming? Based on Fedka's words and that of the narrator we know he's overconfident enought to truly believe Lembke will give him 6 days. Or has he set an entirely different trap for Nik. Imagine if Pyotr has plotted a scheme to ruin Nik somehow but Blum's interjection saves him.


"By the way, I told Karmazinov about you this morning, that you


supposedly said about him that he ought to get a whipping, and not
just an honorary one, but painful, the way they whip a peasant."
"But I never said that, ha, ha!"
"Never mind. Se non è vero . . ."Half of the Italian saying Se non è vero, è ben trovato ("If it's
not true, it's well invented"


Listen, Verkhovensky, you're not from


the higher police, eh?"You're too deep in to be asking that now.


Enough, we're here.


Concoct your physiognomy, Stavrogin; I always do when I come tothem. Add some extra gloom, that's all, no need for anything else;
it's quite a simple thing."This would explain why the tankies I've met all seem gloomy.
#Mavericks of the day:
1) "No. From behind her ceaseless, genuine, and most complete
hatred for you, love flashes every moment, and... madness... the
most genuine and boundless love and—madness! On the contrary,
from behind the love she feels for me, also genuinely, hatred flashes
every moment—the greatest hatred! I could never have imagined all
these... metamorphoses... before."
2)vengeful and triumphant words: I'm sure you understand what's
been left unspoken between the lines, and is there any place here
for petty vanity?
#Petroshisms of the day:
1) "You are the chief, you are the force; I'll just be at your side, a
secretary. You know, we shall board our bark, and her oars will be of
maple, and her sails of silk, and in the stern there sits a beautiful
maiden, the fair Lizaveta Nikolaevna ... or how the devil does the
song go..."
2) our
teaching is a denial of honor, and that it's easiest of all to carry the
Russian man with us by an open right to dishonor.
#Quotes of the day:
1) Pyotr Stepanovich knew, of course, the risk of allowing himself
such flourishes, but when he was excited he preferred sooner to risk
everything than to leave himself in ignorance.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I think the reference to Mavriky shooting himself is just an acknowledgement of the heartbreak and shame of losing his fiancée to another man. Basically he’d be so devastated to see Liza marry Nikolai that he’d end up offing himself. Though Mavriky says it might not come to that.
I suspect Pyotr intends to use Liza as a sort of “reward” for Nikolai for going along with his schemes. Kind of like “stick with me and I can get you anything you want.” It’s insanely gross and objectifying and really shows what a sociopath Pyotr is.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

I think the reference to Mavriky shooting himself is just an acknowledgement of the heartbreak and shame of losing his fiancée to another man. Basically he’d be so devastated to see Liza marry Nikolai that he’d end up offing himself. Though Mavriky says it might not come to that

Then what is wrong with Nik's head for him to just bring that up unprompted.


I suspect Pyotr intends to use Liza as a sort of “reward” for Nikolai for going along with his schemes. Kind of like “stick with me and I can get you anything you want.” It’s insanely gross and objectifying and really shows what a sociopath Pyotr is.

I think it's more than that. Think back to the almanac-ish document she wanted to publish. I think there's something more to her and the group. Literature is obviously one of the tools of the revolution.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Nikolay being married isn’t exactly secret, is it? He “confessed” at the scene with Vervara, didn’t he? Nevertheless, I wasn’t surprised that he owned up, especially with Liza seems to be veering between passionate distaste and … other emotions?
The explanation of the secret society and the suggestion that they accuse a fifth to get another four to bond over their killing was dark.
Notes about the timing change.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Nikolai actually lied at Varvara’s and told everyone that he wasn’t married to Marya. It was only later at Shatov’s that he confessed to actually being married. And since he seemingly hasn’t followed through on his plan to make his marriage public, I think most people still don’t know. Though word might get out now that he’s told Mavriky!


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Thank you for the clarification!


    


    
        bluebirds_and_oak (+3)

        I keep imagining Pyotr as Matt Damon in Ocean’s Eleven, bustling about and causing mischief. Maybe even Nikolai is like George Clooney. 😂


    

Part 2 - Chapter 7 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Thursday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 1
Friday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2
Monday: Part 2 Chapter 8
Discussion Prompts:
1. Madame Virginsky seems interesting. What did you think of her?
2. We meet our famous quintet. Any surprises here for you? Were there any notable omissions?
3. The narrator mentions a 'perplexing and romantic air' around the meeting. What impressions did you form of the atmosphere here?
4. What do you think of Shatov and Kirillov's body language?
5. What do you think about the detail of the schoolboy and the young female student instantly taking a dislike to the other?
6. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:



Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2


21 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        The meeting of the society of radicals at Virginsky’s begins! There are a lot of new characters mentioned in this section, but don’t despair—you only need to recall a few of them. Below are the ones I think you need to remember:
ARINA PROKHOROVNA VIRGINSKY (VIRGINSKAYA?) : Virginsky’s cheating wife. A skilled midwife and shockingly irreverent progressive. A woman who says and does exactly what she wants, exactly when she wants to.
SHIGALYOV : Arina Prokhorovna’s brother. A long-earred, extremely gloomy man who previously turned up at Shatov’s telling him to remember that he “must give an explanation.” Is rumored to have written an article in a progressive Petersburg magazine.
TOLKATCHENKO : To be honest, I’m not sure it’s all that important to remember this guy. I just put him on the list because he’s a member of the quintet. Has “a vast knowledge of thieves and robbers.”
QUINTET MEMBERS: Liputin, Virginsky, Lyamshin, Shigalyov, and Tolkatchenko
THE BELL
- “It had happened in his youth that whole bundles of manifestoes and of numbers of The Bell had passed through his hands.”
The Bell was a weekly newspaper in 19th century Russia with a significant revolutionary bent. It was printed abroad in London and Geneva to get around Russian state censorship. It ran from 1857 until 1867. (Side note: Kolya Krassotkin, the middle-school-aged “socialist” in TBK, brags to Alyosha about having read The Bell, though in reality he’s only read part of a single volume that he found on his dad’s bookshelf 😝)
GENERAL COMMENTS 👿
- “Rozanov—he too was an accoucheur—asserted most positively that on one occasion when a patient in labour was crying out and calling on the name of the Almighty, a free-thinking sally from Arina Prohorovna, fired off like a pistol-shot, had so terrifying an effect on the patient that it greatly accelerated her delivery.”
This made me laugh. Arina Prokhorovna is literally so irreverent and blasphemous that she shocked the baby out of someone 😂 It’s weird—I think Arina is a bad person, but I can’t help kind of enjoying her all the same. Is anyone with me? Or do you just straight-up dislike her?
- “Pyotr Verhovensky had succeeded in getting together a “quintet” amongst us like the one he had already formed in Moscow and, as appeared later, in our province among the officers. It was said that he had another in X province.”
Uh-huh, yeah, I don’t believe this either. I think Pyotr’s letting the quintet THINK they’re one of several so that they feel part of a larger movement. The existence of a large, organized network keeps the quintet in check because a) it makes them feel important, and b) the greater organization has enough power to punish them for any perceived disloyalty.
- “A major in the service, a near relation of Virginsky, a perfectly innocent person who had not been invited but had come of himself for the name-day celebration, so that it was impossible not to receive him.”
Why is this so funny to me? Just imagining the major turning up with a bottle of wine like, “Hey! Who’s ready to…“ sees crowd of surly, sketchy-looking guests staring each other down in suspicious silence “…party?”
- “There was also present, I don’t know why, the mayor’s son, that unpleasant and prematurely exhausted youth to whom I have referred already in telling the story of the lieutenant’s little wife.”
Just as a reminder, the lieutenant’s wife got herself into debt and asked the mayor’s son to lend her some money so her husband wouldn’t find out. The mayor’s son not only didn’t give her the money, but also immediately tattled on her to her husband, so her husband beat her black and blue. What a chode.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Yeah, I like Arina. A proto-feminist with an Attitude. And a working woman in a class of society where the ladies are trying to have meaning in their lives by meddling in their husband’s work. And she doesn’t care what people think of her, even to wearing “dishevelled” clothing. I hope she will have the sense to call out Pyotr’s bullshit.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        I'll judge for sleeping with Lebyadkin, but apart from that, she seems interesting. Certainly not one to conform with what was expected of women.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Well we know what Lebyadkin is like now, but we don’t really know what he was like then, or the circumstances. So I’m not going to judge her for who she chose to sleep with. Or maybe didn’t choose?  (Or do we know more, I get so confused sometimes??)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        It’s not so much her choice of partner as the fact she cheated on poor, mild-mannered Virginsky. She even let Lebyadkin live in their home and boss Virginsky around, which is brutal. But she has other traits that I like immensely, so I approve of her overall :P


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        It seems like a very motley crew that's been assembled. Certainly a wide ranging one in terms of age and gender though, which I thought was a nice touch. It's not just young men trying to cause trouble (although in Pyotr's case, he probably is...)


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        

Miss Virginsky, (Virginsky's sister) a rosy-cheeked student and a nihilist, who was also good-looking, short, plump and round as a little ball, had settled herself beside Arina Prohorovna, almost in her travelling clothes. 

The prototype of Miss Virginsky was nineteen-year-old A. Dementyeva-Tkacheva, with whose funds the Nechayevites (revolutionaries) set up an underground printing house. In this printing house, according to a defendant, she printed a proclamation "To society" that she had composed with the aim of arousing sympathy for the plight of the students.


It had happened in his youth that whole bundles of manifestoes and of numbers of The Bell had passed through his hands, and although he had been afraid even to open them...

"The Bell" was the first Russian revolutionary newspaper, published by exiles A. I. Herzen and N. P. Ogarev in the Free Russian Printing House from 1857-1867.
Earlier, Pyotr tried to get Nikolai to take notes at the party, pretending to be an inspector from the society, but he had refused. It looks like he got another stooge:


a silent lad who had not yet made friends with anyone, turned up now at Virginsky’s with a pencil in his hand, and, scarcely taking any part in the conversation, continually made notes in his notebook.

At the meetings of the Nechayevites, according to one of the correspondents, a "semi-literate youth" Nikolaev stood out, whom Nechayev "passed off as an auditor of the foreign revolutionary committee. He, maintaining silence, wrote everything down."


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

Virginsky lived in his own house, that is, in his wife's house, on


Muravyiny Street.🤣🤣


While Madame Virginsky herself, who practiced the profession of


midwife, by that alone stood lowest of all on the social ladder, even
lower than the priest's wife, despite her husband's rank as an officer.Why does being a midwife mean you're low on the social ladder. She literally save pregnant women.


As for the humility befitting her station, this could not be observed in


her at all. And after a most stupid and unforgivably open liaison, on
principle, with a certain crook, one Captain Lebyadkin, even the
most lenient of our ladies turned away from her with remarkable
disdain.She slept with that disgusting troglodyte? Why is Virginsky still with her?


Not for anything would she miss, for example, the baptism of a


baby she had delivered, and she would appear wearing a green silk
dress with a train, and with her chignon combed into curls and
ringlets, while at all other times she reached the point of reveling in
her own slovenliness. And though she always maintained "a most
insolent air" during the performance of the sacrament, to the
embarrassment of the clergy, once the rite had been performed, itwas she who unfailingly brought out the champagne (this was why
she came, and got so dressed up)🙄🙄


These were—


since it is no longer a secret—first, Liputin, then Virginsky himself,
long-eared Shigalyov (Mrs. Virginsky's brother), Lyamshin, and,
finally, a certain TolkachenkoI don't know why I was expecting some table of high power players. These people are deluded is they think they ave any chance of changing the world. This is just a table of basic b**ches.


All five of


these activists made up this first crew in the warm belief that it was
just one unit among hundreds and thousands of fivesomes of the
same sort scattered all over Russia, and that they all depended on
some central, enormous, but secret place, which in turn was
organically linked with Europe's world revolution.I must confess I believed so to.


They had


joined, of course, out of a magnanimous sense of shame, so that noone could say later that they had not dared to join; but, still, Pyotr
Verkhovensky ought really to have appreciated their noble deed and
at least have told them some foremost anecdote as a reward. But
Verkhovensky did not have the slightest wish to satisfy their
legitimate curiosity, and would not tell them anything unnecessary;So these people are literally just guided by FOmo? 😪pack the bags, the revolution is over. Let's all just go back to work.


There was also the loaf-about seminarian who


together with Lyamshin had slipped the vile photographs into the
book-hawker's bag, a big fellow with a free and easy but at the same
time mistrustful manner, with a perpetually accusatory smile, and
along with that a calm look of triumphant perfection contained
within himself.This one will be a problem.


There was, I have no idea why, also the son of our


mayor, that same nasty boy, dissipated beyond his years, whom I
have already mentioned while telling the story of the lieutenant's
little wife.This one is either a plant or they're get out of jail free card. Actually he's too obviously tied to the gov't to be a plant. The arrests made here will be reversed because of him, to prevent discrediting the mayor.
#Quotes of the day:
1)Obviously they were all waiting for
something, and, while waiting, engaged each other in loud but as if
irrelevant conversation.
2)I also have an idea that the above-named
members of the first fivesome were inclined to suspect that among
Virginsky's guests that evening there were members of other groups
unknown to them, also started in town from the same secret
organization, and by the selfsame Verkhovensky, so that in the end
all of those gathered suspected each other, and assumed various
postures in front of each other, which indeed lent the whole
gathering a rather incoherent and even partly romantic appearance.
3)The remainder of the guests represented
either the type of noble amour-propre crushed to the point of bile, or
the type of the first and noblest impulse of fervent youth.
4)This mite of a lad was already the head of an
independent crew of conspirators formed in the upper grade of the
high school, which fact was discovered afterwards to general
amazement.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

Why does being a midwife mean you're low on the social ladder. She literally saves pregnant women. 

https://www.paullettgolden.com/post/midwifery
Basically, the article says, in the mid 18th century science started to take hold and doctors thought they knew better than midwives. Basically AMA and big pharma vs nutrition and functional medicine.
If  you prefer a woke explanation:
AI Overview
Learn more…
Midwives were often of a lower social class due to a number of factors, including:
Lack of formal education
Midwives were not required to be literate, and many were not. Few women had the opportunity for formal education, and Puritan philosophy did not encourage it.
Gender inequalities
Women faced gender inequalities that prevented them from formal education and job opportunities.
Patriarchal authority
The patriarchal authority and masculinity movements of the Dark Ages shaped midwifery as medicalized interventions.
Witch hunts
Many female healers and midwives were sanctioned and tortured as heretics or witches.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I was also wondering about why midwives were so low on the social pecking order. Maybe because they dealt with potentially scandalous pregnancies?
Table of basic bitches! Hahaha 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        I think it has to do with her specifically, because of her open affair. Midwives are too important to not be well regarded in any society. Like imagine who would want to disrespect the person who may very well have your life and child's in their hands one day


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        LOL indeed, just basic bitches as far as the eye can see 😂
The midwife thing is interesting, because obviously it’s a role that’s really crucial to society. I think, first of all, that Arina is part of a social class in which women aren’t really expected to have careers, so there’s that. Secondly, her career is quite a messy, bloody one, so not very genteel. It’s stupid that these things would make her “lesser” in the eyes of some people, but…


    


    
        samole (+4)

        

that’s really crucial to society.

No, not really. Realistically, there was nothing a midwife in the XIX century could do if something went wrong with the delivery. They also did (as medical professionals  in general at the time) quite a bit of harm.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Interesting! And the harm they caused was known at the time? Would that be why Arina is looked down upon for her profession?


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Well, had it been known, nobody would have employed them. No, it's just that they often caused postpartum infections (better known as childbed fever at the time) due to not quite aseptic procedures. Also, by the way, M-me Virginskaya wasn't the neatest person, so there is that.
As for why they were frowned upon: I think you are right. Dealing with biological fluids wasn't considered womanly. Hell, at the time earning your living in general wasn't considered a thing fit for true ladies.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Well, that’s a good point, you wouldn’t want someone as slovenly as Mdme Virginskaya doing medical procedures. Hopefully she at least washed her hands… 😂


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        I don’t know, normally people, in any culture throughout history, usually need assistance with delivering a baby. I think midwifery has been pretty crucial in that sense, not so much to be able to handle problems (though I’ve read this has happened) as to simply get the baby out. This would have been especially valued by the lower class, who couldn’t afford a doctor. Lack of sanitation, as you stated, was a problem… if you need a baby out, do you choose the midwife with the dirty hands, the doctor with the dirty hands, or someone in your household that’s nearby with the dirty hands? 😅 People in the profession were clearly limited by the access to education and understanding of science at the time, but I think most cultures have respected professions that deliver babies simply because they saw the value of what they did and it was better than the alternative (having no help or someone who has no experience)
From what I understand, midwifery in the 19th century wasn’t regulated so quality varied dramatically and apparently gave all midwives a bad name. Male physicians were also starting to rise in popularity as the best option for child delivery, and so the ones who could afford it would usually go this direction (as midwives were cheaper and so utilized more by the lower class). So she was probably looked down on because of the public opinion of midwives at the time (due to the bad ones), paired with the fact that most rich women would pay for a male physician. Which makes it extra interesting if Arina was heavily sought after by the rich, as it implies she was extremely competent.
I also think midwives being ‘the lowest on the social ladder’ could be a bit of irony. If it is considered an important profession in a moral sense, seeing it as socially inferior says something about the society. I wondered if this was the intended meaning because it also states the priest’s wife is socially low, when piety might be considered something that should be valued in a moral society.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Wait really? How did humanity survive this long? Or are you referring specifically to European midwives of the 19th century when ppl didn't wash their hands.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I predict that the schoolboy and the girl student actually fancy each other. Although it is possible that on the surface they resent each other for filling the role of “junior terrorist” I think that is just a front.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        HAHA that’s hilarious! I, too, think the boy student and girl student have big “just kiss already!” energy 😂


    


    
        awaiko (+4)

        A few fun and outrageous characters introduced here! I appreciated the descriptions of some of them, Dostoevsky was being very irreverent in places.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 7 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Friday: Part 2 Chapter 7 Section 2
Monday: Part 2 Chapter 8
Discussion Prompts:
1. What did you think about the humorous interaction between the schoolboy and young woman? (Garnett calls her girl student)
2. What do you think about girl student refusing to recognize her relationship with her uncle the Major?
3. What are your thoughts on Shigalov's system of world organisation? "Starting from unlimited freedom, I arrive at unlimited despotism."
4. What did you think of the way Pyotr successfully gets the majority of the group to agree to be complicit in a political murder?
5. Do you think Pyotr is going to be successful in gaining allies for whatever he has planned? It seemed like it was ambiguous at the end.
6. What did you think of Shatov's words to Pyotr?
7. To use a phrase popular in my neck of the woods: How can these folk who couldn't organize a piss up in a brewery organize a revolution?
8. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Stavrogin will be there,” Kirillov said finally. “Stavrogin, it is necessary for you. I will show you that there.” They went out.

Up Next:
Part 2 Chapter 8


17 Comments


    
        samole (+13)

        That’s a nasty and immoral idea and shows the worthlessness of your development. I beg you not to address me again
That would make a great automatic reply for my working mailbox.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        LOL! 🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Holy cow, I forgot how funny this chapter is! The meeting at Virginsky’s continues, during which it becomes clear that Pyotr hasn’t exactly attracted the best and brightest.
BYELINSKY
- “We know for ourselves the commandment ‘honour thy father and thy mother,’ which you could not repeat correctly; and the fact that it’s immoral every one in Russia knows from Byelinsky.”
We’ve talked about Byelinsky a couple times, but just as a reminder, he was a literary critic in favor of Westernization. He considered Orthodox Christianity (and probably religion in general) a hindrance to societal development.
PLATO, ROUSSEAU, FOURIER
- “Plato, Rousseau, Fourier, columns of aluminium, are only fit for sparrows and not for human society.”
I think we all know who Plato is. Jean-Jacques Rousseau (1712-1778) was a Swiss philosopher whose theories influenced the French Revolution, among other things. He argued against private property, considering it the source of inequality.
Our old friend Charles Fourier (1772-1837) was the influential French philosopher who proposed planned socialist communities called phalanxes. Liputin is a big fan of his.
CABET & PROUDHON
- “Mr. Shigalov is somewhat fanatical in his love for humanity, but remember that Fourier, still more Cabet and even Proudhon himself, advocated a number of the most despotic and even fantastic measures.”
Etienne Cabet (1788-1856) was another French utopian socialist. His big idea was replacing capitalist production with workers’ cooperatives. He actually did set up utopian communities in Texas and Illinois, but they kinda didn’t go too well.
Our final French socialist is Pierre-Joseph Proudhon (1809-1865), the “father of anarchism.” He and Marx were cordial for a time but had an acrimonious “break-up” of sorts.
GENERAL COMMENTS ✨
- “With conspicuous nonchalance Verhovensky lounged in the chair at the upper end of the table, almost without greeting anyone.”
I’m gonna count this “lounging” as another incident of Petrusha not sitting straight. That brings the total to six!
- “I only wanted to state,” he shouted, crimson with shame and afraid to look about him, “that you only wanted to show off your cleverness because Mr. Stavrogin came in—so there!”/“That’s a nasty and immoral idea and shows the worthlessness of your development. I beg you not to address me again,” the girl rattled off.”
The boy student and the girl student are so damn funny! They’re both extremely self-important and extremely immature (which makes sense, since they’re what? 18 years old?). I love their bickering so much. They really should just kiss already.
- “Starting from unlimited freedom, I arrive at unlimited despotism. I will add, however, that there can be no solution of the social problem but mine.”
As far as lines from Demons go, this is a pretty famous one. Do you understand Shigalyov’s reasoning here? Why do you think he’s come to the conclusion that 10% of people must rule over the other 90% in order to achieve earthly paradise? How do you interpret this idea?
- “I ask you which you prefer: the slow way, which consists in the composition of socialistic romances and the academic ordering of the destinies of humanity a thousand years hence, …or do you, whatever it may imply, prefer a quicker way which will at last untie your hands, and will let humanity make its own social organisation in freedom and in action, not on paper? They shout ‘a hundred million heads’; that may be only a metaphor; but why be afraid of it if, with the slow day-dream on paper, despotism in the course of some hundred years will devour not a hundred but five hundred million heads?”
Pyotr summarizes pretty succinctly the difference between moderate and radical socialism. He’s convinced his followers that change is best accomplished through violent action, rather than gradual reform. Incidentally, I learned from u/Belkotriass ‘s comment a few days ago that Stalin may have quite liked this part of the book, including all the heads. Even though Dostoevsky intended it to be horrifying 😅
- “What are you doing?” he faltered, seizing Stavrogin’s hand and gripping it with all his might in his. Stavrogin pulled away his hand without a word.”
What do you make of Stavrogin’s actions here? He seemed fine with participating in the meeting beforehand, but suddenly he’s getting upset and walking out. Do you think the discussion of 500 million heads was too much for him? Or can he just not tolerate the idiocy of the other meeting attendees?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        It certainly felt like Stavrogin was making a point in leaving. His views are less obvious than Pyotr's in a lot of ways, but I think the group was a big factor in his going.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        They don’t exactly inspire confidence, do they? Without Pyotr’s sociopathic leadership, I don’t think they could revolution their way out of a paper bag.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

Why do you think he’s come to the conclusion that 10% of people must rule over the other 90% in order to achieve earthly paradise? How do you interpret this idea?

I don't know where he gets his numbers from but I was struck by his my way or the highway attitude, saying only his way will work.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        

Why do you think he’s come to the conclusion that 10% of people must rule over the other 90% in order to achieve earthly paradise? How do you interpret this idea?

The percentages being symbolic, it seems a bit like how things are structured now, just missing the taught ignorance of the 90%. The 10% don’t want to redistribute their wealth, and many are in a position where it would be very tricky to force them to. The 90% have to continue to work to make the world run, which makes the 10% able to maintain their lifestyle, but the 90% are unhappy about it because they don’t get the same benefits from their work that the 10% get from their work/less work/no work. So by ‘brainwashing’ the 90% to be happy with their work, the 10% are happy and the 90% are ‘happy’.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I think Nikolai is the most intelligent one around. But we know he is impulsive - he married Marya on a whim. He gets an idea into his head and starts explaining it to people and then they get stuck with that idea long after he has moved on to something else. So he probably thought that having a secret society to try to move Russia towards freedom and modernity was a good idea. I’m not so sure that he does now, but Pyotr is a bit hard to rein in. I think we will see increasing friction between them, and Nikolai will eventually need to speak out.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+5)

        I want to live in a world where 'secret society meetings' play out like this chapter


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        Kind of confusing, the major's name is Kapiton Maximitch.


“Excuse me, Kapiton Maximitch, you told me yourself you don’t believe in God,” Liputin piped from the other end of the table.

Shigalov mentions authors of utopian social ideas:


Plato, Rousseau, Fourier, columns of aluminium, are only fit for sparrows and not for human society. 

Nikolay Chernyshevsky's "What's To Be Done" (1863) is a socialist utopian novel in which Vera Pavlovna has a dream wherein she sees a crystal palace decorated with aluminum columns.
The lame teacher:


One-tenth enjoys absolute liberty and unbounded power over the other nine-tenths.

Dostoevsky expressed his ardent protest against sacrificing the lives and interests of "nine-tenths" of humanity for the benefit of "one-tenth" in the January 1876 issue of "A Writer's Diary." "I could never understand the idea," he wrote, "that only one-tenth of people should receive higher development, while the remaining nine-tenths should only serve as material and means for this, while they themselves remain in darkness. I do not want to think and live otherwise than with the faith that all of our ninety million Russians will all, someday, be educated, humanized, and happy."


If any one of us knew of a proposed political murder, would he, in view of all the consequences, go to give information, or would he stay at home and await events? 

In a conversation with A. S. Suvorin about political crimes and a possible explosion in the Winter Palace, Dostoevsky asked the same question in the late 1870s: "What would you and I do? Would we go to the Winter Palace to warn about the explosion or would we contact the police so that they would arrest these people? Would you go?"
Suvovin: "No, I wouldn't go."
Dostoyevsky: "And I wouldn't go either."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh my goodness, I read about his conversation with Suvorin before but had totally forgotten about it. How fascinating that he wouldn’t have reported a planned act of what we would consider terrorism. Either he thought there was some legitimacy to the grievance or it was just his policy not to narc, I guess?


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        I was surprised by that, it sounds like he would be down with someone killing the Czar and if he knew of the plan he wouldn't report it.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        We go from heavy (well, weighty and sacrilegious) Dostoevsky philosophising and moralising to utter farce, and then onto political revolution. This was a fun chapter.
Re 7, that’s a politer version of Australianisms of that sentiment ;)
I’m looking at next week via Librivox and suggesting
Monday Part 2 Chapter 8 (no sections)
Tuesday Part 2 Chapter 9 (no sections)
Wednesday Part 2 Chapter 10 Section 1
Thursday Part 2 Chapter 10 Sections 2-3
And then we’ll work out Friday. Parts, chapters, sections, oh my!


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. Honestly, it reminds me of college, and not I’m a good way lol.
2. She’s a young radical of course she’s unpleasant.
3. Honestly I found it hard to follow. I don’t think anyone at the gatherings ideas are worth much on their own. I’m more interested in what they do as a result of their radicalism.
4. This sounds on par with his character. He’s a master manipulator. I’m started to wonder now if he’s going to be a Charles Manson esque character where he corrupts a cult like following to become murderers.
5. I’m not so sure, it seems like he and Nikolai are at odds more and more every day. I could see a scenario where Peter tries to kill Nikolai if this continues.
6. I don’t know if Shatov is long for this world. He keeps spitting in the eye of a group that is contemplating a political murder.
7. 😂😂 about halfway through the chapter, I was thinking the same thing. They don’t agree on anything, everyone is trying to prove who is the most radical, infighting.
I like your phrase though


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

"I'm counting on you, Mr. Stavrogin, as one who has only just


arrived, though I do not have the honor of knowing you. Withoutmen they'll perish like flies—that is my opinion. This whole woman
question of theirs is just merely a lack of originality.Yeah, I don't blame the girl for getting rowdy with this one. What a misogynist.


"Ninny!" said the major.


"And you are a nincompoop."🙄What children.


"How stupid, it's because I made the suggestion, that's why I


didn't raise mine. Gentlemen, I suggest we do it again the other way
round: whoever wants a meeting can sit and not raise his hand, and
whoever doesn't, raise his right hand."
"Whoever doesn't?" the high-school boy repeated.
"Are you doing it on purpose, or what?" Madame Virginsky
shouted wrathfully.
"No, excuse me, is it whoever wants or whoever doesn't—
because it needs to be defined more precisely," came two or three
voices.Ladies and Gents. These are the leaders of our glorious revolution.


"Having devoted my energy to studying the question of the social


organization of the future society which is to replace the present
one, I have come to the conclusion that all creators of social systems
from ancient times to our year 187 - have been dreamers, taletellers, fools who contradicted themselves and understood precisely
nothing of natural science or of that strange animal known as man.Aristotle and Plato very much understood natural science, they were simply limited in this understanding.


He suggests, as a final solution of the question, the


division of mankind into two unequal parts. One tenth is granted
freedom of person and unlimited rights over the remaining nine
tenths.[150] These must lose their person and turn into something
like a herd, and in unlimited obedience, through a series of
regenerations, attain to primeval innocence, something like the
primeval paradise😨Eugenics for the top and reverse evolution for the masses? This man is possessed.


"Instead of paradise," Lyamshin shouted, "I'd take these nine


tenths of mankind, since there's really nothing to do about them,
and blow them sky-high, and leave just a bunch of learned people
who would then start living happily in an educated way."The fact that Dosto had the jewish person say this line makes me deeply uncomfortable.


"What, you mean you'd really join a fivesome if I offered it?"

Please Fyodor forgive my unclean mind. It is the 21st century🤣🤣


"Why is that gentleman getting up?" shouted the girl student.


"It's Shatov. Why did you get up, Shatov?"Because he would inform. But this question seems a very poor way of rooting out informers.


"What are you doing to me?" he murmured, seizing Stavrogin's


hand and clenching it as hard as he could in his own. The latter
silently jerked it free.He's realized your little band of outlaws are nothing but tryhards.
#Kirillovisms of the day:
1)"though we are provincials, and are most certainly deserving of pity
for that, nevertheless we know that so far nothing so new has
happened in the world that we should weep over having missed it.
2)"It's that recruiting, whatever it is, is in any case done in private,
and not in an unknown company of twenty people!"
3)
4)
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)I understand that
you're bored in this wretched little town, so you fall on any paper
with writing on it."
2)I ask you which is dearer to you: the slow way that consists
in the writing of social novels and the bureaucratic predetermining of
human destinies on paper for thousands of years to come, with
despotism meanwhile gobbling up the roasted hunks that are flying
into your mouths of themselves, but that you let go past your
mouths; or do you hold with a quick solution, whatever it may
consist in, which will finally untie all hands and give mankind thefreedom to organize socially by itself, and that in reality, not on
paper?
3)I came here with communications, and therefore I ask the
whole honorable company not even to vote but to declare directly
and simply which is more fun for you: a snail's pace through the
swamp, or full steam across it?"
4)The man is ready to argue for half a year for
the sake of liberal eloquence, and then winds up voting with all the
rest!
#Quotes of the day:
1)"Allow me to observe, however, that you do not respect me; if I
was unable to finish my thought, it's not from having no thoughts,
but rather from an excess of thoughts..."
2)If God found it necessary to offer a reward for love, it means
your God is immoral.
3)I've noticed that faith always
disappears somewhat during the day


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        The only defense I can offer for Dostoevsky—and it is an INCREDIBLY weak defense—is that he hasn’t mentioned Lyamahin’s being Jewish since he became part of the conspiracy. He hit the Jewish thing really hard at the beginning, but now he’s kind of forgotten about it. Or at least, allowed the reader to forget about it. But “it could be worse” doesn’t mean it’s not bad 😬


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Yeah, and it just feels too close to the conspiracies of today. I can hear them in my mind screaming about jews trying to depopulate the world with space lasers and replace everyone with radical intellectuals.


    

Part 2 - Chapter 8

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

I’ve got some health stuff going on this week, so I’m going to try to have the week scheduled in advance. I will try to be online occasionally, but tag u/otherside_b or u/thermos_of_byr if something has gone spectacularly wrong.
Schedule for the week:
Monday Part 2 Chapter 8 (that’s today!)
Tuesday Part 2 Chapter 9
Wednesday Part 2 Chapter 10 Section 1
Thursday Part 2 Chapter 10 Sections 2-3
Friday Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 1 (probably).
Discussion Prompts:
1. The three meet up again, and turn to discussing who had the money and who might get killed. How long before they all try to betray each other?
2. Stavrogin is called out for being “by no means so intelligent that you need wish others to be. You are afraid, you have no faith.” Do you agree, is he in over his head?
3. Pyotr rants about the decline in society. Did any of this feel very familiar to modern discourse?
4. And finally the big plan is revealed (sort of). Thoughts?
5.  Anything else to you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


 … and then you’re to answer!



21 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        Pyotr reveals his true plans for Stavrogin, (and gets REALLY intense about it 😰). Stavrogin’s role will be one of a shadow ruler, whispered about but seldom seen, uniting and “directing” the revolution from some unseen place. Clearly Petrusha is planning on making full use of Nikolai’s pathological rizz…
SKOPTSIS
- “But he will appear, he will appear. We’ll set a legend going better than the Skoptsis’.”
The Skoptsy were a religious offshoot of the flagellate sect from the late 18th century until the early 20th century. They’re best known for their belief that original sin came into the world when Adam and Eve had sex; because of this, they routinely lopped off their genitals and breasts. Oh, also, the founder of the Skoptsy claimed to be the tsar’s dad.
IVAN FILIPOVITCH
- “Ivan Filipovitch the God of Sabaoth,* has been seen, too, when he ascended into heaven in his chariot in the sight of men.”
Garnett notes that this is a legend that was believed by the Flagellates at the time of this book’s publication.
GENERAL COMMENTS 😨
- “He’s written a good thing in that manuscript,” Verhovensky went on. “He suggests a system of spying. Every member of the society spies on the others, and it’s his duty to inform against them. Every one belongs to all and all to every one.”
This is like, eerily prescient. This is the exact sort of atmosphere totalitarian regimes the world over have used to retain control. Dostoevsky sure had a handle on how dictators (and aspiring dictators) think.
- “Stavrogin, you are beautiful,” cried Pyotr Stepanovitch, almost ecstatically. “Do you know that you are beautiful! What’s the most precious thing about you is that you sometimes don’t know it. Oh, I’ve studied you! I often watch you on the sly! There’s a lot of simple heartedness and naïveté about you still…I love beauty. I am a nihilist, but I love beauty. Are nihilists incapable of loving beauty? It’s only idols they dislike, but I love an idol. You are my idol!…Without you I am a fly, a bottled idea; Columbus without America.”
Oh boy 😰 Pyotr’s feelings toward Nikolai are all-consuming and obsessive. However you want to characterize them (platonic, something more than platonic, just a control thing), I think we can all agree that they’re incredibly unhealthy! How do you even respond to a declaration like this??
- “I know no one but you. You are the leader, you are the sun and I am your worm.”/ He suddenly kissed his hand.”
Pyotr Verkhovensky, the original source of “would you love me if I was a worm” 😂
- “When it’s in our hands, maybe we’ll mend things … if need be, we’ll drive them for forty years into the wilderness.… But one or two generations of vice are essential now; monstrous, abject vice by which a man is transformed into a loathsome, cruel, egoistic reptile. That’s what we need! And what’s more, a little ‘fresh blood’ that we may get accustomed to it. Why are you laughing? I am not contradicting myself…I am a scoundrel, not a socialist. Ha ha ha!”
The forty years is a reference to the Israelites wandering the desert in the book of Exodus, during which time the old generations died and the new generations grew to adulthood. Pyotr is counting on the older, more moderate Russians to croak so that he and his young revolutionaries can reshape society as they see fit. (At least, that’s what he says…part of me still thinks he just wants chaos.) Also interesting to see him straight-up admit that he’s not a socialist. He’s something significantly more self-serving and f*cked up.
- “Ivan the Tsarevitch. You! You!”/“A pretender?” he asked suddenly, looking with intense surprise at his frantic companion. “Ah! so that’s your plan at last!”
I go back and forth on whether I think Pyotr plans to literally present Nikolai as some secret prince (tsarevitch) or just come up with some other justification for his autocratic authority.
- “I’ll do it for you without the money. I’ll settle Marya Timofyevna to-morrow!… Without the money, and to-morrow I’ll bring you Liza. Will you have Liza tomorrow?”
Literally trying to make up with Stavrogin by offing his wife and bringing Liza for him to have sex with. Pyotr might be the biggest, most irredeemable sociopath in Dostoevsky’s entire body of work.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        

I am a nihilist, but I love beauty. 

Sounds like an oxymoron, but then again I guess beauty is in the eye of the beholder.
Why would Pyotr even think that Nik wants his wife dead?


    


    
        nastasya_filippovnaa (+3)

        

Why would Pyotr even think that Nik wants his wife dead? 

Because Pyotr thinks that Nicolas is in love with Liza. Pyotr’s logic is that if Marya is dead, then Nicolas can lawfully marry Liza without disgracing anyone. He also thinks that Marya’s death will put an end to Nicolas’ shame of marrying a lowly, borderline insane woman.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

They’re best known for their belief that original sin came into the world when Adam and Eve had sex; because of this, they routinely lopped off their genitals and breasts.

😨


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah I wouldn’t recommend looking at the Wikipedia page for this sect. There are…photos.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        

“Do you know the magic of that phrase, ‘he is in hiding’? But he will appear, he will appear. We’ll set a legend going better than the Skoptsis’. He exists, but no one has seen him. Oh, what a legend one can set going!

One of the Skoptsy legends says that "their forefather will come from the east, from the Irkutsk mountains to Russia, will settle in Moscow, in mighty force, on a white, spiritually-reasoning horse, at the head of various peoples and tribes of Skoptsy, and will go to spread Skoptsy-ism even in the west, throughout all the French lands."


“Ivan Filipovitch the God of Sabaoth, has been seen, too, when he ascended into heaven in his chariot in the sight of men. 

Sabaoth in this usage appears to mean something like the armies of God, angels basically.
Ivan Filipovich (also known as Ivan Filippov) was a real historical figure in Russian religious history - he was the founder of a religious sect called the "Skoptsy" (or Skoptsy) in the 18th century. He proclaimed himself to be "God of Sabaoth" and was also known as "Kondrat Selivanov."
The Skoptsy were a radical Christian sect known for practicing castration as a means of achieving spiritual purity. They believed that sexual desire was the root of all sin. Ivan Filipovich claimed to be both God the Father and also the reincarnation of Jesus Christ.
The reference in "Demons" to him ascending to heaven in a chariot appears to be referring to stories that circulated among his followers about his supposed divine nature. Dostoyevsky is using this reference to illustrate the kinds of religious hysteria and false prophets that were present in 19th century Russia.


In every parish, every peasant will know that there is somewhere a hollow tree where petitions are to be put.

From what I understand, in medieval and early modern Russia, there was indeed a practice where peasants would sometimes place petitions (called "chelobitnaya") in a hollow tree - specifically in the Moscow Kremlin. This was known as the "petition tree" or "petition oak."


Pyotr: I’ll settle Marya Timofyevna tomorrow!

That sounds ominous.


“What do you want with Shatov? What is he to you?” Pyotr Stepanovitch went on, gasping, speaking rapidly.

Why does Nikolai care about Shatov?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        Well, that was all a rather full on display of goodness knows what from Pyotr! It's like he's crazed with love for Nikolai, but is pretending it's all just for 'the cause'.
I feel poor Marya doesn't stand a chance. Everyone seems determined Nikolai will have Liza, by any means.


    


    
        awaiko (+5)

        I don’t think Nikolay actually wants Liza, or at least, he’s a bit ambivalent. Everyone is planning and scheming, and seemingly no one actually is paying attention to what other people are thinking and feeling, or considering how this messy spiderweb of plans might interact with each other.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        It doesn't seem like he wants to commit to having her murdered, but it feels like it's been decided. I agree that there's so many plans, but not a lot of listening going on, that it feels like things could go wrong very quickly


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        If we think back, Pyotr was on the scene when Liza and Nikolai had their sort-of-almost relationship (at one point Liza even flirted with Pyotr to make Nikolai jealous). I think Pyotr remembers this, but his sociopathy and inability to understand human relationships leads him to believe that Nikolai is just burning up with lust and longing for Liza. Which, don’t get me wrong, I think Nikolai might LIKE Liza, but I don’t think he’s as sexually/romantically fixated on her as Pyotr believes. (Maybe sexual obsession is the only part of intimate relationships that Pyotr’s capable of understanding??)
As for why Nikolai doesn’t just speak up and tell Pyotr: “I don’t want you to kill my wife or ‘procure’ Liza for me,” it’s kind of a mystery! Maybe a small part of him DOES wish Marya was gone?? But he also knows it’s morally repugnant, so he’s just stuck in limbo refusing to make a definitive declaration one way or the other.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        

of Pyotr: He rushed along it, up to his knees in mud,

Really???
Stepan appears to be something like Pyotr’s revolutionary muse. Pyotr call him beautiful and his idol. He also says: “If I hadn’t watched you from my corner, nothing of all this would have entered my head!”


The peasants are drunk, the mothers are drunk, the children are drunk, the churches are empty, and in the peasant courts one hears, ‘Two hundred lashes or stand us a bucket of vodka.’ (if you don't bring the court a bucket of vodka you'll get 200 lashes.)

The words of Pyotr Stepanovich express a skeptical attitude towards the new court system, which retained the previous administrative arbitrariness and bribery. "Our local court," wrote a contemporary, "is the height of disgrace... they buy off conscription for a bucket of wine...they flog and flog..."


“Ivan the Tsarevitch.”



Stavrogin thought a minute.



“A pretender?” he asked suddenly, looking with intense surprise at his frantic companion. “Ah! so that’s your plan at last!” 

A Tsarevitch is the heir to the throne.
To create this plan of Pyotr Stepanovich, Dostoevsky could have used a similar situation from the article by N. A. Sereda "The Pretender of 1845" which told of the appearance in one of the provinces of an impostor who claimed to be Tsarevich Konstantin Pavlovich and promised the peasants protection from the oppression of the nobility and officials. The author noted that the impostor's solidarity with the wishes of the people "was extremely to the liking of the frivolous laity" and that "crowds of gullible people greeted him with enthusiasm."


    


    
        awaiko (+5)

        Hooray! The schedule function worked!
Health thing happened. I’m in hospital for a while, but first step is complete. And I’ve got lots of books to distract me with. Though happy to take recommendations, of course.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Sorry to hear you’re in the hospital! I’m glad you’re well enough to read at least ❤️ Thank you for taking the time to schedule posts. I hope you feel better soon!!!


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Pyotr is pretty insane, right? He has based his whole evil scheme around the fact that Nikolai is so charismatic and now expects Nikolai to come in on the plan. Why on earth would he? Not only is it a horrible plan, with a truly hideous aim (the good life for Pyotr and 10% of the population, abject misery for the other 90%) but it is also a stupid ill thought through plan, absolutely doomed to fail. And Nikolai is going to be the new pope 🤦‍♀️
Nikolai needs to say NO now! And be very very clear about it. Why isn’t he? He is a little bit too nice and doesn’t want to hurt Pyotr’s feelings?? Someone is going to get hurt soon.
This chapter does help to explain why Pyotr was so upset when Nikolai went off to have a duel - that wasn’t part of a Pyotr’s plan. He could have got hurt!!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Nikolai doesn’t say so in as many words, but I think he has no intention of helping Pyotr. Though why he’s so passive about it is a mystery! Is it depression-related apathy? Sociopathy? Some other reason? As far as we know, Nikolai also hasn’t disabused Fedka of the notion that the money he gave him was payment for killing Marya and Lebyadkin. He’s just passively letting the misunderstanding persist…
I think all this business with killing Marya and Lebyadkin and breaking up Mavriky and Liza is Pyotr’s twisted way of trying to woo Nikolai. Kind of like “Do what I say and everything you’ve ever wanted will be yours.” I think Pyotr also remembers Nikolai the way he was back in Petersburg and Switzerland: the type of guy who loves for depravity and sensual pleasure (and also the type of guy who’s attracted to Liza). So he assumes Nikolai will be on board both for the thrill of it all and for the opportunity to satisfy his lust for Liza.
I honestly don’t think Nikolai is that person anymore. At least, he’s not ONLY that person anymore. But you’re right, if he doesn’t speak up soon, he’s gonna be complicit in something really terrible!


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. How is it that Stavrogin is one of the more likable and sane characters in this book? What a trainwreck this entire secret society is. And just all over the place. Mad men leading impressionable fools.
2. Does Stavrogin even want to be apart of this? It seems like it's Peter who does, Nikolai seems to be trying to get away from him as much as possible.
I'd say he's in over his head if this group is now conspiring to murder other people.
3. Yup, it sounds very similar to lots of politicians today. It is also interesting to hear similar arguments and complaints that are brought up today as new are just the same old tired recycled trash that has been going on for years. Nothing about the revolutionary is glamourous. It's mostly ugly and just leads to suffering, power-struggles, and misery.
4. He's insane? Peter is a dangerous madman with a loose grip on reality. Did Stavrogin only humor him and is now realizing that Peter has believed it. I saw Peter as being a bit of a cunning orchestrator in the background but now I just seem him as kind of an insane person.
5. This secret society seems destined to die in a pathetic fashion but it will prove to be murderous. I see Peter as being particularly dangerous because he is fully bought into this terrible fantasy and seems like he will stop at nothing to accomplish it.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        

"I told you earlier why you need Shatov's blood," Stavrogin


flashed his eyes. "You want to stick your crews together with that
muck.Exactly as I said. Just like how cults operate. Do something extreme so people remain just out of sunk cost fallacy. Also gives the leader a crime to hold over the followers heads should they escape the brainwashing.


On the threshold, out of


the darkness, a new figure emerged—Fedka, in a sheepskin jacket,
but without a hat, as if at home. He stood and chuckled, baring his
white, even teeth.Why are they making white, even teeth sound so evil🤣🤣


"Let's make peace, let's make peace," he whispered to him, in a


convulsive whisper.Definitely planning on stabbing him in the back later.


"But what the devil do you need me for, finally!"

I think he want access to Varva's resources through Stavrogin.


Just another ten crews like that all


over Russia, and I'm uncatchable."
"Of the same sort of fools?"They are fools. But fools can still take down an empire. If only because their foolishness makes them susceptible to agent provocateurs.


"He's got spying. He's got each member of society


watching the others and obliged to inform. Each belongs to all, and
all to each. They're all slaves and equal in their slavery. Slander and
murder in extreme cases, but above all—equality.Dosto really wasn't a fan of communism was he? Sounds like every libertarian caricature of collectivist economies I've ever heard. And I'm not a communist btw, I just hate strawmanning. Though in the interests of fiction we can just regard Petrosha as an evil genius to be taken down and not an exemplary of Marx.


Listen, Stavrogin: to level the mountains is a good idea, not a


ridiculous one. I'm for Shigalyov! No need for education, enough of
science! There's sufficient material even without science for a
thousand years to come, but obedience must be set up. Only one
thing is lacking in the world:And straight to Stalinism we go. In merely two turns of phrase. The Japanese bullettrain couldn't compete.


"Enough! Listen, I'm dropping the Pope! To hell with


Shigalyovism! To hell with the Pope! We need actuality, not
Shigalyovism, because Shigalyovism is a piece of jewelryOf course the jews have to be blamed for this somehow🙄


"Stavrogin, you are beautiful!" Pyotr Stepanovich cried out,


almost in ecstasy. "Do you know that you are beautiful! The most
precious thing in you is that you sometimes don't know it. Oh, I've
studied you! I've often looked at you from the side, from a corner!Not beating the allegations. But seriously there's no way Petrosha isn't at least in-part written to be gay.


You insult no one, yet


everyone hates you; you have the air of being everyone's equal, yet
everyone is afraid of you—this is good. No one will come up and slap
you on the shoulder. You're a terrible aristocrat. An aristocrat, when
he goes among democrats, is captivating! It's nothing for you to
sacrifice life, your own or someone else's. You are precisely what's
needed. I, I need precisely such a man as you. I know no one but
you. You are a leader, you are a sun, and I am your worm..."So that's his reason? Pure love, I assumed he had some more practical designs for Nik. Unless of course this is another manipulation.


The


prosecutor who trembles in court for fear of being insufficiently
liberal, is ours, ours.Sounds quote similar to modern haranguing over cancel culture.


"Ivan the Tsarevich—you, you!"

This sounds like a bad pun.


"I'll do it for you


without money; I'll end it tomorrow with Marya Timofeevna...
without money, and by tomorrow I'll bring you Liza. Want Liza
tomorrow?"😨
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)"Oh, be a bit stupider, Stavrogin, be a bit stupider yourself! You
know, you're not at all so smart that one should wish you that:
2) Higher abilities have always seized power and become
despots. Higher abilities cannot fail to be despots and have always
corrupted rather than been of use
3)crime is nolonger insanity but precisely common sense itself, almost a duty, at
any rate a noble protest:
4)'A new, just law is coming,' and
the sea will boil up and the whole showhouse will collapse, and then
we'll see how to build up an edifice of stone. For the first time! We
will do the building, we, we alone!"
#Quotes of the day:
1)Stavrogin finally glanced at him and was struck. This was not the
same look, not the same voice as always, or as in the room just
now; he saw almost a different face. The intonation of the voice was
not the same: Verkhovensky was imploring, beseeching. This was a
man still stunned because his most precious thing was being, or had
already been, taken away.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

Dosto really wasn't a fan of communism was he? Sounds like every libertarian caricature of collectivist economies I've ever heard. And I'm not a communist btw, I just hate strawmanning

The revolutionary despises public opinion. He despises and hates the existing social morality in all its manifestations. For him, morality is everything which contributes to the triumph of the revolution. <...>Tyrannical towards himself, he must be tyrannical towards others. All the gentle and enervating sentiments of kind ship, love, friendship, gratitude and even honor must be suppressed in him and give place to the cold and single minded passion for revolution.
 
I'm quoting the real-life prototype of Verkhovensky  Jr.  So  I wouldn't call that strawmanning


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+1)

        Not sure who's being quoted here, but one person doesn't make an entire ideology.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        •	⁠“because Shigalyovism is a piece of jewelry.”
The word is “jewelry,” like a necklace, bracelet, or ring. Not that other word, fortunately!
•	⁠“Dostoevsky wasn’t a fan of communism, was he?”
Well, for Dosty, a lot of things boiled down to his love of Jesus and what he considered Russian culture. On many issues he was a supporter of reform and could even be called “progressive” in the sense of advocating for change. BUT he was vehemently against Western materialism and the reduced (or nonexistent) role provided for Christianity in certain radical frameworks. Those were big sticking points for him in terms of embracing new social/political systems.
EDIT: And obviously he saw tyranny as a part of such systems as well. Which it certainly has been and can be, though whether it’s inherent is a complicated topic that could probably be debated for the next thousand years.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

The word is “jewelry,” like a necklace, bracelet, or ring. Not that other word, fortunately!

Oh thank goodness. I was thinking of the term "International jewry", which is extremely antisemitic.


Well, for Dosty, a lot of things boiled down to his love of Jesus and what he considered Russian culture

He makes that very clear across everything of his I've read. Though he does get critical of excessive self sacrifice as well, such as in "The Idiot".


    

Part 2 - Chapter 9

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Another gentle reminder that this week has been pre-scheduled due to the real world intruding for me. I will try to be online occasionally, but tag u/otherside_b or u/thermos_of_byr if something has gone spectacularly wrong.
Schedule for the week:
Tuesday Part 2 Chapter 9 (you’re here!)
Wednesday Part 2 Chapter 10 Section 1
Thursday Part 2 Chapter 10 Sections 2-3
Friday Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 1 (probably).
Discussion Prompts:
1. Stepan is raided. Oh no! (I hope your French was good for this part. I got some of it.) His books! His poems! His critiques! Why has this happened?
2. Did Stepan’s melodrama amuse you? (Am I wrong in viewing it as somewhat theatrical and melodramatic?)
3. Apparently he’s more worried about Varvara’s opinion of him than he is of the potential punishment - what do you make of this? Wouldn’t this have been easier if at any point in the past 22 years he had been honest about his feelings?
4. Another cliffhanger! Predictions for what’s next?
5.  Anything else to you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


Poor friend, kind-hearted friend!



21 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Anton receives word that Stepan Trofimovitch has been raided and rushes to the scene. Stepan is hysterical, both terrified that he’ll be arrested and indignant at the thought that he won’t.
HERZEN & THE BELL
- “From the books he took the foreign edition of Herzen, the bound volume of The Bell, four copies of my poem, et enfin tout ça.”
As a reminder, Herzen is the famous Russian proto-socialist, and The Bell is a radical newspaper printed abroad to circumvent government censorship. From Anton’s reaction, we can infer that neither of these would be enough to prosecute someone over. Nor would Stepan’s goofy poem 😂
GENERAL COMMENTS 😮
- “I found him in a surprising condition: upset and in great agitation, but at the same time unmistakably triumphant. / “Tous ces gens du bas étage sont comme ça when they have to do with a gentleman. I need hardly say I understood it all at once. Voilà vingt ans que je m’y prépare…”
This is Stepan all over—terrified that he’ll be arrested and punished, but also relishing the idea that he’s enough of a “dangerous thinker” to warrant punishment in the first place. “I’ve been preparing for this for twenty years,” he says. You get the sense that this whole ordeal is validating for him. He’s not a has-been! He’s not irrelevant! The government is threatened by him!
- “Yes, I remember, he suggested that himself—that it would be better to keep it quiet, for he had only come ‘to have a look round’ et rien de plus, and nothing more, nothing more … So that we ended it all en amis, je suis tout à fait content.”/ “Why, then he suggested the usual course of proceedings in such cases and regular guarantees, and you rejected them yourself,” I cried with friendly indignation.”
It sounds like Stepan has waived his right to due process (whatever due process consisted of in Russia during this era). He’s basically given Blum permission to act extrajudicially, all to avoid “the disgrace” (i.e. Varvara getting the impression that he’s part of Petrusha’s movement, after Stepan criticized her so harshly for her own sympathies toward the gang of radicals).
- “Then Nastasya stood on a chair and began lighting a lamp before the ikon in the corner. / “I arranged for that as soon as they had gone away,” muttered Stepan Trofimovitch, looking at me slyly. “Quand on a de ces choses-là dans sa chambre et qu’on vient vous arrêter it makes an impression and they are sure to report that they have seen it.…”
Stepan is literally such a coward. He’s put an ikon up in his home to pose as a Christian and throw the provincial government off his scent. He can’t be a godless radical if he’s a Christian, right?? 😂
- “It wrung my heart. This was the man who had been a prophet among us for twenty years, a leader, a patriarch, the Kukolnik who had borne himself so loftily and majestically before all of us, before whom we bowed down with genuine reverence, feeling proud of doing so.”
Anton feels a great amount of sympathy toward Stepan. Do y’all feel the same way? Are you sorry for Stepan, who’s presumably been set up by his son? Or are you annoyed by his hysterics?
- “From that hour when she said good-bye to me at Skvoreshniki my life has had no value for me … but disgrace, disgrace, que dira-t-elle if she finds out?…Elle me soupçonnera toute sa vie—me, me, the poet, the thinker, the man whom she has worshipped for twenty-two years!”
I don’t know what y’all think, but it sure sounds like Stepan hasn’t entirely given up on his relationship with Varvara. If he considered them broken up for good, then it wouldn’t matter what she thought of his “disgrace,” right? It seems he’s still in love with her—and has confidence that she loves him (she’s “worshipped” him for 20 years, after all!) Which, admittedly, is a bit presumptuous and annoying 😅


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        

If he considered them broken up for good, then it wouldn’t matter what she thought of his “disgrace,” right? 

When they had their blow out, he said: "Your good opinion has always been dearer to me than anything."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        🥺 I think he’s being truthful about that, too. Sure, you could say he only cares about her opinion because the idea of her “worshipping” him flatters his vanity. But I don’t think it’s JUST that.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        I do have a bit of sympathy for Stepan. He's a lazy mooch, and a terrible father, but, does he really deserve to be tormented so? He's generally pretty harmless compared to some of our characters anyway. It definitely feels like Pyotr's behind this - talk about daddy issues!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah, Pyotr “Daddy Issues” Stepanovitch is taking things really far. The plan seems to be to first destroy dad’s relationship with the woman he loves, then destroy his mental state. And that makes me feel some sympathy for Stepan too, crappy father though he is.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        Break out your French dictionary….
The good old time cures: Hadn’t I better lie down and put vinegar on my head?


This was the man who had been a prophet among us for twenty years, a leader, a patriarch, the Kukolnik who had borne himself so loftily

Nestor Vasilievich Kukolnik (1809–1868) was a Russian playwright and prose writer. Immensely popular during the early part of his career, his works were subsequently dismissed as tastes changed. He is best remembered for having contributed to the libretto of the first Russian opera, A Life for the Tsar by Mikhail Glinka.
Stepan admits what Varvara meant to him:


From that hour when she said goodbye to me at Skvoreshniki my life has had no value for me

Stepan fears he will be tortured:


“They’ll flog me...the floor suddenly gives way under you, you drop half through.… Every one knows that.”

Cases of the police beating up "guilty" noblemen were repeatedly reported in Herzen's "Kolokol" (a revolutionary magazine). One such example reads"... I stand there neither alive nor dead and think to myself what to do here: I can't not sit down if he invites me, and if I sit down with the chief of the gendarmes, then, perhaps, I'll also be flogged. So I quietly and carefully sit down on the very edge of the chair. My whole soul has sunk into my heels. I'm just waiting for the cushion under my seat to drop out beneath me..."


But I reckoned without my host. On the way an adventure occurred which agitated Stepan Trofimovitch even more...

The expression 'I reckoned without my host' is a literal translation of the French expression 'compter sans son hôte' which means to be mistaken in one's assumptions.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        What was Stepan talking about when he said they dropped people “halfway through the floor” while flogging them? At first I thought he was alluding to a hanging, but in the case of a hanging you typically go all the way through the floor, do you not? Maybe he IS talking about a hanging and I’m just overthinking this.


    


    
        samole (+7)

        

What was Stepan talking about when he said they dropped people “halfway through the floor” 

Ah, that's a funny XIX century urban myth in Russia. Basically, it went like that: gendarmes have a special room with a chair. They invite you to seat on it. Then they (suddenly!) bind you to the chair, a secret trapdoor under the chair opens up, you go halfway through the floor. You posterior is now sticking from the ceiling in the room below, where another gendarm pulls down your pants and gives you lashes. On your naked butt! Horrendous! The fact that Verkhovensky believes in such drivel doesn't get him any credit, of course.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh my god, that’s hilarious 😂 
So was the idea also that there would be people in the room below (other than the gendarme giving the lashes) who would see your naked butt? Kind of adding humiliation to injury? This is an absolutely wild myth hahaha


    


    
        samole (+2)

        

was the idea also that there would be people in the room below (other than the gendarme giving the lashes) who would see your naked butt?

That I don't know, but in any case that would have been extremely humiliating


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+5)

        In my version of the book there is a whole chapter about Nikolai going to tichon. Why is this skipped in the Gutenberg version?


    


    
        samole (+3)

        So that's the previously censored chapter, "At Tikhon's". I thought we were going to read it here, but apparently not.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Hmmm I know the mod running this week’s discussions is in the hospital, so maybe they just forgot to make a post for At Tikhon’s? u/otherside_b or u/thermos_of_byr, are we planning on reading this chapter?


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        Yes, I thought about it too. It's a pity that this chapter was skipped. Because people with other editions have already read it anyway.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        I hadn't realized that it was coming up this week.
Three potential options:
We could put it at the end of the book like some versions do?
We could read it next Monday?
Or we can edit the schedule and read it tomorrow?  This is probably the most awkward option as people might get confused with the schedule change.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        I am not too concerned. It just adds to the chaos that is this book anyway. Monday is perfectly fine.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I think Monday is fine. :)


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

"Not Blum?"


"Blum. Precisely the name he gave.He ignored the birthday party and went after Stepan. Has Stepan's reputation as a russo-phobic liberal intellectual finally caught up to him? Or is Blum trying to gather evidence against Petrosha?


"Stepan Trofimovich, tell me as a friend," I cried out, "as a true


friend, I won't betray you: do you belong to some secret society, ordo you not?"
And now, to my surprise, even here he was not certain whether
he was or was not a participant in some secret society🤣🤣His delusions are partly justified because Petrosha is trying to create a secret society though.


And he suddenly burst into hot, hot tears. Tears simply poured


out of him. He covered his eyes with his red foulard and sobbed,
sobbed for a good five minutes, convulsively.😢


I felt terribly sorry for him. He


obviously believed as much in the "kibitka" as in the fact that I was
sitting beside him, and expected it precisely that morning, that very
minute, and all because of Herzen's writings and some sort of poemof his own! Such full, such total ignorance of everyday reality was
both moving and somehow disgusting.It is partly reality though. I think our narrator falls too easily for the gov't approved facts.


Do you really suppose


I could be in with those scoundrels, with tract-mongersWhere's Miss Clack to hear this🤣🤣


I, you know, I will perhaps rush at someone there and bite him, like


that sub-lieutenant..."He's reached peak despair.


"cher, it's not Siberia I'm afraid of, I swear


to youOf course not. Being carted off to Siberia would only boost your profile as a renegade. What you're afraid of is losing Varva.


But of what, of what?"


"Flogging," he uttered, and gave me a helpless look.
"Who is going to flog you? Where? Why?" I cried out, afraid he
was losing his mind.
"Where? Why, there... where it's done."
"And where is it done?"
"Eh, cher," he whispered almost into my ear, "the floor suddenly
opens under you, and you're lowered in up to the middle...Huh🤨. Why on earth did I think he was about to say something profound🙄


"My friend, I've already said I do not regret anything, ma carrière


est finie. From that hour in Skvoreshniki when she said farewell tome, I've had no regret for my life... but the disgrace, the disgrace,
que dira-t-elle,[cxxxi] if she finds out?"Ohhhhhhhhh


She will suspect me all her life, me, me, the poet,


the thinker, the man she worshiped for twenty-two years!"As harsh as I was on Stepan for his borderline emotional abuse of Varva, I am rooting for these two lovebirds.


I am giving myself up. I am walking straight into the lion's maw


..."
"And I'm going with you.Maintenant, c'est un veritable ami.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)don't contradict me, or discourage,
I beg you, because nothing is more unbearable when a man is
unhappy than for a hundred friends to come right then and point out
to him how stupid he's been.
2) To Lembke. Cher, I must, I am obliged to. It is my duty. I am a
citizen and a human being, not a chip of wood, I have rights, I want
my rights
3)I am giving myself up. I am walking straight into the lion's maw
...
#Quotes of the day:
1)This
was the man who for twenty years had been prophesying to us, our
preacher, mentor, patriarch, Kukolnik, holding himself so loftily and
majestically over us all, before whom we bowed so wholeheartedly,
considering it an honor—and now suddenly he was sobbing, sobbing
like a naughty little boy waiting for a birching from the teacher who
has just gone to fetch the rod.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Looking back, it appears Lyamshin and Telyatnikov convinced Blum to target Stepan—probably on Pyotr’s orders. Pyotr has convinced both the Von Lembkes and Blum that he’s a “reformed” extremist, but he nevertheless keeps dropping hints that there ARE revolutionary activities afoot in the community. Evidently Blum’s been led to believe that Stepan is at the center of those activities.
- “As hard as I was on Stepan for his borderline emotional abuse of Varvara, I am rooting for these two lovebirds.”
Me too 😭😭😭


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        I still don’t think he loves her - he just wants her to “worship” him and is worried that this might stop her. I’m not really sure what love would look like in this situation, but I’m still not recognising anything here as love.
I’m not actually terribly sorry for him - finally his paranoia is being vindicated! I am much more sorry for Andrey who presumably ends up with egg on his face.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Andrey is definitely a tragic figure 😭 Even as a Stepan apologist (lol) I have to admit that Von Lembke might be more deserving of sympathy (he’s a good guy overall, he just isn’t cut out for this job!) I do feel a little bad for Stepan, though, just because the punishment Pyotr is meting out has gotten totally out of proportion to the crime. Then again, maybe Pyotr wouldn’t be such a heartless psycho if Stepan had been there for him when he was little…


    

Part 2 - Chapter 10 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Wednesday Part 2 Chapter 10 Section 1 (Still not at the fete)
Thursday Part 2 Chapter 10 Sections 2-3
Friday Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 1 (probably).
Discussion Prompts:
1. And we take a brief break to talk about a worker’s march. Apparently our main characters have been talking to them, fomenting rebellion, perhaps?
2. More Andrey Antonovitch drama! Thoughts on his breakdown here?
3. Yulia (apparently) knows all about the plots and plans to set them on the straight and narrow. What do you think is the chance of this?
4. Back to the main plot (I’d honestly forgotten that Stepan and the narrator were actually doing something). Stepan is fearful of what punishment might be meted out to him. Lembke’s presence saves him from the crowd. I thought about several of the “uncontrollable crowd” scenes we’ve discussed - the beginning of Hunchback of Notre Dame, what felt like every third chapter of A Tale of Two Cities. Thoughts of the use of the crowd or the uncontrollable mob as a character in a story?
5.  Anything else to you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


 We sat like that for ten minutes.



20 Comments


    
        rolomoto (+8)

        \>He was a most conscientious official, who had lived in a state of innocence up to the time of his marriage. And was it his fault that, instead of an innocent allowance of wood from the government and an equally innocent Minnchen, a princess of forty summers had raised him to her level?
Lembke's state of innocence is virginity. Minnchen seems to come from German and might be a general reference to a German maid or servant i.e. someone who worked for him but with whom he had no relations. Innocent wood, his innocence, innocent Minnche...I guess D was just stressing innocence and virginity.
\>“Filibusters?” (he's actually saying 'pirates')  Andrey Antonovitch said thoughtfully.
\>“Just so, your Excellency. The Shpigulin men are making a riot.”
In the Garnett version, something gets lost in translation in this section. Mention is made of filibusters which is a play on police superintendent Flibusterov's name. The Russian word sounds like flibusters (similar to Flibusterov) and means pirates, that is the Shpigulin men causing the uproar. While filibuster sounds similar to Flibusterov the meaning of pirates is lost, he's basically calling the rioters filibusters, which doesn't make any sense. A filibuster is a political tactic not a person.
\> “Police-superintendent Flibusterov, your Excellency. There’s a riot in the town.”
\>There is a still more absurd story that soldiers were brought up with bayonets, and that a telegram was sent for artillery and Cossacks
This hints at the cases of suppression of peasant unrest with the help of troops that became more frequent after the reform of 1861. According to the writer N. A. Demert: "It is rare that you travel anywhere without meeting soldiers on the road moving to pacify."
\>of Lembke: Can a sledge on a switchback at carnival stop short as it flies down the hill?...such people are always the most dangerous if it once happens that something sets their sledge sliding downhill.
\>I looked round and found Stepan Trofimovitch no longer at my side. Instinctively I darted off to look for him in the most dangerous place; something made me feel that his sledge, too, was flying downhill.
Interesting use of a sledge going downhill as a metaphor for something getting powerful and perhaps out of control.
\>Lembke: “Caps off!” he said breathlessly and hardly audibly. “On your knees!” he squealed, to the surprise of every one
A parody of the words of Nicholas I, preserved by his contemporaries, before the crowd on June 22, 1831 in St. Petersburg on Sennaya Square during the cholera riot. He said:  "What are you doing fools? Why do you think you are being poisoned? This is God's punishment. On your knees, fools! Pray to God!" Another account has it: "The Tsar stopped his carriage in the middle of the crowd, glanced at those crowding around him and shouted in a thunderous voice: "On your knees!" This entire crowd of many thousands, taking off their hats, immediately fell to the ground"
\> The riot was as real to him as the prison carts were to Stepan Trofimovitch.
Lembke only imagines a riot is occurring.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Thanks for the explanation of the whole “filibusters” thing! I figured that Russian must have the word “filibuster,” otherwise the play on Flibusterov’s name wouldn’t work—but it makes more sense that the Russian meaning is “pirates.” Totally different from the English meaning, which is talking to delay a legislative action until the time to vote expires. I was like, “What does that have to do with petitioning workers??”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Our boy Andrey was never meant to survive under this kind of pressure. He’s gone more or less totally off his rocker, fighting with his wife, picking bouquets out in a field, and seeing Petrusha everywhere he looks!
WITH A COSSACK!
- “He shouted that he would annihilate the woman question, that he would eradicate every trace of it, that to-morrow he would forbid and break up their silly fête for the benefit of the governesses (damn them!), that the first governess he came across to-morrow morning he would drive out of the province “with a Cossack! I’ll make a point of it!”
Threatening to torpedo women’s lib because you’re mad at your wife isn’t a good look, but Andrey is actively losing his mind right now, so I’ll cut him some slack. Plus, the idea of him siccing a Cossack on the first governess he sees is too funny. (As a reminder, the Cossacks are an ethnic group from Eastern Ukraine and Southern Russia. They were traditionally known for their military aptitude and so were brought in to fight during wars and such.)
CANDIDE
- “Mechanically he opened a thick book lying on the table. (He sometimes used to try his fortune in this way with a book, opening it at random and reading the three lines at the top of the right-hand page.) What turned up was: “Tout est pour le mieux dans le meilleur des mondes possibles.”—Voltaire, Candide. He uttered an ejaculation of contempt.”
“All is for the best in the best of all possible worlds,” the famous philosophy that Candide learns from his tutor, Pangloss (before a lot of really horrible things happen to Candide and his lady friend, suggesting that theirs is NOT, in fact, the best of all possible worlds.) Obviously, this scrap of optimism is not something Von Lembke wants to hear in his current frame of mind 😂
GENERAL COMMENTS 🐴
- “It’s true that he used to dash about and was fond of dashing about at full speed in a carriage with a yellow back, and while his trace-horses, who were so trained to carry their heads that they looked “positively perverted.”
I’m sorry, I couldn’t help myself. The idea of people seeing this horse prancing around and being like, “That horse looks perverted” just makes me laugh way too much.
- “Senseless but malignant woman,” he cried, snapping his bonds at one blow, “let me tell you, I shall arrest your worthless lover at once, I shall put him in fetters and send him to the fortress, or—I shall jump out of a window before your eyes this minute!”
It’s kind of hard for me to place all my sympathies with either party in this argument. Yes, Yulia is ambitious and pushed her husband into a role that’s way too much for him, but it’s not like he lacked all agency. He could have grown a spine and told her no. It’s also not all Yulia’s fault that he isn’t “respected”—he’s just not super great at his job. (Anyway, it’s hard to say if his constituents really don’t respect, or if Petrusha is just making him think that they don’t.) On the other hand, Yulia laughing scornfully at him when he’s already upset and feeling small is not the way to treat someone you care about. Is anyone squarely on Andrey’s side or squarely on Yulia’s? I just think they need to get divorced (far easier said than done in the 19th century, I know).
- “Before Andrey Antonovitch…there were a few dying yellow flowers, pitiful relics blown about by the howling wind. Did he want to compare himself and his fate with those wretched flowers battered by the autumn and the frost? I don’t think so; in fact I feel sure it was not so, and that he realised nothing about the flowers in spite of the evidence of the coachman and of the police superintendent, who drove up at that moment and asserted afterwards that he found the governor with a bunch of yellow flowers in his hand.”
Yikes. That’s it, boys. He’s officially lost it.
- “I mention this fabulous Avdotya Petrovna because what happened to her (if she really had existed) very nearly happened to Stepan Trofimovitch. Possibly, indeed, his adventure may have been at the bottom of the ridiculous tale about the old woman.”
Varvara has called Stepan an “old woman” many times, so it’s funny that the rumor mill kind of transforms him into one 😂
- “If they are dealing with people so unceremoniously before us, in an open square, what is to be expected from that man, for instance … if he happens to act on his own authority?”/ And shaking with indignation and with an intense desire to defy them, he pointed a menacing, accusing finger at Flibusterov.”
Kind of bold moment for Stepan, eh? You could argue that he sticks up for the workers just for show, but given what a coward he is, I don’t think so. I think at least part of him must have been sincerely outraged by the scene. Otherwise he’d be way too much of a wimp to put himself in physical danger like that. Then again, maybe he’s kind of losing it too? What do you think?


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>Varvara has called Stepan an “old woman” many times, so it’s funny that the rumor mill kind of transforms him into one   
"Stay, wait a little. He’s an old woman, but you know, that’s all the better for you. Besides, he’s a pathetic old woman. He doesn’t deserve to be loved by a woman at all, but he deserves to be loved for his helplessness, and you must love him for his helplessness."


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+4)

        

As a reminder, the Cossacks are an ethnic group from Eastern Ukraine and Southern Russia. They were traditionally known for their military aptitude and so were brought in to fight during wars and such.

I'll just copy and paste my comment about the Cossacks, which I already wrote once in the "War and Peace" reading and discussion community:
In fact, there were many more of the branches of the Cossacks and the ethnic composition of the Cossacks was mixed: Russians, Ukrainians, Tatars, Bashkirs, Kalmyks, various ethnic groups of the Caucasus and some others. Cossacks lived on the banks of the Don, Dnieper, Volga, in the Caucasus and the Urals, later - in Siberia and the Far East. In the XVI - first half of the XVII century, the Russian government used Cossacks to defend the southern borders, and since the XVII century – as an armed force in wars. At the beginning of the XVIII century, the Cossack communities were transformed into irregular Cossack troops. In the XVIII - XIX centuries, the Cossacks were a special military class in the service of the state, possessing a number of duties and privileges. By the end of the XVIII - beginning of the XIX century, all Cossack troops became completely subordinate to the government, the Ministry of War of the Russian Empire.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Thanks for these excellent details on the Cossacks! Their role in Russian defense and military affairs is so interesting to me. We don’t have any comparable group in the U.S. (though the British used Hessians for similar purposes during our Revolutionary War).


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I think I am much more on Andrey’s side - I am dealing with a toxic workplace with a woman who politics behind the scenes, and gaslights the boss and if you are an honest person you always end up looking stupid while the political person comes off looking shiny. She will go behind his back and manipulate and twist things so that All the mud will stick to Andrey, and Yulia still looks good.
I still don’t see any love in the Stepan/ Varvara relationship, but Andrey clearly still loves Yulia. “That poor bastard” as Charles said about his brother Adam in another r/ClassicBookClub read -“East of Eden”.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Sorry you’re dealing with someone so toxic! Yeah, I wouldn’t want to interact with Yulia in real life—at the very least, I wouldn’t want to get on her bad side! She’s cunning but not nearly as smart as she thinks she is. And she’s not a good marriage partner in any sense of the word. (Maybe she’d be better if she’d married someone as ambitious as herself?)
Andrey really is a poor bastard. He’s sensitive and kind of weak, which would be fine and lovely if he was working a quiet, low-stress job that allowed him spare time to make his little toys. But he’s not cut out to be in a position of authority. It’s just too much for him. (No shade, cause I wouldn’t want his job either.)


    


    
        hocfutuis (+7)

        I'm now figuring the place Lembke goes to in Switzerland is perhaps more of the psychiatric type than not, after this episode. Poor guy is up against a lot.
There's no way Yulia can stop anything. I think she served her (Pyotr's) purpose, and now the whole thing has started, there won't be too much need for her.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Long time followers of this group will laugh when they read “(He sometimes used to try his fortune in this way with a book, opening it at random and reading the three lines at the top of the right-hand page.)” because this is what our good friend Gabriel Betteredge used to do with “Robinson Crusoe” so we had to read Robinson Crusoe to see what the hype was all about and found that Robinson Crusoe used to do exactly the same with the Bible. And now we have Andrey doing it with Moliere. Does this mean we have to read Moliere next? It sounds grim.
I enjoy these chapters where the narrator goes off on wild tangents, dropping in hints about things that they only found out about much later. And the way the press totally blew the “riot” out of proportion. Sounds typical. Very funny.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Oh, I’d be all for a group reading of Candide! It’s pretty short. It’s also quite comedic, though the comedy is like, just about as dark as it gets. So yeah, it’s grim 😅
I’ve never encountered this concept of telling one’s fortune by opening a book to a random page, but I kind of want to try it now. The book I’ve got at hand is Chernyshevsky’s What Is to Be Done?, so let’s see what it gives me…”Well, I know what I would like. I would like some breakfast.” 😂 Eerily accurate!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        You see!! It works


    


    
        samole (+5)

        I cannot help but notice how eerily similar is von Lembke to the future (at the time) emperor Nicholas II. Not malicious, but weak and indecisive, and so prone to hypercompensating. Complete inability to manage crises and in general work under pressure). Listening to people he shouldn't have listened to. Having headstrong wife with a controversial reputation. Goofy hobbies (Nicholas II hunted crows and made naked pictures of himself. You can google them, he looked good naked). And the reign ending in personal (and not only personal) catastrophe.  Life imitated art. Which wasn't good in this case.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Well, I didn’t expect to start my morning by Googling “Nicholas II naked pictures,” but here we are 😂 He was really fit!
The parallels between Von Lembke and Nicholas II are interesting, particularly the fact that Bloody Sunday also involved peacefully petitioning workers. Another case of Dostoevsky being eerily prescient!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I too, googled.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Our marriage has consisted of nothing but


you proving to me all the time, every hour, that I am worthless,
stupid, and even mean, and I have been obliged, every hour and
humiliatingly, to prove to you that I am not worthless, not at all
stupid, and that I astound everyone with my nobilitySo this is the inverse of Stepan and Varva.


she knew not


only those four, but all of them (she lied); and that she had no
intention of losing her mind from all that, but, on the contrary,
trusted in her mind more than ever, and hoped to lead everything to
a harmonious ending: to encourage the youth, to bring them to
reason, to prove to them suddenly and unexpectedly that their
designs were known, and then show them to new goals for a
reasonable and brighter activity.She seems the kind who can't allow herself to lose face. She can't admit to herself that Petrosha played her for a fool as well.


But at the new, still


stronger outburst of laughter that followed his last words, he
clenched his teeth, moaned, and suddenly rushed—not for the
window—but at his spouse, raising his fist over her!😱


He did not bring


it down—no, three times no; but instead he perished right there on
the spot. Not feeling the legs under him, he ran to his study, threw
himself just as he was, fully clothed, facedown on the prepared bed,
wrapped himself convulsively, head and all, in the sheet, and lay that
way for about two hours—not sleeping, not thinking, with a lead
weight on his heart, and dull, unmoving despair in his soul.😢


It is also nonsense that some


poor but noble lady was supposedly seized as she was passing byand promptly thrashed for some reason; and yet I later read about
this lady myself in a report in one of the Petersburg newspapers.Nice to see the propaganda wheels are as well greased as ever.


I mention this


nonexistent Avdotya Petrovna only because the same thing that
happened with her (if she had existed in reality) almost happened
with Stepan Trofimovich; it may even be on account of him that this
whole absurd rumor about Tarapygin got started—that is, the gossip
in its further development simply went and turned him into some
Tarapygin woman.They thrashed Stepan? Why?
#Lembkisms of the day:
1)Two
centers cannot exist, and you have set up two—one is mine, the
other is in your boudoir— two centers of power, madam, but I will
not allow it, I will not!!
2)  "you, madam,
you, from your own dignity, ought to have cared for your husband
and to have stood up for his intelligence, even if he was a man of
poor abilities (and I am by no means of poor abilities!), whereas you
are the reason why everyone here despises me, it is you who have
put them up to it!
#Quotes of the day:
1)this is
an old, historical method; from time immemorial the Russian people
have loved having a talk with "the general himself," for the sheer
pleasure of it, in fact, and even regardless of what the end of such a
talk might be.
2) Yulia
Mikhailovna, green with spite, immediately burst into laughter, long,
resounding, with little peals and gales, exactly as in the French
theater when a Parisian actress, invited for a hundred thousand to
play coquettes, laughs in her husband's face for daring to be jealous
of her.
3)As ill luck would have it, Andrei Antonovich
had been distinguished all his life by the serenity of his character
and had never shouted or stamped his feet at anyone; and such
men are far more dangerous if it once happens that their sled for
some reason shoots off downhill.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Stepan fortunately didn’t get thrashed, but he got damn close! It was really reckless (brave, but reckless) of him to rush into the chaos and call Flibusterov out directly. He kind of surprised me in this section!
I can sort of see what you mean about Yulia and Von Lembke being the inverse of Stepan and Varvara, in the sense that Andrey thinks Yulia looks down on his intellectual abilities, just as Varvara thinks Stepan looks down on hers.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Stepan fortunately didn’t get thrashed, but he got damn close! It was really reckless (brave, but reckless) of him to rush into the chaos and call Flibusterov out directly. He kind of surprised me in this section!

Yeah, we were lucky there. Don't know why Anton implied that Stepan recieved the thrashing the fictional lady was rumoured to have.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think it just got blown out of proportion through a game of rumor-mill telephone. I don’t think Anton meant to imply that Stepan actually got thrashed, but of course rumors have minds of their own!


    

Part 2 - Chapter 10 - Section 2-3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

See the comment below about the At Tikhon’s chapter (I’m reading the Gutenberg edition, so it hasn’t appeared yet for me). We’ll pick it up next week, I believe. (Health stuff is going fine, I’m very pleased I pre-read the whole week and scheduled everything though.)
Schedule for the week:
Thursday Part 2 Chapter 10 Sections 2-3 (you awake to find yourself ~~in a dark room~~ here)
Friday Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 1 (probably).
Discussion Prompts:
1. Prompts. I need prompts! When did you last find yourself requesting seditious materials back from the police? No, maybe not that.
2. Yulia arrives and cuts short the interview with Andrey. What did you make of the gathering? Were you expecting more fireworks with Varvara?
3. Do you think Dostoevsky is getting a bit meta with Karmazinov? Self-insert, perhaps. Caricature of how he was viewed at the time?
4. Liza, and her chaotic influence, returns! What do you think she was trying to achieve putting Nikolay on the spot like this?
5. Stepan is driven to passion! What poor decision-making lays ahead…?
6.  Anything else to you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… but I’ve begun to move…



12 Comments


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+1)

        This upcoming Monday and Tuesday we will be reading the “At Tikhon’s” chapter. It is 2 parts, after which we will pick up where we left off this week. So just a heads up for those of you wondering if or when we’ll be doing that chapter.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        And with that, we’ve reached the end of Part 2! (Sort of—it sounds like we might go back and read At Tikhon’s next week.) Stepan and Karmazinov try to out affected-old-man each other, Yulia butters Stepan up after the unceremonious raid on his house, and Nikolai suddenly and very casually reveals his marriage to Marya.
- “Lyamshin…brought her the news. With spiteful glee he hired a wretched Cossack nag and hastened on the way to Skvoreshniki to meet the returning cavalcade with the diverting intelligence…[Varvara Petrovna] too must have been interested, and perhaps even agitated, by the news about Stepan Trofimovitch communicated by Lyamshin.”
So despite Stepan waiving his rights in order to keep the raid a secret, in the end Lyamshin just blabbed it to everyone anyway. He’s like a little Liputin Jr.
- “With an open air and an enchanting smile she went quickly up to Stepan Trofimovitch, held out her exquisitely gloved hand, and greeted him with a perfect shower of flattering phrases—as though the only thing she cared about that morning was to make haste to be charming to Stepan Trofimovitch.”
Yulia’s stated objective is to keep the radical youth “in hand,” but at the same time she’s awfully keen not to appear “anti-radical” or “behind the times.” Any oppressive or reactionary behavior from her husband reflects poorly on her and damages her progressive street cred.
- “What years, what ages! At last … excellent ami.”He made as though to kiss him, offering his cheek, of course, and Stepan Trofimovitch was so fluttered that he could not avoid saluting it.”
God, Karmazinov is so hilariously fake 😂 The cheek kissing thing is, of course, a parody of what Dostoevsky saw as Ivan Turgenev’s affected Westernized mannerisms.
- “Varvara Petrovna was particularly excited, though she tried to appear indifferent, but I caught her once or twice glancing with hatred at Karmazinov and with wrath at Stepan Trofimovitch—the wrath of anticipation, the wrath of jealousy and love: if Stepan Trofimovitch had blundered this time and had let Karmazinov make him look small before every one, I believe she would have leapt up and beaten him.”
The “wrath of jealousy and love,” you say?? 👀 My my, perhaps Varvara isn’t over Stepan, either.
- “Et comme on trouve partout plus de moines que de raison…”
“And as we see everywhere more monks than reason…” Stepan used this phrase with Varvara before, and she called him out for quoting Pascal rather than using his own words. Obviously he didn’t take her criticism to heart, because here he is using it again 😂 (Kind of ironic, given how sharply he chided her for not using her own words during their big break-up scene.)
- “C’est charmant, les moines,” whispered Yulia Mihailovna, turning to Varvara Petrovna, who was sitting beside her. Varvara Petrovna responded with a look of pride.”
At the very least, Varvara still feels Stepan’s behavior is a reflection on her, which means she still thinks of him as “hers,” in a way. Whether that’s love, vanity, or a lingering need to control is probably up for debate.
- “I have portrayed in the character of Pogozhev all the failings of the Slavophils and in the character of Nikodimov all the failings of the Westerners.…But I do this by the way, simply to while away the tedious hours and to satisfy the persistent demands of my fellow-countrymen.”
This was Dostoevsky’s main complaint about Turgenev, that he lived outside of Russia and thus didn’t know anything about the Russian people (and, by extension, wasn’t invested in their fate). Dostoevsky once wrote in a letter to a poet friend of his: “Turgenev became a German from a Russian writer – that’s what a crappy person is known for” (I don’t know why the translator of the letter chose to use the word “crappy,” but it’s funny so I kept it). He also once advised Turgenev to buy a telescope so he could use it to look at Russia far away from him.
- “Nikolay Vsyevolodovitch, a captain who calls himself a relation of yours, the brother of your wife, and whose name is Lebyadkin, keeps writing impertinent letters to me, complaining of you and offering to tell me some secrets about you.”/“Yes, I have the misfortune to be connected with that man. I have been the husband of his sister for nearly five years.”
Wow! Liza tries to put Nikolai on blast in front of everyone, and he foils her by casually admitting to the unspoken accusation. I think Liza’s goal was either to a) hear Nikolai deny the marriage and thus reassure herself, or b) humiliate Nikolai as revenge if it turned out he really WAS married. What do you think?


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

I think Liza’s goal was either to a) hear Nikolai deny the marriage and thus reassure herself, or b) humiliate Nikolai as revenge if it turned out he really WAS married. What do you think?

I think it's option B. She seems to enjoy humiliating Mavriky as we saw in the chapter with the holy fool. Why not do the same to Nikolai? Whatever her motives were I don't think she got her desired reaction.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        She definitely acts out by being mean to the people she cares about or the people who care about her 😑Not a great trait, no matter how emotionally unwell you are!


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I thought Nikolai handled that well - the truth is so much simpler than all these lies. I wish I thought that would protect Marya, but I still think she is in danger from the Pyotr/Fedka combination.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        It was very well done, and certainly backfired on Liza. I share your fears about Marya though. It seems others may have already decided her fate, and Nikolai might not be able to stop it


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \- Lembke: “I won’t allow young men! It’s all these manifestoes? It’s an assault on society, sir, a piratical attack, filibustering…
Here we have something closer to the original Russian meaning with pirates associated with filibustering.
Karmazinov and Stepan meet:
\- He made as though to kiss him, offering his cheek, of course, and Stepan Trofimovitch was so fluttered that he could not avoid saluting it.
Not sure what saluting indicates there but the Russian says that Stepan kissed him.
\- “Come, tell me about yourself, tell me everything,” Karmazinov drawled and lisped,
lisping and drawling out words was an affectation among some Russian aristocrats in the 19th century.
\> “And yet I was never at all intimate with that peevish old woman,” Stepan Trofimovitch went on
Stepan refers to Karmazinov as an old woman, while Varvara’s refers to Stepan as an old woman.
\>Stepan tells Karmazinov: “Remember that the last time we met was at the Granovsky dinner in Moscow, and that twenty-four years have passed since then …”
Timofey Granovsky (1813-1855) was an influential writer and thinker who supported Westernization. His biographer writes about a dinner given in his honor: "At the celebration given in his honor, people of opposing opinions and directions united. Granovsky and his friends embraced and kissed the Slavophiles in Russian style."
\>Karmazinov: “As for me, I am quite at rest on that score, and for the past seven years I’ve been settled at Karlsruhe."
Another allusion to Turgenev, who lived for a long time in the German city of Karlsruhe.
\>Yulia: What Russian writer has presented so many modern types, has brought forward so many contemporary problems, has put his finger on the most vital modern points which make up the type of the modern man of action? You, only you, and no one else.
In the words of Yulia Mikhailovna, there may be a hint of Turgenev. Compare with the words of A. S. Suvorin writing about Turgenev: "In society, he appeared as a teacher. He created images of men and women, which remained models. He made fashion. His novels are a fashion magazine, in which he was an employee, and an editor, and a publisher. He invented the cut, he invented the soul, and many Russians dressed according to these models."
Curious that Karmazinov titles his peace in French although it's devoted to true Russian thought:
\>”this graceful Merci is addressed to the public in grateful acknowledgment of the constant enthusiasm with which it has for so many years greeted his unswerving loyalty to true Russian thought.”
\>“Yes, no doubt,” lisped Karmazinov. “I have portrayed in the character of Pogozhev all the failings of the Slavophils and in the character of Nikodimov all the failings of the Westerners.…”
These words are a play on Turgenev's statement in the article "Concerning Fathers and Sons": "I am a fundamental, incorrigible Westerner, and I have never hidden it and do not hide it; however, despite this, I took particular pleasure in bringing out in the person of Panshin (in "A Nest of the Gentry") all the comic and vulgar aspects of Westernism; I forced the Slavophile Lavretsky to destroy him on all points. Why did I do this - I, who consider the Slavophile teaching to be false and fruitless? Because in this case - this is precisely how, according to my concepts, life turned out, and I wanted first of all to be sincere and truthful."


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Wow, there are so many specific details about things Turgenev has said and done embedded in Karmazinov’s character. Like, Dostoevsky wasn’t trying to hide that it was him. He wanted people to KNOW.
It’s funny that Stepan is mentioned as attending the Granovsky dinner, since there’s a decent chance he himself was based on Granovsky 😝


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

And when the offended man nevertheless went


on shouting and feeling offended, he observed to him in extreme
vexation: 'But I tell you it was a misunderstanding, why are you still
shouting!Quite a powerful analogy. The apology doesn't undo the slap.


He was interrupted. At that very moment, Yulia Mikhailovna and


her whole attendant company noisily came in.Here comes trouble. I don't think Lembke is in the mental state for anymore.


Not a single word to her husband, not a single glance in his direction


—as though he were not even in the room. Moreover, she at once
imperiously confiscated Stepan Trofimovich and led him off to thedrawing room—just as if he had not been discussing anything with
Lembke, or, if he had been, it was not worth continuing. Again I
repeat:These two are actual children🤣🤣.


Liza was also there, and I had


never seen her more joyful, carelessly gay, and happy. Of course,
Mavriky Nikolaevich was there, too.

Yulia


Mikhailovna's usual retinue, among whom this licentiousness was
taken for gaiety and a pennyworth cynicism for intelligence,Cynicism is still confused with intelligence today. Everyone is constantly rushing to the podium to blast to everyone how they alone aren't fond of whatever the new show or movie is.


"C'est charmant, les moines,"[cxli] Yulia Mikhailovna whispered,


turning to Varvara Petrovna, who was sitting next to her.
Varvara Petrovna responded with a proud look.Is this supposed to be some sort of intellectual contest between Stepan and Karma? Varva seems pretty invested for someone who wants to cut ties.


After announcing that


measures had been taken, Lembke turned around sharply and
started quickly out of the room, but after two steps he tripped on
the rug, lurched nose downwards, and nearly fell.Well, that's embarrassing.


"Nikolai Vsevolodovich, some captain who calls himself your


relation, your wife's brother, a man by the name of Lebyadkin, keeps
writing indecent letters to me, complaining in them about you,
offering to reveal to me certain secrets concerning you. If he really is
your relation, do forbid him to offend me and rid me of this
unpleasantness."Is Lebaydkin still trying to bag Liza? I thought the whole town had moved on. I certainly would after seeing the way she treats Mavriky.


I will never forget the horror that was expressed on Varvara


Petrovna's face. With an insane look she rose from her chair, holding
her right hand up in front of her as if to defend herself.🤣🤣I was not expecting the revelations to come about that casually. Reminds me that scene in Attack on Titan.
#Lembkisms of the day:
1)"I shield society with myself, while you destroy it. Destroy it!
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)at that moment I thought: which of us is the meaner? He
who is embracing me so as to humiliate me right there, or I who
despise him and his cheek and yet kiss it right there, though I could
turn away... pah
#Quotes of the day:
1)"So, tell me, tell me everything," Karmazinov mumbled and
lisped, as though it were possible just to up and tell him one's whole
life over twenty-five years.
2) Yulia
Mikhailovna's usual retinue, among whom this licentiousness was
taken for gaiety and a pennyworth cynicism for intelligence,
3)Like many of our great writers (and we have very many great
writers), he could not resist praise, and would begin to go soft at
once, despite his wit.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Honestly Nikolai’s decision to just casually let the truth drop when Liza tries to humiliate him is such a baller move!


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        I'm quite interested to read the At Tikhon's chapter now to see if it influenced Nikolai's reaction to Liza's challenge. Did he speak of Marya to him?
It seems like lots of people already knew or suspected this anyway so he might as well get the truth out there. His mother values social status above all though so she is going to be distraught and ashamed for sure.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        'When the offended man remained resentful and cried out, he observed him with extreme annoyance: ' Why I tell you it was a misunderstanding. What are you crying out about?''
LMAO! 'It's just a prank, bro!'


    

Part 3 - Chapter 1 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. The fated fete is finally here! Did it sound like a party you’d like to attend?
2. Anything else to you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


Everyone had subscribed.



17 Comments


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        On Monday and Tuesday we will read the original censored chapter nine entitled "At Tikhon's". If your version doesn't have it we will provide a link to the chapter.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I liked the guy who confessed that for 3 months he had been under the influence of the Internationale, but no one took any notice.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        That was pretty funny. I love how they're all trying to pretend they weren't involved in anything, just under a spell of sorts.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        HAHA and he didn’t mentioned having been recruited by them, attending their meetings, reading their manifestos…no, he just felt in his heart that they were influencing him with like, magic or something 😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>I have already hinted that some low fellows of different sorts had made their appearance amongst us. In turbulent times of upheaval or transition low characters always come to the front everywhere.
In these words one can discern a hidden echo of the following reasoning by A. I. Herzen in "My Past and Thoughts": "In troubled times of social upheaval, storms...a new generation of people is born, who can be called the choristers of the revolution; raised on mobile and volcanic soil, brought up in anxiety and interruption of all affairs, from an early age it gets used to the environment of political irritation, loves its dramatic side, its solemn and bright staging...for them all these banquets, demonstrations, protests, gatherings, toasts, banners - are the main thing in the revolution"
\>It is said among us now that it is all over, that Pyotr Stepanovitch was directed by the Internationale, and Yulia Mihailovna by Pyotr Stepanovitch, while she controlled, under his rule, a rabble of all sorts.
"The Internationale" was The International Workingmen's Association (IWA), also known as the First International, was an organization founded in 1864 in London. It brought together a diverse range of labor movements, socialists, communists, anarchists, and trade unionists from various countries with the common goal of uniting workers and promoting international solidarity.
\>People like Lyamshin and Telyatnikov, like Gogol’s Tentyotnikov, drivelling home-bred editions of Radishtchev,
\- Tentyotnikov is a character in the second volume of Gogol's Dead Souls, a young enlightened landowner, a liberal and freethinker, who gradually fell asleep mentally and morally, becoming a bitter, melancholy dreamer living a stagnant existence and unable to break free from indecision.
The phrase “drivelling home-bred editions of Radishtchev” refers to the ideas and interpretations of radical thought that are overly simplistic or naive. Alexander Radishchev was an 18th-century Russian writer known for his critiques of serfdom and autocracy.   
  
By describing the characters like Lyamshin and Telyatnikov as “home-bred editions” of Radishchev, Dostoevsky is suggesting that these individuals embody a distorted or diluted version of his revolutionary ideas, stripped of their depth and seriousness. They represent a superficial understanding of radicalism, lacking the moral and philosophical rigor that Radishchev advocated. This reflects Dostoevsky's critique of the revolutionary movements of his time, highlighting the dangers of ideological extremism and the misapplication of serious philosophical thought.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I like your analysis of Lyamshin and Telyatnikov as distorted versions of Radishtchev, assuming the rhetorical aesthetic of his revolutionary ideas without retaining any of the substance.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        The fete begins! Expectations are high, so here’s hoping all goes smoothly! :3 The atmosphere is topsy turvy, with the respectable upper class at the beck and call of assorted criminals, ruffians, and delinquents.
TENTYOTNIKOV & RADISHTCHEV
- “People like Lyamshin and Telyatnikov, like Gogol’s Tentyotnikov, drivelling home-bred editions of Radishtchev.”
Tentyotnikov is another character from Dead Souls. (Boy did Dostoevsky love that book! And Gogol in general.) Though reasonably clever, he is also petty, bitter, and status-obsessed.
Radishtchev (1749-1802) was an outspoken Russian social critic. His criticisms of autocracy led Catherine the Great to have him arrested and exhiled.
STANISLAV ORDER & THE INTERNATIONALE
- “Only lately councillor Kubrikov, a man of sixty-two, with the Stanislav Order on his breast, came forward uninvited and confessed in a voice full of feeling that he had beyond a shadow of doubt been for fully three months under the influence of the Internationale.”
The Stanislav Order is a Russian order of knighthood. In theory it was awarded for military and civilian distinction, charity, philanthropy, and other services.
Normally, the Internationale refers to a song that was adopted as an anthem by a variety, of socialist, communist, anarchist, and social democratic movements. In the context of this section, though, it seems to refer to a (probably fictitious) group of international radicals. And according to this guy Kubrikov, they have, like…mind powers, or something 😂
QUADRILLE
- “That there would be a literary quadrille all in costume, and every costume would symbolise some special line of thought; and finally that “honest Russian thought” would dance in costume.”
The quadrille was a dance popular in the 18th and 19th centuries. It involved four couples arranged in a rectangle and was not dissimilar to American square dancing. Evidently, the quadrille at Yulia’s fete will have a literary theme. The way it’s described makes it sound really…a word that starts with W and rhymes with “hanky.” Good lord 🙄
GENERAL COMMENTS 💃
- “All these suddenly gained complete sway among us and over whom? Over the club, the venerable officials, over generals with wooden legs, over the very strict and inaccessible ladies of our local society. Since even Varvara Petrovna was almost at the beck and call of this rabble, right up to the time of the catastrophe with her son, our other local Minervas may well be pardoned for their temporary aberration.”
The “local Minervas,” aka the mature and powerful women of the province, of which Varvara was the most prominent. Without their guiding influence, the town is totally vulnerable to the whims of Petrusha and his gang of miscreants!
- “There was a rumour that Karmazinov had consented to increase the subscriptions to the fund by reading his Merci in the costume of the governesses of the district.”
Man am I sad this is just a rumor. I would have loved for Karmazinov to do his reading in drag 😂
Any predictions on what will happen at this fete? I mean, it’s a safe bet that something dramatic will occur—but what? I want to hear everyone’s wildest speculations!!


    


    
        Opyros (+3)

        So his name was Kubrikov and he was awarded the order of Stanislav? If he had lived a hundred years later, Stanislav Kubrikov might have become a famous movie director!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        lol that’s hilarious, I honestly hadn’t even noticed that 😂 Hopefully he wouldn’t have mistreated poor Shellislav Duvallov!


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Any predictions on what will happen at this fete? I mean, it’s a safe bet that something dramatic will occur—but what? I want to hear everyone’s wildest speculations!!

Maybe Shatov will come and start firing out impassioned accusations of anti-Russian sentiment at all and sundry.
Or, even more dramatic, Fedka sneaks in and sticks a knife in somebody.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeeeeeeesssss I like these! It could really go either way—either a huge philosophical argument that gets out of hand or literal death and violence 😈


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

No one towards the end believed


that the great day would go by without some colossal adventure,
without a "denouement," as some put it, rubbing their hands in
anticipation.Liputin is rubbing the hardest


Only the ladies were not to


be muddled, and that only on one point: their merciless hatred of
Yulia Mikhailovna. In this all the ladies' tendencies converged. And
she, poor woman, did not even suspect; until the final hour she
remained convinced that she was "surrounded" and still the subject
of "fanatical devotion."Wait what? When did everyone begin to hate Yulia? Is this because of the trouble her troupe have been causing around town or just bog standard jealousy?
#Quotes of the day:
1)Many, it is true, tried to assume a most frowning and
political look; but, generally speaking, the Russian man is
boundlessly amused by any socially scandalous commotion.
2) This scum, which exists in every society, rises
to the surface in any transitional time, and not only has no goal, but
has not even the inkling of an idea, and itself merely expresses
anxiety and impatience with all its might.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Except that the Garnett version uses the term “catastrophe” rather than “denouemant” 🤣


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Quite a difference between those two words! I wonder which is more accurate to the original Russian?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        It's literally denouement in Russian. As in final part of a narrative.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Thank you! Garnett must have used “catastrophe” in an attempt to make it more exciting or something.


    


    
        otherside_b (+6)

        

Wait what? When did everyone begin to hate Yulia? Is this because of the trouble her troupe have been causing around town or just bog standard jealousy?

It would make sense if people started blaming her for the going on around town. Plus, let's face it, she is kind of annoying.
The volatile nature of being in social good graces seems to be a common theme that Dostoevsky likes to investigate. I suspect he is trying to say that putting your self worth in your social standing is unwise.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 1 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Schedule:
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 3
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 4
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 1-2
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
Something originally in Russian
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        rolomoto (+4)

        \>The programme of the fête was divided into two parts: the literary matinée from midday till four o’clock
With the formation of the Literary Fund (1859) in St. Petersburg it became customary to organize literary readings for its benefit with the participation of famous writers such as Turgenev and Dostoevsky. In describing the "literary matinee" in Demons, Dostoevsky used the atmosphere and some details of a literary evening (March 2, 1862), in which he himself took part. This evening was officially organized for the benefit of needy students. Its special atmosphere was influenced by the composition of the speakers and their speeches. A memoirist wrote about the audience's reaction to one speaker: "... it seemed that the ceiling would collapse from the applause and shouts."
Specimens? Lol
\> so that every family should pay for one daughter only, while the other young ladies of the family, even if there were a dozen specimens, should be admitted free.
\>And not to be too ethereal it was decided that tea with lemon and round biscuits should be served at the beginning of the ball, and later on “orchade” and lemonade and at the end even ices—but nothing else.
Orchade is a refreshing drink made from almond milk and sugar.
\> A divinity student would have carried it through without winking, but Liputin did, after all, belong to the last generation.
What does that mean?
Lebyadkin's poetry was influential with a number of Russian poets. The composer Dmitri Shostakovich used Lebyadkin's poems in his vocal cycle "Four Poems of Captain Lebyadkin," his last vocal work.
\>Retrograde or vowed George-Sander,
Never mind, rejoice you may,
You’re a governess with a dowry,
Spit on all and frisk away!”
I can't make out what the attitude toward George Sand is in the poem but Dostoyevsky was a big fan.
About her book Teverino, Dostoevsky wrote to his brother on October 8, 1845: "Read Teverino, nothing like this has ever happened in our century." In one of his articles, referring to his memories of the 1840s, Dostoevsky wrote in 1861: "We pounced on Georges Sand and - God, how we read then!" Other Russian writers were fans too. Speaking about the early period of George Sand's work (including the novel "Lelia" in the first edition), A. A. Grigoriev defined it in 1856 as "a rebellion of the heart against social conditions in the name of the heart's demands." He saw it as "a protest against all forms of community life that developed in the West, family, state, religious forms." The author P. Jacob extolled her novel Valentina (1832), the hero exclaimed: "Marriage, society, social institutions, I hate you, I hate you mortally, and you, Lord God, you, the creative force that throws us to the ground and then retreats from us, you that delivers the weak into the hands of despotism, vileness - I curse you!"


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I read the “retrograde or vowed Georg Sander” as “whether you are old fashioned or modern and scandalous”


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        Things are getting very juicy now. The interlopers to the fete are clearly Pyotr's doing. He's thoroughly used Yulia to act out his plans, but she hasn't realised it yet. The people seem to want to see her humiliated though, and they want scandal, so I guess their wishes are coming true anyway!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        The fete begins inauspiciously, with no food, no hosts, and a rowdy rabble let in by Liputin and Lyamshin. The guests are already restless and offended, and it’s clear Petrusha’s gang is just getting started!
BELSHAZZAR’S FEAST
- “There were two ways out of the difficulty: either Belshazzar’s feast with toasts and speeches, and ninety roubles for the governesses, or a considerable sum of money with the fête only as a matter of form to raise it.”
Belshazzar is a character from the Biblical Book of Daniel, a prince of the Neo-Babylonian empire. He is described as giving a feast that fed thousands, during which he and his lords, wives, and concubines drank themselves senseless and worshipped false idols. Anyway, the sense here is of a generous buffet…which the fete attendees absolutely do not get.
A DOT
- “To be sure, to be sure, that’s realism. You can’t hook a husband without a ‘dot’!”
To be honest, I’m rather mystified by this expression. Maybe it was well-known in early-1900s England, but I’ve never heard it before. It seems a “dot” could sometimes mean “a black eye,” so maybe this is a rude reference to spousal abuse? Any Victorians in this thread, feel free to chime in!
GENERAL COMMENTS 🎊
- “The marshal’s wife…informed Karmazinov that after the reading she would immediately order a marble slab to be put up in the wall of the White Hall with an inscription in gold letters, that…the great writer of Russia and of Europe had read Merci on laying aside his pen…I know for a fact that Karmazinov it was who insisted that there should be no buffet in the morning on any account, while he was reading.”
So not only is Karmazinov putting on mad airs about his stupid reading; he also refuses to let anyone eat during it. Combine that with the proposed marble slab, and I honestly think this guy deserves to get executed by revolutionaries 😂
- “At the time I did not understand the expression of her face: why was there so much happiness, such joy, such energy and strength in that face? I remembered what had happened the day before and could not make it out.”
Knowing how unstable Liza is, this makes me very nervous. Is she planning on trying to humiliate Nikolai again? Have she and Nikolai made up behind the scenes? What do you think her deal is here?
- “Because now I see through it. It’s simply a plot against Yulia Mihailovna so as to ruin the day by a scandal.…”/ Liputin looked at me askance again. / But what is it to you?” he said, grinning.”
Liputin doesn’t even deny it—this whole thing has been orchestrated to be as chaotic, disastrous, and scandalous for Yulia as possible. This despite her “having Pyotr Stepanovitch in hand.” I feel like I’m watching a car crash! How bad do you think things are going to get? Will anyone end up dead?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \- “To be sure, to be sure, that’s realism. You can’t hook a husband without a ‘dot’!”
The Russian is an adjective meaning a great many or a great quantity of something. What this refers to I have no idea. It's set off in quotes so it seems to have some special significance. I would be curious how other translations render it.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        It’s got be money hasn’t it? “You can’t hook a husband without a dowry” - because the second verse says that once this fete has given you some money you will be able to hook a husband and “frisk away”.
But even though it was the reality, it was very rude to imply that someone was trying to hook a husband.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        makes sense


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+3)

        My translation reads, “Precisely, precisely, that’s realism, not a step without a ‘dowering’!”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        That makes an awful lot more sense than “dot”!


    


    
        samole (+6)

        Merriam-Webster says dot can be used as a synonym to dowry


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Thanks! New term for me 😁


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

a free luncheon, naturally, as part of the program,and with champagne. The enormous price of the ticket (three


roubles) contributed to this rumor's taking root. "Because why
should I subscribe for nothing?🤣🤣Honestly, understandable, you can't have a fete without some refreshments.


The question thus presented two solutions: either a Belshazzar's


feastThe feast where god wrote on the wall the words that signified the end of Belshazzar's reign and Babylon's fall. Not ominous in the slightest. I think this is the very night Petrosha puts some devious scheme in action, much like the Persians captures Babylon on the night of the feast.


But Yulia Mikhailovna


did not agree; her character despised the philistine middle.I don't know sweetie, I think what happened to the Phillistines was as extreme as it gets.


"For


the public must finally understand," she concluded her fiery
committee speech, "that the achievement of universal human goals
is incomparably loftier than momentary physical pleasures, that the
fête is essentially only a proclamation of the great idea, and
therefore one must be content with the most economical little
German ball, solely as an allegory, since it's impossible to do without
this obnoxious ball altogether!"You know what else is a great idea? Refusing to serve people food when revolutionary sentiment is on the rise.


serve tea with lemon and little round cookies, then orgeat and


lemonade, and lastly even ice cream,😋I know what I'm having for dessert tonight.


Take merely the fact that the fête was


divided into two parts, and thus for each lady two costumes werenecessary—a morning gown for the reading, and a ball gown for the
dancing. Many of the middle class, it turned out later, pawned
everything for that day, even the family linen, even their sheets and
almost their mattresses, to the local Jews, who, over the past two
years, as if on purpose, had been settling in terrible quantities in our
town, and keep coming more and more.Woah, I had no idea it was to be this massive. I expected a big party, but this seems more like a festival. Also, is the anti semitism really necessary? Those Jews are just as Russian as everyone, why should they not be able to settle where they wish? Funny how the Jews are being side-eyed, but it's gentiles like Petrosha who are actually causing problems. I'm guessing once the fete goes poorly people will try to violently reclaim their pawned possessions from the Jewish minority.


Now, as I write, I have solid grounds for


affirming that some of the vilest scum of our town were simply
brought in without tickets by Lyamshin and Liputin,Surprising no one.


But after the first moments of astonishment,


the most senseless questions and declarations would begin. "Maybe
we don't even want any reading... We paid money... The public has
been brazenly deceived... We're the masters, not the Lembkas!I suspect Petrosha has something to do with this as well.


on this empty platform suddenly flashed the colossal figure of


Captain Lebyadkin in a tailcoat and white tie.😱😱


Liputin with his usher's bow and two servants ran out on the


platform; they carefully took the captain under both arms, whileLiputin did a bit of whispering in his ear.🤨


Retrograde or true George-Sander, Be exultant anyhow!


Governess by dower grander, Spit on the rest and triumph now!"Can anyone explain what this means?


"Because I see through it now. This is simply a conspiracy against


Yulia Mikhailovna, to disgrace the day..."
Liputin again looked askance at me.
"And what is that to you?"Why does he care about Yulia though?


But most interesting was that at each turn he


raised his right fist high, shook it in the air above his head, and
suddenly brought it down as if crushing some adversary to dust. He
repeated this trick every moment. It gave me an eerie feeling. I ran
quickly to listen to Karmazinov.Is he crazy? Or is he beating an enemy in effigy?
#Liputisms of the day:
1) yet it seemed to us" (us who? I am
citing this abrupt and muddled speech verbatim)
#Quotes of the day:
1) All this became only too well known there
where the anecdotes originated; that, it seems to me, is why such
hatred for Yulia Mikhailovna had built up lately in these families. Now
they all curse and gnash their teeth when they recall it.
2)That is why everyone was
secretly expecting a scandal; and if it was so expected, how then
could it not take place?
3)Of course, no one has the right to demand of
me as a narrator too detailed an account of one point: here is
mystery, here is woman; but one thing I do know: the previous
evening she had gone into Andrei Antonovich's study and was with
him till well past midnight.
4)Liputin again jumped out on the platform. On his lips
was the sweetest of his perennial smiles, which usually resembled
vinegar and sugar,
5)I confess, I did not believe my ears. Here was such obvious
impudence that it was impossible to excuse Liputin even by stupidity.
6) It seemed to me that now, too,
there was some ominous expression on his face, and, worst of all, a
slightly comical one, the expression of a being who is offering
himself—oh, very well— as a sacrifice, only to play up to the higher
aims of his wife
7)she
needed a much harsher lesson to cure her of the conviction of her
"surround-edness" and the general "fanatical devotion.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I fear that the terrible line of the opening poem is a bit lost on me.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Drama!
This sounds like a very tiring fete. I’ve found in the past that adding more people to an organising committee doesn’t scale the quality (or quantity!) of organisation. Often fewer people get more done.
I did enjoy the scandal, and I suspect that the audience did too. Oh, and to be a dressmaker or a milliner in the lead up to the fete, you’d be rolling in money!
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        Opyros (+6)

        One thing this book does is make me curious about Turgenev and his actual writing.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I've only read Father's and Sons, which was pretty good. He really did live rent free in Dostoevsky's head though!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I have Fathers and Sons but haven’t read it yet. Evidently there’s also a story he wrote about a puppy drowning that has traumatized many, many Russian children?
Nothing I’ve read about him makes him sound like a horrible guy or anything. Dosto even asked him for money one time to pay off a gambling debt! (But Turgenev only gave him half of what he asked for, even though he could have afforded to give the full amount, so…shakes fist TURGENEEEEEEV!!!)


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+4)

        

Evidently there’s also a story he wrote about a puppy drowning that has traumatized many, many Russian children? 

Yes. «Муму»)
This story is included in the school curriculum. After reading it, all schoolchildren have one question: >!if Gerasim left the lady anyway, why did he first follow her orders and drown his dog, why did he not leave, taking the dog with him? !<


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I would ask the same question! After skimming a plot summary of Муму, I don’t think I’d ever be strong enough to read it. I’m sure Turgenev had something really meaningful to say with it, but holy cow!


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        Yes,  the monstrous, inhumane influence of serfdom, comprehensively suppressing the personality, and as a result, a personal rebellion against it.
But the poor dog! Эх..


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        He criticized War and Peace which led to Tolstoy challenging him to a duel, which luckily was averted.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Karmazinov reads his much-hyped “Merci,” which includes a description of his first kiss, he and his lover crying and parting forever (multiple times), meetings with Roman generals and famous European literary figures, an encounter with a hermit underneath Moscow, and all kinds of other inscrutable nonsense. It also contains a LOT of references, because Karmazinov is pretentious as hell. Below is a breakdown of these many, many references.
(What did everyone think about Karmazinov’s reading, btw? Could you make any sense of it? How would you react if you were forced to listen to this dreck for more than 20 minutes? 😂)
POMPEY & CASSIUS
- “Suddenly they see Pompey or Cassius on the eve of a battle, and both are penetrated by a thrill of ecstasy.”
Pompey the Great was a famous Roman general who was instrumental in the transformation of Rome from a republic into an empire. Gaius Cassius Longinus was one of the betrayers who assassinated Julius Caesar. He later led troops against Caesar’s former supporters, Mark Antony and Octavian.
GLUCK
- “Gluck played the violin among the reeds.”
Christoph Willibald Gluck (1714-1787) was an influential composer of Italian and French opera.
SUHAREV TOWER
- “He descends and descends and descends for three years under Suharev Tower in Moscow.”
Sukharev Tower was a Baroque-style structure built in Moscow by Peter I between 1692 and 1695. It was destroyed by Soviet authorities in 1934. You can see a picture of it here: https://pin.it/6Hj5soXRt
HOFFMAN
- “Then the fog comes on again, Hoffman appears on the scene.”
This probably refers to Ernst Theodor Amadeus Hoffman, a German artist and fantasy horror author who influenced Poe, Gogol, Dickens, and others.
ANCUS MARCIUS
- “Suddenly out of the fog appears Ancus Marcius over the roofs of Rome, wearing a laurel wreath.”
Ancus Marcius is said to have been the fourth king of Rome. He’s considered a “legendary” figure, which means he may or may not have actually existed.
THE MOSCOW BELLS
- “But alas, he no longer believes in the Moscow bells.”
Bells, it seems, have played a prominent role in Moscow (and Christian Russia in general) for centuries. In the 16th century, there were roughly 30 bell foundries in Moscow, and the newly-constructed Kremlin bell tower housed 24 arches to support bells. By the 17th century, there were roughly 4000 churches in Moscow and its suburbs, each having as many as ten bells. You can read more about Russian bell culture here: https://www.russianbells.com/history
BYRON, HEINE, & PETCHORIN
- “We have a conventional attack of Byronic spleen, a grimace from Heine, something of Petchorin.”
“Spleen” just means that Lord Byron was moody, which I think we’re all aware of. Heinrich Heine (1797-1856) was a German poet and literary critic. His lyric poetry was noted for its wit and irony. Heine’s radical views led to many of works being banned by German authorities. Petchorin is the main character of Lermontov’s a Hero of Our Time.
THE WORLD STANDS ON THREE FISHES
- “Nowadays it’s outrageous to say that the world stands on three fishes,” a young lady snapped out suddenly.”
This concept of three “fishes” (whales) holding up the world is briefly mentioned by Razumikhin in C&P as well. It’s probably based on a Slavic creation myth. To quote information collected by Russian ethnographer Alexander Afanasyev, “The world is sustained by whales: at first there were seven of them, but three are gone and four are left. Then one died and three are left and therefore the world is crooked.”
AND HIT THE COW
- “You threw at the crow and you hit the cow,” some fool, probably drunk, shouted at the top of his voice.”
I think this might be a literal translation of a Russian saying? Correct me if I’m wrong. In context, it seems to mean that Karmazinov didn’t achieve the effect he was aiming for.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        \>of Karmazinov's voice:  I have mentioned already that he had rather a shrill voice, almost feminine in fact
One writer described Tugenev's voice: "soft and somehow womanish voice, the high notes of which were so ill-suited to his large figure."
\>“There are some lines which come so deeply from the heart that it is impossible to utter them aloud, so that these holy things cannot be laid before the public”
While Garnett gives "So deeply from the heart", both Dostoyevsky and Gogol used a word that means something like "sings out" (from the heart). So, D may have been influenced by the words of Gogol, who wrote about his Farewell Tale, "... I did not compose it or invent it, it sang itself out of the soul..."
A possible source for "these holy things cannot be laid before the public" is Turgenev, who wrote about his piece “Enough”: “I myself repent of having published this excerpt because it expresses such personal memories and impressions that there was no need to share them with the public.”
Karmazinov's "Merci" seems to take some ideas from Turgenev: the hero’s crossing of the Volga in winter and the visit to the hermit in the cave are close in content to episodes from Turgenev's "Enough."
\> But alas, he no longer believes in the Moscow bells;
The Moscow bells referred to the churches and cathedrals of Moscow and symbolically to traditional Russian values. Karmazinov, a western minded Russian would have viewed these dimly.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Making fun of Turgenev’s voice is kind of a low blow, as is the line “For the great writer to tell us about his first kiss seemed to my mind a little incongruous with his short and fat little figure …” Come on, D, a person can’t help their voice, and short fat little guys can get kisses too 😂😂😂
(I guess Dosto probably believed that Turgenev was pitching his voice high on purpose.)


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

with his short and fat little figure …” Come on, D, a person can’t help their voice, and short fat little guys can get kisses too

Turgenev wasn't short though. On the contrary, he was 192 cm, so about 6'4''.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh my gosh, he was huge! 😮


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Well, I could see this coming. I think the audience were probably a lot better behaved than he deserved. I’m afraid he used up their allowance of patience, and I fear that poor Stepan will suffer the consequences.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Yes, my chapter ended quite ominously. Poor old Stepan!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I actually verbally whined ‘noooo!’ 😖 Anton should have tried harder to get him out


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

God, what wasn't in it! I will say positively


that even a metropolitan public would have been reduced to stupor,
not only ours. Imagine some thirty printed pages of the most
mincing and useless babble; what's more, the gentleman was
reading somehow superciliously, ruefully, as if for a favor, so that it
even came out offensive to our public.🤣🤣🤣What a show. Imagine being read to on a hungry stomach by an arrogant writer. Oh to be a fly on the wall.


The great European philosopher, the great scholar, the inventor, the


laborer and martyr— all these who labor and are heavy-laden[174]—
are for our Russian great genius decidedly like cooks in his kitchen.
He is the master and they come to him, chef's hat in hand, waiting
for orders. True, he also smiles haughtily at Russia, and he likes
nothing better than to proclaim Russia's bankruptcy in all respects
before the great minds of Europe, but as regards himself—no, sir, he
has already risen above these great minds of Europe;This describes Stepan to a tea. This westophillic philosopher archetype is a recurring character in Fyodor's work though.


"It seems, ladies and gentlemen, that you are rather bored with


me?"
And here is where he was at fault, in having spoken first; for in
thus provoking a response, he gave all sorts of scum an opportunityto speak as well, and even legitimately🤣🤣Didn't go how he planned. Was he expecting them to feel sorry?


'Ah, no, we have had enough of


bothering each other, my dear compatriots, merci ! It is time we
parted ways! Merci, merci, merci. ‘“He's definitely hurt.
#Quotes of the day:
1)why is itthat at the end of their illustrious years these gentlemen geniuses of
ours sometimes act just like little boys?
2)Generally, I have observed that at a light, public literary reading,
even the biggest genius cannot occupy the public with himself for
more than twenty minutes with impunity.
3)Long since there had begun the
shuffling, nose-blowing, coughing, and all else that occurs at a
literary reading when the writer, whoever he may be, keeps the
public longer than twenty minutes. But the writer of genius did not
notice any of it. He went on lisping and mumbling, totally oblivious
of the public, so that everyone began to be perplexed.
4)His face simply said: "I'm not the way you think, I'm for you,
only praise me, praise me more, as much as possible, I like it
terribly..."
5)"Aimed at a crow and got a cow,"


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Karmazinov definitely went backstage and cried 😂


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        I feel bad for the guy, but this is all on the organisers. You can't expect people to be receptive to a reading on hungry bellies🤣


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I’m holding out high, high hopes that Stepan can win them over! (paired with even higher doubts…)


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Man Dostoevsky really disliked Turgenev it seems.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        Karmazinov, read the room!
Having been a lecturer before, there is an art and a science to keeping a room interested and engaged, and it sounds like our poet du jour does not have the required skills. Poor guy. He obviously cares a lot for his art, but perhaps this wasn’t the right audience or delivery method.
Can’t wait for the next disaster!


    


    
        SpreadKey8029 (+1)

        What is the significance of the narrator’s encounter with Karmazinov?
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        Oh god. Did this section have anyone else like 🫣, or was it just me? The fete comes to an explosive end as Stepan delivers a speech much less pretentious but much more inflammatory than Karmazinov’s. This despite Anton’s best efforts to save Stepan from himself.
- “At that instant he was on his way to the platform; he stopped suddenly, and haughtily looking me up and down he pronounced solemnly: “What grounds have you, sir, for thinking me capable of such baseness?”
Stepan, you big idiot, he’s trying to help you! What do you think is driving Stepan to this (frankly self-destructive) act? Is it wounded vanity? Sheer stupidity? A desire to prove that he’s still relevant? Or a vain wish to guide Pyotr and the other youngsters toward a “better path”?
- “Epigram of 1840” was commented, in a very modest voice.”
This is a bit of an obscure way to express it, but the commenter is saying that Stepan sounds like someone from the 1840s—in other words, like a hopelessly out-of-date old man.
- “I maintain that Shakespeare and Raphael are more precious than the emancipation of the serfs, more precious than Nationalism, more precious than Socialism, more precious than the young generation, more precious than chemistry, more precious than almost all humanity because they are the fruit, the real fruit of all humanity and perhaps the highest fruit that can be.”
Stepan, holy sh*t, are you trying to get yourself shot!? Credit where credit’s due, he’s being very brave. Stupid, but brave.
I can’t even decide whose side I’m on at this particular moment. It’s definitely insulting to place art above the physical liberty of actual human beings, so his comment about the emancipation of the serfs gets on my nerves. But a charitable interpretation of his overall message would be that higher aims of self-expression and creative achievement are an important part of what makes us human, and that a world without those things is a world without a soul. And I don’t disagree with that. Then again, people’s material needs have to be provided for, or they won’t have the luxury of artistic pursuits. So Stepan comes across awfully privileged. What do y’all think?
- “And if you consider that he who proclaims this is a father crushed and insulted, can one—oh, shallow hearts—can one rise to greater heights of impartiality and fairness?… Ungrateful … unjust.… Why, why can’t you be reconciled!”And he burst into hysterical sobs.”
🫣🫣🫣 Did he really think he was offering the radical youth an olive branch that they would accept? God help him, he really is out of touch. Poor dumb Stepan.
- ““He has insulted the audience!… Verhovensky!” the angry section roared. They even wanted to rush in pursuit of him. It was impossible to appease them, at the moment, any way, and—a final catastrophe broke like a bomb on the assembly and exploded in its midst.”
Why do I get the feeling this is exactly what Petrusha was hoping for?
- “I saw afterwards, though I could hardly believe my eyes, the girl student (Virginsky’s sister) leap on to the platform with the same roll under her arm…accompanied by her mortal enemy, the schoolboy. I even caught the phrase: /“Ladies and gentlemen, I’ve come to call attention to the sufferings of poor students and to rouse them to a general protest …”
Aww, the girl student and the boy student went up together! Maybe they‘ve finally put their differences aside and realized they’re meant for each other ❤️😂


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I found Stepan’s perspective on aesthetic interesting because, like you, I feel between both sides. I think it holds a lot of truth, but within reason… it’s plausible that hundreds of years from now people will likely be more interested in the art of our time rather than the comfort of the masses, just as we seem to value greater today the art of the past over the anonymous individuals that lived then (obviously many value both because they’re informative, but the average person is going to know more about the pyramids of Giza over the labourers/slaves that built them). I always felt like it’s because we, as humans, have an easier time connecting with art than with humans we don’t personally know.
Time transcendent beauty is something that is particularly interesting, because it’s so easy to applaud it’s existence now, but to what extend is expected then, now, and in the future, to preserve it? I find it incredibly ‘beautiful’ and heroic when I hear of people throughout history risking/losing their lives to protect art and icons, but does that mean art should ever be placed above human life? If someone chooses to risk their life to save a Raphael, that’s perhaps a great thing they’ve done for humanity. But what if they did it when they could have saved a human life instead? It doesn’t quite seem so beautiful. True, they’ve hypothetically preserved something future humanity can benefit from for years to come, and how would that single life benefit future humanity? But even choosing life over object alone could be considered a benefit to humanity. And how great is art really, when broken down? What is so valuable about a bit of panel with paint on it? I do know art is important - we can’t quite explain certain things like beauty or the soul, but we know something is there and that it is irrevocably attached to us somehow, in a mysteriously important way, and that art seems to help us express this - but how important? That’s something I sometimes forget to consider (I tend to get caught up in the ‘art is SO important’ thinking)
In the end, philosophy in general, especially aesthetics, isn’t really the thing to discuss when there’s such unrest in the masses 😅 it is very much like you said, a luxury.
Read the room, Stepan!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        This so perfectly captures the conflict! I really couldn’t have said it any better. How can we choose between the long-term legacy of human artistic/intellectual achievement and the reality of short-term material necessities? Especially as such choices never occur in a vacuum? Stepan has chosen FAR too complicated and fraught a subject for an afternoon literary reading 😬


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        \>The whole difficulty lies in the question which is more beautiful, Shakespeare or boots, Raphael or petroleum?”
The nihilistic attitude of the "Russkoe Slovo" staff to Pushkin was transferred to Shakespeare. According to V. A. Zaitsev, "...there is no polisher, no goldsmith, who would not be infinitely more useful than Shakespeare."
\>Stepan Trofimovitch shrilled at the utmost pitch of excitement, “I maintain that Shakespeare and Raphael are more precious than the emancipation of the serfs, more precious than Nationalism, more precious than Socialism, more precious than the young generation, more precious than chemistry, more precious than almost all humanity because they are the fruit, the real fruit of all humanity and perhaps the highest fruit that can be.
V. A. Zaitsev wrote in 1864: "...modern admirers of art turn both it and themselves into mummies, preaching art for art's sake and making it not a means, but an end. They have been admiring the Venus de Milo for 2,000 years and the Madonnas of Raphael for 300 years..."
\>Stepan: “I shake the dust from off my feet and I curse you…”
Matthew10:14 If anyone will not welcome you or listen to your words, leave that home or town and shake the dust off your feet.
\>But let me tell you, let me tell you, without the English, life is still possible for humanity, without Germany, life is possible, without the Russians it is only too possible, without science, without bread, life is possible—only without beauty it is impossible, for there will be nothing left in the world.
A similar thought was expressed by Dostoevsky in the article "Mr. Bov and the Question of Art": "The need for beauty and creativity that embodies it is inseparable from man, and without it man, perhaps, would not want to live in this world."
\>the third reader, the maniac who kept waving his fist behind the scenes, suddenly ran on to the platform.
The prototype of the third reader was the liberal professor of Russian history and art history at St. Petersburg University, Platon Vasilyevich Pavlov (1823-1895). In 1861, the Kolokol newspaper published an article about him, ending with: "In conclusion, we note that according to the investigation of the commission chaired by Prince Golitsyn, it turned out that Pavlov "has no relation to the secret Kharkov political society (?!), but that, being a professor of history and antiquities at Kiev University, he expressed thoughts contrary to the order of the existing government in Russia." At a literary evening in 1862, Dostoevsky heard a sensational speech by Pavlov dedicated to the millennium of Russia and which caused an ovation from the public and persecution by the government. The official government report stated that "while reading this article, Mr. Pavlov allowed himself expressions and exclamations that were not in the article, which was passed by the censor, and tended to arouse discontent against the government". The result of the speech was Pavlov's exile to Vetluga and Kostroma, which lasted until 1869. Demons parodied not only Pavlov's speech, but also the external mannerisms of the reader, his enthusiastic voice turning into a scream, and gestures. According to contemporaries, Pavlov was considered "not quite a normal person": "He was an intelligent, gifted person, but probably broken by the oppression of the era. Pavlov's lectures were excellent, fascinating; but in conversation he made a grave impression of being mentally ill." An agent of the Third Section (secret police) reported that Pavlov read "in a particularly enthusiastic, prophetic, thunderous voice, often raising his hand and index finger." One of the contemporaries present at the reading recalled: Pavlov, "apparently noticed that the lecturers were hard to hear in the back rows, and his voice was weak; he took several notes higher than usual; hence the entire reading took on a noticeably shouting character."


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \> Twenty years ago, on the eve of war with half Europe, Russia was regarded as an ideal country by officials of all ranks!
An allusion to the Crimean War (1853-1856). The war was fought between the Russian Empire and an alliance of the French Empire, British Empire, Ottoman Empire, and the Kingdom of Sardinia - hence the reference to "half Europe."
The sentiment expressed in the quote reflects the Russian attitude just before the Crimean War, when there was a sense of overconfidence in Russian military might and social order. This confidence proved to be misplaced, as Russia's defeat in the Crimean War exposed significant military and administrative weaknesses in the Russian Empire, leading to a period of reform under Alexander II.
\>Literature was in the service of the censorship...
During the reign of Nicholas I (1825-1855) a number of famous writers served as censors. In 1855, I. A. Goncharov (a novelist) also became a censor at the St. Petersburg Censorship Committee, which caused disapproval among many of his contemporaries. Thus, A. V. Druzhinin wrote in his diary: "One of the first Russian writers should not have taken a position of this kind. I do not consider it shameful, but, firstly, it takes up the writer's time, secondly, public opinion does not like it, and thirdly... thirdly, a writer should not be a censor."
\>the troops were trained like a ballet...
On the death of Nicholas I, N. F. Shcherbina wrote an epigram called "Universal Benefactor" (1855):
He was considered a sage among the serfs
Because the thought of crushing was his joy;
He was a sergeant major under the royal crown
And the ballet master of the military parade.
\>and the peasants paid the taxes and were mute under the lash of serfdom. Patriotism meant the wringing of bribes from the quick and the dead. Those who did not take bribes were looked upon as rebels because they disturbed the general harmony.
From the article New Foundations of Legal Proceedings: "... bribes from tax farmers (people who collected taxes from the population. Varvara's father was a tax farmer.)...finally became a common and universal phenomenon. As for the circle of officials, they even ridiculed any official who did not take this money"


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        \> The birch copses were extirpated in support of discipline.
Birch was used to make whips
\>never in the thousand years of its senseless existence had Russia sunk to such ignominy.…
In his speech, directed against the official praise on the occasion of Russia's millennium (1862), Pavlov harshly assessed the historical past and the current state of the tsarist monarchy: "In the 18th and 19th centuries," he said, "the Russian land was fully punished for the suffering and shame of the lower zemstvo class (Before the revolution: local self-government in rural areas with a predominance of the nobility in its bodies.) Do not be deceived by the tinsel glitter of the imaginary civilization of this sorrowful era: never has Russia experienced a more painful state!"
When the third speaker starts speaking, he is in contrast to the aesthete Stepan and the audience says:
\>“This is the real thing! Come, this is something like! Hurrah! Yes, this is none of your æsthetics!”
In depicting the public's perception of the speech of the "aesthetician" Stepan Trofimovich, Dostoevsky relied on the judgments of D. I. Pisarev in his article "Realists" (1864), in which the critic summed up the disputes between the defenders and opponents of "aesthetics". "Aesthetics and realism," the critic wrote, "are truly in irreconcilable hostility to each other, and realism must radically exterminate aesthetics, which at the present time poisons and renders meaningless all branches of our scientific activity. Aesthetics is the most durable element of mental stagnation and the most reliable enemy of rational progress."
\>In the law courts judgments are as wise as Solomon’s,
Solomon, king of Israel. According to Old Testament legends, was famous for his wisdom in courts. The expression "Solomon's judgments" is used here ironically.
\> in Novgorod, opposite the ancient and useless St. Sophia, there has been solemnly put up a colossal bronze globe to celebrate a thousand years of disorder and confusion;
Saint Sophia refers to the Cathedral of St. Sophia in Novgorod, Russia - one of the oldest churches in Russia, built between 1045 and 1050. When Dostoevsky refers to it as "ancient and useless," through his character's voice, he's using it symbolically to criticize what he saw as the degradation of traditional Russian values and Orthodox faith. The "colossal bronze globe" was erected in 1862 in Novgorod to commemorate the 1000th anniversary of the legendary calling of the Varangian prince Rurik to rule Russia in 862, an event traditionally considered the beginning of Russian statehood. The monument by the sculptor M. O. Mikeshin caused numerous attacks in the Russian press.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I think he thought that he was just saying what everybody thought, and they would all end up agreeing with him. Alas no.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        It did feel a bit like that. He's horribly underestimated the mood, and it's backfired so badly.


    


    
        Opyros (+5)

        By the way, someone at Standard Ebooks is now working on this novel—unfortunately, a bit late for us!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        “So dear the man was to me” 😭 my anxiety and second-hand humiliation was so high during this chapter, I can’t imagine what Anton was going through


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Well, that went about as well as expected! What an utter delight of a disaster. The Lembkes must be so pleased with how the fete has started! Haha.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 2 - Section 1-2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Weekly Schedule:
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 1-2
Tuesday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 3
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 4
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 1
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 2
Discussion prompts:
1. Stephan and our narrator's friendship appears to be over. Thoughts on this?
2. Our narrator insists that all rumours of a sexual relationship between Yulia and Pyotr are false. What do you think?
3. What did you think of Pyotr's gaslighting of Yulia here?
4. Pyotr claims that Liza has ditched the fiancé and eloped with Nikolai. Thoughts on this bombshell?
5. The narrator cannot understand the psychology behind Nikolai and Liza's relationship. What do you think was really going on between them?
6. Our narrator attempts to stand up to Pyotr's nonsense. Did he do a good job?
7. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


 I reproached myself greatly that I had left her so abruptly that afternoon.



13 Comments


    
        hocfutuis (+9)

        I don't think there's been a full blown sexual affair between Yulia and Pyotr. However, I do imagine there's been some very manipulative flirting going on on his part, and flattered middle aged receptiveness on hers, alongside all the other things going on. It'll be another one of his tactics to get what he wants.
What on earth is going on with Liza and Nikolai?! It's always felt like something he wasn't quite prepared to do, although there was no love for Marya, he publically claimed her as his wife. We know Mavriky essentially gave his blessing for Liza to go, so it's not quite that she's left him for Stavrogin. It makes me fear more for poor Marya though, we already know several characters want her dead, and by eloping with Liza, Nikolai could be sending signals that he's now authorising this.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Yes I agree. Poor Yulia is just going to be a sucker for that kind of manipulation.
I still cannot believe that Liza and Nikolai really ran off together. Surely there must be more to the story than that? Some twist?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I’m pretty sure Liza knows about Marya, does she not? So she knows eloping isn’t actually an option. She must be so desperate for him that she’s willing to throw everything away just to be with him physically, and we already know he’s interested in her that way too.
I wonder if Mavriky would still marry her after that, though? He’s already taken so much that he may take more…
My biggest concern is wondering if this is the ‘new crime’ Tikhon was talking about in the removed chapter? And if it is, it doesn’t seem like ‘the most terrible crime’, and so I am worried more than destroying her reputation will be involved 😶


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Stepan and Anton have a spat, Petrusha manipulates Yulia into not calling off the ball, and Liza has disgraced herself by running off with Nikolai. Drama on top of drama!
- “What will you do with yourself without me? What do you understand about practical life?”
Anton has HAD IT. His words aren’t particularly kind…but they’re honest. I think this outburst is probably a mixture of built-up resentment and genuine fear for Stepan.
- “A man who was so little different from his ordinary self was, of course, not in the mood at that moment for anything tragic or extraordinary. So I reasoned at the time, and, heavens, what a mistake I made! I left too much out of my reckoning.”
Well, this is ominous! Evidently we can expect Stepan to get up to something tragic or extraordinary in the near future. What could it be? A final confrontation with Varvara? Getting beat up by the authorities? Some kind of dramatic self-sacrifice?
- “When did you warn me? On the contrary, you approved of it, you even insisted on it.…”/“On the contrary, I opposed you; I did not approve of it.”
- “But that’s all your doing, yours! Oh, my goodness!”/“No, I warned you. We quarrelled. Do you hear, we quarrelled?”/“Why, you are lying to my face!”
There are those who say the term “gaslighting” is overused nowadays, and they might have a point. That said…is this not a TEXTBOOK example of gaslighting right here?? Petrusha, you problematic S.O.B.! I’m glad Yulia’s pushing back at least a little—but Pyotr’s definitely still got his hooks in her DEEP.
- “You see, they are convinced that a senator has been appointed to be governor here, and that you are being superseded from Petersburg. I’ve heard it from lots of people.”
Uh oh. Far from making a name for herself and her husband, Yulia might be on the cusp of a shameful demotion!
- “Lizaveta Nikolaevna was pleased to get out of that lady’s carriage and get straight into Stavrogin’s carriage, and slipped off with ‘the latter’ to Skvoreshniki in full daylight. Only an hour ago, hardly an hour.”
Does this mean Pyotr has succeeded in “giving” Liza to Nikolai (i.e. manipulating things so that she sleeps with him or elopes with him or whatever the plan is)? My understanding is that for someone of Liza’s class, this would be a life-altering disgrace.
- “The catastrophe cut me to the heart. I was wounded almost to tears; perhaps I did shed some indeed. I was at a complete loss what to do.”
So why do y’all think Anton cares so much? I understand his concern for Stepan, who’s his friend, but why does it matter to him if Yulia is disgraced? If Liza is disgraced? If the second half of the fete doesn’t go well? Is he just a really good guy, or what?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \> So why do y’all think Anton cares so much?
That came out of left field and left me scratching my head.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I suppose he might feel like he’s the only one in town with any sort of objectivity remaining, and thus that it’s his responsibility to prevent all these catastrophes that are brewing? All the folks around him are destroying (or at least comprising) themselves in various ways, but they refuse to see it. Maybe Anton feels like he’s taking crazy pills.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Anton is quite fond of Stepan and therefore I feel like Anton highly values aesthetics as well. I personally felt that it pains him to see people being manipulated and their lives destroyed, just because it’s such an ugly thing


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>Stepan: The die is cast; I am going from this town for ever and I know not whither.
Similar to his words when he parted with Varvara:
“Oh, my dreams. Farewell. Twenty years. Alea jacta est!”
Pyotr  is really trying to manipulate Yulia to get her to show up at the ball, but why?
\> I should certainly not have persuaded you yesterday to keep the goat out of the kitchen garden, should I...
I'm not very clear on this but the goat in the garden is apparently Pyotr's view of Stepan giving a speech at the matinee. A goat would eat up and wreak havoc on a garden. Pyotr had apparently tried to get Yulia to not let Stepan read at the matinee when earlier he said to her:
“Why, you’ll spoil him!” cried Pyotr Stepanovitch, bursting into the room. “I’ve only just got him in hand — and in one morning he has been searched, arrested, taken by the collar by a policeman, and here ladies are cooing to him in the governor’s drawing-room. Every bone in his body is aching with rapture; in his wildest dreams he had never hoped for such good fortune.”
\>“What senator? Who’s talking?”
Senators in Russia were quite different from senators in other countries like the United States or ancient Rome. The Russian Senate was established by Peter the Great in 1711 and continued through the 19th century until 1917. They were appointed, not elected and were usually high-ranking nobles.
Yulia shocks Pyotr by standing up for her husband:
\>“He is the most sincere, the most delicate, the most angelic of men! The most kindhearted of men!”


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

Yulia Mikhailovna would not agree for


anything in the world to appear at the ball after "today's insults"; in
other words, she wished with all her might to be compelled to go,
and by absolutely no one else but him,Madam are you 12?


What conspiracy? It came out ugly, stupid to the


point of disgrace, but where is the conspiracy? You mean against
Yulia Mikhailovna, against her who indulged them, protected them,
forgave them right and left for all their pranks?Yes🗿


"No, ma'am, I kept warning you; we quarreled, do you hear, we


quarreled!"
"You're lying to my face!"
"Ah, yes, of course, it costs nothing to say a thing like that. You
need a victim now, someone to vent your anger on;The gaslighting. This man is a monster.


"What senator? Who is shouting?"


"You see, I don't understand anything myself. You, Yulia
Mikhailovna, do you know anything about some senator?"
"Senator?"
"You see, they're convinced that a senator has been appointed
here, and that you are being replaced from Petersburg. I've heard it
from many people."How is she falling for this obvious manipulation? I'd blame it on this disaster of a fete, but she's always been a bit dim when it comes to the young people.


I confess, I myself feel it's even my duty, but... what if there's


another disgrace awaiting us? What if they don't attend? Because no
one's going to come, no one, no one!"🤣🤣Trust me, everyone in the town wants drama, they're salivating at the thought.


You'll draw them into a group—and


speak aloud, aloud. Then a report to the Voice and the Stock
Exchange. Wait, I'll take it in hand myself, I'll arrange it all for you.Of course you will. That's precisely what you were working up to?


"Oh, how unjustly, how wrongly, how offensively you have always


judged that angelic man!" Yulia Mikhailovna cried out suddenly, on
an unexpected impulse, and almost in tears, bringing her
handkerchief to her eyes. For the first moment, Pyotr Stepanovich
even faltered:Could their new found bond be what breaks the illusion Petrosha has cast on her?


"He is the most truthful, the most delicate, the most angelic man!


The most kindly man!"That night they rekindled their romance must have been exhilarating.


Lizaveta Nikolaevna was so good as to get out of the


marshal's wife's carriage and straight into Stavrogin's, and to slip
away with 'the latter' to Skvoreshniki in broad daylight. Just an hour
ago, not even that."What?


When Liza jumped out at the entrance, she ran straight to this


carriage; the door opened, slammed shut; Liza called out "Spare
me!" to Mavriky Nikolaevich—and the carriage flew at top speed to
Skvoreshniki.Doesn't everyone know he's a married man now? How desperate is Liza?


"You set it up, you scoundrel! You killed the whole morning on it.


You helped Stavrogin, you came in the carriage, you put her into it...
you, you, you! Yulia Mikhailovna, he is your enemy, he will ruin you,
too! Beware!"Well at least out narrator isn't blind to everyone's bs'ing.


ut I had guessed perfectly: it had


all happened almost exactly the way I said, as turned out
afterwards. In the first place, the obviously false way in which he
reported the news was all too noticeable. He did not tell it as soon
as he entered the house, as a first and extraordinary piece of news,
but pretended that we already knew without himOkay, that's some solid Sherlock Holmes'ing.


I rushed to Stepan Trofimovich, but the vexatious man


again would not open the door. Nastasya assured me in a reverent
whisper that he had retired to bed, but I did not believe it. At Liza's
house I was able to question the servants; they confirmed the flight,
but knew nothing themselvesAnton why do you care about this so much? What is it to you is Liza is with Nik? You can't still be interested after all this. Just the way she's treated Mavriky should have soured you on her if not their very engagement.


The servants were sad, and spoke of Liza with


some special reverence; she was loved. That she was ruined, utterly
ruined,I wouldn't go that far. She's certainly been a b*** but a man behaving like his would not be regarded as ruined.


Yet I did not


go to Liputin, but, well on my way, turned back again to Shatov, and,
half opening the door, without going in and without any
explanations, suggested to him laconically: wouldn't he be going to
see Marya Timofeevna today? At that Shatov cursed, and I left.🤣🤣🤣
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)In your album all the local family secrets
are reproduced. Wasn't it you who patted your poets and artists on
the head? Wasn't it you who held out your hand for Lyamshin to
kiss? Wasn't it in your presence that a seminarian swore at an actual
state councillor and ruined his daughter's dress with his monstrous
tarred boots? Why are you surprised, then, that the public is set
against you?"
2) A crude joke, well, yes, salacious or whatever,
but funny, funny, right?"
3)There have been tragic novels
going on here:
#Quotes of the day:
1)Oh, I indignantly reject the base gossip
spread later about some supposed liaison between Yulia Mikhailovna
and Pyotr Stepanovich. There was not and could not have been
anything of the sort. He got the upper hand with her only by yessing
her with all his might from the very beginning in her dreams of
influencing society and the ministry; by entering into her plans,
devising them for her, acting through the crudest flattery, he
entangled her from head to foot, and became as necessary to her as
air


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. I have a feeling he Stepan will come around. He's being a bit dramatic per usual
2. I don't get the impression the narrator is unreliable so I think this is probably true. But I will say Yulia's obsession with Peter is very odd. I can see how the gossipers in society may think that.
3. I think he basically does this to everyone so it doesn't surprise me. Yulia seems extremely susceptible to this especially when she is a position of scandal and shame that Peter helped to orchestrate.
4. This has been set up for awhile but still it's kinda wild that it actually happened. I thought the narrator revealing (even though it was a guess at the time) that Peter set this up was a bit more of a reveal. What interest could Peter have in this? Just to cause a scandal and drive further chaos in society?
5. I assume it's just an affair to this point but maybe there is some other reason behind it than just that. I'll be interested to see other's responses to it.
6. I think so, I don't think any character other than Nikolai has just straight up stood up to him to this point and I don't think any person has ever called out his schemes outright. Especially in front of Yulia. I'd like to see if that helps her come to her senses around Peter. Probably not.
7. Let's see how the ball goes, probably down in flames like the reading


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

What interest could Peter have in this? Just to cause a scandal and drive further chaos in society?

I think it's a ploy to keep Nikolai on side. Nikolai is at best skeptical about Pyotr's plans for some sort of revolution. Pyotr wants him to be the symbolic figure of it, but also spoke of wanting him to disappear for a while so he could build him up as a messianic figurehead.
So maybe this is the start of that period of disappearance?


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        That’s probably pretty close to the mark. Good analysis


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        

“a whole mass of people in Russia do nothing


whatever but attack other people’s impracticability with the utmost fury
and with the tiresome persistence of flies in the summer, accusing every
one of it except themselves.”Yeah, maybe not just in Russia.
I’m not feeling the book today, (gestures at the world,) so I will admit to skimming a lot of the scandalmongering in 3.2.2. Thank you all for the summaries provided here in the comments.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 2 - Section 3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Weekly Schedule:
Tuesday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 3
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 4
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 1
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 2
Discussion prompts:
1. What did you think of the old general who was talking Yulia's ear off?
2. What did you think of the literary quadrille?
3. Lyamshin walks standing on his head to great amusement. How is this even possible?
4. A fire breaks out in the town! Who do you think started it?
5. Andrey orders his own wife to be arrested! We get our obligatory 19th century literature swoon! Thoughts on this?
6. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
So ended the fête for the benefit of the governesses of our province.


20 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Yulia Mihailovna’s ill-advised ball goes forward, with sketchy-looking attendees and the absolute dumbest-sounding dance performance in literary history. Meanwhile, an entire section of the town goes up in flames!
- “I knew, of course, that it was part of Yulia Mihailovna’s idea that the ball should be of the most democratic character, and that “even working people and shopmen should not be excluded if any one of that class chanced to pay for a ticket.”
I was going to say that this was Yulia doing the right thing for the wrong reasons. But honestly, the right thing to do would be to let the working class attendees in for a greatly reduced fee. So I can’t even give her credit for that. Somehow, I feel like my girl Varvara would have been more genuinely generous.
- “Vis-à-vis danced another elderly gentleman in a dress-coat with a heavy cudgel in his hand. He was meant to represent a formidable periodical…But in spite of his cudgel he could not bear the spectacles of “honest Russian thought” fixed upon him and tried to look away…so terrible, probably, were the stings of his conscience!”
This…sounds awful. If you couldn’t make heads or tails of it, don’t feel bad. I think it’s meant to be inscrutable. Even more inscrutable is why anyone thought this performance would be entertaining in the first place!
- “Arson! The Shpigulin men!” roared the crowd.”
Somehow I think don’t think it’s the Shpigulin men! Or, if it is, it’s probably just a handful of them who were deliberately encouraged by Pyotr Stepanovitch 😡
- “By morning they had pulled all Prohoritch’s stall to pieces, had drunk themselves senseless, danced the Kamarinsky in its unexpurgated form.”
Here’s the Kamarinsky, if anyone’s interested in seeing what it looks like: https://youtu.be/mSlrnh-nXEs?si=hUZ2w42ILM7CEOFT Lots of jumping, lots of kicking!
1. The old general seemed a little like he was just trying to feel needed, and some of the things he said were kinda offensive. But, since Yulia doesn’t have anyone else comforting her right now, I guess this guy will do.
3. I assume he was walking on his HANDS, but the way it’s translated really does present a puzzling image 😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>He was meant to represent a formidable periodical (not a Petersburg one), and seemed to be saying, “I’ll pound you to a jelly.”
These words contain an obvious allusion to M. N. Katkov's reactionary and conservative Moscow News, which regularly published denunciatory articles directed against progressive press organs, and in particular against Affairs of the Day. The following words, "I'll pound you to jelly," were previously used by Dostoevsky in his article "Again, the Young Pen" (1863) in relation to the same Katkov: "'He'll pound you to jelly and you won't utter a word."
\>“Fire! All the riverside quarter is on fire!”
The famous St. Petersburg fires, which the police, for provocative purposes, tried to declare the work of revolutionary-minded students in order to turn public opinion against them, began in mid-May 1862. On May 24, A. V. Nikitenko wrote about this in his "Diary": "Yesterday in St. Petersburg there were four fires at once in different parts of the city. One, and the strongest near Ligovka. They talk about arson. Some believe that this is connected with the famous proclamations in the name of young Russia and which were scattered in different places." In the following years, the fires spread to the provinces. The police were unable to present any evidence of a connection between the fires and the student movement. In 1862, the magazine "Time" (a Russian magazine published by Mikhail Dostoevsky, Fyodor's brother) was supposed to publish two articles about the fires, in which students and progressive youth defended themselves against accusations of arson.
\>By morning they had pulled all Prohoritch’s stall to pieces, had drunk themselves senseless, danced the Kamarinsky in its unexpurgated form,
The Kamarinsky song often had vulgar words, as one writer remarked: "Ah you... Kamarinsky peasant" with an unprintable refrain. In addition, this song, popular among the people, was often given an open anti-serfdom, satirical meaning. According to G. M. Pyasetsky, this song dates back to the Time of Troubles (1598 to 1613). The Kamarinsky (an area in Russia) peasant is a mischievous rebel. The words of the song "Oh, you son of a bitch, Kamarinsky peasant, you didn't want to serve your master" become "a monument to the betrayal by the Kamarinites of Boris (Boris Godunov, who ruled Russia from 1598 to 1605) not only as a sovereign, but also as their landowner, the master." In the 1860s, several satirical and revolutionary alterations of the Kamarinsky song appeared, which made it onto the pages of the free Russian press. One of them, under the title "Oh, you son of a bitch, damned police officer!" was published in the collections: Free Russian songs. Another writer noted: "Thus the song cannot arouse anything except a smile; unfortunately, it is filled with unprintable expressions."


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Thanks for all the interpretations of the dancers! What a bizarre focus to make for a dance… no wonder the crowd got rowdy


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        The literacy quadrille sounded awful. I think Lyamshin walking on his head maybe just means walking on his hands.
The fire does sound rather Pyotr-ish. I could see it being something the group would think up.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        My version actually translates it to him simply walking upside down


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        That makes more sense than what I was picturing, Lyamshin somehow awkwardly shuffling around and pivoting via head on ground.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+2)

        With some of the crazy stuff these guys get up to, it's easy to imagine they'd do something like that tbh. Breakdancing 19C Russian style!


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>“Fire! All the riverside quarter is on fire!”
At the disturbance outside Lembke’s residence we learned: Two workmen are now known for a fact to have assisted Fedka in causing the fire in the town which occurred three days afterwards,
\>All that night, with its almost grotesque incidents, and the terrible dénouement that followed in the early morning, still seems to me like a hideous nightmare
In order to depict the general atmosphere and individual features of the ball (such as the composition of the audience, the general disorder, the cancan during the dances, the presence of a police officer, etc.), Dostoevsky could have used the ball "for the benefit of the disabled" described in "The Voice." This description could have attracted the writer's attention both with its title: "A Scandalous Ball at the Assembly", and with its very characteristic beginning: "I could not have expected," the correspondent writes, "that this whole enterprise would end in a very big scandal."
The description of the scandal itself follows: "Finally the ball took place, and a crowd of people of all ranks filled the hall of the noble assembly. Noise, shouting, and hubbub arose in general: suddenly the public pressed on the box office, the glass in the entrance doors rattled, and the ball manager himself almost ended up among the invalids, about whom he had taken such careless care." And further: "Candles were brought out and dancing began; about thirty men formed a quadrille, and the most desperate, impudent cancan began, intolerable in any public place. Shouts, noise, tobacco smoke - all this turned the hall of the noble assembly into some kind of hell of "Crimea", once famous for its unbridled arias. Mr. Andreyev appeared again afterwards, surrounded by the police, but the public forgot about him and continued to amuse themselves..."
\>At last the “literary quadrille” began.
Dostoevsky, who read all the main Russian newspapers, could not help but notice the "literary quadrille" described in the "St. Petersburg Journal." The article featured the magazine "Time" (not the American publication) with its editor "in the costume of Saturn" shaking his scythe; almost all contemporary Petersburg journals were mentioned. Many well know writers were also mentioned. The quadrille ended in a noisy dispute, ready to turn into a scandal.
S. Panov wrote about another "literary quadrille" that took place in 1869 in the halls of the Noble Assembly. All the participants in this quadrille were "made up and dressed with hints of one or another of the current Moscow and St. Petersburg newspapers. It was agreed during the performance of the quadrille to occasionally switch from quiet dances to a more or less bold cancan, and from a special observation box a bell would ring, the music would suddenly stop, and whoever had violated the rules  would be invited to the barrier of the observation box, where he would be given the first warning. If the same dancer again violated the laws of masquerade decorum, they would, in the same circumstances, be given a second warning, then a third, and then the ceremonial expulsion of the culprit from the quadrille and from the dance hall would follow. Such a violator of order was taken by the arms and led out of the halls to the sounds of the March, which signified the continuation of literary activity and the 'closure' of the newspaper."
\>one short and elderly gentleman wearing a dress-coat—in fact, dressed like every one else—wore a venerable grey beard, tied on (and this constituted his disguise). As he danced he pounded up and down, taking tiny and rapid steps on the same spot with a stolid expression of countenance. He gave vent to sounds in a subdued but husky bass, and this huskiness was meant to suggest one of the well-known papers.
This refers to A. A. Kraevsky and his newspaper "Voice", published in St. Petersburg from 1863 to 1883.
\>“Honest Russian thought” was represented by a middle-aged gentleman in spectacles, dress-coat and gloves, and wearing fetters (real fetters)....To convince the sceptical, a letter from abroad testifying to the honesty of “honest Russian thought” peeped out of his pocket.
The reference is to the magazine Affairs of the Day, published in St. Petersburg from 1866 to 1888. According to F. I. Yevnin, the words "in chains" may be a hint at the government's brutal repressions against the magazine's most prominent employees, as well as a hint that the magazine was not freed from preliminary censorship even after the new press rules were issued in 1865. In the phrase "a letter from abroad," the researcher sees a hint at the magazine's connections with the Russian revolutionary emigration.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I am confused. I thought I was following this all but apparently not. I thought Nikolai was “the prince”. But he ran off with Liza. And then “Meanwhile the prince had succeeded in arranging three skimpy quadrilles in the White Hall”. So who is the prince?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        Nikolai is an allegorical prince. This one is a regular prince, as in a noble with that title.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Then why isn’t he the Prince? Did I miss an introduction?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        My edition first mentions him as a ‘princeling’, whatever that is 😂 it sounds pretty insignificant, as far as royalty goes…
He was first introduced when Yulia pulled Stepan into her salon, after he came to confront Andrei about the search. He seems part of her entourage? Honestly, I am confused by him too.
“…some very young princeling from Petersburg, a mechanical figure, with the bearing of a statesman and a terribly long collar. But one could see that Yulia Mikhailovna greatly valued this visitor and was even anxious for her salon…”


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Ah cool. Thanks!


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Also, why would visiting royalty be arranging people into dancing groups. That has to be Nikolai, right?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        Prince in that sense is  not a royalty. It's a noble title. Basically it means that your family is an old one and at some point in the past had influence and wealth. Myshkin in The Idiot was a prince being at the same time a penniless nobody .
Edit. There are two separate words in Russian for that. Принц and князь. The first one is referred to a member of the royal family. The second one I explained above. Both get translated as prince in English.
Another edit. Things can get even more confusing. A royalty was officially referred to as великий князь, which usually is translated to English as Grand Duke. So Princess Anastasia was Grand Duchess Anastasia. As for the word itself, князь (knyaz) is a cognate of English king


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        But was a Prince (other than Nikolai) introduced in the story? I missed it.


    


    
        samole (+1)

        I don't remember. Maybe he was mentioned at some point. It's not important.


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        Ah, thanks.


    


    
        rolomoto (+1)

        I was confused by that too, I think the prince does refer to Nikolai. But what he's doing there where is Liza I have no idea. I mean it seems like he's going on as though nothing had happened. But I imagine a pretty big scandal had been stirred up. His own mother isn't even there.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        

… with disastrous consequences


to the velvet sofas and the floor.Gross.
But we got a bona fide, genuine swoon! The 19th century delivers.
What a disaster of a ball! The wrong sort turn up, the literary quadrille (too complicated and abstract!) is underwhelming, and then everything literally catches fire. Wait, what am I saying, that’s a great party!


    

Part 3 - Chapter 2 - Section 4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Weekly Schedule:
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 1
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 2
Discussion prompts:
(Your mods were a little off their game, sorry. u/otherside_b scheduled the post a day late and Thermos and I completely muddled getting something up. Otherside’s prompts to follow.)
1.	⁠What did you think of Lembke in this chapter?
2.	⁠The narrator talks about the exhilarating sensation a fire can produce. Can you identify with this view?
3.	⁠Lebyadkin, Marya and their servant are found murdered. What are your feelings about that?
4.	⁠Who do you think is the murderer?
5.	⁠What do you think of the theory that Nikolai orchestrated the murders so that he could marry Liza?
6.	⁠Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… and so saying he waved his arms.



22 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        So passes Marya Timofeyevna Stavrogina: a woman who deserved only love and protection and got brutally stabbed to death instead. At least she fought hard. Attagirl, Marya 😢
Well, this is very sad. How are we all feeling toward Pyotr, who was the driving force behind her murder, and toward Nikolai, who almost certainly could have stopped it but didn’t? It strikes me as extra rotten that Nikolai was with another woman when his wife was killed…
I did some digging on fire and arson in 19th-century Russia. Among the historical incidents I found were the Saint Petersburg fires of 1862, which came right on the heels of dramatic political change (the emancipation of the serfs) and were widely believed to have been set intentionally. The mid-19th century Russian commentator D.M. Pogodin stated that, prior to 1862, the general Russian attitude toward fires was: “summer has come; the fires have begun—and here, in Rus, this is all as if in the very order of things. Not only fires, but arson also in Russia, are an ordinary affair.” But after the 1862 fires and the political turmoil they seemed to suggest, “The savage audacity of the arson fires and a disturbed feeling of some kind of ubiquitous danger now trouble[d] and frighten[ed] everyone.”
(Perhaps relevant: Dostoevsky was living in Saint Petersburg at the time of these fires.)
In case anyone needs something to take their mind off the bad end of Marya Timofeyevna, I wanted to share two outstanding posts by the talented u/Belkotriass over on r/dostoevsky. The first describes Dostoevsky’s experiences with spiritualism (i.e. trying to contact the dead), while the second details the mystery surrounding Dostoevsky’s father’s death. Spoiler: he might have been murdered by his own serfs… 😱
Mysticism and spiritualism in Dostoevsky’s life
https://www.reddit.com/r/dostoevsky/s/PNr3Qq6LHI
The death of Dostoevsky’s father—murder or misfortune?
https://www.reddit.com/r/dostoevsky/s/HRdFpz4Hph


    


    
        Belkotriass (+5)

        Thank you for mentioning my articles. Perhaps others will find them interesting as well.
Speaking of which, let me remind you about the fires. In "Crime and Punishment," when Raskolnikov visits the "Crystal Palace" tavern, he reads about fires in a newspaper. This reflects the reality of 1860s St. Petersburg, where major fires occurred almost monthly.
In 1862, there was indeed a series of unsolved fires. Interestingly, Dostoevsky's brother Mikhail was partly a suspect. They attempted to publish an article about these fires in their journal, but it didn't pass censorship. However, the proofread version of this article has survived and can now be read. The emperor himself wrote on it, "Who wrote this?", and stamped it as forbidden.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yikes! I’m thinking that’s not the kind of attention you want to draw from the emperor 😬
I suppose they must have mentioned theories regarding who was setting the fires and what political point the culprit was trying to make, and that was why the article was forbidden?


    


    
        Belkotriass (+1)

        Indeed. The government prohibited all unofficial articles about the fires, as people questioned who was responsible. Some believed it was advantageous for the state to "frame" students and those seeking change. Currently, there's a theory that the fires have actually strengthened the sovereign's power.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+7)

        😭 so I feel dumb! I say ‘Nik can’t elope with Liza, everyone knows he’s married!’ but completely forgot what a vulnerable position Marya was in - even knowing what Nik was capable of (if considering Tikhon’s chapter as canon), I really didn’t think he’d off Marya… this surely is the ‘most terrible crime’ Tikhon mentioned.
Unless of course this was all Pyotr’s doing, that he sent Nik off with Liza but Nik had no idea Pyotr would have them murdered… but unlikely. I am confused by how messy it all was though, it makes Nik look very guilty. It led me to consider Pyotr is possibly setting him up. But it could also be that Nik knows there’s not enough to link him (considering he has an alibi with Liza) and just doesn’t care what others think of him.
Anyway, it seems Marya did see Nik hiding the figurative knife that would kill her, even if he wasn’t the one to physically do the deed 😠


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        This was DEFINITELY Pyotr’s doing. He suggested to Fedka that Nikolai would pay him for killing Marya and Lebyadkin. He also tried to make sure Lebyadkin would have money on him as further inducement for Fedka to kill (and rob) him. The frustrating thing is that he didn’t hide any of this from Nikolai—Nik KNEW this was Pyotr’s plan. And while he didn’t endorse it, he did nothing to stop it. He even also threw money at Fedka, realized it could be misunderstood as a request to kill Marya, and never bothered to correct that misunderstanding. Horrible 😭


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        I think he subconsciously supported the plan. Part of him desires to be the devil, to be infamous for evil. It's why he announced their marriage so more suspicion would fall on him after they died.
He's possessed.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Yes! I like this interpretation, it explains things well - thanks!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Nik’s definitely guilty of doing nothing, I’m just wondering if he did more we don’t know of yet. Did he give Pyotr the ok? Did he give Fedka more money? Did he sneak off with Liza and actually murder them himself?
Or is it like you said and the implications/suggestions were simply seen through.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        He might have! There’s no textual evidence telling us as much (at least so far), but he definitely wanted Marya gone. Given his overall passivity throughout the story, I’m inclined to think he wasn’t actively involved. But we don’t know for sure.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I think Nikolai could definitely have been involved. It was him who rented the house, which is said to be somewhat isolated. An isolated house would allow someone to commit the murders and escape unseen.
Also Tikhon pretty much said that Nikolai will commit another great sin. Plus he eloped with Liza at just the right time to give him an alibi.
My theory is that this has all been planned for some time. He  joins Pyotr's little revolutionary club as a quid pro quo.
I think the fire might have been deliberately started to create a distraction for whoever committed the murder?


    


    
        awaiko (+6)

        So, we’re having a bit of a distracted day, sorry that this was late. I’m about a week behind (still on medical leave but will catch up over the next few days).
Hope folks are okay today.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        It’s all good - please don’t any of you stress about this. The book is a crazy roller coaster anyway, so a bit more meta-drama just adds to the fun. Get well soon 🫂


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I keep reading the chapter late so it worked for me 😎 Hope you’re doing well!


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        \>“I really don’t know whether one can look at a fire without a certain pleasure.” This is word for word what Stepan Trofimovitch said to me one night on returning home after he had happened to witness a fire and was still under the influence of the spectacle.
It is possible that this phrase by Stepan Trofimovich contains a hint at the following words by Herzen in "Bygone Days and Thoughts": The Muscovite magazine, irritated by Belinsky, spoke of him as a dangerous man, thirsting for destruction, "rejoicing at the sight of a fire."
\> It’s all the work of four scoundrels, four and a half!
4 1/2 means an insignificant number, just a couple
\> she had gone back to the burning house while it was still possible, with the insane idea of rescuing her feather bed
Feather beds get frequent mention in Dostoyevsky. It was basically a big sack full of feathers. For an image: https://usbirdhistory.com/feather-bed/
\> the captain, his sister, and their servant — had been murdered and apparently robbed in the night.
Was Pyotr involved? He had offered to murder Marya for Nikolai.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        So sad! 😭
Personally I think it is Pyotr behind this, and Nikolai will be mortified.
I don’t know what is going on with Liza, but I am withholding judgement until I know more.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Pyotr is behind it for sure, but Nikolai knew this was the plan. He didn’t ask for it, he didn’t support it, but he also did nothing to stop it 😢


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Discussion prompts:
1. What did you think of Lembke in this chapter?
2. The narrator talks about the exhilarating sensation a fire can produce. Can you identify with this view?
3. Lebyadkin, Marya and their servant are found murdered. What are your feelings about that?
4. Who do you think is the murderer?
5. What do you think of the theory that Nikolai orchestrated the murders so that he could marry Liza?
6. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Lembke's just utterly done, politically, socially, mentally, and now physically after being hurt saving the elderly lady. We know he ends up under Swiss medical care, but I doubt he'll ever return to public life after all of this.
Fire can be very exhilarating. Scary at times, but it's a very powerful thing, which I think does have a strong effect on us.
Poor Marya. I think we knew she was destined to die, but what a horrible end for her. To kill Lebyadkin and their servant too is especially vicious.
I think Fedka is quite likely to have done it, but is this the act Kirillov will claim before he ends himself, or will that be something else maybe?
I think by leaving, Nikolai kind of gave whoever permission to kill Marya. He was fully aware that people wanted her dead. Pyotr had openly discussed it with him, although Nikolai seemed not entirely for the idea, but he could have easily changed his mind if he thought he could really have Liza


    


    
        Thermos_of_Byr (+4)

        Can anyone else see this or did we fark the shark again?


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Well, that was awful. I am horrified at how poor Marya ended up, but she went down fighting. Piotr and Nikolai really did graduate from troublemaker and mischievous to full-blown terrible people over the course of this book. Everything we heard about them just further soured my opinions.


    


    
        vhindy (+1)

        1. I don’t think he’s the man for the governor’s job. too mentally unstable.
2. I think he’s right, thankfully I’ve never witnessed a house fire live but a fire in the night is about as entertaining as anything else you can ever find. One of my favorite activities for sure
3. It’s been alluded too for so long, it’s not exactly surprising that it happened but I will say I wasn’t expecting it. It’s sad to me. Especially with how brutal it was, I have some more thoughts that I’ll include in the next one.
4. Definitely Fedka
5. I think it was Peter. I wouldn’t be surprised if Nikolai wasn’t aware of it happening. I could easily be wrong but I could see where Peter planned it so he could be with Liza and that sends Nikolai into a rage.
6. Seems like we are gonna have a wild finish


    

Part 3 - Chapter 3 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Weekly Schedule:
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 1
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 2
Discussion prompts:
1. It seems like Nikolai and Liza have not put much thought into this dramatic elopement. Are you surprised at their lack of future planning?
2. Liza has put all her life "into one hour" and seems happy about it. What do you think about her decision?
3. It seems like Liza is dumping Nikolai. Thoughts?
4. Liza says that she will probably laugh at Nikolai if he confesses his former sins, which was something Nikolai said he was afraid of in the conversation with Tikhon. Do you think Nikolai will suffer ridicule and humiliation if the truth comes out?
5. Did anyone else completely forget about Dasha? Do you think she will have a role to play before the story ends?
6. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


She started and looked at him in dismay, but he hurriedly went out



12 Comments


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        \>"Calendars always tell lies," he observed with a polite smile
Quote from "Woe from Wit" by A.S. Griboyedov. It's a comedy in verse, satirizing the society of post-Napoleonic Moscow.
\> Liza: When I opened your door yesterday, you didn’t even know who was coming in. It was simply my caprice, as you expressed it just now, and nothing more!
I guess Pyotr was not involved in the elopement.
\> Nik: Do you know what it has cost me, this new hope? I’ve paid for it with life.”
Liza: “Your own life or another’s?” He got up quickly. “What does that mean?”
Was Nick in on the murder of Marya?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Here we see Nikolai and Liza the morning after the fete. They’ve clearly had sexual relations, which is more ruinous for Liza than it is for Nikolai (hooray double standards!). Unless she and Nikolai get married, she runs the risk of a lifetime of social mistreatment as a “fallen” woman. Yet, she has no intention of eloping with him. Why do you think this is?
My personal opinion is that Nikolai doesn’t actually love Liza—that he’s merely hoping she’ll “save” him from his own depraved tendencies. And Liza sees this, stating, “I don’t want to be a Sister of Mercy for you…I won’t be your nurse, though, of course, you need one as much as any crippled creature.” Liza is not Dasha. She’s not willing to spend her life with a man who views her primarily as a caregiver. The fact that she slept with Nikolai in the first place, I think we can chalk up to her emotional instability and her mile-wide self-destructive streak. Maybe she felt she deserved to be ruined.
- “You were running away from me because you were married, and not from contempt for me which, as a fashionable young lady, I dreaded more than anything. I understood that it was for my sake, for me, mad as I was, that you ran away. You see how I appreciate your generosity.”
This is either Liza’s own interpretation of things or an impression she received from Pyotr Stepanovitch. Either way, I don’t think it’s 100% true. In “At Tikhon’s,” we learned that Nikolai was planning on committing bigamy and making Liza an unwitting accomplice to it. Dasha convinced him not to go through with it, and this was what prompted him to run off. Perhaps he feels genuine concern for Liza now, but I’m not convinced he felt much back then. Or did he? Do any of y’all have any thoughts? Does anyone think Nikolai genuinely loved/loves Liza?
- “He brought himself in, he insisted that we three should work together, and said the most fantastic things about a boat and about maple-wood oars out of some Russian song.”
I’m not sure which song this refers to. The Song of the Volga Boatmen mentions birch oars, but not maple ones. Anyone know what Pyotr was talking about here?


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        Does Nikolai love Liza? He seems to, I mean he's really bent out of shape by her rejection of him. Whatever they are the feelings seem very strong.
about the song..
Earlier Pyotr said to Nikolai:
“You are the chief, you are the head; I shall only be a subordinate, your secretary. We shall take to our barque, you know; the oars are of maple, the sails are of silk, at the helm sits a fair maiden, Lizaveta Nikolaevna … hang it, how does it go in the ballad?”
In particular the part: the oars are of maple, the sails are of silk, at the helm sits a fair maiden, Lizaveta Nikolaevna (the red maiden) seems to be taken from a folk song, a so called robber's song from the Volga area that goes on to say:
The ataman will be caught.
The esaul will be hanged,
The good fellows will have their heads chopped off,
And I, the red maiden, will be in prison


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I was quite surprised because it does seem like love to me as well, which is something I actually did not feel him capable of. Though I also wonder if Nikolai is more crushed that he is being rejected rather than crushed he’s losing her? Especially if he looked forward to stringing her along or breaking her heart.
I’m curious how I would have interpreted this chapter had I not read “At Tikhon’s”. I imagine I would have had greater doubts at his involvement in Marya’s death as well as would have likely been fully convinced at his love for Liza.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Thank you for the information about the song! I totally missed the fact that Pyotr’s words to Liza about the boat and the maple oars were a call-back.
Nikolai’s reaction DOES seem quite strong. Whether it’s because he loved her, because he was relying on her to “save him,” or because it just sucks getting used, he clearly feels some type of way.


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        Maybe this is TMI but why a red maiden?
About the time of the Duke of Edinburgh's marriage with the daughter of Alexander II. this report was specially frequent. A large number of young girls were to be kidnapped and sent to England in a red ship. Why the ship was to be red I can easily explain, because in the peasants' language the conceptions of red and beautiful are expressed by the same word (krasny), and in the popular legends the epithet is indiscriminately applied to everything connected with princes and great personages;


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

Yet, she has no intention of eloping with him. Why do you think this is?

I think it's that self-destructive tendency in her that you mention. I think she is like Nikolai in that she seems to revel in shaming herself. They both seem to get off on it. It's strange. She might even enjoy the idea of herself being a "fallen woman".


Do any of y’all have any thoughts? Does anyone think Nikolai genuinely loved/loves Liza?

I actually think he does love her, but he is too messed up in the head to actually commit to the relationship.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        I think Liza and Nikolai ran away on an impulse, without thinking about it too much. It seems that Liza is throwing her life away on a grand romantic gesture, and Nikolai was too mixed up to say “No”. He got carried away by the thought that Liza would give up her life for him.
I don’t think Nikolai knew that Marya was going to be killed that day, or he would have just waited until afterwards when he would be able to marry Liza legitimately. But he was keeping his options open, and events have overtaken him. And now he suspects.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Lol Nik is not very subtle…
Liza: “This is what I meant. Why are you freaking out?”
Nik: “You think I murdered my wife?! Nonsense, she may not even be dead yet, and even if she were, I wouldn’t know, so if you know then you know before me, because I didn’t even kill her so why would I know. Also, I’m not even talking about whether or not I killed her yet, only what we’re you talking about??”
Liza: “… um, what?”
I’m pretty sure she could guess he’s guilty without him telling her…
Also, what comeuppance for Nik, to have fallen in love and for her to be the one to jilt him. I applaud her reasons, but it was quite unexpected for her to take such a stance after her obsession with him. I also like how Liza, in her heart, knows he is terrible and so doesn’t want to be with him. It seems it may have been worth it to her, to ruin her reputation to sate her obsession.
I say Nik has fallen in love, although in the end it sounds like he may not actually love her? I did get a bit confused at the last bit of the chapter.
It seems they both basically used each other, and I like the mutuality of that. If only Nik could have waited after the first night to see if it were worth disposing of Marya though…


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        This is so hilarious, that’s literally EXACTLY what Nikolai’s reaction is like 🤣Thanks for giving me a good laugh this morning.
I, too, appreciated seeing the jilter become the jiltee. Doesn’t feel very nice, does it Nik?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        The user has been used, it seems. Liza doesn't appear to regret her actions, but definitely has no plans to be repeating them either. Nikolai seems to have feelings, as much as he's able anyway, and doesn't like that he's being rejected. And then comes Pyotr, with his news...


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        I am completely unsurprised that Nikolai-of-the-rashness doesn’t have a plan. I’m a little more surprised with Liza, however. She didn’t strike me as such a person to elope and go off without some understanding of what might happen next.
I had forgotten about Dasha, oops.
Pyotr needs to confess, and soon!


    

Part 3 - Chapter 3 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Upcoming Schedule:
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 2
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 3
Tuesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 1
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 2
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Section 1
Discussion prompts:
1. Mavriky is waiting outside in the rain for Liza. Will their relationship continue in your opinion?
2. Nikolai admits to Liza that he knew about the murders and did nothing. Thoughts?
3. Nikolai asks Pyotr to shoot him. A serious request?
4. “I am a buffoon, but I don’t want you, my better half, to be one!". Stavrogin understands what Pyotr is trying to say. Do you understand?
5. Pyotr's got a revolver in his pocket. Do you think he's off to commit another murder?
6. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:





11 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Pyotr breaks the news to Nikolai about his wife’s death, insisting that he (Pyotr) had nothing to do with it. He just “happened to” give Lebyadkin money and “happened to” give Stavrogin’s name when he did so. Pure coincidence!
There’s a lot going on with Petrusha in this chapter. First, he absolves both Nikolai and himself for Marya’s death. Then he threatens Nikolai with the possibility that “rumors” of Nikolai’s involvement might “get out.” Finally, he insists that he wants Nikolai to support the revolution of his own free will, and that he brought Liza to him “simply to amuse you, and to show that you wouldn’t have a dull time with me.”
Who is the “real” Pyotr, exactly? The innocent bystander who tried to get Marya and Lebyadkin to safety (lol, doubt it…)? The threatening maniac who will destroy Nikolai’s life if he doesn’t do as Pyotr says? Or the obsessive “Stavrogin devotee” who only wants to amuse and be of service to his idol? In this section he refers to Nikolai as “the light and the sun” and “my better half,” but how sincere do you think he’s being? I’ve always assumed he worships the ground Nikolai walks on, but that doesn’t seem to preclude threatening Nikolai or even brandishing a gun at him. Though maybe Pyotr’s just scared of losing him? 🤔
- “I did not kill them, and I was against it, but I knew they were going to be killed and I did not stop the murderers. Leave me, Liza,” Stavrogin brought out, and he walked into the drawing-room.”
This seems pretty definitive. Nikolai wasn’t actively involved in Marya’s death. But his passivity makes him culpable as well. He also seems to admit in this section that he doesn’t love Liza and never did…
What do y’all think Nikolai’s next move will be? Will he play his part in Pyotr’s “revolution,” or not?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        These characters are more slippery than a wet fish.
Pyotr takes credit for Liza's getting into Nikolai's carriage but earlier Liza said it was due to her caprice.
Although Liza had soundly rejected Nikolai now she says she'll go to "end of the earth" with him after finding out he's a widower. Earlier she said:
"The day before yesterday, when I ‘insulted’ you before every one and you answered me so chivalrously, I went home and guessed at once that you were running away from me because you were married, and not from contempt for me which, as a fashionable young lady, I dreaded more than anything. I understood that it was for my sake, for me, mad as I was, that you ran away."
Nikolai tells Pyotr he doesn't love Liza despite his rather strong show of emotion with her. Earlier, Liza thought he loved her when she said: "but you know I did think that you were dreadfully in love with me."
\> Pyotr to Nikolai: The only thing is Fedka may remember what you said that night at Kirillov’s (and what made you say it?) but that proves nothing and we shall stop Fedka’s mouth.
Fedka had heard Nikolai say to Pyotr: "Meanwhile you are driving at my giving Lebyadkin fifteen hundred roubles, so as to give Fedka an opportunity to murder him. I know that you think I want my wife murdered too. You think to tie my hands by this crime, and have me in your power. That’s it, isn’t it? What good will that be to you?"
\> Apart from it’s being altogether to her interest to marry you now, because there’s no denying she’s disgraced herself; apart from that, I talked to her of ‘the boat’ and I saw that one could affect her by it, so that shows you what the girl is made of.
"The boat" occurred in the song Pyotr cited earlier and apparently means something like a ticket to happiness i.e. Nikolai is the boat: "We shall take to our barque, you know; the oars are of maple, the sails are of silk, at the helm sits a fair maiden, Lizaveta Nikolaevna … hang it, how does it go in the ballad?"
\>Fine sort of ‘magic boat,’ you are; you are a broken-down, leaky old hulk!
Pyotr is disillusioned with the boat.


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+5)

        Yeah, I’m a little confused by this chapter. Everyone seems to be deceiving everyone else and engaging in doublespeak. It’s hard to get a read on the characters’ true feelings and motives.


    


    
        otherside_b (+8)

        At this point anything that comes out of Pyotr's mouth I assume is a lie.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I think that’s a safe assumption.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Pyotr’s just a complete liar, and he’ll also switch strategies depending on what sort of manipulation he thinks will work (which is why he threatens Nikolai one minute than kinda love bombs him the next). Nikolai, I believe, is being truthful in what he says about his passive role in Marya’s death and his lack of love for Liza. Liza, meanwhile, doesn’t want to be with Nikolai, but she also doesn’t want to believe she’s just slept with a murderer, so she offers herself to him if only he’ll reassure her that he’s not one. That’s how I interpret everyone’s feelings and motivations anyway. But I agree that it’s kind of confusing!


    


    
        awaiko (+4)

        I appreciate the other commenters here, as you’ve helped untangle some more of what went on in this chapter. I suspect that everyone involved is telling about 2/3rds of the truth. Pyotr knows more and did more than he’s letting on, Nikolai might be taking more responsibility than he should be, or maybe I’m being a little too kind to him.
Poor Liza. Poor Mavriky. Liza runs away with Nikolai and then turns around and joins back with him, and all involved know that she will be denigrating him in contests to Nikolai, who she’s just run away with and then left again! It’s too much.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        I think Pyotr is pretty obsessed by Nikolai’s charisma, and keeps trying to find a way to enlist him to his revolutionary cause. Either bribery or threats if necessary. The problem is that Nikolai is so impulsive - he probably DID agree with Pyotr that a revolution was a good idea, and Pyotr went and built all his plans on that. It’s just that Nikolai changes his mind quite frequently.
I don’t think Nikolai wanted Marya killed. He certainly wouldn’t have done it while he was off with Liza! Yes he might have been too passive, but probably whatever he had said, Pyotr would have done the same thing. But now Nikolai feels terrible 😢


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Oh poor Mavriky, the thought of him out in the rain all night is so heartbreaking. If Liza has some sort of complex that leads her to seek out punishment, I’m sure his blind loyalty (love?) to her doesn’t help.
Also, I’m going to start calling people ‘foolish head’. (Did anyone else have something different in translation for that? When Pyotr is threatening Nik?)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        In my version it just says “fool,” but “foolish head” is a lot more fun :P
My heart bleeds so much for poor old Mavriky. He deserves so much better 😭


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Mavriky would go along with whatever Liza was up to I think. Not at all a healthy relationship, if it continues. Who knows with Liza though, but I can't quite see her settling down to domestic bliss or anything like that.
A very complicated conversation with Pyotr and Nikolai. Lots of hints and threats, along with a bit of love bombing. I do think Nikolai was serious when he told Pyotr to shoot him though.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 3 - Section 3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Voting is open for our next book. We start on (… still working this out. First week of December, maybe Thursday 5 December or the following Monday).
Upcoming Schedule:
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 3 Section 3
Tuesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 1
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 2
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Section 1
All days: Looking forward to returning to a book with a sensible chapter structure.
Discussion prompts:
I hope you had a good weekend. On we go! 
1. Pyotr tries to get Liza home without people noticing. Is there any chance whatsoever that this won’t be a huge scandal? 
2. Liza flees to avoid Mavriky, who ends up picking her up after a fall. Thoughts on their scene together?
3. In the swirling fog and drizzling rain, Stefan finds them and starts rambling away in French. What was the point of this strange interlude? What was Stefan doing out in the rain with his tightly packed bag? 
4. Liza is blamed for the deaths, and then she and Mavriky are assaulted by a drunk and irresponsible crowd. She’s not really having a good day, is she? 
5. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


I am of that opinion to this day.



21 Comments


    
        2whitie (+8)

        "Stefan finds them and starts rambling away in French" Some things never change.
I'm reading 2066 by Roberto Bolano rn, which is about a set of events that "whip around an evil epicenter, but never quite touch the very center." Maybe I'm just reading into it too much, but that's EXACTLY what this chapter feels like. Pyotr's and Nicholas's are both incredibly empty and careless people, and draw everyone into their own evil whirlwind. Then they move on, and leave nothing in their wake but destroyed lives and destructive people.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        That is a really spot-on metaphor!


    


    
        hocfutuis (+8)

        It feels like having Marya and Liza in his life has kept Nikolai somewhat on the straight and narrow. With both of them gone, I think it will have a massive impact on his behaviour.
I don't think Stepan will get too far. If he's already struggling with fever, a big adventure hardly seems likely.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        First of all: HAPPY 203RD BIRTHDAY, DOSTOEVSKY! ❤️
Pyotr tries to convince Liza to take a carriage home, employing lots of feminist-sounding language in the process. I don’t know about you, but I have my doubts about  Pyotr as a #feminist icon—I think he’s just using these terms because he thinks they’ll appeal to Liza. That said, he cites Polinka Saks as an influence on him. Here’s a plot summary of the book, which was authored by Aleksandr Druzhinin in 1847 (when he was just 23 years old).
- “An epistolary tale of a romantic triangle involving an older man, his younger wife, and a dashing young prince. The husband attempts to introduce his wife to literature, art, and music, but his efforts run counter to the dominant trend of society, which “forces women to become little children.” The wife falls victim to the prince and realizes too late the value of the education provided by her husband.”
By today’s standards, this sounds…kind of feminist, but also kind of paternalistic? The wife wouldn’t have gotten hurt if she’d just let her older and wiser husband educate her, damn it! I wonder if Pyotr views himself in a role similar to that of the husband as he tries to mansplain women’s issues to Liza?  EDIT: Also see u/rolomoto’s comment, which mentions another important aspect of Polenka Saks: the husband magnanimously allowing his wife to take a lover.
Poor Mavriky, being too kind for this world, immediately takes Liza back, saying, “God forgive you. I least of all can be your judge.” Why is he so good? He might be the purest character in the book 👼
Stepan Trofimovitch, meanwhile, has hit the road and is on his way to discover the real Russia. Liza tells Mavriky to “give that baby back his umbrella,” so it seems she recognizes how helpless, naive, and ill-prepared Stepan actually is. Do you think Stepan will make good on his intention to leave the village and strike out in his own? Or do you think he’ll chicken out at the last minute?
Finally, we have Liza getting savagely beaten by a crowd of locals, who evidently assume Stavrogin murdered Marya for her sake. Anton doesn’t actually say that Liza died, but in context…well, it feels like she probably did.
I think Anton’s final comment on the incident really underscores one of the themes of the book, which is the banality of evil.
- “I declared that it had all happened entirely accidentally through the action of men perhaps moved by ill-feeling, yet scarcely conscious of what they were doing—drunk and irresponsible.”
There was no plan, no grand evil scheme, that led to Liza’s murder. It was an impulsive, unthinking act by men who were drunk and angry. It’s an everyday sort of ugliness—it’s just that this time, it happened to get someone killed.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        I think she died: "I too, as a spectator, though at some distance, had to give evidence at the inquest."


    


    
        Opyros (+3)

        I was pretty sure she was going to die once she ran away with Nikolai. There was a convention in Victorian novels that the fallen woman always dies. A lot of those books could have been subtitled “Sex and Punishment!”


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Interesting how Dosto sometimes subverts that trope (C&P, TBK) and sometimes doesn’t (Demons, The Idiot).


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Liza died??! 😨 The ‘she was still alive’ I read as ‘after all that happened, she wasn’t killed’ not ‘she didn’t die yet’
I felt the investigation was occurring because of an assault on a noblewoman, especially one who is a potential suspect, not that it’s because she died 🥺


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        It’s the “she was still alive”that suggests to me that she did die, just not right away. Then when Anton zooms out at the end of the chapter and reflects on the incident as a whole, he doesn’t mention that Liza was rescued or recovered. 😭 But there’s some ambiguity there for sure!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I agree it seemed intentionally ambiguous, I just didn’t think it was definite… so if he revealed she died later, it would be a bit more of a shock.
That she was still alive I took to mean that it looked like they killed her (they struck her down twice, not moving, Mavriky freaking out because he might think she’s dead) but he clarifies that even though she looked dead she was still alive. Her getting carried off feels like she survived too (and is likely badly injured - but how badly?)
I agree that it can also be interpreted that she died, I just wonder if it was supposed to remain a bit ambiguous until it is definitely determined? But maybe I’m the only one who read it that way, maybe it is supposed to be obvious


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        If it was supposed to be a later revelation, then I apologize for mentioning it and spoiling it for you 😢 I’ll be more careful in the future!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        No, I’m sure it’s just me not knowing what’s going on, as usual 🫠


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+3)

        I also didn’t at all pick up on the fact that she died. My translation says “investigation,” not “inquest,” and I interpreted “still alive” the way you did. I guess we’re meant to assume she died, though :/


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        In the Katz translation it says that she wasn’t dead at the time the chapter ended for what it’s worth


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        This seems really tragically stupid in a Russian literature sort of way. Liza didn’t have to die!
Mavriky had correctly surmised that Liza and Nikolai were never going to leave each other alone until they got it out of their systems. But he was there to pick up the pieces afterwards and would have married Liza (damaged goods or not).
If she hadn’t gone rubbernecking at the house of the murder victims, she could have had a happy(ish) ending. 😢


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>“It’s the name of a novel, ‘Polenka Saxe.’ I read it when I was a student.…
"Polinka Saks" (1847), a story by A. V. Druzhinin (1824-1864), written under the influence of George Sand and imbued with the ideas of women's emancipation: the magnanimous hero, having learned that his wife loves another, younger man, grants her freedom and helps her unite with her beloved. Druzhinin's story is mentioned by Pyotr Stepanovich, consoling Liza, apparently with the aim of emphasizing the similarity of Mavriky Nikolaevich with the "overly idealized."
\>I don’t know; in the Voice they write of there being brigands everywhere,
News about murders and robberies began to be placed in newspapers such as "Voice" and "St. Petersburg News" with the introduction of public legal proceedings in Russia. A. V. Nikitenko wrote in his diary on October 24, 1865: "In general, all kinds of villainy - theft, robbery, murder - have recently increased to an unheard-of degree. You constantly read about them in the newspapers, and how many more are there that the newspapers do not write about." And later: "Robberies and plunder, the most outrageous and wild villainy are committed openly not only in St. Petersburg, but throughout Russia. The administration consoles itself or consoles others with the fact that this has always happened before, but was just not published."
\>You, too, pray for ‘poor’ Liza—just a little, don’t bother too much about it.
A hint at the heroine of N. M. Karamzin's story "Poor Liza"


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I still don’t t quite know how Liza feels about Mavriky, and perhaps she herself doesn’t quite know either. She wants to avoid him (out of shame? Pride? Compassion? Annoyance?) but when he runs to her aid she seems comforted by his presence (because she was found out, so might as well pretend? Or because she wanted him by her side but didn’t want to wrap him up in the scandal?). I really loved the comedic visuals of that scene, Pyotr scurrying after Liza, Liza trying to sneak off and falling, Mavriky witnessing the whole thing, Pyotr seeming quite annoyed, “But where are you going? That’s a field… hah, she fell!…”
I don’t know about anyone else, but I was as pleased as Liza to see Stepan. I love the description of his romanticized ‘travelling man’ outfit, Stepan is so delightfully silly. I admit I respect that he’s actually out in the wilderness, as I didn’t think he’d do it. Although I don’t think it’ll last long.
I think them running into Stepan just adds to the madness of everything…


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I was relieved that Stepan was in this too! Everything was so dire and horrible, so his goofy self popping up was like, a moment of respite. I wonder if Varvara’s noticed that he’s gone 🤔


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+3)

        I’ve been missing Stepan and Varvara for a big chunk of this book now! Their characters seem so much more simple and entertaining in contrast with the political shenanigans and complex motives in the rest of the book.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        See, I think they’re really fun and entertaining too, a nice, silly snack to fortify you for the violent journey ahead. Not everyone agrees though—some people can’t stand the Stepan and Varvara parts. But I’m love them ❤️


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Pyotr showed what a douche he is by running away when Liza fell over. Mavriky is probably the nicest person in the book? Maybe a little too nice because I wouldn't have advised him to get back with Liza.
That meeting on the road with Stephan seemed touching if slightly odd. I'm going to guess Stephan ends up in some old folks home or asylum somewhere. Liza seems to suggest the same.
I don't want to criticize Dostoevsky too much but the part where Liza is presumably murdered felt kind of soap opera like in it's ridiculousness. I know realism isn't really the authors style but It still felt very random and bizarre even allowing for the chaos that is going on in the town.
Not happy that the narrrator kind of brushed it aside as as happening accidentally. That's bullshit and trying to absolve blame.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 4 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Voting is open for our next book. It’s a close race towards the top! (The book I voted for is running plum last, alas.)
Upcoming Schedule:
Tuesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 1
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 2
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Section 1
Discussion prompts:
1. Pyotr defends his character (reasonably well?) to people. Are you in agreement with their assessment of him?  
2. The quintet meet up and are in a bit of a state. What did you make of their meeting?
3. Pyotr accuses three of them of inciting the Shpigulin men to set the fires. Are you surprised by the accusation? Convinced? 
4. Shatov is now targeted. Oh dear. Another death is forthcoming. Were you surprised by how dramatically their opinions on Pyotr changed during the meeting? 
5. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


Liputin and Pyotr Stepanovitch promptly set off together to Kirillov.



15 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        In the aftermath of the fire, Pyotr Stepanovitch makes his rounds, assuring polite society that he had nothing to do with Liza running off with Stavrogin. In fact, he blames it on Yulia, claiming that not only was she at the bottom of the whole intrigue, but she also tricked Pyotr and hurt his little baby feelings because he was ALSO in love with Liza. It seems he has no more use for Yulia, so he’s kicking her to the curb. He also goes to her house and threatens her, for good measure. Anton tells us that “the necessity for this intimidation arose from his plans at the moment, of which she, of course, knew nothing.” What plans is Anton referring to, and why do they require Petrusha to intimidate Yulia?
Later, Pyotr has an unpleasant meeting with the quintet, who are pissed off to the point of revolting. There are a couple characters to remember here:
- TOLKATCHENKO: The fifth member of the quintet (along with Liputin, Lyamshin, Virginsky, and Shigalov). We met him before at the meeting at Virginsky’s house but didn’t learn much about him—and we don’t here, either. Evidently he is an expert on the peasantry.
- ENSIGN ERKEL: A strange boy (probably still a teenager) who worships Pyotr Stepanovitch and would probably murder a peasant if someone told him to. Anton feels sorry for him. I’ll leave it for the rest of y’all to decide if he deserves the sympathy…
Pyotr blames the quintet members for inciting the fire and also announces that Shatov has specific plans to rat them out to the authorities. So they need to kill him immediately! This, as we know, is a lie. The murder of Shatov is just part of Pyotr’s plan to cement the quintet together (and make it so none of its members will dare leave).
Finally, Shigalov gives us as good a summary of Pyotr’s stated aims as we’re ever likely to get:
- “Russia covered with an endless network of knots. Each of these centres of activity, proselytising and ramifying endlessly, aims by systematic denunciation to injure the prestige of local authority, to reduce the villages to confusion, to spread cynicism and scandals, together with complete disbelief in everything and an eagerness for something better, and finally, by means of fires, as a pre-eminently national method, to reduce the country at a given moment, if need be, to desperation.”
But I’m still not sure if Pyotr truly cares about any of that or not. I think he might just get off on being able to command people to do terrible things. And also on getting revenge on Shatov and daddy. What do you think? Does Pyotr actually have a goal, beyond his own gratification?


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        \>Does Pyotr actually have a goal, beyond his own gratification?
He seems enthralled with his limitless ability to manipulate people. Any revolutionary goals seem way down on his list of priorities.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I 100% agree


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

and would probably murder a peasant if someone told him to.

I'm going to guess that Pyotr may indeed ask him to. A useful patsy. Shatov is a former peasant right?


Pyotr blames the quintet members for inciting the fire and also announces that Shatov has specific plans to rat them out to the authorities.

If anyone is going to be doing any ratting out my money is on Pyotr throwing the rest of the gang under the bus.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Oh, that’s a fascinating possibility! We’ve seen Pyotr lie to evade responsibility again and again throughout the book, so if he and the quintet get caught I can totally see him blaming it all on the others!


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>"Don’t disturb yourselves, gentlemen; I know every step you take. You smile sarcastically, Mr. Liputin? But I know, for instance, that you pinched your wife black and blue at midnight, three days ago, in your bedroom as you were going to bed.”
He's able to sow fear and obedience in his group with a well placed spy. Now they think he's omniscient, when of course he isn't. He tells them to knock someone off and they readily obey. Well, he "hinted" that it should be done. The group should lure Shatov somewhere and there “settle things.” Hinting is the preferred tactic, as he thereby has plausible deniability.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        That was kind of terrifying when Pyotr revealed that he had been spying on them all. Guys a dick, but he is resourceful.


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+4)

        I need help with chronology here. Is the “five days later” referenced in the beginning of the chapter included in the six days Pyotr insisted Lembke give him to denounce all the radicals? Is the day of Shatov’s planned murder (the day after this part of the chapter) significant as part of either of these counts? Is there a deadline for it that I’m missing? I've lost track of the days in this book.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I think so. I think it was 6 days from “ the eve of the party”, and I think this is still the day after the party so five days later would be about right.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        According to my math:
Day 1: Pyotr asks Lembke for six days
Day 2: the ball, the murders of Lebyadkin and Marya
Day 3: Liza is killed, Pyotr meet with the quintet and they decide to kill Shatov the next day


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Oh I was really hoping they’d leave Shatov alone! The group was so easily swayed - I guess that’s what happens when fear is used as a motivator…
It was nice to see Liputin get a taste of his own medicine though - it’s not a nice feeling to be spied on!
It definitely seems to me that Pyotr has manipulated to have things happen the way he wants but still maintain plausible deniability. I can’t quite tell if he is truly upset about certain things happening that he didn’t ‘order’ or if he is just putting on a show to reinforce the optics of his ‘innocence’ versus their ‘guilt’, therefore making them more anxious to kill Shatov…
I’m especially curious to see if Pyotr will even be present for the hypothetical murder, or if he will again maintain his distance from any actual culpability.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I think he's got everyone so in his thrall, he'll manage to keep his distance.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Afterwards it became known that he had learned of Liputin's


exploit from Agafya, Liputin's maid, whom he had paid money to spy
for him from the very beginning, as came to light only later.Holy shit, the Lipu rats were Pyt-rats all along😱😱😱


You all seem to know by now that in his time Shatov


belonged to the cause. I must disclose that in keeping watch on him
through persons he does not suspect, I have found out, to my
surprise, that for him neither the organization of the network, nor ...
in a word, nothing is secret.After all this he's still trying to get Shatov killed?


"Send him to the devil, finally!" Tolkachenko shouted first."Should've been done long ago!" Lyamshin put in spitefully,


banging his fist on the table.Look how easily he wins them back to his side.


However,


everyone had more or less heard somewhat about Kirillov; Liputin
more than any of them.Of course🙄


"I'm against it; I protest with my whole soul against such a


bloody solution!" Virginsky rose from his place.Hell Yeah Virginsky!!!


"But?" Pyotr Stepanovich asked.


"What but?"
"You said but... so I'm waiting."
"I don't think I said but... I simply wanted to say that if it's
decided on, then..."
"Then?"
Virginsky fell silentHuh!?!
#Petroshisms of the day:
1)What
can you accuse us of?"
"Of self-will!" Pyotr Stepanovich shouted furiously. "While I am
here, you dare not act without my permission.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I wonder if Agafya passed along to Pyotr all the Lipu-rat info that Liputin was gathering as well? To then only pay one cleverly chosen rat when Liputin was probably employing several


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        Oh, the plot thickens.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 4 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Participate in reading democracy!. (Note: democracy not guaranteed, please check the T&Cs, but can confirm that we’re not being paid off by Bezos, Musk, or Thiel.)
Upcoming Schedule:
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Section 2
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Section 1
Discussion prompts:
1. Pyotr needs to consider that you catch more flies with honey than vinegar. Comeuppance coming soon?  
2. They sit there in silence, Liputin stewing. Is Dostoevsky aiming for a comic scene? Absurdity? Is this amusing you or are you still horrified at the recent senseless violence?
3. Pyotr convinces Liputin to take a manifesto to press. Is there a network of quintets, a glorious revolution made up of cadres and cells, or fanaticism that’s got out of hand?   
4. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Pyotr Stepanovitch whispered sternly to Liputin.”



14 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        In this section, Petrusha makes a pissed-off Liputin watch him eat a beefsteak, a power move so funny and so petty that I actually really like it. Liputin is furious with Pyotr for not showing the respect that Liputin thinks he’s due. He initially refuses to print a new manifesto that Pyotr’s written. He also speculates that, far from there being hundreds of quintets all throughout Russia, theirs is probably the only one. Do you think this is true?
Liputin isn’t the only one feeling peeved in this section—Pyotr is also furious that Nikolai has run off without telling him.
- “Pyotr Stepanovitch suddenly remembered how he had lately splashed through the mud to keep pace with Stavrogin, who had walked, as he was doing now, taking up the whole pavement. He recalled the whole scene, and rage choked him.”
(Aw, poor Petrusha. It sucks getting dumped.)
How will Pyotr implement his plan without Stavrogin as its figurehead? Is he going to take on the “tsarevitch” role himself? Or is he still banking on Nikolai coming back? Do YOU think Nikolai will come back, or is he gone for good?


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

He also speculates that, far from there being hundreds of quintets all throughout Russia, theirs is probably the only one. Do you think this is true?

Yes it's true. Pyotr already revealed as much to Nikolai I believe?


Do YOU think Nikolai will come back, or is he gone for good?

Interesting question. I think he surely must come back and do something. He's too much of a central character to just fade into the background.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think he more or less did reveal it to Nikolai, yeah. Can’t remember how direct he was about it, but at the very least he heavily implied it.
I agree, it would be really weird if Nikolai just dipped and the rest of the story went on and concluded without him


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Forgetting everything I know about Russian literature I am naively hoping that Nikolai will end up screwing up pyotr’s plans. 🤷‍♀️


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I would love if that happened! I think that should be our head canon, regardless of whether or not it actually ends that way 😝


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \> Pyotr Stepanovitch walked in the middle of the pavement, taking up the whole of it, utterly regardless of Liputin, who had no room to walk beside him and so had to hurry a step behind or run in the muddy road if he wanted to speak to him.
Earlier:
“Are you laughing beforehand at the prospect of seeing ‘our fellows’?” chirped gaily Pyotr Stepanovitch, dodging round him with obsequious alacrity, at one moment trying to walk beside his companion on the narrow brick pavement and at the next running right into the mud of the road; for Stavrogin walked in the middle of the pavement without observing that he left no room for anyone else.
\> Pyotr Stepanovitch did not hurry himself; he ate with relish, rang the bell, asked for a different kind of mustard, then for beer, without saying a word to Liputin.
Reminiscent of when Karmazinov offered him lunch expecting him to refuse but instead Pyotr accepts:
“A cutlet and coffee, and tell him to bring some more wine, I am hungry,” answered Pyotr Stepanovitch,”
\> “It’s natural in Europe to wish to destroy everything because there’s a proletariat there, but we are only amateurs here and in my opinion are only showing off.”
Russia was basically Nobles and serfs at the time with no real proletariat like in industrialized Europe.
\>As for Shatov, Pyotr Stepanovitch was firmly convinced that he would betray them.
I question this. How would the narrator know? Pyotr wants a cement to bind the group together as well as to give him leverage over them in case of mutiny. Also, getting people to kill someone would be one of the ultimate prizes for a manipulator like Pyotr.
\>Liputin says: “Excuse me, I can’t believe that there will be a rising in May.”
It is currently September. Earlier Pyotr  had told Karmazinov:
“It will begin early next May and will be over by October,”
I guess they're talking about next year.
\> The idea flashed through Liputin’s mind, “Turn and go back; if I don’t turn now I shall never go back.” He pondered this for ten steps, but at the eleventh a new and desperate idea flashed into his mind: he did not turn and did not go back.
So he decides to go ahead, why? What new and desperate idea flashed in his mind?


    


    
        samole (+5)

        

Russia was basically Nobles and serfs at the time

Serfdom was abolished by that time.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        true, I should have said freed serfs and nobles.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        

So he decides to go ahead, why? What new and desperate idea flashed in his mind?

Pyotr telling the police about him beating his wife in retaliation for turning away?


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I feel like Pyotr's comeuppance will happen soon, but not soon enough. He still has his mission to kill Shatov, and, I'm guessing, get Kirillov to take the fall for it.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Instead of


presenting the fact in a decent light, as something Roman and civic
or the like, he had held up only crude fear and the threat to their
own skins, which was simply impolite.🤣🤣🤣


What he had told our people about the denunciation was all


lies: he had never seen this denunciation or heard of it, but he was
as sure of it as two times two. It precisely seemed to him that
Shatov would be unable to endure the present moment—the death
of Liza, the death of Marya Timofeevna—and that precisely now he
would finally decide.What? What makes him think Shatov cares about the death of Liza?


Pyotr Stepanovich suddenly remembered how


he had recently gone scurrying through the mud in the same way in
order to keep up with Stavrogin, who, like him now, also strode
down the middle, occupying the entire sidewalk. He recalled this
scene and rage took his breath awayIs this his main motivation? All his life he's felt he's been pushed to the sidelines while others took the centre, starting with his own father. Is that what brought about this need for revolt, he feels his story is synonymous with that of the peasantry that lead dull lives adjacent to the majesty and exuberance of the nobles.


Alas, he knew that "like a slave" he would certainly be the


first on the spot tomorrow and, moreover, would bring all the rest
with him, and if he could somehow have killed Pyotr Stepanovich
now, before tomorrow, he would certainly have killed him.Uh-oh


Liputin finally hated him so much that he could not tear


himself away from him. It was something like a nervous fit. He
counted every piece of steak the man sent into his mouth, hated him
for the way he opened it, for the way he chewed, for the way he
sucked savoringly on the fatter pieces, hated the beefsteak itself.
Finally, things became as if confused in his eyes; he began to feel
slightly dizzy; heat and chill ran alternately down his spine.🤣🤣🤣"Look at him sitting over here. Shoving meat into that disgusting chasm"


"And I think that our centers abroad have forgotten Russian


reality and broken all connections, and are therefore simply raving...
I even think that instead of many hundreds of fivesomes there is
only our one in all Russia, and there isn't any network," Liputin
finally choked.It takes a lying schemer to know one. Or more likely, Liputin's network of gossip is so intricate that the only way he wouldn't know about such a revolutionary organization is if it doesn't exist.
#Quotes of the day:
1)That Shatov would denounce them our people all believed; but
that Pyotr Stepanovich was playing with them like pawns they
likewise believed.
2) Instead of
presenting the fact in a decent light, as something Roman and civic
or the like, he had held up only crude fear and the threat to their
own skins, which was simply impolite.
3)But resentment also took Liputin's breath away. Let Pyotr
Stepanovich treat our people as he liked, but him? He who was more
in the know than any of our people, was closest to the cause, was
most intimately connected with it, and up to now had constantly,
though indirectly, participated in it!
4) He was deep in thought. It was possible for
him to do both things at once—to eat with relish and to be deep in
thought.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        I think Pyotr assumed Shatov will care about Liza’s death just because Shatov has morals—something that’s probably pretty foreign and distasteful to Pyotr 😂
That’s actually a really good point, that Liputin would probably have heard about it if a grand network of revolutionaries actually existed. I hadn’t thought about it before, but it makes perfect sense why he’d be the first one to call Petrusha out on his bullsh*t.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Loved the callback to the earlier scene where it was Pyotr pushed into the mud while Nikolai dominated the pavement. For me it symbolises Pyotr flexing his muscles as the main man now that Nikolai is gone.
I thought that scene where Pyotr was eating and Liputin was just completely furious and mentally cursing him was great! I also think Pyotr's constant showing of food down his gullet throughout the story must be a metaphor for his massive appetite for destruction....and no I'm not talking about Axl Rose.
That last bit where Liputin had a choice to turn back or carry out was also great reading. Liputin chose the cowards option which seems to be in character.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I think this is all going to end poorly for Peter. He's no more friends and has new enemies everywhere. All it takes is for one of his violent friends to call his bluff


    

Part 3 - Chapter 4 - Section 3-4

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Vote on our next group read! You have until Sunday (time zone dependent).
Upcoming Schedule:
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 4 Sections 3-4
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Section 1
Discussion prompts:
1. Pyotr and Liputin meet with Kirillov. Thoughts on how this went?  
2. Fedka unloads on Pyotr in no uncertain terms! Does he have any of the moral high ground?
3. Fedka meets a bad end. I was not expecting this many characters to die! Do you believe for one moment that he actually was killed by one of the Shpigulin men?  
4. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


… thought it’s true that he still had his passport in his pocket.



17 Comments


    
        2whitie (+8)

        I mean, Fedka is objectively awful. But I give him points in that he knows he's awful, and doesn't try to hide it. He doesn't try to delude himself or others.
The bar is in hell when it comes to this gang, but hell has circles, and Pyotr and Nicholas are in lower ones.
The sheet amount of deaths piled on at the end of this book has passed right through "Shakespearean" and into "Tarantino"


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Through “Shakespearean” and into “Tarantino” 😂


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Pyotr Stepanovitch gets the sh*t beat out of him and it is SO SATISFYING. Even if it was a lowlife murderer who did the beating.
This whole Stavrogin thing is making Pyotr come totally unglued. He’s pointing his gun at people’s heads, trying to shoot his one-time allies, and making grim insinuations about Fedka’s imminent demise—all while shouting about Stavrogin. Fedka even suggests that Pyotr would try to send him overseas to kill Stavrogin. Do you think Pyotr is angry enough at Nikolai to do something like that? He did have his biggest freak-out when Fedka implied that Nikolai disparages and looks down on him…
Meanwhile, the actual purpose of this visit to Fillipov’s was to inform Kirillov that he’ll need to kill himself tomorrow. This is a deal Kirillov and Pyotr worked out some time ago…and yet, Kirillov seems slightly hesitant. Either he’s having second thoughts about suicide or he’s just disgusted that Pyotr will be there tarnishing his special moment. Which do you think it is? Do you think he’ll actually go through with it?
Liputin tries to make a run for it, loses steam halfway through, and experiences what he believes is a prophecy fulfilled.
- “Running home, he began by locking himself in, getting out his travelling bag, and feverishly beginning to pack. His chief anxiety was the question of money, and how much he could rescue from the impending ruin.”
Notice how there’s not a single thought about what’s going to happen to his family. They’re literally not even a consideration 😂 (Honestly though, his poor wife will probably be relieved when he’s gone.)
- “He rushed headlong out of the house at once to find out further details, and learned, to begin with, that Fedka, who had been found with his skull broken, had apparently been robbed and, secondly, that the police already had strong suspicion and even good grounds for believing that the murderer was one of the Shpigulin men called Fomka.”
We’re told that the murderer was Fomka and that Pyotr had nothing to do with it…or did he? Nah, probably not. Though maybe he was indirectly involved? Sadly, I don’t know if Dosto is going to tell us anything more about it.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        I think Kirillov is getting annoyed at Pyotr tainting his suicide. I loved their exchange though:
‘I don’t want you there’
‘I’ll stand on the porch then’
😂


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        LOL yeah, that exchange is hilarious! Pyotr and Kirillov are such a funny pair—the latter is abstract, philosophical, and lofty in his aims, while I’m pretty sure the former hasn’t had a spiritual thought in decades, if ever 😂 For Kirillov, killing himself is the most important thing he’ll ever do. For Pyotr, it’s like, “What’s the big deal, just get on with it already.”


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        I’m afraid I hoped that Pyotr died when Fedka hit him. Poor Fedka - he thought he was doing something important, that “the Prince” wanted but then he found out Pyotr had tricked him and Nikolai didn’t even WANT his wife dead. Pyotr thought that it was only the money that mattered to Fedka, but that wasn’t true.
I thought this bit was interesting - “And if you were not my natural master, whom I dandled in my arms when I was a stripling, I would have done for you now, without budging from this place!”. So Fedka does feel as if he is living an identity as an ex-serf, who is naturally impelled to do what Pyotr tells him.
Fingers crossed kirillov won’t actually do it. It is totally immoral of Pyotr to tell him to kill himself “tomorrow”. One more murder against Pyotr’s name.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Who else got a bit of pleasure from Pyotr getting his face bashed up?
I instantly thought Pyotr killed Fedka when I read he died, but the fact it wasn’t from a gun made me doubt it shortly after. Pyotr doesn’t seem like the type who would physically kill someone’s, unless, of course, he paid someone. But it all happened a little too fast, I don’t know if Pyotr could get everything together so quick. He doesn’t strike me as someone who thinks on his feet so well, he seems like he needs to really contemplate, and gets quite frazzled when things don’t go as planned. So I think it was just good luck on his part (as already figured by Anton).
What I don’t quite understand is why Liputin needs to flee after killing Shatov rather than before? Does he think they’ll take him for a rat and hunt him down if he leaves before, or does he want to witness it so he has leverage for blackmail?


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+4)

        I didn’t understand Liputin’s decision as either of those two things. More like it is inevitable that he be present at Shatov’s murder simply because that is what Pyotr has decided. He is an “inert mass” and is “being moved by some external, terrible power.” He realizes that Pyotr is completely in control. That’s how I understood that part, at least.
Yes, Pyotr has more than a face-bashing coming to him, IMO. Hope he gets it but somehow I doubt that’s the direction things will take.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Perhaps that is true, though Liputin has already shown to have somewhat of a mind of his own (paying spies, manipulating, challenging, etc.) that I have a harder time believing he doesn’t have something more solid driving him, like fear or pride - but then, he’s taking a lot of nonsense from Pyotr so you could be right that he feels it’s outside his control.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        And another one gone and another one gone and another one bites the dust...
Fedka the Christian. He says to Pyotr> And do you know what you deserve for the very fact that in the depravity of your heart you’ve given up believing in God Himself, the true Creator?
Earlier Kirillov assured Pyotr that even though Fedka is a Christian he will murder:
“He is a Christian as it is. Don’t be uneasy, he’ll do the murder. Whom do you want to murder?”


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        I'm wondering who's going to be left at the story end, apart from our faithful narrator!
Pyotr's losing control, and unravelling fast. I do wonder if he paid one of the Shpigulin men a visit to deal with the Fedka problem, or if he really was so messed up he did the job himself?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

"You want very much that I shoot myself, and are afraid if


suddenly notHow funny would it be if he changed his mind after they murdered Shatov?


You can do nothing; even now you cannot hide your petty


spitefulness, though it's unprofitable to show it. You will make me
angry, and I will suddenly want half a year longer.🤣🤣


He's leaving and won't come back. He said you're a scoundrel andhe doesn't want to wait for your money.

Fedka knows how the game is played. Pyotr will want to tie up lose ends. He's taken Nik's money and hightailed it.


One could see arrogance,


resoluteness, and a certain rather dangerous, affected, calm
casuistry before the first explosion. But Pyotr Stepanovich was
beyond noticing any danger, which, besides, did not fit with his view
of things.Yeah, he's already made up his mind about who Fedka is.


And do you know what you


deserve now by this sole point that in your depravity you've ceased
to believe in God himself, the true creator? The same thing as an
idolater, and on the same lines as a Tartar or a Mordovian.And what does a murderer deserve?


You're lying, my gentle sir, and it's funny for me even to see such


a gullible man as you are. Mr. Stavrogin stands before you like on a
ladder, and you're yapping at him from below like a silly tyke,
whereas he regards it as doing you a big honor even to spit on you
from up there.Nik ain't much better himself buddy.


"Water on him!" he cried, and scooping some from a bucket with


an iron dipper, he poured it over his head. Pyotr Stepanovich stirred,
raised his head, sat up, and looked senselessly in front of him.So what were those shots? Did the gun fire at the wall? Who was Fedka asking to "get him". I assumed it was a sting operation when he said that, with an officer hiding behind the curtains.
#Fedkisms of the day:
1)Nilych, being a philosopher, has manifoldly explained to you the true
God, the creator and maker, and about the creation of the world,and equally about the future destinies and transfiguration of every
creature and every beast from the book of the Apocalypse.
2) You strip icons,
and then preach God!" "You see, Pyotr Stepanovich, I'll tell you it's
true that I stripped them; but I only took the pearlies off
#Kirillovisms of the day:
1)In my view, it's better not to think, but just to do it.
2) No, not immeasurably; you have abilities, but there is a lot you
don't understand, because you are a low man
#Quotes of the day:
1)here firstly you must understand
that you're at a noble visit with Mr. Kirillov, Alexei Nilych, whose
boots are always there for you to polish, since he's an educated
mind before you, and you're just—pfui!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I’ve been secretly hoping Kirillov will change his mind if they kill Shatov! I can’t remember, is Kirillov aware that’s their plan? I’m hoping that when he reads the confession he’s to sign, he will refuse🤞won’t that make Pyotr go off the deep end 😂


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Kirillov knows, yeah—I looked back through the text and found this bit from Pyotr and Kirillov’s first conversation:
- “Kirillov laid his revolver on the table and began walking up and down. “I won’t write that I killed Shatov … and I won’t write anything now. You won’t have a document!”
It seems like he doesn’t approve of Shatov’s murder, since he initially refuses to take the fall for it. But he doesn’t actively do anything to prevent it? Then again, Nikolai already warned Shatov that Pyotr and co would try to kill him, and it doesn’t seem to have done much good.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        I don't think he's aware.
Kirillov  is at the meeting at Virginsky’s  where they  discuss  the possibility of killing someone  as a cement,  but no specifics  are mentioned.
Later there is a meeting at Erkel’s  where they discuss the  murder of Shatov  but Kirillov  is not present


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. I don’t think Peter is long for this world. He has too many enemies but that being said, I’m not sure how many he will take down with him.
2. In a weird way he does have a moral high ground as he knows. He is not a devious man, he is a bad man, but he’s not a schemer like Peter is. Peter is the Charles Manson to Fedka just being in the family.
Also I have to admit that Peter getting an ass whooping was pretty satisfying lol.
3. I was shocked that it happened so soon. I really liked the reveal and the slow realization of Liputin of how bad of a situation he actually is in. Peter would undoubtedly track him down and kill if the situation would arise that he left. The part was written really well for me.
And of course not there’s no way Fedka was killed by anyone except Peter.
4. After moving at a snail’s pace all book, we are getting to around the last 100 pages and fireworks are popping off. I think we may be in for a crazy finish.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I liked the sick burns that Kirillov and Fedka were giving Pyotr. That was a well deserved ass kicking too!
I won't shed a tear for Fedka. Presumably Pyotr either killed him himself or paid the other convict off to do it.
I think Liputin is probably a bit scared of Pyotr? People who cross him seem to end up dead pretty quickly.
Looks like the murder of Shatov is going ahead. Sad as I like the guy.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 5 - Section 1

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Vote on our next group read! And somehow we have more than 22k members. What on earth.
Upcoming Schedule:
Monday 3.5.2
Tuesday 3.5.3
Wednesday 3.5.4-6
Thursday 3.6.1
Friday (uhhh, Librivox has a weird split here, to be determined)
Discussion prompts:
1. We catch up with Shatov. What did you think of Marya arriving during the night, and their reunion? 
2. Shatov tries to head off to sell a revolver to buy tea. Huh. I mean, tea is preferable to a firearm, but surely he had something better to pawn. I don’t have question here, just an observation that this book is quite surreal sometimes. 
3. The threads of our story join back up. What calamity do you predict with the printing press?
4. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“I thought you said something.”



21 Comments


    
        vigm (+6)

        Ever the optimist I hope that Marya will be the badass lady who is going to stop Pyotr’s little tricks. She is probably dying anyway (consumption?) so has nothing to be afraid of.
I loved seeing Shatov perk up when the love of his life comes back. And Kirillov perked up a bit as well. That was sweet.
I also loved the samovar, and Shatov rushing to get tea from Kirillov for his wife. I think the importance of tea, and the idea of having a samovar boiling in your room all the time is the best thing about this book. ☕️


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I loved that whole exchange too!
Shatov: I’ll sell all my possessions to get you tea!
Shatov later: Krillov, I beg you, my wife must have tea!
Krillov: then tea she shall have!


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        Krillov is a good place to go to get tea late at night:
“I love tea at night,” said he. “I walk much and drink it till daybreak. Abroad tea at night is inconvenient.”
“You go to bed at daybreak?”
“Always; for a long while. I eat little; always tea.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+2)

        Is Kirillov giving away all his stuff because he’s going to kill himself? He offers all the bread and all the sugar and cash on top of that. Perhaps he’s made his decision for tomorrow.


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        A couple of hours earlier Pyotr had told him that tomorrow was the day that he was to kill himself, so that makes sense.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+2)

        Selling your gun to buy tea for your estranged wife! Shatov chooses love over violence.
But it’s not that simple. The violence is really self defence and the love is unrequited. Shat(Chekh)ov’s gun is getting fired soon.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

"It's me, me, Marya Shatov, and I assure you that I cannot keep


the coachman any longer."Marya! Finally. I don't even remember if we've met her before or if this is the first time. It's such a long book.


"I venture to assure you that you are charging too much. If you


dragged me for a whole extra hour around your dirty streets, it's
your own fault, because it means you yourself did not know where
this stupid street and asinine house were. Be so good as to accept
your thirty kopecks, and rest assured that you will not get any
more."Quite a hard bargain. I get the frustration but you should be kinder to labourers. You're likely not the only nasty customer he's had that day.


I can


still sell something tomorrow and pay at the hotel, but you must be
so good as to take me there yourself... Oh, only I'm so tired!"Did they get divorced?


But don't think I've come


back to resume any of the former foolishness. I've come back to look
for work, and if I've come directly to this town, it's because it makes
no difference to me. I did not come to repent of anything; kindly
don't think of that stupidity either."Ahh so it was a windswept romance that went too far. Still though, deliberately coming here tells me she wants to fuel those embers. Gives me hope for Stepan and Varva. When do we get back to Varva? She just lost both Liza and her son, and Dasha probably isn't doing very well now.


This strong and rough man, his fur permanently


bristling, was suddenly all softness and brightness. Something
unusual, altogether unexpected, trembled in his soul. Three years of
separation, three years of broken marriage, had dislodged nothing
from his heart. And perhaps every day of those three years he had
dreamed of her, the dear being who had once said to him: "I love
you."🥺🥺🩷


Knowing Shatov, I can say for certain that he could never have


admitted in himself even the dream that some woman might say "I
love you" to him. He was wildly chaste and modest, considered
himself terribly ugly, hated his face and his character, compared
himself with some monster who was fit only to be taken around and
exhibited at fairs.Damn, how come Kirillov is the one planning a suicide and not him? Or is his gameplan to get the "society" to end him?


He studied her features with


pain: the luster of first youth had long since disappeared from this
tired face. True, she was still good-looking—in his eyes a beauty, as
before. (In reality she was a woman of about twenty-five, of rather
strong build, taller than average (taller than Shatov), with dark
blond, fluffy hair, a pale oval face, and big dark eyes, now shining
with a feverish glint.)She sounds beautiful in most eyes. Why are you making it sound like a 25 yr old should already be past their prime Fyodor?


"I'll sell this revolver now ... or pawn it..."

Just to get her tea? He really would die for her.


Shatov and Kirillov, who shared the same yard, hardly ever saw each


other, and when they met they did not nod or speak: they had spent
much too long "lying" beside each other in America.😉


"I... not that I... Seeing it was impossible to be a Russian, I


became a Slavophil,"Is this word supposed to refer to people with a nationalistic sensation towards all of eastern Europe? Are slavophiles supposed to be people who want all slavs to unite or something?


Her pale


face became like a dead woman's.Please don't be foreshadowing


"I followed certain instructions and was not alone."


"I understand, I understand that you weren't alone. Eh ... the
devil! And why didn't Liputin come himself?"
"And so I will come for you tomorrow at exactly six o'clock in the
evening, and we will go there on foot. There will be no one there
except the three of us."Is this a plot within a plot?
#Maryisms of the day:
1)I'll stay with you for
a time, until I find work, because I know nothing here and have nomoney. But if I'm cramping you, be so good, I beg you, as to
announce it to me, which is your duty if you're an honest man.
2) And please rest assured that I was by no means laughing at you
just now when I declared that you are good. I spoke directly,
without eloquence, which, besides, I can't stand.
#Quotes of the day:
1)You just got my gelding all in a stew.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

Is this word supposed to refer to people with a nationalistic sensation towards all of eastern Europe? Are slavophiles supposed to be people who want all slavs to unite or something?

I want to know what he is talking about here too. I think someone else said he feels he can't be Russian because he doesn't believe in God. So he says he is a Slavophile instead? Wouldn't they also believe in God?


 


they had spent much too long "lying" beside each other in America.The fact that this was in inverted commas is interesting. If this was a modern novel I would be confident this is implying they are gay. But it's the 19th century so I'm not sure.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+2)

        I'm going to assume the commas mean the same thing😁


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Is Kirillov aware that he is going to take the rap for Shatov's murder? It doesn't seem like it, after their tea exchange.


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+4)

        It’s obvious that Kirillov and Shatov are very close, even if they don’t talk much. Using Kirillov to kill Shatov makes Pyotr even more evil. If that were possible.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        What are everyone’s first impressions of Marya Shatov? She doesn’t come across a very nice person, but I find her entertaining.
- “If you’ve been driving me for an extra hour through these filthy streets, that’s your fault, because it seems you didn’t know where to find this stupid street and imbecile house. Take your thirty kopecks and make up your mind that you’ll get nothing more.”
Maybe I just have a thing for messy, socially inappropriate women 😂
Anyway, Marya gives a few conflicting and incomplete explanations for why she’s there. First she says she’s looking for work and chose this town because “it’s all the same to [her.]” Then she says it’s because she knows that Shatov’s not a “scoundrel,” like some other men. I think it’s clear from her agitation and her vague insinuations that something rather tragic has happened to her, and that she’s come to Shatov because she feels safe with him. Any guesses what that tragic something might be?
Shatov, surprisingly, seems over the moon about being reunited with her. He’s kind and solicitous toward her, despite her having left him after two weeks of marriage and run off with Nikolai. It would appear both that he really loves her and that he has rather low self-esteem.
- “Knowing Shatov I can say with certainty that he could never have allowed himself even to dream that a woman might say to him, “I love you.” He was savagely modest and chaste, he looked on himself as a perfect monster, detested his own face as well as his character, compared himself to some freak only fit to be exhibited at fairs.”
Shatushka, honey… 💔
After getting tea from Kirillov (who assures him, “I’ll stay here and think about you and your wife,” because even Kirillov’s kindness has to be really weird) and catching up a bit with his wife (to whom he confesses that he’s “not a Russian”—probably because he doesn’t believe in god), Shatov encounters Pyotr’s little protege, Erkel.
Erkel assures him that bygones are bygones and no one in the society has any hard feelings toward him. It’s just that they need his help digging up that illegal printing press…
- “So I shall come for you to-morrow at exactly six o’clock in the evening, and we’ll go there on foot. There will be no one there but us three.”/“Will Verhovensky be there?”/“No, he won’t. Verhovensky is leaving the town at eleven o’clock to-morrow morning.”
Don’t do it, Shatushka! It’s a trap!
It’s kind of sweet to see Shatov so happy in this chapter. But you can’t help being worried for him. Do you think he’ll go with Erkel tomorrow night? Will love for his newly-returned wife maybe keep him home?


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>he looked on himself as a perfect monster, detested his own face as well as his character, compared himself to some freak only fit to be exhibited at fairs.
I was really struck by Shatov's self loathing.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        

because even Kirillov’s kindness has to be really weird 

😂


    


    
        rolomoto (+1)

        I don't think she ran off with NiKolai:
The children had a governess too, a lively young Russian lady, who also became one of the household on the eve of their departure, and had been engaged chiefly because she was so cheap. Two months later the merchant turned her out of the house for “free thinking.” Shatov took himself off after her and soon afterwards married her in Geneva. They lived together about three weeks, and then parted as free people recognising no bonds, though, no doubt, also through poverty.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think it’s at the very least heavily implied that she did. From the conversation Nikolai has with Shatov after the latter punches him:
“You didn’t give me that blow because of my connection with your wife?”/ “You know I didn’t, yourself,” said Shatov, looking down again.“
It’s possible that Stavrogin wasn’t her initial motivation to run off, but it seems very likely that they were “involved” at some point.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        interesting


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        Earlier we had the mysterious statement about Shatov’s grief over the death of Marya and Liza:
\> It seemed to him that what had happened — the death of Liza, the death of Marya Timofyevna — would be too much for Shatov, and that he would make up his mind at once.
In this section it appears was upset by these unnecessary deaths and blamed them on the revolutionaries and would perhaps inform on them.
\>I think I can say with certainty that there was a moment at dusk when he wanted to get up, go out and tell everything. What that everything was, no one but he could say. Of course he would have achieved nothing, and would have simply betrayed himself.
Shatov and Erkel shake hands:
\> Shatov said who he was, but at once held out his hand to check his advance. The latter took his hand, and Shatov shuddered as though he had touched some terrible reptile.
Earlier Kirillov  described Pyotr  as a reptile:
\>“There’s only one thing I hate, that at such a moment I should have a reptile like you beside me.”
Shatov to Erkel:
\>“You gave me a sign just now when you took my hand. But you know I can treat all these signals with contempt! I don’t acknowledge them…
Secrets societies and fraternities do this sort of thing upon shaking hands so they can tell who is a member.
About the printing press:
\> “But how will you take it? You can’t simply pick it up in your hands and carry it.”
It may have looked something like this:
https://widenerlibrary.tumblr.com/post/170909071273/three-examples-of-19th-century-printing-presses
Something of Erkel's character we saw earlier:
\>It was simply that he was filled with hero-worship for Pyotr Stepanovitch, whom he had only lately met. If he had met a monster of iniquity who had incited him to found a band of brigands on the pretext of some romantic and socialistic object, and as a test had bidden him rob and murder the first peasant he met, he would certainly have obeyed and done it.
Shatov felt compassionate for the youth but later realized that this was an error:
\> Shatov glanced compassionately at the simple youth again, but suddenly gave a gesture of despair as though he thought “they are not worth pitying.”


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Is anyone else thinking how much of a nightmare is it going to be to clean the printing press after they dig it up?? Especially seeing a picture of how many nooks and crannies there are…


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. It was sad but also, even though it's undeserved, it was nice to see him happy. I am worried his wife is going to be murdered instead of him. Maybe this will be enough of a wrinkle to cause the society's plans to backfire.
2. Nahh, a firearm is better, lol. Especially when he has run afoul of a dangerous society that he knows already murdered others he knows. He needs to be able to defend himself. I notice that often in Dostoevsky novels, men seem to take extreme measures for the circumstances when they are attracted to a lady.
3. I feel like this plan is going to blow up and someone (or multiple people) from the society are going to die.
4. I'm really hoping Shatov pulls through and the plan backfires. Not confident but hopeful


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I was confused for a bit and thought that Marie arriving was also a dream. But no, it's real. It was sweet to see the grump Shatov turned to jelly! His self loathing is hard to hear though. He is probably the nicest person in town? It's a low bar but still.


“Kirillov, if … if you could get rid of your dreadful fancies and give up your atheistic ravings … oh, what a man you’d be, Kirillov!”

YES THIS. SO MUCH THIS. Kirillov is a good man. Give up the stupid suicide theories and live your life.
It was really nice to see Kirillov and Shatov's friendship rekindled if only for a moment. I fear Kirillov was giving him all his stuff because he plans to kill himself.
I fear Shatov is done for. At least he didn't pawn the gun which is something. Maybe he will take Pyotr down with him or something.
Not surprised to see the impressionable Erkel doing Pyotr's bidding.
Dostoevsky gets what is in my opinion a somewhat undeserved reputation for being depressing. But oh boy, if Shatov is killed and Kirillov goes though with the suicide...they might have a point. Because that would be pretty awful.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Shatov’s wife is in labor! Did anyone see that coming? Or were you thinking she had some kind of serious (maybe even terminal) illness? Given how often consumption comes up in 19th century literature, I think you could be forgiven for assuming that’s where the story was headed :P
So now, the big question: who’s the father of this baby? Clearly it’s not Shatov, since he and Marya haven’t seen each other for three years. (And Marya seems keenly aware of how awkward it is to come back to her husband pregnant with another man’s child—hence why she keeps pushing Shatov away.)
Anyone have any guesses regarding who Marya conceived this child with? Let’s list up a few options…
- a) Pyotr
- b) Anton
- c) Nikolai
- d) Lyamshin
- e) Count K
- f) Karmazinov
- g) Stepan
- h) The Tsar of Russia
- i) Someone we haven’t met yet
What do you think about the fact that Shatov doesn’t display any anger or sense of betrayal toward Marya?
Also, can we talk about Erkel for a second? This is the additional info Anton gives us about him in this section:
- “The sensitive, affectionate and kind-hearted Erkel was perhaps the most callous of Shatov’s would-be murderers, and, though he had no personal spite against him, he would have been present at his murder without the quiver of an eyelid.”
Sensitive, kind-hearted, but also callous and able to witness a murder with ice-cold composure? He’s one strange kid. Do you think people like Erkel exist in real life?


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Yes, I was assuming consumption. Unexpected pregnancies NEVER happen in English 19th century literature 🫢
Given that Marya has turned up out of the blue I was assuming “unnamed father” but I suppose it is possible that it is someone who we know was out of the country 9 months ago. I guess Nikolai has a track record. I could imagine him having a bit of a fling with a strong independent woman. And he wouldn’t even realise that she was pregnant, so it isn’t like he abandoned her.
I think Erkel has “drunk Pyotr’s kool-aid”. So he is sweet and kind, but his whole moral compass has been overturned. It sounds like people who get involved with cults like the Charles Manson followers.
Not surprised about Shatov just being pleased to see his wife again - do you know the phrase “you can’t cage a butterfly”? He would have known that his wife was not an ordinary woman. She loved him and left him, but he is just glad to have had that time together.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        It could be an unnamed father! Three years is a long time, and we don’t know everything Marya got up to (or had to do to survive). But I expect Shatov will let her stay with him, without reproaching her, for as long as she needs to. His love for her is really pure 🥰 It contrasts nicely with the cold, loveless, sociopathic behavior of Pyotr and his protege.
I can totally see the parallels between Erkel and a cult member. My understanding is that people typically join cults in search of structure and purpose. We know Erkel’s supporting his sick mother, which is a heavy responsibility for someone his age. Maybe following Pyotr gives him a sense of certainty that his life otherwise lacks? Idk, just speculating.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+5)

        Erkel is very interesting. He “simply cannot understand service to an idea otherwise then by merging it with the very person who, in their understanding, expresses this idea.”
21st Century cult of personality shines through in this sentence. There are far too many Erkel’s who don’t interrogate their favourite podcaster’s ideas but merely consider what they say to be unarguable fact. Gee I hope he gets his comeuppance!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Love the parallels you draw to modern influencers and their followers, which are so spot-on. We think of this as a new phenomenon, but it’s as old as the human race itself. People Erkel’s age (which I imagine to be about 17 or 18) can be especially vulnerable to charismatic individuals who don’t have their best interests at heart, particularly if they’re kind of lost, overwhelmed, or desperate for guidance. (That said, there are plenty of adults who fall prey to this too, so I don’t wanna single the kids out too much.) Maybe this is why Anton feels sorry for Erkel—Erkel’s youth, psychology, and tough family situation make him easy pickings for someone like Pyotr.


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        \> We think of this as a new phenomenon, but it’s as old as the human race itself.
I forget where but a couple of times I thought to myself, "oh, a conspiracy theory." Probably as old as mankind too.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        My mind immediately went to Manson too.


    


    
        Opyros (+5)

        I believed she was ill until she said, “Surely you must see that it has begun!” At that point it dawned on me she was pregnant.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        It’s the “yes, there are many scoundrels” that had me considering pregnancy


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        I don’t think I caught it the first time around, but yeah, on reflection, that’s a very strong hint


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Her agitated and somewhat erratic behavior sort of matches the way end-stage tuberculosis is often depicted in literature of this time period, so I’m pretty sure that was my initial assumption too. Dostoevsky really throws us for a loop with this one!


    


    
        jigojitoku (+6)

        “Don’t you dare look at me with your compassion!”
My wife had some much sterner words for me during her two births! And much like At Tikhons, the words uttered have been heavily censored by my editor.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        🤣🤣🤣


    


    
        jigojitoku (+6)

        The reader of books in this town “tears books and throws them around, not considering them serious things”!
How do you treat your books?
I buy the bare minimum physical books I can, mostly preferring ebooks. But once I buy one, it stays pristine!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        Oh, I love physical books, and I treat them as best I can… but they always end up with bends, tears, or water damage 😭 I usually thrift but I bought Demons new, and the same day my water bottle leaked in my bag and damaged the back cover. I try so hard but I cannot keep my books beautiful…


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        😭😭😭 That’s so sad! I try to think of damaged books like “much-loved toys.” The more dirty and messed up they are, the more it shows we love them ❤️


    


    
        Opyros (+2)

        I try my best to keep my books in good shape. Unfortunately, some of my books are decades old and the spines are coming apart.


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>The sensitive, affectionate and kindhearted Erkel was perhaps the most callous of Shatov’s would-be murderers,
Earlier Pyotr was described as sensitive:
In fact, he was seen to be a straightforward man, awkward and impolitic from excess of humane feeling and perhaps from excessive sensitiveness — above all, a man of limited intelligence, as Von Lembke saw at once with extraordinary subtlety.
\> And so it was in reality; it was only that fact that saved the “scoundrels” from Shatov’s carrying out his intention, and at the same time helped them “to get rid of him.”
I assume his ‘intention’ is to inform but has he ever told anyone that he would inform?
\> “Marie, there aren’t chairs enough, and there’s nothing to put on them.” “Then simply oil the floor.”
I don't know where this oiling the floor comes from it's not in the original Russian. I have no idea what it might mean.
\> “I am preaching God, Marie.”
Stepan  described Shatov’s  religious views: Shatov believes ‘on principle,’ like a Moscow Slavophil.
in an exchange with Nikolai, Shatov  expressed his religious views:
Shatov: Only one nation is ‘god-bearing,’ that’s the Russian people,
“I believe in Russia. … I believe in her orthodoxy. … I believe in the body of Christ. … I believe that the new advent will take place in Russia… . I believe …” Shatov muttered frantically. “And in God? In God?” “I … I will believe in God.”
And to Nikolai:
“I haven’t told you that I don’t believe,”
\>“Listen, I intend to open a bookbinding business here, on rational co-operative principles.
An ironic allusion to the productive association (on a socialist basis), depicted by N. G. Chernyshevsky in the novel "What is to be done?" (1863). After the publication of the novel, a whole series of associations of this kind arose. Thus, in the verdict of the Supreme Criminal Court of October 3, 1866 on a number of political crimes, it was said about a Moscow circle "of young people" who, as early as 1863, "began to organize schools and various associations, such as a bookbinding establishment, a sewing shop, founded societies of translators and translators..."


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Yes the “oil the floor” caught my eye too - what does the Russian version have in that place? Could it be like “put an oil cloth on the floor “ or something?


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Am I correctly reading that because culturally the church is so important to Russia, Shatov believes that he (and all Russians) ought to support the church, but he personally is having a crisis of faith. Because you cannot actually force yourself to believe what you know is untrue, even if the world would be a better place if you did believe it. A sad place to be. Maybe he would have been happier, if not actually as a serf, but at least if the intellectuals hadn’t messed with the religion he was brought up with (without being able to replace it with something else).


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        He seems to like the idea of the church and what it stands for as well as its importance to the Russian people but at the same time he doesn't believe in Christianity.


    


    
        samole (+5)

        In the original she simply says that she will lie on the floor.


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        That is SO WEIRD. What about some other, more modern translations? Anybody?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        So mine says “well, then simply on the floor”
Could oil simply be a typo for on?


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        could be at least on Kindle which is loaded with typos but it's in the Gutenberg too which doesn't have typos AFAIK.


    


    
        Opyros (+3)

        I have found several apparent errors in the Project Gutenberg edition. For instance, at one point the text says “cries every minute to it’s Creator”, which shouldn’t have an apostrophe.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Mine says lie on the floor too.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Apparently people used to put “deliberate but irrelevant errors” into texts to protect their copyright. This would be a good one for that. If Ms Garnett ever saw a copy of Demons in English that she wasn’t getting copyright for, she could (hypothetically) check whether the “oil” was there and thereby prove that they had stolen her text rather than doing their own translation. And otherwise, even if anybody (like us) notices, they just shrug their shoulders because who cares?


    


    
        rolomoto (+2)

        It basically just says: Well, then on the floor. After all, you yourself will have to sleep on the floor. I want to be on the floor, right now, right now!
So nothing at all about oil.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        I have a question, as it’s happened several times now and I don’t quite understand it. Why does Anton keep stressing our people? Our is always italicized, why? Is it because this was the group he and Stepan had formed, but now ‘their’ group have gone rogue without them? Or is it to simply to differentiate the tight-knit group of revolutionaries from revolutionaries in general?
And, is Anton part of this group that will off Shatov? I sometimes lose track of when he’s physically present versus when he’s relaying something.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        By “our,” I think Anton just means the longstanding residents of the town, as opposed to these new young interlopers who are sewing chaos all over the place. I actually don’t have italicized “our” in my version, so correct me if I’m getting the context wrong :)
Anton is not part of the group that will kill Shatov, fortunately. He’s one of the few members of Stepan’s former “circle of thinkers” who hasn’t been taken in by Pyotr Stepanovitch. I think Anton’s moral compass, his self-assuredness, and his deep affection for Stepan have kept him from going down that path. He’s horrified by what the revolutionaries are doing but can’t seem to prevent it, however much he tries 😢


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+5)

        I was also confused by the phrase “our people.”
In general, Anton’s role as a narrator isn’t so clear to me. He reports on events he didn’t witness without explaining how he came to know them, and even on other characters’ feelings. This is sacrilege, I know, but it almost feels like Dostoevsky kept forgetting there was a first-person narrator and then remembering again.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Not sacrilege :P He absolutely has Anton discuss things that Anton couldn’t possibly know. Whether he did it because he forgot, because he found himself forced to abandon the first-person POV for story reasons, or because he just didn’t consider it an issue, I can’t say.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+5)

        I did not see a hidden pregnancy coming! And just as poor Shatov is to meet a nasty end too😢


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

Erkel was the sort of "little fool" whose head lacked only the chief


sense; he had no king in his head, but of lesser, subordinate sense
he had plenty, even to the point of cunning.Did he just describe Wormtongue from lotr🤣🤣


She caught cold, of course.


Unused to this terrible climate, and then the train, third class, rainand storm all around, and her cape is so light, no clothes to speak
of...Poor woman.


Shatov began to walk around the room, looking at the floor and


trying as hard as he could not to glance at her.🥺🥺


"But can't you see it's begun?"


"What's begun, Marie?"Child birth? That doesn't seem likely. And why would she run to an old lover with another man's child? It would also pretty much guarantee both their deaths at the hands of Petrosha since they won't be able to fight or flee?
Oh damn. It is child birth. I don't think Petrosha is going to have any mercy though.
#Maryisms of the day:
1)"And what else are you doing? What are you preaching? Surely
you can't help preaching, with such a character!"
#Quotes of the day:
1)Erkel was the sort of "little fool" whose head lacked only the chief
sense; he had no king in his head, but of lesser, subordinate sense
he had plenty, even to the point of cunning.
2)little fanatics like Erkel simply cannot understandservice to an idea otherwise than by merging it with the very person
who, in their understanding, expresses this idea.
3)"Because to read a book and to bind it are two whole periods of
development, and enormous ones. First, he gradually gets
accustomed to reading—over centuries, of course—but he tears
books and throws them around, not considering them serious things.
Now, binding signifies a respect for books, it signifies that he has not
only come to love reading, but has recognized it as a serious thing.
4)But realizing that it was better to leave her alone now, despite all
her frenzy, than leave her without help later on, he paid no attention
to her moans and wrathful exclamations, and, trusting to his legs,
started headlong down the stairs.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+5)

        Shatov adores her so much, she probably knew she’d get his overwhelming support. And he certainly didn’t disappoint!
Erkel knows she’s there so I imagine they will formulate some plan to be discreet when he comes to escort him, but I suppose they fear Shatov will tell her Erkel is coming to be lead to the press, and therefore make them strong suspects when the body shows up? But that may not even be a fear, seeing how loyal Erkel is (he won’t rat on the others) and Pyotr might feel confident with Kirillov’s death taking the suspicion off them (but can he still be confident?) So perhaps they will simply leave her alone because they feel safe. But then, maybe not…


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        Well that really was a curveball. Maybe it's her own guilt and awkwardness that are causing her foul mood. She's behaved terribly and so I think she expected to be treated the same way so it's almost offending her that he's prepared to serve her completely.
Shatov might be the only honorable person in the story.
I wonder if this wrinkle will be enough to save his life. I hope so. He might be so preoccupied with the birth that he will miss the meeting.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        I thought she was having a fit or a stroke, or was epileptic. No, it’s labour. Did Shatov not recognise the ninth month of pregnancy? It’s kind of hard to miss a heavily pregnant woman!
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        vigm (+11)

        Shatov is running around humanising himself. Reminding everyone that he is a person, with a wife (that people liked) who is having a baby, and they were friends with him once. Surely they can’t kill him now????


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        I know right! It's crazy how wrapped up they are in this idea that they'll just kill an old friend basically as some weird little bonding exercise.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Can they not just kill Pyotr instead?


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+5)

        Sadly, I don't think Pyotr Stepanowitsch would care.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        If anyone’s gonna crack under pressure and refuse to go through with the murder, it’s gotta be Virginsky or Lyamshin, right? I really hope they do something to save his life!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+8)

        Shatov races all over the place in the middle of the night, desperate to procure both a midwife and enough money to pay her. He goes first to Kirillov, who is willing to help but isn’t much good at childbearing 😝 This section seems to indicate that, though Pyotr once approached Kirillov about taking the rap for Shatov’s murder, Kirillov doesn’t know that murder is currently on the table. He refused when Pyotr brought it up before, and no one’s mentioned it to him since then— maybe Kirillov assumes they gave up on the idea?
Shatov runs next to Virginsky’s house to fetch Arina Prohorovna, evidently the most skilled midwife in town. (u/sample has pointed out before that midwives of this era had some shoddy practices and often did more harm than good. In this context, I guess we’ll just assume that Arina Prohorovna is genuinely good at the job :P) Like Kirillov, Virginsky is willing and eager to help. UNLIKE Kirillov, Virginsky knows that Shatov is going to be murdered tomorrow. What do you make of Virginsky’s helpfulness toward Shatov, the man he’s supposed to assist in killing? For his part, Shatov states:
- “There is something generous even in these people…The convictions and the man are two very different things, very likely I’ve been very unfair to them!... We are all to blame, we are all to blame ... and if only all were convinced of it!”
Finally, Shatov visits Lyamshin, who is decidedly less helpful and has to be threatened in order to render Shatov financial assistance. Lyamshin seems very jumpy and freaked out during his conversation with Shatov. Does he have a guilty conscience? Could it be that he’s not as okay with participating in the murder as he pretends to be? Or is he just worried about getting caught?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>The shutter was pushed back a little and the casement was opened.
Casement windows open out:
https://www.renewalbyandersen.com/windows-doors/replacement-windows/casement
Shatov goes to Lyamshin to sell him back the revolver he bought because he was afraid Nikolai was going to kill him for punching him:
\>I fancied that you were coming to kill me, and early next morning I spent my last farthing on buying a revolver from that good-for-nothing fellow Lyamshin;
For some reason Garnett uses rug for what in Russian is the word blanket.
\>Lyamshin: “What’s the matter, are you drunk? This is outrageous, I shall simply catch cold. Wait a minute, I’ll just throw my rug over me.”


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        At least it wasn’t an oil covered rug, FOR ABSOLUTELY NO REASON AT ALL 🤦‍♀️


    


    
        jigojitoku (+5)

        "Convictions and the man - it seems they're two different things in many ways."
"We're all guilty, we're all guilty, and ... if only we were all convinced of it."
There are no innocent characters in Demons. There are hardly any characters I like (as people). It reminds me of a quote from Hi Fidelity - "And before you judge, although you have probably already done so, go away and write down the four worst things you have done to a partner, even if - especially if - your partner doesn't know about them. Don't dress things up, or try to explain them; just write them down, in a list, in the plainest language possible. Finished? Ok, so who's the arsehole now?"
So how are we forgiven? How are we saved? Or do we just die like Liza, wrapped up in our errors and faults. Even seeking forgiveness seems selfish as we are only doing it to make ourselves feel better.
I'm not sure many of these characters are looking to change their ways anyway. Perhaps Shatov will.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        That passage reminded me of Tikon telling Nikolai that he was a greater sinner than him. Perhaps a stock phrase but nevertheless no one is pristine.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Can we take a moment to appreciate the newly rekindled bromance between Shatov and Kirillov?
It must be startling to see the very person you plan to murder tomorrow banging on your door like a lunatic. No wonder Lyamshin seems like he saw a ghost.
Unfortunately giving the revolver away may be the moment that dooms Shatov.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I'm still holding out hope this group turns against Peter instead. Having him arrested (or killed) solves more of their issues than whatever issue Peter has managed to convince them of.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

"It's a great pity that I'm not able to give birth," Kirillov answered


pensively,WTF? Now's not the time for your philosophical bs bro.


"It's me, Shatov, my wife has come back to me and is now


presently giving birth..."
"Well, let her! Away with you!"🤣🤣This is too cruel. Why doesn't Virginsky speak up.


He got so scared when he saw Shatov that he immediately


slammed the window and ran for his bed.He must feel like he saw a ghost🤣🤣. Though I do understand why a jew would be worried when the town is in such chaos.


"Why such abuse? Wait, I need a light; look, you've broken the


window... Why such abuse in the night? Here!" he held a note out to
him through the window.
Shatov grabbed the note—it was five roubles.🤣🤣🤣Why the desperation though. Shatov can just take everything on credit and pay everyone in a few days. He doesn't know the blackguards are making an attempt on him
#Shatovisms of the day:
1)"But how... aren't you separated from your wife?"
"I'll smash your head in for such questions."
#Quotes of the day:
1)"It's a great pity that I'm not able to give birth," Kirillov answered
pensively,


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        Surely this group of conspirators can't kill him now, Kirillov alone won't write a note saying he killed Shatov. Let alone anyone else who hears that his wife is having a baby.  
  
They could go through with it or take out Peter instead and be rid of all of their problems


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        “Why are you knocking and what is it you want?” the soft voice of Virginsky, quite incommensurate with the “outrage”… and then later the woman “fully commensurate with the outrage” 😂 A lot of funny and silly things in this chapter, but I loved that part in particular


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        I really feel for Shatov here, he’s trying so hard to be a good person, and he has the spectre of death hanging over him, completely unaware!
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+10)

        Marya survives childbirth with the help of Arina Prohorovna, who’s not what anyone would call soft and nurturing. She calls Marya a coward, laughs at Shatov’s panicked scrambling, and is totally unmoved by the miracle of life. That said, she doesn’t end up charging Shatov any fee for her assistance. Did your opinion of Arina Prohorovna change as you read this section?
How many of us guessed that Nikolai was the father of Marya’s baby? I’m reminded of the beginning of the book, where it seemed like Nikolai had slept with EVERYONE. What do you think about Marya’s decision to go to Shatov instead of Nikolai in her hour of need? How do you feel about Shatov instantly adopting the baby as his own, and about their decision to give the baby “Ivanovitch” as a patronymic instead of “Nikolaevitch”? I find this part of the book very sweet. I just want Shatov, Marya, and their infant son to live a happy life together…
BUT! Then Erkel shows up, and Shatov leaves with him, still in a blissed-out haze of emotion. “Erkel, you little boy,” Shatov says, “Have you ever been happy?” “You seem happy now,” Erkel replies. But will Shatov’s happiness last? Will Virginsky, Lyamshin, or one of the other would-be murders have a change of heart, maybe? Or is Shatov doomed to die?
We also get another weird interlude with Kirillov—apparently he has epilepsy? Shatov tells him that “an epileptic described exactly that sensation before a fit, word for word as you’ve done.” This unnamed “epileptic” might as well be Dostoevsky himself. The specific flavor of epilepsy Kirillov seems to be describing is the same one Dostoevsky had, ecstatic epilepsy (sometimes known as “Dostoevsky’s Epilepsy”). Compare Dostoevsky’s words (as recorded by his niece) with the way Kirillov describes his experiences:
- “I felt that heaven was going down upon the earth and that it had engulfed me. I have really touched God. He came into me myself, yes God exists, I cried, and I don’t remember anything else. You all, healthy people, can’t imagine the happiness which we epileptics feel during the seconds before our fit. Mahomet, in his Koran, said he had seen Paradise and gone into it. All these stupid clever men are quite sure that he was a liar and a charlatan. But no, he did not lie…I don’t know if this felicity lasts for seconds, hours or months, but believe me, for all the joys that life may bring, I would not exchange this one.”
Despite Dostoevsky’s earnest assertions that this really happened to him, a lot of people thought he was making it up for a lot of years. It was only much later, once medical science had advanced, that Dostoevsky was vindicated.


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+5)

        Shatov and Marya being such a happy family actually had me in tears. Can they not just leave them alone?!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Yeah, I was wishing their story could just end right here so at least SOMEONE gets a happy ending!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        Thanks for the bit about Dostoevsky and epilepsy - I know little about him so it was very informative!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        You’re welcome! :) He’s quite an interesting guy


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        This was a lovely chapter. I was so glad when the baby was born and both mother and baby were well, and Shatov claims the baby. A moment of joy and hope in an otherwise fairly bleak book. And when it gets dark and Shatov hasn’t gone to dig up the printing press, I thought it might turn out ok.
But no, this is Russian literature 😥


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        My goodness, I thought we got through it too!! Arina going straight to Virginsky to update him gave me such hope. And how much she stressed to stay by Marya’s side and how Marya doesn’t want him to leave and there’s no way he would disappoint her - I was feeling more and more excited… until Erkel showed up 🥺


    


    
        jigojitoku (+3)

        Really beautiful.
Kirilov feels men have reached their peak. He has discovered eternal harmony (is he talking about his epilepsy?) - 5 seconds of simple joy. He tells Shatov that in the resurrection there will be no birth but people will live as angels.
But compare that to the next chapter where Shatov finds - “There were two, and suddenly there’s a third human being, a new spirit, whole, finished, such as doesn’t come from human hands; a new thought and a new love, it’s even frightening… And there’s nothing higher in the world!”
Now our planet is certainly overcrowded and if someone was to chose to not procreate I’d understand their choice - but the closest I’ve ever felt to eternal harmony is holding my daughter in my arms for the first time.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+6)

        I actually snorted out loud at many moments in this chapter, it was such a delight. Oh why did it end with him going with Erkel 🫣
My favourites:


She had just arrived, had disdainfully chased away Krillov, who was sticking about at the foot of the stairs



“If he’s not tied down, he’ll rouse all the doctors in town before morning”



“Eh, why don’t we send him out,” Arina Prokhorovna snapped, “he looks awful, he just frightens you, he’s as pale as a corpse!”



“One minute he has to stand facing the wall and not dare look at you, the next he mustn’t dare leave for a moment or you’ll cry.”

Just the general idea of Shatov being so frantic and beyond worried filled my heart. And how abusive they were to him was so comical, the poor guy.
Oof, I am not looking forward to continuing…


    


    
        jigojitoku (+5)

        Interesting quote from Arina Prokhorovna “unnecessary people shouldn’t be born. First reforge everything so they’re not unnecessary, and then give birth to them’”
Is this a call for greater support for young or single mothers? Is she suggesting parents who don’t want kids to abstain or get abortions? I don’t know what support was available for unwanted kids (other that the orphanage) in Russia at this time. How many unwanted kids were getting adopted?


    


    
        Fweenci (+1)

        I loved that quote. Here in the US we still have a lot of reforging to do.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>Kirillov: “There are seconds — they come five or six at a time — when you suddenly feel the presence of the eternal harmony perfectly attained. It’s something not earthly…it’s as though you apprehend all nature and suddenly say, ‘Yes, that’s right.’ God, when He created the world, said at the end of each day of creation, ‘Yes, it’s right, it’s good.’
Kirillov gets into an ecstatic state where he feels himself to be God. He thinks that by killing himself he can become a god. Earlier he said:  
\>God is the pain of the fear of death. He who will conquer pain and terror will become himself a god.


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+5)

        The more he talks about becoming god, the more I think he might not actually want to die.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        It almost seems like he's starting to have doubts doesn't it?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

"It's not that ... I have no right to be a burden..."

Because it's someone else's kid. But that begs the question, why not go to the father?


The devil it's charity! Isn't he the one who got


you into this state? Wasn't it he who made you quarrel with the
family where you were governess, with the egoistic purpose of
marrying you?I mean, she is a grown woman. But I'm interested in knowing what was the nature of this quarrel. It could have been something she had no control over.


"It's impossible not to say a word, or are you out of your mind


yourself? That's how I understand you in the state you're in. We
have to talk business at least: tell me, do you have anything ready?
You answer, Shatov, she can't be bothered with it."The hell? She can't be bothered because she's in bloody labour.


Well, lady, you're a hard one to please," Arina Prokhorovna


laughed. "One minute he has to stand facing the wall and not dare
look at you, the next he mustn't dare leave for a moment or you'll
cry.Far be it for me to judge the demands of someone experiencing the pain of 20 broken bones.


Muhammad's jug that had no time to spill while he flew


all over paradise on his horse?It wasn't a horse. It was a Buraq, which is more like a camel with wings.


The night was passing. Shatov was sent out, abused, called back.


Marie reached the last degree of fear for her life. She shouted that
she wanted to live, that "she must live, she must!" and was afraid to
die.Yeah, the blackguards are most certainly going to accidentally kill her.


Dawn broke.


Arina Prokhorovna suddenly came up with the idea that Shatov had
just run out to the stairs to pray to God, and she began to laugh.
Marie also laughed, spitefully, caustically, as if it made her feel
better. Finally, they chased Shatov out altogether🤣🤣🤣


Reveries incessantly carried


him away, and incessantly snapped off like rotten threads. Finally, it
was no longer groans that came from the room, but terrible, purely
animal sounds, intolerable, impossible.Ouch


"There were two, and suddenly there's a third human being, a


new spirit, whole, finished, such as doesn't come from human
hands; a new thought and a new love, it's even frightening ... And
there's nothing higher in the world!"
"A nice lot of drivel! It's simply the further development of the
organism, there's nothing to it, no mystery," Arina Prokhorovna was
guffawing sincerely and merrily.I've actually come to enjoy Arina's wit over the course of these chapters. But this line should have been kept in the chamber.


"You've made me laugh for the rest of my life: I won't take any


money from you; I'll laugh in my sleep. I've never seen anything
funnier than you last night."🤣🤣🤣


"Nikolai Stavrogin is a scoundrel!"

So he's the dad.


He talked


to her of Kirillov, of how they were now going to start living "anew
and forever," of the existence of God, of everyone being good ... In
rapture they again took the baby out to look at him.Don't jinx it.
#Maryisms of the day:
1)"such trash as Shatov was capable of
civic meanness"; yet the arrival of Marya Ignatievna placed the
matter in a new perspective. Shatov's fright, the desperate tone of
his appeals, his pleas for help, signified a turnabout in the traitor's
feelings:
2) "he looks awful, he just frightens you, he's pale as a corpse! What is
it to you, tell me please, you funny fellow? What a comedy!"
3)"That way every fly is a mystery. But
I tell you what: unnecessary people shouldn't be born. First reforge
everything so that they're not unnecessary, and then give birth to
them.
#Quotes of the day:
1)"Rational and civic feelings, but, believe me, Shatov will spend
almost nothing, if he decides to turn himself, at least a little, from a
fantastic gentleman into a man of right ideas. All he has to do is not
commit any follies, not beat the drum, not run around town with his
tongue hanging out.
2) Though he himself could be of use for
something besides just foolishness. He's got arms, he's got legs, he
can run over to the pharmacy without insulting your feelings in anyway by his charity.
3)"Tsk, tsk, tsk, if he wasn't in love with you like a sheep, he
wouldn't be running around town with his tongue hanging out, and
he wouldn't have roused all the local dogs. He broke my window."
4)In Arina Prokhorovna's hands a small, red, wrinkled being was crying
and waving its tiny arms and legs, a terribly helpless being, like a
speck of dust at the mercy of the first puff of wind, yet crying and
proclaiming itself, as if it, too, somehow had the fullest right to life...
5)"You've made me laugh for the rest of my life: I won't take any
money from you; I'll laugh in my sleep. I've never seen anything
funnier than you last night."


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        Probably the most wholesome chapter of the book. I really felt like he did a great job of describing a child's birth from a man's point of view. Especially a first born, one moment all of a sudden there's another little person there and nothing is the same. It's my favorite part of the book.
Even Kirillov seems to be having some sense of purpose he has lacked in just the aid he's rendered to Shatov in this chapter. Arina seems to be content that Shatov is not a threat and shares that with her husband. Now you have a bunch of people who were planning on killing him that know he now has a baby and a wife to care for.
Then of course Erkel shows up in the middle of this to remind us of the doom that awaits him.
Peter and Erkel are beyond help but I hope the others stop this. If they don't I think Kirillov will not take the fall for it. I'm very worried for Shatov and it reminds me of how disgusting I find Peter to be.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        That ending is ominous as hell… Shatov has finally found some happiness, and hopefully Marie’s wild mood swings from affectionate to despising him can settle down. I thought that this was quite a nice section, and I’ve got such a bad feeling that he won’t be coming home to his new baby now.
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        I think we all really hoped Shatov would make it :(
Just about every member of the quintet—with the exception of Tolkatchenko—has second thoughts. Shigalyov straight up leaves. Virginsky pleads for Pyotr to spare Shatov’s life and tries to convince him that Shatov won’t inform on them because he’s so happy to be a father. (To which Pyotr basically responds: “Oh please, that baby ain’t even his.”) Lyamshin has a big screaming break-down once the deed is done.  Liputin has a post-murder breakdown too, during which he reiterates his suspicions that theirs is the only quintet and there is no greater organization.
Were you surprised at how each member of the quintet reacted? Was there anyone you expected to freak out more? Anyone you thought would freak out less? Has your opinion of any of the conspirators changed for the better or for the worse?
Poor Shatov, poor Marya, and poor little baby Ivanovitch. Shatov’s never coming home to his family, and they won’t know why… 😢


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>Were you surprised at how each member of the quintet reacted?
I was surprised at Virginsky. He seems to be a decent guy. His wife is and his younger sister (the one at the meeting arguing with the boy) are so hard core I guess I expected him to be so as well. I was very surprised that Pyotr pulled the trigger, he doesn't seem like the type to get his hands dirty.


    


    
        bluebirds_and_oak (+3)

        I was also really surprised that Pyotr pulled the trigger.
That doesn’t seem like his MO. 
But he does seem a little frantic as of late; I think he realizes he’s on shaky grounds and his followers aren’t as committed as he would have liked.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        

I was very surprised that Pyotr pulled the trigger, he doesn't seem like the type to get his hands dirty.

Me too. I was convinced it would be the young and naive Erkel (well, younger and more naive then the rest). I thought he would have someone else do it to have some sort of plausible deniability. All it takes is one person to spill the beans and Pyotr is in trouble.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        

I was very surprised that Pyotr pulled the trigger, he doesn't seem like the type to get his hands dirty.

Me too. I was convinced it would be the young and naive Erkel (well, younger and more naive then the rest). I thought he would have someone else do it to have some sort of plausible deniability. All it takes is one person to spill the beans and Pyotr is in trouble.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        I'm not surprised that the group freaked out. I'm saddened they went through with it but i'm not surprised they freaked out. They don't strike me as the hardened criminal type, just naive idiots who are being played like a fiddle by a madman.
I am however surprised that Peter expects no one to inform. He has 4 people now that have directly opposed or had very adverse reactions to the killing. There's no way this isn't found out. Maybe our boy Kirillov will avenge Shatov once he learns what is done. I think Peter has overplayed his hand


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I kind of agree—I think as long as none of the quintet members are questioned, they might be able to keep the secret, but as soon as someone even lightly interrogates, say, Virginsky or Lyamshin, they’re absolutely going to crack. Despite being a master manipulator, Pyotr has some blind spots in his understanding of human beings. I think he genuinely didn’t expect the conspirators to fall to pieces as much as they did and is underestimating how much the guilt and trauma will weigh on them.


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        It’s kind of been alluded to by the narrator that eventually all of this is out in the open by the way he tells the story. If it happens I wonder who it’ll be?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        If I were a betting person, my money would be on Virginsky. He seemed the most broken up about it. We’re almost at the end of the book, so I suspect we’ll find out soon!


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

Has your opinion of any of the conspirators changed for the better or for the worse? Was there anyone you expected to freak out more? Anyone you thought would freak out less? Has your opinion of any of the conspirators changed for the better or for the worse?

I mean how could it not have changed for the worst for all of them? I suppose I was hoping Virginsky would try to intervene more forcefully. Unfortunately it seems like he is a coward. His wife will not be happy if she finds out.


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        \>At some unrecorded date in the past a rather absurd-looking grotto had for some reason been built here of rough unhewn stones. The table and benches in the grotto had long ago decayed and fallen. Two hundred paces to the right was the bank of the third pond of the park. These three ponds stretched one after another for a mile from the house to the very end of the park.
The ponds and grotto were based on those belonging to the former Petrovsky Agricultural Institute. From a description: a dam was built on the Zhabna River and a picturesque cascade of ponds was formed, which have survived to this day as The Big Garden Pond; the park was decorated with statues, grottoes, and gazebos.
The ponds today:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fnSxEK6gnSc
\>Pyotr: I’ve told you already that Shatov is a Slavophil, that is, one of the stupidest set of people…
Stepan  described Shatov’s  religious views: Shatov believes ‘on principle,’ like a Moscow Slavophil.
Shatov says: “Since I cannot be a Russian, I became a Slavophil.”
Slavophiles advocated the development of a special Russian path, different from the Western European one. By developing along it, in their opinion, Russia would be capable of conveying the Orthodox truth to the European peoples who had fallen into heresy and atheism. The Slavophiles also asserted the existence of a special type of culture that arose in the spiritual soil of Orthodoxy. They did much to collect and preserve monuments of Russian culture and language (P. V. Kireevsky's Collection of Folk Songs, V. I. Dahl's Dictionary of the Living Great Russian Language). Slavophile historians (Belyaev, Samarin and others) laid the foundation for the scientific study of the Russian peasantry, including its spiritual foundations.
\>But Lyamshin went on shrieking in spite of the revolver. At last Erkel, crushing his silk handkerchief into a ball, deftly thrust it into his mouth and the shriek ceased.
This method of silencing Lyamshin could have appeared in the novel by association with a detail of the trial for the murder of Prince Arenberg. In the "Court Chronicle" of "The Voice" it was said that one of the criminals "pulled off a cord and tied the prince's hands with it, then tied the prince's mouth with his neckerchief"
\>Liputin: “One question, but answer it truly: are we the only quintet in the world, or is it true that there are hundreds of others? It’s a question of the utmost importance to me, Pyotr Stepanovitch.”
This is important to Liputin  for some reason,  earlier he had said to Pyotr:
I even think that instead of many hundreds of quintets in Russia, we are the only one that exists, and there is no network at all,” Liputin gasped finally.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

"But no one has seen the denunciation," Shigalyov said suddenly


and emphatically.
"I have seen the denunciation," cried Pyotr Stepanovich, "it
exists, and all this is terribly stupid, gentlemen!"Hmmm... yes, very convincing.


"And I," Virginsky suddenly boiled up, "I protest... I protest with


all my strength ... I want... This is what I want: I want, when he
gets here, for us all to come out and ask him: if it's true, then make
him repent, and if it's word of honor, then let him go. In any case—a
trial; with a trial. And not all of us hiding and then falling on him."You go Lad!!! Stand for what's right.


I have decided that the


intended murder is not only a waste of precious time that could be
employed in a more immediate and essential way, but represents,
moreover, that pernicious deviation from the normal path which has
always done most harm to the cause and has obviated its successes
for decades, being subject to the influence of light-minded andpredominantly political men instead of pure socialists.Are they about to double cross Petrosha?


"Devil take it, he'll meet them and warn Shatov!" Pyotr


Stepanovich cried, and he snatched out his revolver. There was the
click of the hammer being cocked.Are you just going to murder everyone now?


And if you are threatening me for tomorrow or the day after


tomorrow, then once again, except for some extra trouble, you won'tgain anything for yourself by shooting me: you will kill me, but
sooner or later you will still arrive at my system.Damn, that's pretty badass.


Shatov suddenly cried out a brief and


desperate cry; but he was not to cry out again: Pyotr Stepanovich
accurately and firmly put the revolver right to his forehead, hard
point-blank, and—pulled the trigger.I was nursing a hope that he'd make it out. Damn, really had to bring his wife back just to thrust the knife in.


"Gentlemen," Pyotr Stepanovich addressed them all, "we will now


disperse. You undoubtedly must feel that free pride which is
attendant upon the fulfillment of a free duty. And if, unhappily, you
are now too alarmed for such emotions, you will undoubtedly feel it
tomorrow, by which time it would be shameful not to feel it.I hope someone gets this bastard.
#Liputisms of the day:
1)"Why were you hiding in there, why didn't you come out?"
"I suppose we all retain the right to freedom ... of our
movements,
#Pyotrisms of the day:
1)You can go and kiss him if you like, but you have no right
to betray the common cause on a word of honor! Only swine and
people bought by the government act like that!"
2) Even if they knock off two
degrees for you legally, it's still Siberia for each of you, and, besides,
there's another sword you won't escape. And that other sword is
sharper than the government's."
3)"Gentlemen," Pyotr Stepanovich addressed them all, "we will now
disperse. You undoubtedly must feel that free pride which is
attendant upon the fulfillment of a free duty. And if, unhappily, you
are now too alarmed for such emotions, you will undoubtedly feel it
tomorrow, by which time it would be shameful not to feel it.
4)
#Quotes of the day:
1)And if you are threatening me for tomorrow or the day after
tomorrow, then once again, except for some extra trouble, you won'tgain anything for yourself by shooting me: you will kill me, but
sooner or later you will still arrive at my system.
2)They grouped themselves around and, before any
worry or alarm, felt as if only surprise.
3)There are strong moments of fear,
for instance, when a man will suddenly cry out in a voice not his
own, but such as one could not even have supposed him to have
before then, and the effect is sometimes even quite frightful.
Lyamshin cried not with a human but with some sort of animal voice.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        Damn that was disappointing. I really thought that Pyotr’s plan was to have the others do the dirty work. But he had to pull the trigger himself.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Yeah, I really thought he'd get someone to do the job. Maybe he sensed they were starting to doubt? I don't know, it feels like things are unravelling now, and Pyotr's hold on them is essentially over.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        I remember a scene where he was talking with the Governor where it said that the Governor suddenly realized that Pyotr was in fact not intelligent at all.
He's the leader of the group and has them in his sway but still committed the murder himself. Not a smart move.


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        Probably my favourite character in the book has to go and get murdered. This sucks. I hope each and every one of them gets shipped off to Siberia.
Dostoevsky did well to paint the picture of an isolated place and eerie atmosphere.
I wouldn't be too confident that Kirillov will agree to sign that confession to be honest seeing as he has recently reconciled with Shatov. I guess Pyotr will try to kill him too?
Unfortunately the blurb at the back of my book basically ruined any surprise or tension for me because it pretty much states that somebody will be murdered at the end. So I knew it was coming. I will share it now though because it's interesting background information.


In 1869 a young Russian was strangled, shot through the head and thrown in a pond. His crime? A wish to leave a small group of revolutionaries, from which he had become alienated. Dostoevsky takes this real life catastrophe as the subject and culmination of Devils, a title that refers to the young radicals themselves and also to the materialistic ideas that possessed the minds of many thinking people in Russian society at the time.



    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        So…. Straight-up execution, huh. That was brutal. Shatov almost certainly would not have talked, the killing wasn’t necessary. But hey, they got a printing press out of it. That’s totally worth it!
I didn’t think Piotr was the type to so cold bloodedly shoot someone in the head. Very grim.


    

Part 3 - Chapter 6 - Section 2-3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Schedule:
Tuesday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Section 3
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 5 Sections 4-6
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 6 Section 1
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 6 Sections 2-3
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 7 Section 1
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
Something originally in Russian


28 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        As with Shatov, we’re given some reason to hope that Kirillov will make it through this story alive. He’s agitated, openly disgusted with Pyotr, and horrified to learn that Shatov is dead. (Evidently he really didn’t know that that was the plan.) For a moment there, it seems like he won’t go through with it, just to spite Pyotr. But then Pyotr gets him talking about his theories and works him up into some kind of manic episode, and it’s all downhill from there :/ Ultimately, he even agrees to take the blame for Shatov’s death.
Were you able to follow Kirillov’s final rant at all? To summarize it badly, it seems he believes God cannot exist, but that He nevertheless MUST exist because humanity requires God. Thus, if there is no God, man must be God. The ultimate expression of man’s “Godhead” is self-will, and the ultimate expression of self-will is suicide. As discussed before, Kirillov thinks his demise will free humanity from oppression caused by the fear of death. Now he’s dead, and we see no signs of man being liberated…though maybe it takes a little while for the freedom to kick in.
Reflecting back on Kirillov now that he’s dead, how best can we characterize him? Was he completely insane, or just too hung-up on his philosophy? Did he have altruistic intentions? Did he have a moral code? To me, he seemed a very kind and principled person—it’s just that some of those principles led him down a dark path.
Finally, can you believe Petrusha gets away!?!?!? First to Petersburg, then abroad! And there’s no way in hell he’s coming back, no matter what he tells Erkel. (Incidentally, poor Erkel, realizing at the last second that Pyotr doesn’t give a crap about him 😢). How do you feel about the possibility of Pyotr suffering no consequences for his actions!?
ADDENDUM: In honor of our dearly departed Kirillov and in the interest of lightening the mood a bit, I’d like to revisit the issue of his mysterious, ambiguously-sized exercise ball one more time. This is how big the ball was in the 2014 miniseries: https://imgur.com/a/TUle3yf Hopefully that gives some of us the sense of closure we’re craving right now :P


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+4)

        In the end, I think, Kirillov was actually too frightened of death to kill himself by his own self-will and was only pushed to go through with the suicide by Pyotr. So this doesn't truly apply to his philosophy. Which would mean that he couldn't become god. :(


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        Nooooo I wanted to believe that at least he got to become god like he wanted to! 😭 You’re probably right, though: the fact that Pyotr had to work him up to it undercuts that whole “free will” thing. Poor Kirillov. What a waste of a kind (though deeply weird) individual :(


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        I think I followed his rant somewhat and can see the logic in it, in someway that if God exists then everything is in order outside of man, but if God doesn't exist and man exists than Kirillov would be God and it's almost like he's the main character and everyone else is an NPC in a video game. Like some sort of projection that doesn't matter after he's gone
What I don't follow is why this mean he had to kill himself to make absolute freedom. It makes even less sense as to why he falsely confesses to two murders to mock some authority that in following his logic doesn't exist.
He is obviously driven mad by this logic but it really annoys me because it doesn't make sense. I don't want to say this ruins the novel for me. But it really irritates me. Nothing worse than bad philosophy for the sake of philosophy.
Last point here, Peter is such a despicable character and not even in a way that can make him a good character. He's just a little worm that isn't even that much of a criminal mastermind. His plan does get executed but he stumbles his way into it by blind luck or dealing with mentally ill people or naive people. I don't know I don't.
Maybe I'm ranting a bit but honestly this section here really ruined my perception of what the novel was building towards. We aren't at the end yet but I'm really bothered by it. Maybe this really did sour me on the whole novel.
Lol. Anyways, I'm open to a debate about it if anyone wants to talk about it, especially if anyone really liked it. But happy Friday everyone!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I mean, there’s always the possibility that he’s just insane and the point of the character isn’t for him to have a coherent philosophy. Maybe the idea is that excessive philosophizing and abstraction have made him mentally unwell and caused him to throw his life away on a theory that doesn’t actually hang together? Dostoevsky sort of plays with this notion in C&P as well—Raskolnikov is driven to commit a heinous crime by a philosophical theory that makes very tenuous sense, at best. Dostoevsky was very concerned with the unwholesome effect of imported Western ideas on Russian society (just his personal opinion, of course).
I think Pyotr surrounding himself with vulnerable (weak and mentally ill) people was intentional both on his part and on Dostoevsky’s. That’s how cult leaders operate: exploitation of the weak. It’s not particularly cool, but it’s pretty true to life. I think part of Dostoevsky’s intent was to show how even well-intentioned ideologies can by hijacked by charismatic psychopaths who prey on the wayward and the idealistic.
Of course, whether you find any of this worthwhile and enjoyable to read about is a different matter. Maybe it’s just not for you, and that’s okay!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I interpreted the ‘becoming God’ part in the same way, that his death would be God’s will if God exists or his own will if God does not exist (and therefore the Godly force behind his actions is himself, making him God)
But this is how I interpreted the rest: I took it to mean that Krillov is saying he is the new Jesus, but he’s going to do it ‘properly’ (meaning, he is going to tell the truth and say God doesn’t exist, whereas Jesus was propelling a lie saying He did). Krillov has already been ‘preaching’ his new ideas around and he must believe that when he dies, people will take up his new ideas and, paired it with his death/sacrifice, go forth with a new religion in which they all know there is no God and that they have the free will to kill themselves and prove it if they want, as Krillov did. But Krillov has ‘saved’ them from having to kill themselves to prove this and so they can live free and happy instead, knowing there is no God (but acknowledging Krillov as a God, a God they can choose to become too but don’t have to because the world is already saved).
Confessing to the murders doesn’t help his cause, but I think by the time he signed it he was so high on the idea that he couldn’t be bothered with the concerns of ‘mortals’. I think he agreed to this all along for the same reason, because he and his ideas were so great and true that they would transcend any lies that he agreed to, so it made no difference to take the blame or not take the blame.
I interpreted it as pure delusions of grandeur. I felt Kirillov’s character is showing another kind of demon, the kind that infects someone’s mind into thinking they are a bigger deal than they actually are. He had some good points and made some interesting arguments (in my opinion), but he got carried away thinking he could single-handedly save humanity with it.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        I love your interpretation ❤️


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        This has been the most intense section so far.
I've been trying to decide whether Kirillov's arguments are robust.
His premises:
1. If God exists, then His will is sovereign and thus we have no free will.
2. Kirillov believes (from empirical observation, or experience, presumably) that God doesn't exist (to quote Kirillov: 'I know He doesn't and can't')
3. If God doesn't exist, then we have free will
His conclusion:
1. Kirillov thinks that this makes him a God
2. Mankind has imagined a God to justify continued existence. The highest form of free will is to end your own existence. You become a God.
I just don't think the conclusion follows from the premises.
First of all, there can be meaning without a God - just follow Nietzsche's and Camus's arguments, for example. Secondly, the premises themselves are unsound - premise 3 for example, it doesn't immediately follow that we have free will without God. Thirdly - who says that the highest form of free will is to end your own existence? I'd say the highest form of free will is to continually TRANSCEND your own existence - to self-actualize. Certainly, to keep on living is to keep on dying - because you continually shed off old parts of yourself and keep on improving and transcending.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        You may be right; I’m also inclined to believe that Kirillov’s logic doesn’t quite hold. I think he’s supposed to be at least a little mentally unwell—Dostoevsky was fond of portraying characters whose mental states have been ruined by excessive theorizing and disconnection from real life.
You’re likely already aware of this since you’re a Camus fan, so I apologize for telling you something you already knew, but Camus devoted part of The Myth of Sisyphus to discussing Kirillov. He seems to accept Kirillov’s reasoning—that, in the absence of God, we humans are God—as valid, or at least internally consistent. He also considers Kirillov an absurdist character with a genuine absurdist worldview. Of course, the conclusion Dostoevsky ultimately makes—that we cannot have a meaningful existence without God—is antithetical to Camus’ view, as you pointed out. Thus, Camus considered Dostoevsky more of an existentialist than an absurdist. But I thought it was really interesting how much Camus seemed to vibe with Kirillov, up to a certain point!


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+2)

        Thanks for the discussion!
Kirillov (and the other characters here) have been occupying a lot of my attention because they make me think that there's only a fine line between doing legit philosophy (questioning the world and our assumptions, seeking answers, etc) and being batshit insane. Who's to judge the difference? Should our philosophy be grounded by common sense? (But if we always remain grounded by common-sense beliefs, many scientific breakthroughs wouldn't happen, e.g. Einstein's theory of relativity. Even concepts like atoms or radiowaves are not common sense).
And yes, I do agree with Camus's assessment of Kirillov, and i think it's very dangerous that ideas like Kirillov's can certainly be internally consistent (like i said, i'm still trying to assess whether they are indeed consistent and robust. They could be). Dostoevsky is trying to caution us against falling into such dangerous ideologies, because they can sound so appealling.
In today's secular age, i think one of humanity's greatest challenges is to learn to live with Kirrilov's premises but not fall into his conclusions ...


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Very, very well said. I’m not intelligent enough about philosophy to know where that line is. Does philosophy become insanity when it crosses the bounds of practicality? Morality? Physical reality as we understand it? I can think of movements that cross all three and are still called “philosophy.” But I’m not ready to say there’s no line at all. Clearly existentialism is more philosophically valid than my pet theory that we should be able to run people over if they wear orange on Thursdays 😂Honestly, the question of what counts as philosophy could become a (kinda recursive) field of philosophy all on its own. (And maybe it already is? Like I said, my knowledge of philosophy isn’t very extensive.)


    


    
        otherside_b (+8)

        I'm surprised that nobody is talking about Kirillov hiding in the corner and jumping out to bite Pyotr's finger. That was quite bizarre. I suppose he hated Pyotr so much that this felt like the most important thing to do as his last act. But still, very strange.
Sad that Kirillov went ahead with his suicide but it felt like he was destined to test his theory. Personally it just seemed like he was mentally ill and his theories were just a consequence of that.
Not surprised in the slightest that that snake Pyotr has run off. I still suspect that he will try to rat the rest of them out.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I actually thought Krillov had unexpectedly hung himself in the corner, that’s why he was standing so strangely and Pyotr was so freaked out - I had to reread it when I got to the finger 😂 it made so much less sense to me on the reread, what a crazy ride


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>Pyotr to Kirillov: The best thing you can do is to consider yourself a Columbus and me a mouse, and not to take offence at anything I say.
Earlier Pyotr  compared himself to  Columbus  without America  if Nikolai  was not in on things:
\>”Without you I am a fly, a bottled idea; Columbus without America.”
Perhaps in this case Pyotr is likening Kirillov to Columbus because he will be the first to kill himself in order to prove that he is God. Kirillov later says:
\>”But one, the first, must kill himself, for else who will begin and prove it? So I must certainly kill myself, to begin and prove it.”
As he did in front of Karmazinov and Liputin  Pyotr is able to enjoy food in front of people who would rather he wasn't eating:
\>He instantly settled himself at the other end of the sofa and fell upon the chicken with extraordinary greediness;
For Kirillov  self will equals God:
\> “I want to manifest my self-will (by killing himself). I may be the only one, but I’ll do it.”
“Give me the pen!” Kirillov cried suddenly, quite unexpectedly, in a positive frenzy.
Kirillov  has again worked himself up into an  ecstatic frenzy  like when he was with Shatov  and said:
\>“There are seconds — they come five or six at a time — when you suddenly feel the presence of the eternal harmony perfectly attained.
\>“Stay, a little more. I’ll sign it again in French, you know. ‘De Kirillov, gentilhomme russe et citoyen du monde.’ (Kirillov, a Russian gentleman and citizen of the world.)
The phrase "citizen of the world", widely used in the 19th century, was put forward in the 18th century by enlightenment philosophers who advanced the idea of ​​the common interests and moral values ​​of all humanity, of the single nature of all people regardless of their nationality.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        Anyone keeping track of the body count so far!?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Let’s see…Marya, Lebyadkin, Liza, Fedka, Shatov, and Kirillov, so it’s 6 so far I think. Still two chapters left to go, god only knows how many will get added to that list!


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+3)

        Well, they got Lebyadkin, Marya, Fedka, Shatov and Kirillov. Am I missing anyone?


    


    
        vigm (+4)

        Bloody Russian literature. That’s it. I’ve learned my lesson. Never again. It’s like a shaggy dog story. Or a country music song.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Demons is probably the saddest of Dostoevsky’s major works (in terms of the number of characters who wind up dead, anyway); I promise some of his other ones end on a more positive note! C&P and TBK have endings that are, if not 100% happy, then at least hopeful and affirming. In terms of other Russian writers, Gogol’s work is more darkly humorous than sad (for example, “The Nose” made me giggle out loud.) And Bulgakov’s The Master and Margarita has quite a romantic ending. Happier works of Russian literature are out there, I swear!


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        I read C&P and TBK with this group before, and I didn’t find their endings particularly satisfactory either. All of them have too much running around to people’s houses and then people ranting, and not enough of action just happening naturally.
I think I maybe prefer Tolstoy?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+1)

        Ahaha it sounds like Dostoevsky is not your cup of tea 😅 If neither C&P nor TBK did it for ya, I wouldn’t hold out hope that you’d like any of his other stuff.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        We can have this conversation later in the wrap up, but do you know why people like him so much?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+7)

        I can only speak for myself (he’s my favorite author 😊). I suspect other Dosto fans will have reasons that overlap with mine to some extent.
1) The psychological depth of the characters. His characters may be grotesque and—some would say—extremely dramatic, but they’re never flat or boring! We can see ourselves in even the most depraved of them, which is both exhilarating and disturbing. Often, they act like mirrors that reflect our best and worst impulses back at us. Nietzsche once called Dostoevsky “the only psychologist from whom I have anything to learn.”
2) The philosophical themes. Dosto gets at the heart of a lot of big existential questions. Does God exist? What is morality, and where does it come from? What responsibility do we have toward our fellow man? How do we make sense of suffering? Do ends ever justify the means? Do some crimes place us beyond redemption? Is man inherently good or inherently depraved? Why do people do bad things? What is the point in being alive? Anecdotally, it seems a lot of people are drawn toward Dostoevsky’s work because they themselves struggle with these same questions. (Of course, because there’s so much philosophizing, it does lead to that “going around to people’s houses and talking” phenomenon that you noted.)
3) The DRAMA. On a shallower level, Dostoevsky’s stories often have a soap-opera-esque quality to them, with twists and turns and betrayals and suicides and scandalous love affairs and all that other good stuff.
4) Something I’ve heard Dosto fans say a lot: they find comfort in his work. It makes them feel less alone in their human foibles and suffering. To quote James Baldwin, “You read something which you thought only happened to you, and you discovered that it happened 100 years ago to Dostoevsky.” There’s a lot of solace in that ❤️


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        I never got a chance to thank you for this thoughtful response - and then suddenly the wrap up was here and I couldn’t find it again.
Wow - I have heard other people say that they can really relate to the inside of Dostoevsky’s character’s heads - even nice but somewhat troubled people that I really like (my Nikolai to be brutally honest) ! So it is fascinating to see you say the same thing, and that people find comfort in that. The character I was closest to being able to relate to was Darya, and particularly in her relationship with Nikolai. But of course Dostoevsky doesn’t go into any depth with Darya (or the other women for that matter).


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        

"I won't write that I killed Shatov and ... I won't write anything


now. There won't be any document!"
"There won't?"
"There won't."Knew this was coming.


"He's finally figured it out. Can it be, Kirillov, that you, with your


intelligence, have only now understood that everyone's the same,
that no one's better or worse, but just smarter or stupider, and that
if men are all scoundrels (which is nonsense, however), then it
follows that there even oughtn't to be any non-scoundrels?"He sounds like he's desperately trying to convince himself with this line. Because he can't accept that he's a terrible person.


if Stavrogin believes, he does not


believe that he believes. And if he does not believe, he does not
believe that he does not believe."Huh?🤔


"You know what," he observed irritably, "in your place, if I wanted


to show self-will, I'd kill somebody else and not myself.Of course you would.


I don't understand


how, up to now, an atheist could know there is no God and not kill
himself at once. To recognize that there is no God, and not to
recognize at the same time that you have become God, is an
absurdity, otherwise you must necessarily kill yourself.No, because there's still life, there's love, charity, family and ice cream. That's more than enough reason to live. And for those seeking higher purpose, there's heaven. Not the mythological abode of the almighty, but the real heaven which can be created here on earth is we passionately pursue it. To bring an end to poverty and hunger, tackle disease, end war and strife. We could create a real utopia. I see no higher purpose than that.


Once you


recognize it, you are king, and you will not kill yourself but will live in
the chiefest glory. But one, the one who is first, must necessarily kill
himself,Where is Euthyphro in all this? Surely you can't seriously think yourself the first true atheist?


"Dictate, I'll sign everything. I'll sign that I killed


Shatov, too. Dictate while I'm laughing. I'm not afraid of the
thoughts of arrogant slaves! You'll see yourself that all that is hid
shall be revealed! And you will be crushed ... I believe! I believe!"Is he delirious?


"He'll just go ahead and shoot!" flashed in Pyotr


Stepanovich. He shoved the door as hard as he could with his foot,
raised the candle, and thrust out the revolver; but there was no
shot, no cry... No one was in the room.Please tell me he's gone to the authorities


towards the right-hand corner


of the room, lay the corpse of Kirillov. The shot had gone into the
right temple, and the bullet had come out higher up on the left side,
piercing the skull.I hope it at least felt godly
#Kirrilovisms of the day:
1)"You are a political crook and intriguer, you want to bring me
down to philosophy and ecstasy and produce a reconciliation, to
disperse wrath, and, once I'm reconciled, to extort a note that I
killed Shatov."
2) "Ape! You yes me to win me over. Keep still, you won't
understand anything. If there is no God, then I am God."
3)"If there is God, then the will is all his, and I cannot get out of his
will. If not, the will is all mine, and it is my duty to proclaim self-will."
4)"For me no idea is higher than that there is no God. The history of
mankind is on my side. Man has done nothing but invent God, so as
to live without killing himself; in that lies the whole of world history
up to now. I alone for the first time in world history did not want to
invent God. Let them know once and for all."
#Pyotrisms of the day:
1)"Well, each of us seeks a better place. A bug in a rug
2)"If it's right now, maybe he'll really shoot, but if he starts thinking
— nothing will happen."


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        I’m only at the end of 3.6.2, but that was already an incredibly long chapter! This definitely felt like it was happening at 2am when everyone is over-tired and are reacting in absolutely the worst possible way. I have almost no sympathies for either of them.


    


    
        awaiko (+2)

        I think I commented on the first half of this pair of chapters a day or two ago, but I wanted to add that Pyotr escaping by train has really made me want to take a rail journey!


    


    
        Uncle_Pennywise (+2)

        Fucking Kirillov man I had hopes for you


    

Part 3 - Chapter 7 - Section 1a

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

For some reason Librivox split this chapter in two. I will just go along with their madness and do part 1a today and 1b tomorrow. If you read the whole chapter just take a break tomorrow. Please note the final line below, Stephan is getting some tea and pancakes.
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


'I should too like some, I certainly should, and...may I ask you for some tea too?. said Stepan Trofimovitch, reviving. 'Get the samovar? With greatest pleasure'.



26 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Stepan embarks on his journey and gets all of half a mile before he sits down under a tree and has a mild panic attack about bandits. Fortunately, two peasants in a cart show up to rescue his damsel-in-distress ass 😂
(Spending some time with ridiculous Stepan Trofimovitch feels kind of soothing after the violence and heartbreak of the previous chapter. I do worry about that fever of his, though.)
This is Stepan’s first time interacting with peasants. I mean, I guess Shatov and Dasha were technically serfs back when he was their teacher, but they’d been semi-adopted by Varvara and weren’t really living a lower-class life. Now, he’s actually among The People (tm), who he’s often looked down on and disparaged despite his “liberal” ideas. He seems to appreciate them more than he thought he would—though it’s in sort of a condescending fashion. Oh, how cute, they’ve bought a cow! Oh, how delightful, they’re making pancakes! Etc. etc.
What do you think of Stepan’s attitude and behavior toward the peasants? Is he still looking down on them? Is he trying to meet them on their terms, albeit it in kind of a cringe way? Is his appreciation of them genuine, patronizing, or a combination of the two?
Stepan also seems to have a moment of regret over having sold Fedka to pay off a gambling dead. Do you think his regret is genuine, or is he just worried that Fedka’s going to jump out and murder him? I’d like to think he’s grown enough to feel genuine remorse for what he did, but I’m not sure he’s there yet. Maybe once he spends more time among the peasants…?


    


    
        jigojitoku (+4)

        I’m not sure if there are any Fast Show enthusiasts here, but Stepan trying to be chill with the peasants is giving me Ted and Ralph vibes.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        That's a blast from the past, but yes, it does!


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        

I do worry about that fever of his, though.)

Oh no not another one! Don't do it Mr. Dostoevsky! Don't you kill another character!
Maybe he just got sick of his characters and decided to kill them all off instead?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        lol it sort of seems like it! Or like he’s holding us all hostage—“Don’t try anything funny, or Stepan gets it!” I’m kind of desperate for attention least ONE character to survive this mess!


    


    
        jigojitoku (+5)

        “I suffered for ten years over him, longer than he was a soldier.”Once again Stepan plays the victim.
Sometimes I wonder about the people I’ve wronged in the past. I think suffering over those mistakes is part of the penance we have to pay for committing those sins.
The AA 12 step program is a bit of a cop out in that respect. They’re only apologetic for their own salvation, where is the restorative justice in that?


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        If Stepan really felt bad about Fedka in the army, and was really suffering more than he did, why didn’t he find him and make it up to him afterwards? Actually I presume he didn’t even give another thought to poor Fedka until the events of this book started to unravel.
I guess it is only natural that a huge social change such as the emancipation of the serfs would take a few generations to work out. The American Civil War and events right through to the civil rights movement and beyond might be an interesting comparison. I wonder if the fact that the serfs were visually indistinguishable from their one-time owners made that transition different in Russia.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+2)

        Every character in this book has made terrible life choices and every character has dealt with the consequences in horrible ways. Suicide, running away, ignoring it, doubling down. It’s a master class of how not to deal make up for your misdeeds.
Are there any characters who do redeem themselves? I felt sorry for Shatov (who was perhaps about to betray his comrades). I think he was trying to do the right thing but dithered too long.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Or Vijinksky who ran all around town to tell everyone that Shatov’s wife just had a baby, but no one was home so they killed him anyway 😢
I think Nikolai was going to redeem himself. Except he got written out of the story because the editor refused to publish that chapter. So he just left town in an unexplained fashion instead.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        Stepan Trofimovich  finally touched grass, both literally and figuratively. Should have done it a long time ago.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        Haha I wonder if 53 years is a world record for not touching grass. I should contact the people at Guinness :P


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I like the sound of those pancakes. And more tea!


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        I love that it seems like ninety percent of the novel revolves around a boiling samovar.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Haha samovars are so prominent in Russian novels! I saw one for the first time at my town’s Russian festival over the summer and I felt like I was meeting a celebrity 😂


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        I would be the exact same haha. The samovar is iconic.
Maybe Kirillov's philosophy should have been "If God does not exist then Samovar is God". Then to become God he must become.....Samovar?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        LOL I love it 😂 It’s about as realistic as his actual plan, and a lot less deadly!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Russia is a cold place I guess 🤷‍♀️


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        No complaints here! Dostoevsky characters be like: I will probably be killed but at least I will always have tea.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        What do you mean “probably”? “I will 100% certainly be killed”


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Well, yes. I remained hopeful. This was wrong of me.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        But at least you had tea


    


    
        rolomoto (+5)

        \>And here he was leaving her of himself, and holding aloft the “standard of a great idea, and going to die for it on the open road.”
Apparently the great idea is a reference to Stepan  gaining his independence from Varvara.
Earlier, Stepan to the  narrator: “My dear, I do this for the sake of a great idea,” he said to me, obviously justifying himself. “Cher ami, I have been stationary for twenty-five years and suddenly I’ve begun to move — whither, I know not — but I’ve begun to move… .”
Stepan regrets losing Fedka at cards but thinks it was better to lose him at cards than: “… he was as a soldier,”
Serfs  could be forced into conscription. In practice, a landowner could sometimes send a serf to serve in the military instead of himself or one of his sons.
\>I imagined that the thought of posting tickets and horses (even if they had bells)
The 'posting tickets' was actually an official document entitling the bearer to a certain number of horses at a posting station.
\>The idea occurred to him at the moment that he had not read the gospel for thirty years at least, and at most had recalled some passages of it, seven years before, when reading Renan’s “Vie de Jésus.”
“Vie de Jésus” was actually published 7 years prior to Demons, in 1863.


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        Stephan's and the peasants mutual amazement at each other is pretty funny. We needed a lighter chapter after yesterdays madness!
I was worried for a second there that Stephan would be robbed or something, just because he is so helpless, but thankfully he has met some kind folk.
Those pancakes sound great. Tea, too! My goodness!


No, better simply the high road, better simply to set off for it, and walk along it and to think of nothing so long as he could put off thinking. The high road is something very very long, of which one cannot see the end—like human life, like human dreams. There is an idea in the open road, but what sort of idea is there in travelling with posting tickets? Posting tickets mean an end to ideas.

I really liked this passage. The idea of the open road as a way to escape from your troubles is an alluring and enduring idea isn't it? It's true freedom I suppose. Also, not having to think is sometimes quite nice. Don't think just walk.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        Well, since I somehow managed to miss a section on Friday (Pyotr's not planning on coming back, is he?) I've read the whole today!
The pancakes do sound delicious, just the thing after a hard day of travelling like Stepan has had. I'm very intrigued by the new people introduced. It's certainly all very novel and confusing to our poor sheltered Stepan


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        

The question also presented itself to me more than once: why did


he precisely run away, that is, run with his feet, in the literal sense,
and not simply drive off in a carriage?Because he's Stepan Trofimovich


How amazing," he thought to himself, "I've been walking next to


this cow for such a long time, and it never occurred to me to ask if I
could ride with them ... This 'real life' has something rather
characteristic about it..."🤣🤣Truly a fish out of water here. Stepan was meant for halls of philosophy not walking in dirt.


At times he sensed in


himself that he was somehow terribly distracted and not thinking at
all of what he ought to be thinking of, and he marveled at that. This
awareness of a morbid weakness of mind at times became very
burdensome and even offensive to him.He's only now realized that?


On a big plate with a bold blue pattern, pancakes appeared—


those well-known peasant pancakes, thin, half wheat, with hot fresh
butter poured over them—most delicious pancakes. Stepan
Trofimovich sampled them with delight😋


"Who is this man? Found walking down the road, says he's a


teacher, dressed like a foreigner, reasons like a little child, answers
nonsensically,🤣🤣


I, too, can take you,


as well as any landowner, to this, what is it called, this village I've
hired a coach to, and tomorrow—well, tomorrow we'll go to Spasov
together."
"But, are you also going to Spasov?"
"Mais que faire, et je suis enchanté![clxxxvii] I shall be
extremely glad to take you there; they want to, I've already hired...
Which of you did I hire?" Stepan Trofimovich suddenly wanted
terribly much to go to Spasov.Well isn't that sweet of him
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)How amazing," he thought to himself, "I've been walking next to
this cow for such a long time, and it never occurred to me to ask if I
could ride with them ... This 'real life' has something rather
characteristic about it..."
2) "My knowledge of how to handle the people is perfect, perfect, I
always told them so,"
#Quotes of the day:
1)And now he himself
was leaving her and raising "the banner of a great idea" and going
to die for it on the high road!
2) It seemed to me that the thought of
traveling by post in a carriage (even with bells) must have appeared
too simple and prosaic to him; pilgrimage, on the other hand, even
with an umbrella, was much more beautiful and vengefully amorous.
3)Ask a peasant to do something for you, and, if he can and wants
to, he will serve you diligently and cordially; but ask him to fetch a
little vodka—and his usual calm cordiality suddenly transforms into a
sort of hasty, joyful obligingness, almost a family solicitude for you.
4)


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        What an utterly random place for the chapter break. Ah well.
There’s something ominous about the two peasants giving him a lift. I’m waiting for them to finish the job, whatsoever that may happen to be!


    

Part 3 - Chapter 7 - Section 1b

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion prompts:
1. Anisim seems to have great respect for Stepan. Thoughts on this?
2. The peasants are considering reporting Stepan to the police considering his strange behaviour. Can you see their point?
3. There is a reference a strange adventure in the town involving Sofya Matveyevna. I feel like I've forgotten something here. Is this something that has come up before?
4. Road trip! Are you curious to see what lies in store?
5. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“Yes, my friend, yes … Fyodor Petrovitch … only good-bye.”



10 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        “I know how to get on with peasants to perfection,” Stepan thinks to himself, “to perfection, and I’ve always told them so.” The peasants, meanwhile, are shocked by Stepan’s helpless: “What sort of person is he? He was found walking on the high road, he says he is a teacher, he is dressed like a foreigner, and has no more sense than a little child.”
Stepan lucks out in that one of the peasants he meets is Anisim, who was either a free servant or a house-serf (I think the latter?) of one of Varvara’s acquaintances back in the day. I think it’s interesting that Anisim is so eager to help out one of his old “mistress’s” friends—if I were forced to work in someone’s house for no compensation, I wouldn’t stick my neck out for them or any of their buddies. Maybe Anisim is a really magnanimous guy or Stepan was really nice to him?
The poor gospel woman (the one into whose books Lyamshin put dirty pictures) shows up! Were you surprised to see her again? What role might she play in this chapter?
Finally, it sounds like Stepan is going to Spasov, but mostly out of inertia. Any predictions about what will happen when he gets there? Will he manage to find a position for himself as a tutor in the home of a merchant?


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

Maybe Anisim is a really magnanimous guy or Stepan was really nice to him?

It's not quite that. In the American terms, he's what used to be called "house n-word". Or Uncle Tom, if you will.  Like their American counterparts, house serfs enjoyed some privileges compared with the ones working in the field. And for that, the former were despised and hated by the latter, and vise versa. 
I am not a fan of equalizing serfdom and slavery in the US - they were quite different, but in this aspect they are similar.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Ah, I see, that makes tragic sense. Thank you for explaining. So Anisim is more favorably disposed toward his former mistress and her friends because he enjoyed privileges that most serfs didn’t.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+3)

        Stepan is so frustrating. I’ve read this chapter as him leaving on a journey of atonement. He’s got limited money and has left the luxuries of his old life behind.
And at the first opportunity he spends up all his money, treats the peasants as servants and acts like a plonker.
It seems like Dosty has decided it’s time for Stepan to meet his comeuppance.
This is starting to give me Macbeth vibes. Is everyone going to die in the end?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        We have to hope it’s not everyone! 😭 But yeah, I’m worried about Stepan. He’s been so coddled his whole life that I don’t think he can survive in the real world. Like, as good as his intentions might be, and as sincerely determined as he might be to get to know “The People,” he can’t help falling back into the pattern of having other people take care of him. And that’s not gonna fly forever. Once he runs out of money and good luck (like happening to bump into an old friend’s house serf), he’s screwed.


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        2) yes. They should definitely report him. Highly suspicious behaviour. And when he (very shortly) runs out of money, he will either starve or start begging.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        3) Earlier in the book, around the same time the Pyotr’s gang ruined the icon outside the church and stole the woman away from her abusive husband, they also played a nasty trick on a “gospel woman.” They put dirty pictures in with her Bibles, to humiliating effect. That gospel woman was Sofya Matveyevna.
- “A respectable woman of the artisan class, who went about selling gospels, came into the town. People talked about her, because some interesting references to these gospel women had just appeared in the Petersburg papers. Again the same buffoon, Lyamshin, with the help of a divinity student, who was taking a holiday while waiting for a post in the school, succeeded, on the pretence of buying books from the gospel woman, in thrusting into her bag a whole bundle of indecent and obscene photographs from abroad, sacrificed expressly for the purpose, as we learned afterwards, by a highly respectable old gentleman (I will omit his name) with an order on his breast, who, to use his own words, loved “a healthy laugh and a merry jest.” When the poor woman went to take out the holy books in the bazaar, the photographs were scattered about the place. There were roars of laughter and murmurs of indignation. A crowd collected, began abusing her, and would have come to blows if the police had not arrived in the nick of time. The gospel woman was taken to the lock-up.”


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Ah there we go. Thank you! That must have been very embarrassing for her.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+2)

        For sure, I can only imagine! I’m kind of embarrassed just reading about it 😬


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        What a strange situation and scene! Stefan seems to continue to fall on his feet (well, more or less….). He’s odd, and this time in Russia, it seems that paranoia and fear of the unknown was running rampant (as opposed to now, of course!)


    

Part 3 - Chapter 7 - Section 2

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion prompts:
1. Stepan has the idea to join Sofya as a bible salesman. What do you think of this idea?
2. Stepan says he cannot live without a woman and seems to choose Sofya as his Varvara proxy. Thoughts?
3. What did you think of Stepan's alternative life story?
4. What is your opinion on the following idea from Stepan? "The hardest thing in life is to live without telling lies and without believing in one's lies."
5. A passage from St Luke is read that the author tells us is "chosen as the motto of my record". Seeing as the book is nearly finished, how do you think this relates to the novel as a whole?
6. Now what are your thoughts on Stepan's interpretation of the passage?
7. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


At that moment there was the rumble of a carriage at the cottage door and a great hubbub in the house followed.



18 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        - “I can’t live without a woman, but only at her side, only at her side …”
Stepan gloms on to poor Sofya Matveyevna as a sort of surrogate Varvara, even placing his money in her keeping. He announces that he’ll remain with her from now on, even helping her sell the Gospel. He’s clearly delirious, but is it solely from the fever, or is there some trauma and emotional shock mixed in there too?
Even as he starts his “new life” with Sofya Matveyevna, Stepan can’t stop talking or thinking about Varvara. First, he calls her an ingrate, then he fabricates a story that features her as one of two fair maidens pining over him, then he breaks down and admits it was all lies, begging Sofya not to leave him. What do you make of all this?
Stepan also has Sofya read to him from the Bible. She reads two passages that are particularly relevant to this book. The first is the exhortation to be hot or cold rather than lukewarm. Tikhon references this passage during Stavrogin’s visit, asserting that an atheist is closer to God than a lukewarm believer.  The second is the episode where Jesus cast out demons, which then entered the bodies of pigs and caused the pigs to run off a cliff. This story was quoted at the very beginning of the book. I think it’s clear by now that the “demons”are being used as a metaphor for nihilism and violence.
At the moment, Stepan’s illness has left him and Sofya unable to leave the horrible hotel they’re stuck at. At the very end of the section, a carriage pulls up—any guesses who’s in it?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>They were driven straight up to a large cottage with a frontage of four windows and other rooms in the yard.
The 'rooms in the yard' are actually outbuildings, or structures in the yard. According to Anna Dostoyevsky the village described is Ustrik on the shore of Lake Ilmen, where their whole family sometimes had to wait for a steamer, returning from Staraya Russa (a city )to Petersburg in September. "It happened that we stayed in Ustrik for two days in a row."
\> They settled on fish, soup, and roast fowl; the landlady declared that fowl was not to be procured in the whole village;
The fowl referred to is actually chickenю
\>he simply bowed down at her feet and kissed the hem of her dress.
Refers to the biblical story of a woman who had been suffering from a hemorrhage for twelve years and believed that if she could just touch the hem of Jesus’ garment, she would be healed.
\>“My saviour,” he cried, clasping his hands reverently before her.
I was listening to a lecture on Crime and Punishment and the speaker said that the idea in that book is that a man cannot save himself and needs someone else to save him. Therefore >!one man was saved, Rodion by Sonya and another was not, Svidrigailov who killed himself!<
\> stephan: “My friend, I’ve been telling lies all my life.
Like father like son.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+5)

        Title Drop!!!
The demons in the title must refer to the passage from Luke. So this must be really important, right?
So who are the pigs and who are the demons? How about this…
The pigs who have been possessed by demons are all the evil characters in the book (the useless upperclass? the self righteous? the European leaning intelligentsia?) and Christ/Karma is killing them off.
But perhaps I’m only reading it so because I look at how the Russian Revolution played out. I’d love your thoughts.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Reading this, I've often been struck by what would Dostoevsky have made of the Revolution? So much of it seems to point in the direction of it happening.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        A lot of people have remarked on how spookily prescient Demons was in terms of the eventual Revolution! I think Dostoevsky would have been in despair about it (not because he disagreed with all the grievances that led to it, but because of the scale of the violence and how it largely did away with religion as an organizing social force), but not surprised by it. He definitely seems to have seen it coming.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        Who of the people who died fit into those categories in your opinion?
It seems like the main culprits for the town drama let's say the "demons" are still alive.
Marya and the servant had nothing to do with it and Shatov had denounced it. Liza was only a bit part player. I guess Lebyadkin was involved. Kirillov?


    


    
        jigojitoku (+2)

        Great question! To be honest my comment that everyone dies was just a feeling I’d been having so you’ve made me go back and start counting.
Feel free to help me out…
Edited- I’ll list them elsewhere 
Who have I forgotten?


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+2)

        I think there’s a spoiler here.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        

and Christ/Karma is killing them off. 

I mean, that's not how things work in christianity. Jesus does not kill sinners, and karma does not exist.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+3)

        Look, I wouldn’t want to belittle other people’s beliefs, so I won’t outright say whether I believe Christ or Karma or any other god exist.
But I will say that Dosty is talking about 19th century, fire and brimstone, fear of God struck into you, Christ. Not the recent 21st Century variety.
My understanding of the bible is that Jesus is God. And under the guise of god, he killed many many people. He killed a kid because he called Elijah bald!
So, my reading of this passage, where Jesus places the demons into the bodies of pigs and then leads them to slaughter, is that Russia is infested with demons and they must be removed. And isn’t it interesting how that played out!


    


    
        samole (+3)

        

Look, I wouldn’t want to belittle other people’s beliefs, so I won’t outright say whether I believe Christ or Karma or any other god exist. 



But I will say that Dosty is talking about 19th century, fire and brimstone, fear of God struck into you, Christ. Not the recent 21st Century variety.

Erm, nope. 19th century Orthodox Christianity is the time  of St. Ambrose of Optina and St. Filaret; your fire and brimstone impression has very little to do with the reality. Anyway, Orthodox Christianity never maintained that the God himself punishes anybody in this life.
As for your personal beliefs: sure, but D. was a devout Christian, so that's  very relevant.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+3)

        I agree. Dosty’s reading of Christianity is what’s important here. And yes, I don’t know much about what the Russian church preached in the 19th century. I’d love to hear from an expert as to how 
‘Fire and Brimstone’ the church was. I’m also guessing that the type of Christianity preached to the elite and to the serfs was vastly different too.


    


    
        samole (+4)

        What's been preached depended of course on the priest; but generally you can refer to the father Zosima chapters of The Karamazov Brothers. They are very illustrative and align with the dogma.
To make it brief: sin is a disease, and hell is not a place but a state of being, so you can't really say that the God punishes you for sins. It's similar to a lifetime smoker getting lung cancer: sure, it is a consequence of his actions, and he could have prevented it, but could could you say that it is a punishment?
I am certainly not an expert though.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+2)

        You can see why Dosty was having trouble with atheism. It’s not much of a jump from there’s no hell and god doesn’t punish you and there no heaven and there’s no eternal reward. The nihilists he’s always banging on about aren’t concerned about being punished by god and are morally free to do anything - but if god won’t punish you, aren’t you too?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

Stepan Trofimovich woke up frequently, raised himself


quickly from the small pillow Sofya Matveevna had slipped under his
head, seized her hand, and asked: "Are you here?"—as if he feared
she might leave him. He also insisted that he had seen some gaping
jaws with teeth in a dream and had found it very repulsive. Sofya
Matveevna was greatly worried for him.Is he delirious from the food or just feeling romantical?


That all the local peasants, though


fishermen, in fact make a business of charging summer visitors
whatever price they like.Just like my country😁😁


. He started almost from childhood, when


"with fresh breast he ran over the fields"; only an hour later did he
reach his two marriages and Berlin life.This woman has the patience of Job himself


There was something truly lofty for him here


and, to use the newest language, almost a struggle for existence. He
saw before him her whom he had already pre-elected for his future
path, and he was hastening to initiate her, so to speak. His genius
must no longer remain a secret to her...🤣🤣This man is a riot. So all that has happened so far wasn't enough to change him.


Perhaps he was greatly


exaggerating with regard to Sofya Matveevna, but he had already
elected her. He could not be without a woman. He himself saw
clearly from her face that she hardly understood him at all, even in
the most capital things.🙄🙄Good God Varva dodged a bullet. Decades late but still.


The fogginess increased greatly for poor, trapped Sofya


Matveevna when the story turned almost into a whole dissertation
on the subject of how no one had ever been able to understand
Stepan Trofimovich and of how "talents perish in our Russia."Poor girl


And when


Stepan Trofimovich threw himself into humor and the wittiest barbs
concerning our "progressive and dominating ones," she made an
attempt, from grief, to smile a couple of times in response to hislaughter, but it came out worse than tears🤣🤣


"Stepan Trofimovich," Sofya Matveevna asked timidly, "shouldn't


we send to the 'big town' for a doctor?"
He was terribly struck.
"What for? Est-ce que je suis si malade? Mais rien de sérieux.Oh no. He's not making it is he?


"No, I won't leave you, Stepan Trofimovich, I'll never leave you,


sir!" she seized his hands and pressed them in hers, bringing them
to her heart, looking at him with tears in her eyes.Is she suddenly in love with him?


"About the swine... it's there... ces cochons[ccx] ... I remember,


demons entered into the swine and they all drowned. You must read
it to me; I'll tell you why afterwards. I want to recall it literally. I
need it literally."Hey, it's the title. I think this means Petrosha was the demon. Cast out of the belly of Petersburg and sent here to corrupt out quaint little town.


I, perhaps, first, at the head,


and we will rush, insane and raging, from the cliff down into the sea,
and all be drowned, and good riddance to us, because that's the
most we're fit for. But the sick man will be healed and 'sit at the feet
of Jesus'... and everyone will look in amazement...Well, you did create the demon, both through conception and through neglect.
#Stepanisms of the day:
1)I love the people, that is indispensable, but it seems to
me that I have never seen them up close. Nastasya ... it goes
without saying that she is also of the people... but the true people"
2) Happiness is unprofitable for me, because I immediately set
about forgiving all my enemies ..."
3)I cannot live
without a woman near, but simply near... I'm terribly, terribly
confused ... I simply cannot remember what I wished to say. Oh,
blessed is he to whom God always sends a woman,
4)"I saw the full blossom of her (the brunette's)
beauty; daily 'with a sprain in my heart' I saw her passing by me, as
if ashamed of her loveliness."
5)The most difficult thing in life is to live and not lie... and ... and not
believe one's own lie,
6)These demons who
come out of a sick man and enter into swine—it's all the sores, all
the miasmas, all the uncleanness, all the big and little demons
accumulated in our great and dear sick man, in our Russia, forcenturies, for centuries!
#Quotes of the day:
1)But Stepan Trofimovich began waving his arms, repeating with
wrathful impatience: "I'll pay, only be quick, be quick." They settled
on fish soup and roast chicken; the landlady declared that there was
not a chicken to be found in the whole village; however, she agreed
to go and look, but with an air as though she were doing an
extraordinary favor.
2) The fogginess increased greatly for poor, trapped Sofya
Matveevna when the story turned almost into a whole dissertation
on the subject of how no one had ever been able to understand
Stepan Trofimovich and of how "talents perish in our Russia."
3)"Here," however, was not so nice at all. He did not want to know
anything about her difficulties; his head was filled with nothing but
fantasies.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Poor Sofya Matveyevna, somehow getting roped into being Stepan’s “rebound relationship” 😝 She’s a good soul and is clearly trying to follow Christ’s teachings in terms of caring for the sick. But she’s in waaaaaaay over her head.


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+3)

        She's never met this level of delusion and sympathetic narcissism.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        I fell asleep reading this chapter last night (I am very tired at the moment), so there is this strange split about it in my mind. Stephan just clinging onto Sofya is very awkward, especially when he starts lamenting for what he once had with Varvara. I am very sympathetic to Sofya, who doesn’t deserve to have been forced to be Stephan’s carer through this. And she misses the boat, which was the whole point of them travelling together.
And we finally get the passage for which the book is named.


“You see, that’s exactly like our Russia, those devils that come out of the


sick man and enter into the swine. They are all the sores, all the foul contagions, all the impurities, all the devils great and small that have
multiplied in that great invalid, our beloved Russia, in the course of ages and ages.And then he babbles away in French about how much he truly loves Russia.
Dostoevsky really loves his cliffhangers, doesn’t he?


    

Part 3 - Chapter 7 - Section 3

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. Varvara arrives and she and Stepan reconcile, kind of? What did you think about it all?
2. Varvara goes from calling Sofya a hussey, to offering her a place in her house. What did you think about Varvara's "examination" of Sofya?
3. What do you think about Stepan's renewed religious feelings and his words about God the eternal infinite idea prior to his death?
4. R.I.P Stepan, we hardly knew ya. How are you feeling about his death?
5. That's quite a final line. What do we think about it?
6. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


“I have no son!” Varvara Petrovna snapped out—and it was like a prophecy.



20 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+11)

        - “Je vous aimais,” broke from him at last. She had never heard such words from him, uttered in such a voice…”Je vous aimais toute ma vie … vingt ans!”
🥺🥺🥺
What is a tragicomic romance without a death-bed love confession? I know we’re not all in agreement about whether or not Stepan and Varvara actually loved one another—but this part really gets me. Sorry, my eyes are getting watery…it must be dusty in here…
It’s truly all fun and games until the comic relief character dies. Even now, when story creators really want to gut-punch their audience, what do they do? They kill the funny guy. Dostoevsky got in on the ground floor of this trend, haha. (I joke because I’m sad.)
Varvara, jealous maniac that she is, goes looking for Stepan less because she thinks he’s going to be robbed and killed on the road and more because she thinks he’s with another woman. She may not know if she wants Stepan…but she’s damn sure she doesn’t want anyone else to have him! The scenes between her and Stepan capture their dynamic to a T, only this time, Stepan’s dropped the pretentious facade. Thus, Varvara is finally able to make a confession of her own: “I am a fool too.” It’s not exactly “I love you,” but it is an acknowledgement that they’ve both been dancing around each other for decades because of foolish pride.
By the way, Varvara asks Stepan if he remembers “the cigar.” This is a reference to way back at the beginning of the book, when Stepan had a chance to ask Varvara to marry him and didn’t. Here’s the passage:
- “But the evenings went on as before, and their conversations were just as poetic and interesting. And behold on one occasion at nightfall, after the most lively and poetical conversation, they parted affectionately, warmly pressing each other’s hands at the steps of the lodge where Stepan Trofimovitch slept…He had only just gone in, and in restless hesitation taken a cigar, and not having yet lighted it, was standing weary and motionless before the open window, gazing at the light feathery white clouds gliding around the bright moon, when suddenly a faint rustle made him start and turn round. Varvara Petrovna, whom he had left only four minutes earlier, was standing before him again…For ten full seconds she looked him in the eyes in silence with a firm relentless gaze, and suddenly whispered rapidly: “I shall never forgive you for this!”
All these years later, Varvara is still deeply, deeply hurt by the fact that Stepan didn’t shoot his shot :/
This being Dostoevsky, of course, we get a scene of a character realizing that Jesus Is the Answer. The fact of the matter is that this is what Dostoevsky truly saw as the antidote to nihilism and violence. Those of us who aren’t religious—well, we might not agree with him, but we either roll with it or we don’t. At the very least, I think we can all agree that we need more love in the world.
What did you think about Stepan mentioning Petrusha on his death-bed? To me, this shows that his remorse over neglecting his son is genuine. He seems to recognize that he abdicated his responsibility to nurture and guide Petrusha and that this is part of the reason Petrusha turned out the way he did (“Petrusha … oh, how I want to see them all again! They don’t know, they don’t know that that same Eternal, Grand Idea lies in them all!”)
Finally, what do you think about the final line of the chapter?
- “I have no son!” Varvara Petrovna snapped out—and it was like a prophecy.”
Sure feels like foreshadowing to me!


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        

For ten full seconds she looked him in the eyes in silence with a firm relentless gaze, and suddenly whispered rapidly: “I shall never forgive you for this!”

Maybe if she had waited for longer than ten seconds he might have figured it out?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Right?? Or if she had just, I don’t know, told him why she was upset instead of making him guess??? These two seriously needed to work on their communication, god lord


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        I forgot about the cigar scene at the beginning with all the nonsense that happened in the middle of the book involving their children.
They really were turned into side characters by the end


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Yeah, and I understand why Dostoevsky sidelined them. Their role was to show how the previous generation paved the way for the radical views of the younger generation. Once they’d fulfilled that, they didn’t need to be the focus anymore. But the Stepan and Varvara bits still have a special place in my heart, because they’re so much sillier and more light-hearted than everything else in the book.


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        I can appreciate that as well! Some lightheartedness was definitely needed


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        Man, a lot of bummers in this story lately. I decided to brainstorm some happy endings to lighten the mood. As of right now, we don’t definitively know that the story DOESN’T end in one of the ways listed below…
- Romcom ending: Stepan wakes up in the morgue—turns out he was just in a coma! After a series of wacky misunderstandings during which he’s mistaken for a zombie, he and Varvara are reunited and live happily ever after.
- Buddy comedy ending: Pyotr gets bonked on the head and turns nice. He and Nikolai decide to atone for their misdeeds by becoming monks. Hilarious monastic hijinks ensue.
- Musical ending: Lyamshin finally realizes his showbiz dreams  and earns enough on Broadway to rebuild all the houses that got burned.
- Sports ending: Nikolai is arrested for his crimes and given a choice: jail time, or coaching a struggling children’s hockey team. Looks like someone’s about to learn some life lessons from a motley crew of misfit kids!
- Horror ending: It turns out Pyotr was actually a vampire and surreptitiously bit almost every other character in the book. Liputin, secretly the last of the Van Helsing line, must stop the resulting vampire army before they induct all of Russia into their ranks.


    


    
        Fweenci (+5)

        I would read all of these. Get writing!


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        lol don’t encourage me, I’ll actually do it 😂


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Do eeeeet!
(This sub has had sock puppets act out scenes, I am very encouraging of alternate ending fan fictions!)


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        🤣🤣🤣


    


    
        rolomoto (+6)

        \> Knowing his convictions, she was terribly afraid of his refusing.
What were Stepan's religious convictions?
“I can’t understand why they make me out an infidel here,” he used to say sometimes. “I believe in God, mais distinguons, I believe in Him as a Being who is conscious of Himself in me only. I cannot believe as my Nastasya (the servant) or like some country gentleman who believes ‘to be on the safe side,’ or like our dear Shatov—but no, Shatov doesn’t come into it. Shatov believes ‘on principle,’ like a Moscow Slavophil. As for Christianity, for all my genuine respect for it, I’m not a Christian. I am more of an antique pagan, like the great Goethe, or like an ancient Greek. The very fact that Christianity has failed to understand woman is enough, as George Sand has so splendidly shown in one of her great novels. As for the bowings, fasting and all the rest of it, I don’t understand what they have to do with me.
\>Stepan: The Infinite and the Eternal are as essential for man as the little planet on which he dwells.
Like Kirillov, Stepan works himself up into some sort of religious ecstasy before death.
\>“I have no son!” Varvara Petrovna snapped out
Odd statement, I'm not aware of any rift between them.


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        And another one bites the dust...
A very touching section, with the acknowledgement of Varvara and Stepan of what maybe could've been. Varvara hasn't entirely changed, as her bossing and bullying of poor Sofya shows. Interesting remark about having no son though.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        If their would-be romance had to end tragically, this is a pretty good way for it to end, with their feelings finally being out in the open. Would be even better if they’d both lived though 😭😭😭


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        1. Seems they both realize that life would have probably been less complex if they just admitted their love of each other long ago rather than wait for a death bed confession.
2. Varvara is so hot and cold. I see this once again as Varvara needing to take care of poor and damaged things.
3. Man is a spiritual being. Even those that don’t believe acknowledge the existence of some sort of spiritual realm beyond our own natural sense.
It doesn’t seem odd that Stepan is now feeling the same especially when he knows he’s dying soon
4. Honestly, I’m still struggling to understand what purpose he played in the novel. If you eliminated his character almost nothing of the main story would have changed.
5. She has finally openly accepted Nikolai is a scoundrel or she has gotten news of his crimes by this point in the novel.
6. Honestly, I’m not sure what to make of this novel. We only have a few pages left and I’m left feeling a bit unsatisfied with what we’ve read. I’ll need to do a deeper dive on it. The biggest take away is just the dangers of political radicalism.


    


    
        bluebirds_and_oak (+3)

        

Honestly, I’m still struggling to understand what purpose he played in the novel. If you eliminated his character almost nothing of the main story would have changed.

I’m also left wondering what Stepan’s purpose is. I liked having him as a character, but sometimes him and Varvara seemed like a side story.
My thought was that they contributed to the chaos because of just how they are and their “old way” of thinking. 
Without them there would be no Nikolai or Pyotr.
Varvara helped plan the disastrous fête. And Stepan’s speech at the fête was the start of the chaos. 
So I think they were there to pave the road for the uprising in a low-key, behind-the-scenes kinda way.
It’s still interesting that Dostoevsky decided to start the novel with them and kept them as the focus for so long.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        That’s what I mean as well. I think someone else mentioned that their political beliefs were what paved the way for their children to take their ideas to their logical extreme, where as they remained in society and enjoyed the benefits of feeling a “new thinker” while also enjoying the benefits of high society of their current society.
It’s more interesting the more I think about it


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Poor sweet Sofya. She only knew Stepan for a few days, but she is the one who gets lumped with nursing him on his sickbed and listening to his awful incomprehensible fictitious autobiography. And then for her pains she gets the dreadful bossy Varvara interrogate her and then take over her life (as a replacement for Stepan perhaps). It seems like she had a better connection with Stepan than Varavara ever had. At least Sofya got one conversion to chalk up to her credit. And I suppose it is nice that at least Stepan died a happy man, having found Sofya and God.
More religious ranting from Dostoevsky. Maybe it makes more logical sense in Russian (or in a different translation).
And sorry but I’m  still not convinced that they loved each other. They were just both so self centred that their pride demanded that the other one loved them. It’s not “ I love you” but “I need you to love me”.


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Well, they spent twenty years (vingt ans) failing to actually confess their feelings for each other, but I’m glad that they finally worked it out in the final days. Sort of. These two…!
Someone here in the comments said that these two really did get sidelined as characters, and I’m sad to agree. I preferred their stories and where they were the nexus of the activities. I’m sure I’ll reflect more on that in the conclusion character.
Sofya has been adopted by Varvara into her household. I wasn’t quite expecting that level of swing from “begone, hussy!”
And … cliffhanger!


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I also preferred Stepan and Varvara’s story! Once Pyotr and Nikolai started taking over the narrative, I would have liked if it kept relating back to the parents. But they just disappeared for so long, and then pop up here and there. They both get more focus at the end, but it felt a little less satisfying than if they were kept more relevant throughout, I think…


    

Part 3 - Chapter 8

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Congratulations for finishing another classic book! Tomorrow we will have a final wrap up post to discuss whatever you want about the book as a whole.
Discussion Prompts:
1. Marya Ignatyeva and her baby die! What the hell? Why the hell did the kid have to die?
2. Lyamshin cracks and confesses everything about Shatov's murder. Were you expecting this to happen or not?
3. What stood out from the details given about the other members of the quintet?
4. We don't hear much about Pyotr. Do you think it's implied that he got away without punishment?
5. What stood out to you from Stavrogin's final letter?
6. Another death, this time Nikolai by his own hand. What did you think of how it all went down?
7. How are we feeling about finishing the book?
8. Anything else to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:


At the inquest our doctors absolutely and emphatically rejected all idea of insanity.



19 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+9)

        None of my proposed happy endings came to fruition :(
The good news is that Lyamshin cracked and all members of the quintet have been arrested, so no one (expect Pyotr Stepanovitch 🤬) manages to evade punishment for Shatov’s murder. That’s encouraging, right? Who here pegged Lyamshin for the one who’d crack? It had to be either him or Virginsky. (And, in fact, it was sort of both of them.)
The bad news is…well, just about everything else. We’ve added three more to the death toll: Marya Shatov, little baby Ivanovitch, and Nikolai.
What did you think of Nikolai’s suicide? Did you expect it? Tikhon did his best to suggest a way for Nikolai to keep living, but it seems it wasn’t enough. The main issue, as his letter indicates, was a perceived lack of emotional depth. He received equal pleasure from good and evil—which is to say, not much pleasure at all. Moreover, he never felt strongly enough about any idea, cause, or person to really dedicate himself to it. In a spiritual sense, he is—to quote the Book of Revelation—“lukewarm.” From a modern perspective, it seems clear that he was depressed or sociopathic or perhaps a bit of both. Yet the doctors at the inquest ruled out any possibility of mental illness. What do you think Dostoevsky is trying to say about Nikolai with this detail?
(By the way, I learned something exceptionally interesting about Stavrogin the other day on r/dostoevsky. According to u/nastasya_filippovnaa, “Stavrogin…was derived from the Greek name ‘stavros,’ which refers to the Christian cross, and the Russian word ‘rog,’ which means ‘horn.’ Together, they create a close juxtaposition of a saintly figure and a devilish figure…which is so characteristically Stavrogin.”)
Now that we’ve come to the end of the story, the impulse is to synthesize everything we’ve read and decide “what it means.” Something I hear a lot when I show people media I like is, “What was the point of that?”, so I’m fully prepared for that sort of reaction toward Demons, haha 😝 It’s fair to say that the “point” is not to uplift the reader or give them an emotionally satisfying ending (Pyotr gets away, after all!) So what do you think? What was Dostoevsky’s intention with this book?
For me, it’s an exploration of how even well-intentioned movements can (and often ARE) hijacked by charismatic sociopaths with their own self-serving agendas. It’s also a cautionary tale about how easy it is to get swept up in movements directed by said sociopaths. Moreover, it’s a warning against the type of nihilism (“moral nihilism”—the idea that ‘good’ and ‘bad’ have no intrinsic meaning and need not guide our actions) popular among European thinkers of the time. Finally—and I’m not necessarily agreeing with this, but it was clearly part of what Dostoevsky was “trying to say”—the book contends that the unthinking admiration for all Western movements expressed by Stepan, Varvara, and Karmazinov paved the way for the extremism of Pyotr and his gang.
Whether you enjoyed the book or found it too much of a downer, I think we can all agree that it’s eerily prescient. More than once in recent history, we’ve seen the phenomena Dostoevsky depicted wreaking havoc on societies and governments. Have we wised up enough to prevent such things from happening again? I don’t think I’m smart enough to say. But it sure doesn’t seem like it sometimes.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        It was impossible for me not to read some of the philosophies of our characters and not immediately associate them with similar ideas that you see today.
So that adds to the eerie part of the book for sure


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        Nice callback to the "lukewarm" bit from the last chapter. That's an interesting perspective on Nikolai' s character for sure.
I'm by no means an expert in psychology but based on what I know I think that both Pyotr and Nikolai could be classified as having anti-social personality disorder.
Intellectual types driving themselves to a frenzy from over thinking seems to be common in Dostoevsky's writing. See Ivan in TBK. I think Nikolai fits into that mold. Kirillov more so. My reading of it is that Dostoevsky offers faith in God as a remedy to this sort of tortured over-thinking.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Yeah, I think you’re exactly right. Dostoevsky saw the dangers of intellectual alienation and “mental m*sturbation” (for lack of a better term). I have to believed he’d experienced some of it himself before re-dedicating himself to Christ when he was in prison. So while I may not believe that Christian faith is the sole or best solution, I know that he believed it, and I can at least appreciate his sincerity.


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        \>The body was found in the pond that evening. What led to the discovery of it was the finding of Shatov’s cap at the scene of the murder, where it had been with extraordinary carelessness overlooked by the murderers.
The murder of Shatov is based on Nechaev's (a Russian anarcho-communist) killing of a former comrade, Ivanov, over some disagreements they had. In Nechaev's haste after the murder he took Ivanov's cap instead of his own which he left at the scene of the crime. This led to his arrest.
\> Lyamshin admitted that he had exonerated Stavrogin on purpose, hoping that he would protect him and would obtain for him a mitigation in the second degree of his sentence, and that he would provide him with money and letters of introduction in Siberia.
Lyamshin confesses although he knows he will be sent to Siberia.
\>“Last year, like Herzen, I was naturalised as a citizen of the canton of Uri, and that nobody knows.
Uri is one of the cantons of Switzerland. Herzen, having been deprived of his estate rights in 1851 and having lost the opportunity to return to Russia, accepted Swiss citizenship, becoming a citizen of the canton of Freiburg.
\> “I am not well, but I hope to get rid of hallucinations in that air.
In his confession Nikolay mentioned hallucinations: And suddenly he, however, in the briefest and most abrupt words, so that some things were difficult to understand, told that he was subject, especially at night, to a kind of hallucination...
\> The loft was right under the roof and was reached by a long, very steep and narrow wooden ladder. …Varvara Petrovna rushed up the ladder;
What a site to see the stout Varvara rushing up that ladder.


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+6)

        The death count is insane! I felt a bit dizzy when Marya and her baby just died. At least the family is reunited again.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+4)

        The part where Marya and the baby die hurt my heart sooooo bad. I had hoped maybe Shatov’s legacy could live on with his wife and son. But it is nice to think that they’re all reunited in the hereafter :)


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        I still like Nikolai best. At least he had a bit of self awareness and realised that he needed a serious amount of help. And we find out that he really did have nothing to do with the death of his wife. I know he is the father of the baby, but to be honest he probably never even knew about it.
And the guilt of everything that Pyotr did drove him to suicide. I wonder how his story would have ended  if the censored chapter had been printed. Would he have been allowed to redeem himself, maybe confronting  Pyotr, maybe even live (un)happily ever after with Martya?


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I did too. He seemed to be the only person that knew he was awful and didn’t make excuses for himself.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        That’s a really interesting question. Tikhon did give him a path forward, so maybe we would have seen redemption (or some movement toward redemption) if the censored chapter had been allowed to stay. It really is a shame that we’ll never know. Nikolai is definitely the most interesting, complex, and enigmatic character in the book.


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+5)

        I'm a bad person but I laughed at the baby dying because it was just so...over the top. Like come on, what did the poor kid do? It would have been nice if he and Marya got a somewhat happy ending but I guess the point is to emphasize the far reaching suffering caused by Pyotr's actions.
I'm not sure if it's implied that Pyotr got away with everything or not but I was surprised that this was left ambiguous. Since the narrator has an idea of where Pyotr went I wondered if it's likely that justice does catch up with him eventually. The fact that he just slips away without a definite ending makes him feel otherworldly, more of a demonic influence than a man, which is fitting.
The parallels between Nikolai and Kirillov's suicides are interesting to consider. I wasn't expecting Nikolai to go out like that: I expected someone else to kill him. I think this choice helps to humanize him in contrast to Pyotr who never feels remorse or experiences an internal struggle between good and evil.
I was pretty bad about keeping up with the reading this time around but I pushed through to finish the book and I really enjoyed it. It resonated with me deeper than The Idiot did.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I’m glad you enjoyed it! It’s a very different book from The Idiot, which kind of starts fast, slows way down in the middle for a lot of philosophy talk, then ends with one of the most gut-wrenching and effed-up scenes in literature. Demons starts slow (at least most people think so), then ramps up and goes pedal-to-the-metal until the very end!


    


    
        otherside_b (+2)

        

I'm a bad person but I laughed at the baby dying because it was just so...over the top. Like come on, what did the poor kid do?

I had a similar reaction. It felt like too much to me.


The fact that he just slips away without a definite ending makes him feel otherworldly, more of a demonic influence than a man, which is fitting.

I like that interpretation. Like the devil incarnate.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I was definitely desensitized by the time the baby died too - I didn’t laugh but I definitely felt ‘sure, why not at this point’ 😂


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        1. Fyodor is a cold blooded killer. Jeez man.
2. I was, the group started to fray immediately, it doesn’t surprise me that essentially all of them crumbled in some way (whether through escape or in confession)
3. The effects of the confessions where it felt they were almost glad. Some burdens and acts are so terrible that they can’t rest upon someone without confession.
4. Yes, I think he’s the only one who did. In a way, he can be symbolic of a Devil himself, he ensnared the group and left them to rot with the consequences of his influence at the end. Hard to not think there isn’t a devil character in a book titled demons.
5. It stood out to me how conscious he is of his actions. Everyone seems to make excuses for him but he makes none of them for himself. He confesses to full abusing the young girl and her suicide, pulling noses, that he knew they would kill his wife and he didn’t do anything.
In the letter he tells Darya how she would not be happy but he knew it was already a terrible thing to have her throw her life away to be around him and that she would do it as well.
I think the last line is telling. He doesn’t have a stomach for suicide but it seemed to be the only way that by making it intentional people would take him seriously that all of his terrible actions were the consequence of his own choices, not some madness.
Not sure if that makes sense but that’s my thoughts
7. I think im ready to move on to something new. I have been a bit disappointed with it for the last several days but the ending actually tidied things up better than I was expecting.
I’ll need to think more on the symbolism of the book. There’s a lot packed into it.
8. Thanks for all the comments. It was a long one but appreciated going through it with the group


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        Cannot believe Pyotr got away with it all!
What a body count. They just kept piling up, especially towards the end.
Nikolai's death felt somewhat shocking, but I guess it made sense too. The weight of everything just became too much, and drove him to it. I think the 'not insane' verdict was a correct one in that regard.
What a wild read this one was. Dostoevsky certainly never lets us down on that anyway!


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        I count eleven dead.
Nikolai, Stepan, Liza, Marya, Lebyadkin, the servant of the Lebyadkin's, Fedka, Shatov, Kirillov, Marya Ignatyeva, the baby.
Oh wait the little girl in the censored chapter. That makes twelve if you count that.
My goodness Dostoevsky was in a bad mood when he wrote this!
At this point we need a who survived count more than a who died count!


    


    
        awaiko (+3)

        Well that was dark!
Russian literature - everyone talks, it snows, everyone dies.
I feel sorry for several of the characters. I appreciate the story now a lot more either way the quasi-summary that was provided (why didn’t someone just spell it out for me in the book! eye roll). I wasn’t expecting that ending, that was incredibly grim. Oh my goodness, what a bleak few pages.
More thoughts in the wrap-up thread, I’m sure.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I just want to put out there that I find it quite amusing that Pyotr set up the whole murder to keep everyone together but it is precisely what caused everyone to fall apart. To me, it either shows that Pyotr was just experimenting to see what to do with his next fivesome, or that he did just wanted Shatov dead for insulting him in the past (what was it, he spat on him?)
I like how Anton specifically said no one seemed to blame Erkel. I personally still blame him - youth or not, blind convictions should have at least faltered when Shatov had his baby. But I appreciate the understanding on how dangerous ideas delivered through manipulative people can catch the vulnerable youth.


    

At Tikhon's

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Today and tomorrow we will be doing the “At Tikhon’s” chapter, and then picking back up where we left of last week this Wednesday.
If you don’t have this chapter in your copy it can be found here. (Thanks u/Opyros)
Also, double check the schedule for me. I know Librivox had that last chapter split funny and I’m not sure where you all stopped. I can amend the schedule below if need be.
Schedule:
Tuesday: “At Tikhon’s” part 2
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 2
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 3
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 4
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 1-2
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
Something originally in Russian


17 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Seemingly to get something off his chest, Nikolai takes a moment to visit the retired Bishop Tikhon. Just to orient ourselves a little bit, this chapter takes place after “Ivan the Tsarevitch” but before “A Raid at Stepan Trofimovitch.” (At least, that’s the order Dostoevsky meant for the chapters to be in.)
A little history of “At Tikhon’s”: it was rejected by the editor of the Russian Messenger, the periodical in which Demons was first serialized, for being too obscene. Dostoevsky attempted to revise “At Tikhon’s” for inclusion in the first edition of the novel. But the toned-down version was also rejected, and he seems to have given up on it at that point. The chapter was lost to history for almost 50 years before its rediscovery among Anna Dostoevskaya’s effects in 1921. This was seven years after Constance Garnett’s English translation was published, which is why “At Tikhon’s” doesn’t appear in the Gutenberg ebook.
NOTES 📚
BID A MOUNTAIN MOVE
- “It is said, if you believe and bid a mountain move, it will move ... though, pardon me this nonsense. Yet I am curious to know: could you move a mountain or not?”
This same concept, that a believer can literally move mountains, is also mockingly referenced by Smerdyakov in TBK. The specific Bible verse is Mark 11:23: “For verily I say unto you, That whosoever shall say unto this mountain, Be thou removed, and be thou cast into the sea; and shall not doubt in his heart, but shall believe that those things which he saith shall come to pass; he shall have whatsoever he saith.”
LUKEWARM
- “A complete atheist stands on the last rung but one before absolute faith (he may or may not step higher), but an indifferent man has no longer any faith at all, nothing but an ugly fear…It surprised you that the Lamb prefers a cold man to a merely lukewarm one.”
The verse being referenced from here almost to the end of the section is Revelation 3:16: “So then because thou art lukewarm, and neither cold nor hot, I will spue thee out of my mouth.” Tikhon’s interpretation seems to be that, because an atheist has taken a spiritual stand (by way of rejecting spirituality), they’re preferred over an indifferent person who follows Christianity through inertia, without ever considering what it means.
GENERAL COMMENTS ☁️
- “He was subject, especially at nights, to a kind of hallucinations, that he sometimes saw or felt near him a spiteful being, mocking and “rational,” “in various forms and in various characters, but it is always one and the same and I always fly into a rage.”
What might the meaning of Nikolai’s hallucinations be? Is it just mental illness? Is something specific haunting him? If so, what?
- “These sheets are meant for circulation,” he said in a tremulous voice. “If only one man reads them, then understand that I shall keep them back no longer, and they will be read by every one…But read them ... while you are reading them, say nothing; but after you have read them—say everything....”
What on earth are these sheets?? Any guesses???


    


    
        hocfutuis (+6)

        It feels like his hallucinations are a mix of both mental illness, and of the stress that surrounds him (although that is largely brought on himself, by himself)
I'm kind of dreading what's in this confession tbh. If it was bad enough to be censored for so long, it's going to be big


    


    
        vigm (+7)

        I thought maybe that it was censored because of the religious bits - they might cause people to question the Church.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Censorship could be pretty intense and arbitrary in this time period, it seems. The 1828 law outlining censorship rules forbid “anything that might shake the doctrine of the Orthodox Church, its traditions and rituals,” “anything violating the inviolability of the supreme sovereign power” and “respect for the Imperial House,” or anything “contrary to indigenous government regulations” and insulting to “good morals and decency.” You can see how that’s vague enough to be applied to all manner of things. Though Dostoevsky got away with his characters saying all manner of negative things about Christianity and god (most prominently Ivan in TBK), so I guess there was some leeway.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        I’m holding my breath waiting to see how people are going to feel this time tomorrow…


    


    
        otherside_b (+5)

        

What might the meaning of Nikolai’s hallucinations be? Is it just mental illness? Is something specific haunting him? If so, what?

Well the book is called Demons/Devils/The Possessed and he talks of a "spiteful being" so I guess the devil or a demon of some sort is probably a good bet.


Tikhon’s interpretation seems to be that, because an atheist has taken a spiritual stand (by way of rejecting spirituality), they’re preferred over an indifferent person who follows Christianity through inertia, without ever considering what it means.

I have to find myself agreeing with Tikhon. A person of faith is taking a definite stand. An atheist is taking a definite stand. A passive follower of religion, who doesn't really engage in it, that's just wishy-washy in my opinion.


What on earth are these sheets?? Any guesses???

I'm guessing something similar to the Grand Inquisitor of The Brother's Karamazov. I think Nikolai is a similar character type to Ivan.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        First impressions of Tikhon are that he seems quite similar to Father Zosima in TBK. I won't say much more because some of our group probably have not read that.
It's clear that Nikolai is a very disturbed individual. He uses cynicism and wit to try to cover it up but Tikhon knows what's up.  I think that is why Nikolai is so agitated here.
His mother probably knows it too but just doesn't say anything to him directly. I'm fairly certain it's come up in her conversations with Tikhon.
I'm guessing the controversial parts will happen tomorrow. The only thing I picked up on that might be considered controversial was Tikhon calling atheists more principled than passive Christians.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+3)

        In the Russian version, the chapter "At Tikhon's" contains three parts, not two (in the third part there is a conversation between Nikolai and Tikhon after reading Stavrogin's confession). Is this chapter divided in a different way in the English version? Are you planning to read this third part together with the second one tomorrow, or will it be skipped altogether for some reason?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        The ebook version I’m reading actually has it divided into two separate chapters: Chapter VIII sections 1 and 2, and a very short Chapter IX. Not sure if that’s the same or different from the way the Russian version is divided up? I vote for us to read Chapter IX along with Chapter VIII section 2 😁


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        I'm reading the novel on the website. There the chapter «At Tikhon's» divided in three parts: https://imgur.com/a/nNNNgVW
I've checked other sites that have the Russian text of this chapter. There it's also divided into three parts. I can't say about the printed editions, because at the moment I don't have any of them at hand.


    


    
        otherside_b (+4)

        My book has it split in two. That third part you talk of is just included as part two.
Last line of part one is where Tikhon is about to read the confession:


“Here are your glasses.” Stavrogin took them from the table and handed them to him, and leant on the back of the sofa. Tikhon did not look at him, and plunged straight into the reading.



    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Sounds like your version has the split between sections 1 and 2 in the same place as mine. Chapter IX in my version is so short there’s almost no point in having it as a separate chapter 😅 I can only assume some translators/publishers felt the same way and just rolled it into section 2.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        I'm reading the novel on the website. There this chapter divided into three parts. The 1st part begins with words «Николай Всеволодович в эту ночь не спал и всю просидел на диване, часто устремляя неподвижный взор в одну точку в углу у комода» and ends with a sentence «Тихон углубился в чтение». The 2nd part starts with «Печать была действительно заграничная — три отпечатанных и сброшюрованных листочка обыкновенной почтовой бумаги малого формата» and ends with «Если же потребуют, явлюсь всюду. Николай Ставрогин». The 3rd part starts with «Чтение продолжалось около часу» and ends with «— Проклятый психолог! — оборвал он вдруг в бешенстве и, не оглядываясь, вышел из кельи».


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        I have a Russian version that has a chapter 9 with two parts, the second part has a conversation between Nikolai and Tikhon after the letter is read.


    


    
        OpportunityNo8171 (+2)

        I read on websites. On all these sites, the chapter "At Tikhon's" is divided into three parts.


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        \>He drew the book towards him and gave it a cursory glance. It was a full and able account of the circumstances of the last war, not so much from the military point of view, however, as from the purely literary.
Refers to the Crimean War 1853-1856, the Turks and Europe vs Russia.
\>“Well, at any rate you do believe that, even if it be with God’s help, you could move it, and that is something, after all. At least, you wish to believe....Anyhow it is better than the très peu of the Archbishop, it is true, under the threat of the sword.
This is about one of the events at the beginning of the French revolution, described by Dostoevsky in 1873: the Archbishop of Paris, in vestments, with a cross in his hand and accompanied by numerous clergy, went out into the square and announced to the people in a loud voice that until now he and those accompanying him had followed pernicious prejudices; now that la Raison had arrived, they considered it their duty to publicly lay down their power and all the signs of it. At the same time, they actually laid down their vestments, crosses, chalices, Gospels, etc. "Do you believe in God?" one worker shouted at the Archbishop with a naked sword in his hand. "Très peu" (very little), muttered the Archbishop, hoping to soften the crowd with such an answer. "So you are a scoundrel, and you have been deceiving us until now," the worker shouted and immediately cut off the archbishop's head with his sabre."


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Well, that was definitely an additional section to an already very long and drawn-out story. I’m hoping that part two will expand and explain why we’re having this interlude (if it were placed correctly, chronologically).


    

At Tikhon's

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

If you don’t have this chapter in your copy it can be found here. (Thanks u/Opyros)
Schedule:
Wednesday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 2
Thursday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 3
Friday: Part 3 Chapter 1 Section 4
Monday: Part 3 Chapter 2 Section 1-2
Discussion prompts:
1. Add your own prompts in the comment section or discuss anything from this section you’d like to talk about.
2. Is there anything else you’d like to discuss?
Links:
Project Gutenberg
Librivox Audiobook
Last Line:
Something originally in Russian


59 Comments


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        Ok, let’s debrief for a second. How’s everyone doing? Have you eaten something nutritious today? Are you drinking enough water? Have you done anything emotionally nourishing lately—enjoyed a nice facial treatment, had a warm cup of tea, cuddled with a cat? Personally, after reading this chapter, I feel like I need to sink into a couch, close my eyes, and count to ten a few times.
Oooooooooof.
Stavrogin’s confession is just about as horrible as it could possibly be. Now we know why he was acting so unhinged four years ago, why he impulsively married Marya, and what went down between him, Liza, and Dasha. So much of what he’s done the past several years has been aimed at distracting himself from his remorse—a feeling he struggles to even name, let alone process.
It’s not hard to understand why the content of this chapter was considered unfit for publishing. It’s enormously upsetting. Dostoevsky deals with this subject elsewhere in his body of work, but never in such detail. The nearest analogues I can think of are the crimes of Svidrigailov in Crime and Punishment, though the worst of those are conveyed mostly through hints and insinuations.
How do you feel about this chapter? Did it upset and shock you? How did it change your view of Nikolai? Those who thought he was good at heart, do you still feel that way? Those who thought he was bad, does his apparent remorse/self-loathing soften that impression? Where do we even place him on the spectrum of moral-immoral? Do you think redemption is possible after such a horrific crime?
(Another question: sometimes this chapter is criticized as “exploitative” (albeit of a fictional girl)—do you see any truth to this criticism? There is a long history of violence against women and girls being used as character development for male characters. Do you think Dostoevsky is doing that here?)
NOTES
The one note I’ll give is on the painting Nikolai mentions: “Acis and Galatea.” These characters are a pair of lovers from Greek mythology. The former is the son of a god and river nymph. The latter is a sea-nymph. Polyphemus, jealous of their love, throws a boulder at Acis and crushes him to death. The painting by Claud Lorrain is mentioned in Dostoevsky’s The Adolescent and The Dream of a Ridiculous Man, as well as in Demons. In all three, it appears to represent paradise, innocence, and human happiness. All of which seem to be closed to Stavrogin now.
You can see the painting here: https://www.wikiart.org/en/claude-lorrain/acis-and-galatea-1657


    


    
        rolomoto (+7)

        I did not occur to me that Dostoyevsky was being exploitive. But I'm not up to speed on the methods and theory of literary critique.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Well, there’s debate to be had. I think a case can be made either way. The sexual abuse of children seems to be a social issue that genuinely haunted Dostoevsky, so I don’t think he was being prurient or flippant by including it here. I guess it comes down to how much you think authorial intent matters.


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+5)

        This chapter was really disturbing. Nikolai is looked up to by so many characters in the book, and throughout the previous chapters, I thought there was a strong implication that he would be somehow vindicated and that we would have an explanation for his “madness.” The chapters featuring his interactions with other characters also made him out to be the good guy, I felt.
I’m shaken by his behavior in this chapter and by his descriptions of his masochism/pleasure in his “baseness.”
I don’t think guilty feelings exonerate him in any way, especially because he takes care to note that he has no guilt over far worse behavior, including a poisoning. I guess my instincts were just way off about him.
I don’t feel that Dostoevsky is being exploitative, but I do think Nikolai was. :/


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I quite like how Nikolai is looked up to, as you said, but so horrible. I feel like it’s a statement on how some people are absolutely undeserving of admiration/respect but receive it anyway due to their charisma and/or beauty


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I also get the sense Nikolai realizes he’s unworthy of respect and is kind of disgusted by it (i.e. by himself…). Maybe that’s why he’s trying to make himself and his intentions look as bad as humanly possible in his confession. He’s seeking the scorn he deserves. But of course, that kind of masochistic desperation to suffer and be hated won’t bring Matroysha back :(


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Actually, although what he did is awful from a modern perspective, I am surprised that the Russian censors found this to be worse than the previous part of the chapter. The previous section was saying that you can ignore what the church says. This section says that if you do bad stuff you will end up feeling guilty and having nightmares. Did the censors ban it because they didn’t want people thinking that personal conscience made the Church irrelevant?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Oh no, the censoring had nothing to do with religion or the church. It was because of the child r_pe. That was awful from a 19th-century perspective too, not just a modern one.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Ok I just checked “However, the material in the chapter was considered too obscene to publish by Dostoevsky’s editor. “ so it wasn’t technically censored by the government, just the editor didn’t want to be seen to publish rude stuff. And apparently this inability to get this chapter published made Dostoevsky change the course of the book.
I think I regret reading this chapter now (some things cannot be unseen) because actually it isn’t a part of the Demons that we are reading. It is part of the Demons that exists in a parallel universe where it was published.
We don’t know that Dostoevsky would have wanted us to read this chapter with this version of the book.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        You’re correct, it was the editor and not the government directly, though the editor would have been taking government rules into account when making decisions on what could or couldn’t be published. So I wouldn’t say it was ENTIRELY at the individual editor’s discretion.


    


    
        samole (+3)

        Usually though editors consulted censors semi-officially when they had a manuscript they were willing to publish. It was much cheaper than having a no-go after printing.


    


    
        Fweenci (+3)

        I agree. I wonder how much it will confuse the rest of the reading if Dostoevsky changed the book due to the ommission. I would have preferred to read this at the end, or never, if I'm being honest.


    


    
        eduardotigre (+1)

        pelo que acabei de ler (minha versão é a da martin claret), dostoievski queria que fosse o capitulo nono, logo depois de "Ivan" (aquela reuniao do grupo)


    


    
        vigm (+1)

        “from what I just read (my version is the one from Martin claret  ) he wanted the ninth chapter to be read right after “ivan” (that group meeting).”
obrigada! 👍


    


    
        eduardotigre (+1)

        just saw it, my reddit was in portuguese (prob autotranslate), thats why I answered in portuguese. glad you stil managed to understad it haha


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I was curious about the age of consent in Russia at the time to get a better understanding of how bad he intended it. Interestingly, the age of consent/marriage for women was raised from 13 to 16 in 1830 - I found that a sizeable jump pretty early in the era, so I imagine public opinion in the 1870’s would have been very 😱
That’s comparing it to the consent laws of Canada and the States, where it was around 12 until 1890 (and Canada raised it from 14 to 16 only in 2008!). Old consent laws really hurt the heart


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I looked it up, and four U.S. states STILL have no statutory minimum age. When all special exceptions are taken into account, child marriages can take place in 38 of the 50 states, and the vast majority of them are between an underage girl and an adult man 🤢 My state of Michigan banned this…LAST YEAR. I’m honestly horrified and embarrassed that the U.S. has been so behind, historically and currently, on the issue of child marriage 😢


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        😳


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+0)

        

Another question: sometimes this chapter is criticized as “exploitative” (albeit of a fictional girl)—do you see any truth to this criticism? There is a long history of violence against women and girls being used as character development for male characters. Do you think Dostoevsky is doing that here?)

Didn't see much development here. I don't think Nik has changed much since this event, not in any morally relevant way.


    


    
        Imaginos64 (+6)

        After reading this chapter I can't imagine the novel without its inclusion. It's so integral to our understanding of Nikolai's behavior and completely changes the way we view his character. There's been hints of a battle raging within Nikolai's conscience and we've discussed the idea of his having married Marya as a kind of repentance for past sins but I never got the impression from the text up until this point that we were meant to believe he'd done something as deplorable as this. The chapter also brings up some profound questions about the nature of redemption and the concept of genuine versus selfish or performative remorse. I'm not convinced at the moment that Nikolai truly wants to atone for his crimes in a productive way since he seems more concerned with making himself feel better, doing whatever he feels will quiet the visions tormenting him. I would argue that genuine remorse comes from a place of wanting to help others heal from the harm you caused them versus focusing on dulling your own discomfort about what you did and I'm not getting the sense that Nikolai is thinking about anyone other than himself.


    


    
        samole (+6)

        

A fly buzzed above me <...> I looked at the tiny red spider

Flies and spiders are an important symbol of death in Dostoevsky's poetics.
In The Idiot, General Epanchin tells a story how he had a quarrel with his old landlady, and only after much swearing and shouting he noticed that she was dead: flies buzz, the sun is setting, it's quiet. Later, terminally ill Ippolit says that the fate is going to crush him like a fly. And then of course, in the finale: The prince gazed and felt that the more he gazed, the deader and quieter it became in the room. Suddenly a fly awoke and started buzzing, darted over the bed, and became quiet at its head. The prince shuddered.
Also cf. Svidrigailov's remark on the afterlife: how it maybe nothing but a grimy bathhouse full of spiders.


    


    
        vigm (+6)

        There seems to be a “At Tikhon’s” Chapter IX where Tikhon and Nikolai discuss the confession. when do we read that?


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Different versions have different ways of separating the censored bit, it seems. Mine splits things up exactly the same way yours does. I think we just finished off the all the Tikhon’s content today.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        The discussion isn’t included in the provided link?? My edition has the second chapter include both the confession and discussion together!


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Yes it’s in the link, but it’s separate from “Part 2” - it is labelled Chapter IX. And people didn’t seem to be discussing it, so I wasn’t sure.


    


    
        Repulsive_Gold1832 (+5)

        How does Demons make sense as a novel without this chapter? I totally get why it was censored when it was published, but isn’t it integral to the plot and character development? Is it considered “optional”? Why is it published as an appendix and not just as part of the main text with a publisher’s note?


    


    
        rolomoto (+4)

        I wish it had somehow been fitted into the story because reading it like this just sort of tacked on really breaks up the flow of the story and throws me off.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        I was wondering this too, it seems pretty massive!! I wonder if it depended on subtext - we’ve gotten a lot of it leading up to this point, so perhaps there was enough (and possibly more we’ve not yet read) to support the general conclusion this chapter lays out.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        Some versions do publish it the way you’re suggesting…I think? I’ve only read the Garnett version, which doesn’t include it at all, so I may be wrong.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+2)

        My reading is that every character in Demons is horrible. Some it is in their nature, others make horrible choices.
The conversation Nikolai has with the monk is really important to the book - can you ever be forgiven for your past actions? Just in the last chapter we hear the story of the man falsely slapped but who continues to complain even after being apologised to.
Who chooses when sufficient apology or reparation has been made? Even the monk makes a silly reply that 7 years in a monastery should do! How is that a restorative action?
Dostoyevsky sort of suggests God can help, and points at nihilists running around doing whatever without the threat of eternal damnation.
We humans are ultimately flawed. We all make mistakes? How can any of us even live with ourselves? (Plenty of discussion of suicide through the book too).


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        My version of the book has included it in its original place anyway.
Wordsworth Classics Garnett Translation.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        So the link doesn’t seem to include the discussion after the letter, but my edition had them combined. Please don’t read ahead if you’ve not read the discussion, because I’m going to talk heavily in it! Since the reading schedule doesn’t include another discussion, I’m assuming we’re meant to discuss it here. And I have such a brain dump of incoherent thoughts.
As horrible as Nikolai’s actions were, I think this was my favourite chapter so far (mostly the discussion after). There is so much going on with the psychology of his character, with so many different claims but no actual conclusion as to the truth.
Also, did anyone else interpret Tikhon as Jesus? The humility, gentleness, insight, and willingness to forgive (potentially) didn’t hurt, but it was that unexpected love that Nikolai felt toward him and even more so the love that Tikhon returned. Granted, much of this can also be stereotypical religious guide, but it seemed to hit quite a few of the key traits that I understand about Jesus specifically. Although, with that perspective, it’s interesting he pushed so heavily toward monkhood over sacrifice. I suppose because Nikolai is not a Jesus character and so would do poorly going that sacrificial direction.
I really wasn’t expecting many of Tikhon’s challenges and insights into Nikolai’s situation, and I really enjoyed where they took me. I personally had great doubts about Nikolai’s character, the I flip-flopped a bit as I considered he may be coming from a more innocent place, then his letter reveals how he is so much worse than I was expecting, but then Tikhon brings me back to consider things I hadn’t about him. I conclude that Nik doesn’t have remorse so much as he feels he needs to receive punishment for what he knows is immoral behaviour (even though he doesn’t feel the repercussions of knowing this), simply because he wants to rid himself of the manifestations of Guilt. But interestingly he doesn’t seem to feel guilty, just experience the symptoms of an external source. Tikhon seems to know this won’t be successful, that Nik can handle the disapproval and hatred but won’t be able to handle the humiliation of the punishment. This, in part, might be because Nik doesn’t truly feel he deserves the full punishment he is opening himself up to, as he’s doing it for the wrong reasons. He doesn’t seem to care if people hate him, so that part would be easy for him. I’ve seen no indication of him disliking being laughed at though, which is one insight of Tikhon’s that surprised me.
Tikhon pushes for Nik to become the apprentice of a monk instead, which if he were truly interested in repenting, perhaps would have agreed to? That brings in the question what true repentance looks like, and who has the authority to say it’s enough? In this case, I assume it’s repenting in the eyes of God? A God that Nik doesn’t believe in but Tikhon seems to still want Nik to satisfy (because he obviously believes in him). So who is Nik actually repenting to? Whoever he needs to, to get rid of his visions, it seems.
And he’s now going to commit a crime before his ‘repentance’? Because that would further show that he does not actually care about repentance!
I’m looking forward to the rest of the book to see how his future actions relate to this conversation.


    


    
        otherside_b (+3)

        I'm definitely aligned to your way of thinking about this section. Nikolai is not truly remorseful. Tikhon tries to steer him in that direction but Nikolai is more focused on what people will think of him rather than what impact his actions had on that poor girls family.
Maybe he is incapable of empathy and thus can't really ever feel true remorse so publicizing his confession will at least make him suffer some of the consequences he feels he deserves.


    


    
        rolomoto (+3)

        \> I am convinced that I could live my whole life as a monk, despite the bestial voluptuousness with which I am gifted and which I always evoked. Indulging until the age of sixteen, with extraordinary immoderation, in the vice that Jean-Jacques Rousseau confessed to...
This refers to masturbation, which Rousseau discusses in his "Confessions." Without being too graphic, Rousseau wrote about it frankly in his autobiographical work, where he described developing this habit in his youth.
\>“In my sleep I had a dream which was completely new to me, for I had never had one like it. In the Dresden gallery there is a picture by Claude Lorraine, called in the catalogue, I think, ‘Acis and Galatea,’ but I always called it ‘The Golden Age,’
The painting by the French landscape artist C. Lorrain "Asis and Galatea", kept in the Dresden gallery, invariably attracted Dostoevsky's attention, and he called it, along with other favorite landscapes, "the golden age". The painting is based on the following episode from Book XIII of Ovid's "Metamorphoses":
With a wedge-shaped top, the hill rose up in the sea,
So that it was surrounded by water on all sides. Having climbed
To the middle of the hill, the ugly Cyclops sat there...
We took refuge in a cave, where Acis held me
Firmly in a tender embrace...


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+6)

        I never realized that Nikolai was talking about masturbation there. From our modern perspective, it’s almost unintentionally humorous to lump that act in with all of his terrible sins. Sounds like pretty typical adolescent behavior. Kind of wish he would have just stuck with that…
Obviously onanism must have been viewed in a more severe light back then.


    


    
        vigm (+5)

        Obviously I was incredibly disappointed with my boy Nikolai after reading this. To summarise, in his youth (having not been brought up with good moral values perhaps) he suffered from a mental illness/problem (?) which gave him great “rapture” when he did shameful things. The more shameful the better (perhaps this was genetic, but it could also have been because of the twisted upbringing related to Stepan dumping his emotional baggage onto the little boy). But finally he did something really really bad, causing an innocent young girl to kill herself. He tried to run away from his guilt, doing crazy things like marrying Marya and biting people’s ears but the guilt remained until he finally started having recurring nightmares about his victim. Now he wants to publicly confess.
Is that correct?
Actually I think the fact that he wants to confess and has tried to do the right thing since this one terrible lapse (for example continuing to financially support his wife, not marrying Lisaveta, not killing the guy in the duel) does partially redeem him. He is also self aware enough not to try to claim a defence of temporary insanity.
I guess I don’t believe in capital punishment, so there has to be a way for him to redeem himself. Perhaps he should start by tracking down the girl’s family and confessing to them, and doing what he can to repair their lives, though he cannot bring back their daughter.


    


    
        vhindy (+3)

        I was too, he was probably my favorite character as in the character I liked the most but you could tell something was haunting him.
We now know. I mentioned this in my comment but in a weird way this confession and intention of publicly acknowledging and attempting as much restitution as he can with this really heinous crime is in line with the Christian repentance process and makes me trust his current character more than any of the others in the group who seem on the verge of doing something terrible.
I wonder if Dostoevsky is setting up a redemption arc here.


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        Well he probably was, but this chapter didn’t get published remember, so FD completely changed the book he was going to write. So now I am not sure I even want to continue.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        I think he did make changes, but we don’t have enough information to say that he “completely changed the book he wanted to write.”I do see the claim that “Dostoevsky changed the course of the book to create a new hero” on this site https://community.middlebury.edu/~beyer/courses/previous/ru351/novels/devils/devil.shtml, and that’s where Google’s AI seems to have pulled the information from. But there are no sources given, and I find little in the way of corroborating evidence. (And if the claim is true, they’re using the word “hero” in a rather loose and eccentric way.) There’s nothing elsewhere in the book that contradicts At Tikhon’s, and some later events make more sense if we assume At Tikhon’s to be a canonical part of the story. So I’m not convinced the changes were as extensive as all that.
EDIT: I should ask, does the version you’re reading contain a footnote or something stating that Dostoevsky completely changed the book? I’m interested in following up.


    


    
        samole (+4)

        That whole thing about D. somehow altering the novel is some weird rumor confined to English speaking internet, it seems. The only thing I was able to find in Russian is that after the chapter was censored he altered the chapter itself not the book. Trying to get it published he bumped up the victim's age, cut out grisly details, etc. to no avail.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        Bumped up the age… that makes sense because he first says she is 14 but then later on says she is 10… unless I misread. I assumed she was 14 and then he is later meaning she looks ten in her apparition (which perhaps was her mental capacity equivalent) - but my God, if she were originally 10 😨


    


    
        vigm (+2)

        No, I think I just found the Middlebury site when I was searching around. Wikipedia says “He was eventually forced to drop it and rewrite parts of the novel that dealt with its subject matter.[54] He never included the chapter in subsequent publications of the novel,” which makes me think that in order to create a story that works without “At Tikhon’s” he would have had to have changed where it was heading quite a bit. It was serialised, right? I quite like the idea of the Nikolai redemption arc as the story. I can just tell that I am not going to like the story that we get instead. And if he isn’t going to get redemption (in this universe) I think I wish I didn’t know what I know about his past.
And the reference 54 is a book by Frank (2010) “Dostoevsky a writer in his time. “


    


    
        vhindy (+2)

        Hmm, that's a bit disappointing if so, I too am/was expecting some type of Nikolai redemption arc. Everything seems to be moving towards that


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+1)

        I took some of his ‘redemptive’ actions as possibly trying to challenge himself, getting a kick out of holding back. But you’re right about the secret financial support toward Marya, that doesn’t support my theory so much. And he even seemed to be trying to be kind to her (until his frustration gets the better of him). Perhaps there is some true redemptive attempts in him. Perhaps not. Perhaps it’s also a blend…


    


    
        hocfutuis (+4)

        Yeah, that was bad. Really bad.
I'm not entirely sure he is doing anything to redeem himself to be honest. Sure, he feels some kind of way about his actions, but it's not quite giving someone who is trying to make up for it to me.
I get that he financially supports Marya, but that is at a bare minimum level, and she's still at the mercy of her brother. He's not so much actively involved in Pyotr's shenanigans, but he's very much a part of it all still. Not sure I believe much that he says really, but it will be interesting to see the ramifications of his printed confession.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+4)

        I need to reread it as I may be totally off, but I didn’t interpret it so much as wanting actual redemption as wanting punishment? And not even from a sense of guilt but a sense of necessity…
I don’t know, I really want to reread this chapter a few times, there was a lot there


    


    
        hocfutuis (+3)

        Yeah, that does sound right. I'm honestly struggling to put into words what I'm thinking with some of these chapters, which is why I'm glad to be doing it alongside you guys who do it so well!
I'm still not sure what he thinks publishing the confession will achieve though? There's no real proof of his actions if there is no apartment building left, and people have moved on. The society of the time seems unlikely to care about a poor girl killing themself, so what could be done about it all?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+3)

        Perhaps that means he cannot be legally made to pay for his crimes, but he can still be condemned by the public for it. You’re sadly right that most probably won’t care about the actual victim, but they may care about the fact Nik did it and/or was so cold about it.
Or it might even be more the fact that he’ll be speaking up about it to begin with. For him to think he’s so important that he needs to confess his crimes when, as Tikhon said, so many others have done terrible things and brush it off. So what makes Nik so superior that his crimes demand acknowledgment and punishment?
Or it could be that it doesn’t make sense - we already know he has had positions in the past that he will forget about/easily change. So he might be currently passionate about an idea he hasn’t fully thought through.
Or he could simply be testing his limits. We’ve seen him do this already with his biting and kissing of wives. So now he’s seeing how much he can publicize about his darkness and see if the public will still blindly revere him. This is supported by the theft of the money and how people treated him after. They looked at him differently, but in a way he enjoyed. And he completely got away with it.
Or it could be that he’s just like Pyotr and trying to screw over his parent.


    


    
        Fweenci (+3)

        A sense of necessity, I think. His "demons" are driving him to the brink.


    


    
        vhindy (+4)

        I finished this one last week as my copy has it in the originally intended order and glad you all read it to start this week.
As for helping give more insight into some mysteries this chapter was one of the best ones.
The subject matter is really awful. It’s interesting how unphased Tikhon is. It really must be terrible some of the ugly things people confess in a church.
I think someone posed this question earlier, does it soften the blow that Nikolai is seemingly haunted by what he did to this young girl?
I don’t know. I don’t think it softens the blow. In a way I’m glad he is haunted by it. It would be part of a repentance process to publicly acknowledge your sin and probably in a public fashion when they are as heinous as this.
I’m not sure what I feel about this.
In a weird way this makes me trust his current character more than any others, such as Peter, in his group. He seems to have sincere disgust with his actions and wants the dreams of devils to cease.
I wonder if he’s setting up a redemption arc for later in the story


    


    
        2whitie (+3)

        I don't think that demons really works without this chapter, tbh, since the philosophical questions in the novel come from a complete understanding of Pyotr and Stravogins psyche.
I'm fully of the opinion that he wouldn't have even acknowledged his wrongdoing hereif he didn't feel psychological consequences. Nothing he has done indicates real remorse, just remorse-cosplay.
Anyone's thoughts on how his childhood led to this?


    


    
        samole (+4)

        

Anyone's thoughts on how his childhood led to this?

Yes. It didn't.
Seriously though, although his childhood wasn't the most happy one neither was it the most terrible. Not to the extent which explains child molestation.
On a side note, Dostoevsky, I think, would object to the framing this question in such a deterministic way. That implies that the free will is not that much free, after all.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        I don’t know, antisocial personality disorder can emerge from abuse in early childhood, so I was definitely thinking this too…
Even though I don’t recall it even eluding to his childhood as being particularly abusive, aside from neglect (unless one reads more into Stepan’s evening visits, which I don’t think is the intended interpretation 🫣) his actions are just so specific. Although he says he was fully aware, he still shows strong signs of mental illness… perhaps not the intended interpretation, but it’s also hard to ignore


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        So from our modern conception of psychology and crime, I would tend to agree with you and u/2whitie. Nowadays, it is fairly accepted that someone who commits such heinous crimes is likely to have been a victim of abuse themselves. (The majority of victims DON’T turn around and become perpetrators, but the majority of perpetrators have, themselves, been victims.)
If we’re purely talking authorial intent, though, Dostoevsky was vehemently against a deterministic view of crime. In C&P, he has the character Razumikhin rant against the idea that all crime is the logical and inevitable result of social factors. To him, things like murder and the sexual abuse of children involved a choice. (Presumably he wouldn’t have extended this to cases of, say, psychosis, in which a perpetrator is too disconnected from reality to understand right and wrong. But I’m not entirely sure.)
As modern readers, of course, we have freedom to disagree with him or to prefer a more moderate version of his views.


    


    
        samole (+2)

        Mental ilness is boring though: his brain doesn't function as it should so he does wrong stuff. That's it. This is not... very interesting to say the least, especially for Dostoevsky.


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        That’s not fully true, there is psychotherapy involved in many disorders and so even if mental illness played a role, it wouldn’t necessarily fully absolve someone from their actions. Nothing necessarily changes. It could just allow for a scientific/psychological interpretation


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+4)

        Sorry guys, I read Chapter 3 without knowing we were skipping to Tikhon, playing catch up now.


I took her hand


and softly kissed it, pulling her back down onto the bench, and
began looking into her eyes. The fact that I had kissed her hand
suddenly made her laugh like a child, but only for one second,
because she impetuously jumped up again, now so frightened that a
spasm passed over her face.Poor girl, has she been shown affection like this before only for it to end badly.


I began to kiss her hands again and,


taking her on my knees, kissed her face and her feet. When I kissed
her feet, she recoiled all over and smiled as if in shame, but with
some crooked smile.Uhhhhh, this ain't appropriate affection.


Finally, there suddenly occurred an odd


thing, which I will never forget and which caused me astonishment:
the girl threw her arms around my neck and suddenly began kissing
me terribly herself.What the F(£"*£"?
Okay, I think she's been sexually abused before, children don't just do that. Either that or most of her mother's beatings were a result of her womanhood flowering, so she learnt to compress any "grown-up" urges. Well, she's expressing them now, in the most unhealthy way.


But I overcame the sudden sensation of my fear and stayed.When it was all over, she was embarrassed. I didn't try to


reassure her and no longer caressed her. She looked at me, smiling
timidly. Her face suddenly seemed stupid to me. Embarrassment
quickly came over her more and more with every moment. At last,
she covered her face with her hands and stood in the corner
motionlessly, turned to the wall.What? Please tell me it ended with kissing, the phrasing makes it sound like we've skipped a number of minutes.


She kept brandishing her


little fist at me threateningly and shaking her head in reproach.So she does blame him. That's good at least, I was afraid she'd get hung up on the idea that she had committed a great evil and not the adult man.


I at once ran to my door, opened it a bit, and had just time to


spy Matryosha going into a tiny shed, like a chicken coop, next to
the other place.Chicken coop? Other place? These are metaphors for death aren't they. Is Nik going to end up dead for abusing a child? Is that going to be what ends him?


bringing me the news


that Matryosha had hanged herself.😳Oh God!!! You've got to be joking😢.


I went with the girl and saw that


the landlady did not know herself why she had sent for me. She was
howling and thrashing, there was turmoil, a lot of people, police. I
stood in the entryway for a while and then left.The mother will certainly blame herself. Well she does deserve part of the blame after years of child abuse.


Once the danger was past, I all but completely forgotthe incident on Gorokhovy Street, 

😠


After the wedding, I left for the province to see my mother. I


went for distraction, because it was unbearable. In our town I left
the idea that I was crazy—an idea not eradicated even now, andundoubtedly harmful to me, as I will explain further on. I then went
abroad and stayed for four years.So he was faking it. Well I feel vindicated for not forgiving him during the early chapters. His apparent mental illness had swayed a lot of us here onto his side.


Perhaps even to this moment I do notloathe the memory of the act itself. Perhaps this remembrance even


now contains something pleasurable for my passions.What a messed up mind


I have other old memories, perhaps even better than this one. I


behaved worse with one woman, and she died from it. In duels I
have taken the lives of two men who were innocent before me. Once
I was mortally insulted and did not take revenge on my adversary.
There is one poisoning to my account—intentional and successful
and unknown to anyone.Holy hell, this man is vile!!!


In Switzerland, two months ago, I was able to fall in love with


one girl, or, better to say, I felt a fit of the same passion, with thesame sort of violent impulse,Liza?


When the time comes, I will send


them to the police and the local authorities; simultaneously, I will
send them to the editorial offices of all the newspapers, requesting
that they be made public, and to my numerous acquaintances in
Petersburg and in Russia.Oh God, this will kill Varva. And there'll be no Stepan to comfort her.


As for the crime itself, many people sin in the same


way, and live in peace and quiet with their conscience, even
regarding it as one of the inevitable trespasses of youth.🤮


There are crimes that are truly uncomely. With


crimes, whatever they may be, the more blood, the more horror
there is, the more imposing they are, the more picturesque, so to
speak; but there are crimes that are shameful, disgraceful, all horror
aside, so to speak, even far too ungracious...True, most people would rather be murderers than molesters.
#Tikhonisms of the day:
1)But it is as if you already
hate beforehand all those who will read what is described here and
are challenging them to battle.
2) If you are not ashamed to confess
the crime, why are you ashamed of repentance?
3)In sinning,
each man sins against all, and each man is at least partly guilty for
another's sin. There is no isolated sin. And I am a great sinner,
perhaps more than you are
#Quotes of the day:
1) Marya
Timofeevna Lebyadkin, who was something of a servant in those
corners, not yet crazy then, but simply an ecstatic idiot,
2)The sun poured down its rays upon
these islands and this sea, rejoicing over its beautiful children. A
wondrous dream, a lofty delusion! The most incredible vision of all
that have ever been, to which mankind throughout its life has given
all its forces, for which it has sacrificed everything, for which
prophets have died on crosses and been killed, without which people
do not want to live and cannot even die.


    


    
        awaiko (+1)

        Oh my goodness. Let’s put aside the practicalities of getting something like this published, and look at the overarching question of “whhhhyyyyyy?” He wants to set up evidence of not being in his right mind so that he can’t be prosecuted for the terrible things that happened, is that right? Wow. That’s some next-level narcissism. What a terrible person.
I feel like I need a shower to get the horrors of this chapter off me.


    


    
        otherside_b (+1)

        Poor Matroysha. That was a tough read. I didn't really like Nikolai as a character up to now as he seemed arrogant and self-centered, now he also shows that he lacks empathy  and abuses others for his own pleasure. In short, fuck this guy!
In some ways I'm kind of disappointed that Nikolai just seems to be a pretty standard anti-social personality disorder type. I was hoping he was more mentally complex than that but he isn't really. I guess he has a touch of sadism thrown into the mix too.
One thing that sums up Nikolai's is that he puts not responding to a mortal insult in the same realm as literal murder and driving people to their deaths. Not exactly comparing like with like there.
Nikolai keeps repeating that he has absolute control over his will. It seems a bit 'the lady doth protest too much' to me. I don't believe you buddy.
In the conversation with Tikhon it seemed like Nikolai appeared to show some remorse but he then turned the conversation back to how people would respond to him after reading the leaflet. I don't think he is genuinely remorseful.


    

Final Wrap-Up Discussion

    Discussion from r/ClassicBookClub (2024)

Discussion Prompts:
1. What did you think of the novel overall? Did you love, hate it, or somewhere in between?
2. Who was your favourite character in the novel and why?
3. Did you have a favourite moment or chapter from the book that comes to mind?
4. What do you think Dostoevsky is trying to convey about revolutions and revolutionaries in the novel?
5. Now that we have read the entire novel, who or what do you think is/are the demons referred to in the title?
6. So many characters died here. Do you think that was a useful story tool, or was it too excessive?
7. Dostoevsky has a reputation for being quite a depressing author to read. This book to me felt particularly bleak. Did you feel the same? Do you feel like there are any positive messages in the novel?
8. Any other comments to share on the book?
Thanks to all of our readers for participating and sharing your thoughts and opinions on the novel. We hope you can join us for our next read along of The Age of Innocence starting Monday!
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        Environmental_Cut556 (+12)

        1. I think we all know where I stand on this one 😅
2. Character I find the most interesting: Nikolai
- Character I love to hate: Petrusha
- Character I’d have a beer with: Kirillov (the conversation would be so fantastically weird)
- Character I think is the best person: Shatov or Mavriky
- Character I’d trust to get sh*t done: Varvara
- Character I want to be my fun uncle: Stepan
3 Pyotr’s unhinged rant to Stavrogin about “you are the sun and I am your worm,” wherein he reveals the role he has planned for Nikolai after the revolution, always sticks with me. I think it’s when Pyotr stops looking like a little shit and starts looking like a true psychopath. Close runners up are the big meet-up at Varvara’s and the literary fete, both of which are pure, unbridled mayhem.
4 I think he’s conveying that revolutionary feelings can get hijacked by bad actors very easily, no matter how valid the grievances or good the intentions. I also think he’s portraying the dangers in getting too tangled up in theory and losing sight of the real world and the people who live it.
5 Nihilism and a disconnection from moral feeling. I don’t think Pyotr and his gang are “demons” themselves so much as a vector for transmission.
6 Objectively? It’s probably excessive, but it’s in aid of Dostoevsky making his point. I love Dosto and 19th century literature in general, so obviously I quite like drama. But when I got to the death of Marya and Baby Shatov the first time, I did start feeling run-down and sad. (Plus I initially read At Tikhon’s after finishing the book—I remember closing the book, walking home from the cafe, flopping face down on the couch next to my husband, and sighing: “Jeeeeeesus Christ…”) You certainly can’t accuse Dosto of being too understated!
7 This might be his most depressing book (though of course that perception will vary from reader to reader), but it’s not all bad news. We had characters like Shatov, Kirillov, Mavriky, and Anton who pushed back against Pyotr’s machinations, or at least refused to be seduced by him. We had the sweetness of Shatov’s reunion with his wife and his not only forgiving her for stepping out on him, but adopting her son no questions asked. We saw just about every single one of Shatov’s murders either refuse to participate or freak out afterward, indicating they each have a functioning conscience (well…in Liputin’s case, it was more a sense of self preservation lol). We had Stepan and Varvara reuniting—however briefly—despite how hard Pyotr worked to sever their bond. Sure, most of the good got killed or had their lives ruined, but it’s clear that Dosto doesn’t consider human nature to be invariably cruel.
8 So thankful I had the opportunity to read this book with so many other people. Thank you, everybody!!!


    


    
        Bruno_Inc (+9)

        1. Maybe I need a few weeks to get rid of the recency bias, but right now I would say it is my new favorite novel.
2. Pyotr Stepanowitsch is my favorite character. His silly shenanigans made me laugh a lot and his relentless pursuit of his idea made the Novel very thrilling. I loved Kirillov as well.
3. Kirillov playing with the kid, Pyotr being extremely rude, the literary fete or just the whole escalation of events toward the end of the novel.
4. That revolutionary settings are a breeding ground for people with ill intent to manipulate crowds of people to act for their benefit.
5. Ideas, that take a hold of people, consume them, much like getting possessed by demons, I think.
6. I liked how the high death count drove home the point that revolutions can do massive damage.
7. It was quite bleak, but I found this his funniest novel as well, so this contrast was very enjoyable to read. At least no one died of consumption, which I always found particularly bleak in his other novels.
Thank you all for reading along, these threads were a highlight every day for the past months for me.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+3)

        - “…right now I would say it is my new favorite novel.”
This makes my day. Glad you enjoyed it so much! :)


    


    
        hocfutuis (+10)

        I enjoyed it, but as with all the Dostoevsky's I've read, I spend far too much time repeatedly saying 'wtf?' and missing much of the deeper points. Very grateful to the group for explaining so much!
There were so many characters to keep up with, and they all had varying degrees of good and bad. Pyotr was just so bad, I cannot say I liked him, but he absolutely was memorable  . Definite soft spot for Stepan, Varvara, Shatov and Kirillov though.
The demons seemed to be ideas. People take them, and twist them, and turn them, and make them into all kinds of things that poison people's minds.
A lot of the themes seemed scarily current tbh. It did seem in a lot of ways to foresee the Revolution and what came afterwards, which was interesting to see.
As ever, thank you to everyone for joining in, you're all so good at explaining things! Looking forward to our next read.


    


    
        Fweenci (+9)

        Aw, man, I'm going to miss this book. It's definitely on my read-again list. I agree the ending was bleak, but I've been feeling bleak these past few weeks, so it was a strange comfort.
I choose to believe Pyotr did not get away with everything. In my head, he's on the run and will be caught and brought to justice, living in anguish over his failed plans and impending doom. No other scenarios will be considered, thank you.
I've never read Dostoevsky before except for Crime and Punishment which I read just before we started this, because I heard Demons is not a good place to start with his writing. I guess I'm a fan now. Since I already own, but have not yet read The Idiot, that will be my next Dostoevsky.  I hear a lot about The Brothers Karamov (sp?), so that'll be next. I look forward to reading the archived read along comments for those three books.
Thanks to everyone who wrote detailed analysis for this book. I didn't comment much, but I enjoyed following along.


    


    
        Environmental_Cut556 (+5)

        Glad you liked the book! Dostoevsky comforts me when I’m in a bleak mood too. He’s really good for that.
I hope you enjoy The Idiot too! Dostoevsky was going through some stuff while he was writing it, so the pacing in the middle part is not to everyone’s taste (though if you didn’t mind the philosophical discussions in Demons, you’ll probably be fine with it), but the beginning and end will stick with you forever :)
TBK is amazing. If you read it after the others, you’ll see how it functions as the culmination of all the ideas he explored in his earlier novels.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+7)

        1. I’m glad I’ve read it. 
2. I think this was my main gripe. There wasn’t one character I really felt empathy for. Would’ve loved Fedka to do a number on a few of them and get some revenge for the lower classes - who all the characters treated with contempt, even though they were trying to organise a revolution using them).
3. I almost wish I hadn’t read At Tikhon’s. It is the most memorable of all the chapters. I think it was the right decision to edit it out as it made the whole novel unbalanced.
4. I think the novel is anti nihilism and anti atheism. But as atheism has evolved so much from this point, with humanists showing there is something worth having a moral compass for, it rings pretty hollow in the 21st century.
5. I think the demons are the Europe-aligned elites that need to be cast out of Russia. Perhaps having them cast out rather than murdered off by our moralistic author might have been more meaningful.
6. So much death, but it’s not without precedent. Macbeth or Hamlet are an obvious examples. It must link very strongly to the Luke passage about Jesus annihilating the demons. But Russia needing to similarly remove the rotten parts of its society.
7. There were some genuinely hilarious moments. Some of the set pieces were The Office level of cringe. I thought there was enough comedy to offset the depression.
8. Id have liked to see redemption for one of the characters. I thought Shatov might have been the guy but he ended up with the worse of fates. But who am I to question an author we’re all reading 150 years ago!


    


    
        BlackDiamond33 (+6)

        I just want to say I appreciate the posts here that helped me get through this book. It was hard to get into but it picked up towards the end.
I too can see how Dostoevsky is criticizing revolutionaries for lofty ideas with little connection to reality. But he also shows how dangerous this can be because people can be manipulated to kill for it. But is there a limit? In the end they all end up confessing to the police when they are arrested, not dying for a cause themselves.
There was a lot to unwrap with this book and I think it would be even better and more meaningful after a re-read.


    


    
        jigojitoku (+4)

        Excellent point. It’s rarely the intellectuals that pay for the revolution with their lives - it’s the commoners. Once again in this novel it’s the factory workers that get the heavy treatment, although Dosty doesn’t really spend any time with their plight.


    


    
        awaiko (+6)

        I have some really mixed feelings here. Did the novel come together at the end? Sure, yes, I guess so. Is it running last amongst the Dostoevsky that we’ve read together? Also, yes.
Maybe it was on me, I didn’t quite get what the novel was trying to throughout, and it’s only now at the end that I can (sort of) pull all of the threads together and find that tapestry of a narrative. I (madly) want to start over now that I know how it goes and flows, and maybe I would enjoy it more.
I thought the ending was strong. Really strong. I was gripped through the last few chapters and absolutely everything fell apart, it was pure tragedy and I could not look away. Dostoevsky did not let a single character get away without something awful happening to them, he was utterly brutal.
I’m gutted that Shatov was almost getting his redemption arc, and then he’s taken off into the woods and has his brains blown out. It was very sad.
Varvara was fascinating, though I wish that she and Stefan had just … talked to each other? At least they (kind of) confessed their feelings, far too late(!), at the end.
Unlike C&P and TBK, I’m not sure I’d recommend this one.


    


    
        2whitie (+5)

        1. After a few weeks of reflection (I finished a bit early) I'd have to say in-between. When I liked it, I really liked it. When I didn't, it felt like a drag. I do, however, think it did exactly what it wanted to do, which was 1) deliver Dosto's thesis on the need for religion in Russia, 2) interrogate what evil as a movement rather than in the individual (He did that in C&P) and 3) describe how Russia was setting itself up for revolution. 
2. My favorite character to follow was Pyotr, simply because out of all of the characters, he was the one I recognized the most. We all know a version of a Pyotr---whether in real life or as a social media influencer--and Dosto wrote him so viscerally. The character that was my favorite as a person was Mavriky. The dude is a Disney prince, and deserves love and light.   
3. I have a few favorite moments. I really enjoyed the scene of the meeting where Pyotr comes to talk to the revolutionaries. IMO, this is the moment that all the set pieces tie in together, and the reader truly understands what every single character wants. It also hit just the right notes of comedic and chilling. The creepiest moment was the scene after Kirillov's death. That was....something else. 
4. I think that Dosto wanted to communicate that a Russian Revolution would be damaged from the start, simply because the ideals of a possible Russian Revolution (that, as we modern readers know, did happen) would be ideals borrowed from the West, and therefore not really suited to Russia. As a result, bad things would come of such a revolution. As a general principal, he also argues that if revolution should occur, it is easily hijacked by people who stand to gain from the violence, evil actors, and bad philosophy.
5. The "demons" seemed to be blind loyalty to a nebulous philosophy; the type of blind loyalty, ambition, and anger that convince many to murder a man they have known for years. Pyotr brought these demons into town, they were cast out when the town came to their sense, and will likely pop up in the next town Pyotr reaches. 
6. My first thought was excessive. Then the more I thought about it, I would say useful. The story was about the effects of evil actors corrupting a revolution. When you think about the millions thatwill/did die in Russia's revolutions....Dosto's death count was about right. 
7. I think the tone was actually about right. I read a lot of fantasy, and right now, grimdark is a trend in publishing, so Demons was actually nowhere near the most depressing thing I've read within the last few years. I mean, it could be a bit of a bummer, but it also had a lot of ridiculous scenes.  
8. I am very, very, very glad to have read this with a group. I missed a lot when I was reading that everyone else seemed to think was obvious, and my reading experience was better for it. I would also now pay monies for a cool lil documentary to be made on this book that discusses what Dosto got right about the coming revolutions and what he got wrong. Also, maybe have a religion expert take a crack at it?


    


    
        Aeiexgjhyoun_III (+5)

        

What did you think of the novel overall? Did you love, hate it, or somewhere in between?

Somewhere in between. So far this is my least favourite Dostoyevsky work. It was great for the first two parts but began to feel like a marathon at the end. Not just that, but the third part mostly jettisons our favourite characters to focus solely on Pyotr and friends when I would have preferred a more interwoven narrative that involved Stepan and others into these schemes rather than them being abandoned by the narrative. Finally I feel the book doesn't really give us much of a reaction to events character wise, we don't know how Dasha feels about the loss of her brother, we can't get any insight into Varva's mind, we don't see the lead up to Nik's suicide nor any other indepth pov's. I think this was because of our second person narrator who's an individual within the story.


Who was your favourite character in the novel and why?

Stepan. Though I hated how he treated Varva for years. He's by far the most eccentric and entertaining character. I admire how he stuck to his beliefs to the end, even going so far as to question God and heaven while on his death bed.


Did you have a favourite moment or chapter from the book that comes to mind?

I did like the part at Tikhon's. The story of the abused girl really tugged at my heart strings more so than any of the other characters sans Stepan.


What do you think Dostoevsky is trying to convey about revolutions and revolutionaries in the novel?

That they are like the demons that were cast out of the Geresene demonic and into the pigs. Stepan's neglect of Pyotr festered and bubbled up within his heart and he unleashed it on his "followers" in this town, corrupting them.


So many characters died here. Do you think that was a useful story tool, or was it too excessive?

Excessive. I felt mostly enough which was a surprise. With how much I was anticipating deaths Liza's and Stepan's should have hit me hard. But I hated Liza too much to care and Stepan's while emotionally initially was blunted by Shatov's wife's death.


Dostoevsky has a reputation for being quite a depressing author to read. This book to me felt particularly bleak. Did you feel the same? Do you feel like there are any positive messages in the novel?

Not too bleak in my view. A bleak view of humanity perhaps but I'm desensitised from tragedy due to my subscription to r/AYearOfMythology


    


    
        vhindy (+5)

        1. I’m warmish on the novel. There’s a bit too much fluff in this one for me but you can deny that it had some powerful moments. It was setting itself up for something great in the last section right after Shatov’s murder and kinda derailed a bit. I did like the last chapter though.
I’d say it’s good not great for me.
2. Despite everything, probably Stavrogin, he seemed to be the one who at least struggled with his own terrible decision making and “knew” better and still choose to do evil anyways. Probably the most deep character in the book, despite him have relatively little screen time. Most of the time it’s people talking about him.
3. At Tikhon’s stands out, the murder of Shatov, the birth of Ivan, and the conclusion all stand out at this point but I’m thinking of others the more I think about it as well.
4. It’s a warning against political radicalism and atheism. Frankly, I’m inclined to agree with both. Everything is turned up to a 10 here, but I think the criticisms are the same.
If there is an absence of God in a society, religion doesn’t disappear. It just gets channeled into something else. I could give examples but I’ll keep the thread light because I think most here would disagree with me. 😅
5. Well there was clear allusion to demonic imagery. I think or Stavrogin with his nightmares, I think of Kirillov with his twisted face as kills himself. I generally think it’s used in the same way we use demons in today’s society, “I’m battling my demons” and so forth.
The ideas are the demons that slowly corrupt the people they take hold of.
6. It wasn’t until the end, I didn’t find it excessive except for killing of Shatov’s wife and baby. Those two seemed unnecessary.
7. I didn’t feel that way as much with Crime and Punishment by the end. This one seems as if it’s meant to be more of a warning so the bleakness of it feeds into that.
8. Thanks for the read along y’all. Looking forward to the next


    


    
        vigm (+3)

        Yes, it’s a bit bleak for me. If I read classic books because I actually want to time travel, Dostoevsky world is not one that I would really choose to travel to.
And as a modern, Western, liberal atheist I suspect that Dostoevsky would not actually want me to visit and spread my demonic ideas. I think he was wrong about atheism, but he was a man of his times.
In some ways Demons is giving some of the same warnings as Tale of Two Cities - revolutions start off as noble causes, but they quickly become ugly and even the good at heart who supported the original cause end up suffering. And well meaning intellectuals and foreigners who mess around stirring up trouble when they don’t understand the real lives of the common people can end up doing the most harm of all.
I still like Nikolai the best. I think he had it in him to change and become a consistent force for good. And Darya was a real sweetie who could have helped him.
I actually don’t know anyone anything like Pyotr, Shatov or any of the others, so I didn’t find them very realistic characters. But I know someone a little like Nikolai, and I have a little bit of Darya in me, so I found them more compelling characters.


    


    
        GigaChan450 (+3)

        Need some time for it to sink in ... this book is quite disturbing. It made me feel empty.
The final note that the doctors dismissed insanity as Nikolay's cause of suicide was so creepy. It's as if a person who reaches the conclusion of suicide thru reason alone (like Nikolay and Kirillov, presumably), is not insane?
Can suicide ever be sane?


    


    
        Alyssapolis (+2)

        1. What did you think of the novel overall? Did you love, hate it, or somewhere in between?
I didn’t love it per se but enjoyed it thoroughly and would like to read again.
2. Who was your favourite character in the novel and why?
I actually enjoyed many of the characters, so I’m going to name a few!
I have a soft-spot for romantic and philosophical characters, even if they take it to a point of disconnection, ignorance, or delusion, so I particularly liked Stepan. He didn’t do great in the real world working with real people (especially Varvara and Pyotr), but I loved how he would alternate between excessive pompousness, cleverness, buffoonery, and surprising vulnerability. I especially appreciated his revelations at the end, finally finding his humility and acknowledging he was part of (even leading, though that’s a little less humble) the problem.
I also mentioned before how I love Shatov’s awkwardness but I also liked his perspective, naivety, and psychological struggle. He seemed to struggle in a similar way as Kirillov, but he instead remained humble and grounded. Too bad it didn’t work out better for him.
Varvara was a spitfire and I liked her a lot too. She was powerful, fearsome, and also extremely fragile which made her very interesting and heartbreaking.
I also liked Anton a lot. I think he was the most jilted out of any character though, his character slowly being revealed as we went along, but then completely abandoned by the end. I wonder why the story was even told by his perspective as opposed to omniscient narrative? Especially since that would solve many of the questions of ‘how the heck would he know that?’
Finally, I found Pyotr and Liza extremely interesting to read about. They weren’t necessarily my favourite characters but they were absolutely my favourite to read. Stepan was probably my least favourite to actually read, due to all the French 😂
3. Did you have a favourite moment or chapter from the book that comes to mind?
I mentioned before that I loved the ‘At Tikhon’s’ chapter due to the thoughts it raised.
I can’t name them all, but I really loved the humour peppered throughout the entire book.
I also quite liked the entire beginning section, pre-arrival of the kids. I am one of those who felt the love between Stepan and Varvara was real, and actually enjoyed the tragic break-down of their relationship (not as in I wanted it to happen, but as in it it made the characters actions and emotions more palpable). It’s also a good example of what happens when ego succeeds over love, which is such an unfortunately reoccurring tragedy in humanity. So I enjoyed all the parts that dealt with this too.
4. What do you think Dostoevsky is trying to convey about revolutions and revolutionaries in the novel?
I didn’t have any strong thoughts on this but I enjoyed reading everyone else’s interpretations.
5. Now that we have read the entire novel, who or what do you think is/are the demons referred to in the title?
I had felt that it was referring to a darkness that manifests differently in different characters. Basically, anything a person had to struggle with that kept them from being a ‘good’ or productive person.
For instance, I think Stepan’s demon was considering his ideas more important than finding actual applications or connecting to reality in any way. He found the solution to this (actually admitting his love to Varvara and seeing his role in the decline of the new generation) too late, and this demon eventually killed him.
Pyotr’s demon seems to be his desire for control, as many of his actions didn’t appear to be fully thought through, and the actual actions only secondary to the fact that he made them happen. Pyotr did not seem to fight this demon at all, and this is what caused so much destruction.
Nikolai had the clearest struggle with his demon (indifference) and finally ‘bested’ it through his suicide (though interestingly Tikhon gave him an alternative).
Liza’s demon was obsession with Nikolai, which not only ruined her life but also lead to her death.
Varvara’s was harder for me to consider, but I think her demon was image. Her happiness seemed stunted by her avoidance toward looking foolish (not maintaining her magazine, not admitting her love to Stepan, getting so caught up in society, etc)
Shatov was the only one I think who fought successfully against his demon (of denying God/Russia), but was done in by the demons of others.
That all being said, I’ve since read the introduction written by my versions co-translator (Richard Pevear), he identifies the demon as an idea that infects, using Pyotr especially as the vector of this idea: 


“… Petrusha Verkhovensky and the rest, turn out in both comparisons to be, not demons, not demoniacs, but the herd of swine. The demons, then, are ideas, that legion of isms that came to Russia from the West: idealism, rationalism, empiricism, materialism, utilitari-anism, positivism, socialism, anarchism, nihilism, and, underlying them all, atheism. To which the Slavophils opposed their notions of the Russian earth, the Russian God, the Russian Christ, the “light from the East,” and so on.“

I like this interpretation.
6. So many characters died here. Do you think that was a useful story tool, or was it too excessive?
I hadn’t thoughts on this, but someone else here mentioned that the deaths can be representative of the true repercussions of the actions of Pyotr and those he influenced, and I like this interpretation.
7. Dostoevsky has a reputation for being quite a depressing author to read. This book to me felt particularly bleak. Did you feel the same? Do you feel like there are any positive messages in the novel?
I felt like this book was right full of cautionary tales, which I consider positive. I think?
Anyway, thanks for everyone’s insights on this book, it really helped me understand! I’m sad I wasn’t able to keep up at the end so I missed some great discussions during the heaviest parts. But it was a lot of fun being a part of this group!
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