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On the methods of the disciplinary stage
of social revolution:
guerrilla experience in France and Ukraine

A fundamental characteristic of the initial stage of social revolution is the rapid
destruction of the ancien régime’s microphysics. As convincingly demonstrated in the
early 20th century by the research of Augustin Cabanes and Lucien Nass (Cabanes,
Nass, 1906), as well as Pitirim Sorokin (Sorokin, 1925), this process is accompanied
by a widespread decline in public discipline. The authority of norms gives way to the
power of anomie, resulting in the proliferation of anomies throughout the social body;,
rather than disciplines.

Such revolutionary mutations become possible primarily due to the revolutionary
forces’ dismantling of the old regime’s bureaucracy and apparatus of suppression.
Societal oversight ceases, and the suppression of various unlawful, anti-government,
and anti-social activities becomes either sporadic or entirely absent. This period also
sees the delegitimization of the pre-revolutionary form of domination, the collapse of
hierarchical systems, and a crisis in the former value system. All these factors create
conditions for revolutionary individuals to violate social norms. These individuals
arbitrarily begin to demarcate between the permissible and the forbidden (Durkheim,
1926: p. II), which not only amplifies manifestations of revolutionary neurosis but also
deepens societal desolidarization.

It’s crucial to note, however, that within the power vacuum at both national and
regional levels, particular social groups — the subject of research interest for Alexis de
Tocqueville (de Tocquevill, 1856), Hippolyte Taine (Taine, 1885), and Augustin Cochin
(Cochin, 1921) — begin to seek ways to overcome the prevailing anomie. Encompass-
ing parts of the fragmented social body, these sociétés de pensée form the core of fac-
tions engaging in a struggle to shape a new social order (Cochin, 1921: pp. 239-244).
Characteristically, the higher the level of societal desolidarization, the more such a
struggle acquires the features of civil war. In turn, successfully prosecuting this type of
conflict demands from the factions’ command centers constant support and expan-
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sion of their own domination over the revolutionized masses. This is achieved through
the creation of a disciplinary system designed to enhance the effectiveness of the army;,
the apparatus of suppression, and the war economy (Weber, 1922: SS. 124-128). Con-
currently, tradition and ideology play a significant role here, as they ensure the moral
cohesion of these factions.

One well-known phenomenon of civil war is the confrontation between the forces
of the new revolutionary order and local guerrilla groups. An examination of the
military-theoretical underpinnings of this struggle reveals its interconnectedness with
the panoptic model, once meticulously dissected by Michel Foucault. It suffices to
recall that, in the French philosopher’s view, the domain of panopticism is the realm
of irregular bodies (Foucault, 1975: p. 210), which expands maximally during
revolutionary anomie.

In this sense, examining anti-guerrilla methods through the lens of the panoptic
model is of particular interest. This allows for tracing the mechanisms of pacifying the
insurgent field during the disciplinary stage of the revolution. Accordingly, the
operation of these mechanisms will be demonstrated through the suppression of the
Vendée Uprising (1793-1796) and the establishment of Bolshevik power in Ukraine
(1919-1922).

The Core Principles of Anti-Partisan Struggle

While instances of guerrilla actions can be found in Antiquity and the Middle
Ages, the theoretical conceptualization of this type of warfare only began in the 18th
century. During this period, European military thought developed the principles of
petite guerre. As an important complement to other forms of military effort, such as
manoeuvre, open battle, and siege, petty warfare primarily aimed to disrupt the
enemy’s magazine system, conduct reconnaissance of the theatre of war, and strike at
individual enemy detachments and outposts. For example, Maurice de Saxe, a classical
military theorist of the first half of the 18th century, advocated for gradually exhausting
an enemy constrained by siege operations through small incursions, thereby creating
conditions for a successful riposte by the main forces of the active army (de Saxe, 1756:
pp- 123-125). This technique of small bleedings, however, demanded from military
commanders a thorough knowledge of the terrain, tactical flexibility, and the ability
to assemble a detachment from the most capable lower ranks. Among the most notable
classical theorists of small war, one could highlight Armand-Francois de La Croix (de
La Croix, 1752), Thomas Auguste de Grandmaison (de Grandmaison, 1758), and the
Comte de La Roche (Comte de La Roche, 1770a, b).

Concurrently, across the Atlantic, a more radical form of petty warfare developed,
known as guerre sauvage. Beginning in the 17th century, small groups of North
American Indigenous peoples regularly ambushed colonists and brutally destroyed
their frontier settlements and forts (Lee et al., 2021: p. 36). Significantly, while petty
warfare on the European continent aimed to undermine the enemy army’s combat
effectiveness, the actions of Indigenous peoples in the New World severely depleted
the colonists’ human and economic potential. This considerably complicated the
European process of territorial expansion. It’s also worth noting several characteristic
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features of the North American Indigenous peoples” style of warfare: fighting in
familiar geographical conditions, Indigenous groups executed rapid attacks, sought to
avoid prolonged campaigns, and strived to minimize casualties (Ibid: pp. 37-39).

The first form, petty warfare, continued to be developed up until the second half of
the 19th century, as the nature of European conflicts gravitated towards cabinet wars.
Notably, prominent military thinkers such as Philippe de San Juan (de San Juan, 1822),
Karl von Decker (von Decker, 1822), Friedrich Wilhelm von Bismarck (von Bismarck,
1820) and Friedrich Wilhelm Riistow (Riistow, 1864) advanced the theory of petty
warfare. Nevertheless, against the backdrop of intensifying colonial expansion,
European military circles urgently faced the challenge of finding effective methods to
combat indigenous populations whose operational methods mirrored those of the
Indian Wars. This spurred the development of anti-partisan action theory, the
foundations of which were laid in the late 19th century by Sir Charles Edward Callwell
(Callwell, 1899).

The subsequent 20th century was marked not only by two total wars but also
became an era of permanent guerrilla warfare, erupting in various parts of the world.
From South Africa to Latin America, and from North Africa to Siberia — everywhere,
against a backdrop of increasing socio-political instability, one could observe fierce
confrontations between partisans and regular military units.

Initially, knowledge concerning this form of warfare was largely the domain of
commanders such as Lawrence of Arabia, Mao Zedong, and Ernesto Che Guevara, as
well as lesser-known military figures. These individuals were frequently compelled to
discover methods of countering their vis-d-vis in the form of insurgent leaders through
trial and error. However, from the mid-20th century onwards, this practical knowledge
became the subject of profound academic reflection. To this day, there remains a
sustained interest in the study of guerrilla and counter-guerrilla actions, particularly
within the synthesis of military theory and the social sciences. Among the most
significant contributions to this field are works by William Pomeroy (Pomeroy, 1968),
Walter Laqueur (Laqueur, 1977), Robin Corbett (Corbett, 1986), Anthony James Joes
(Joes, 1996), James Arnold (Arnold, 2009) and Benjamin Swenson (Swenson, 2023).

Guerrilla warfare itself should be classified as a form of non-trinitarian warfare,
characterized by a disruption of the equilibrium among the elements of Carl von
Clausewitz’s trinity (van Creveld, 1991: pp. 49-57). In such conflicts, the government
and the army are compelled to contend with insurgents who are deeply integrated with
the social body. During periods of political stability, this struggle manifests as a
confrontation between intelligence agencies and revolutionary groups. Conversely,
during times of social revolution, particularly during civil wars, the forces of order
must engage in full-scale and often extremely fierce combat operations against partisan
formations. From the perspective of this study, a detailed examination of the second
case is required.

Accordingly, the government faces the emergence of a localized insurgent field. Its
key actors are the partisans themselves, along with the civilian population, which can
be further categorized as sympathetic, indifferent, and, to a lesser extent, hostile to-
wards the armed rebels. Possessing intimate knowledge of the terrain and the local
community — in other words, mastering the microphysics of their natural environ-
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ment — guerrillas gain the ability to extend and wield power within specific territories.
This, however, necessitates finding the optimal organizational structure for the resist-
ance movement, developing mechanisms for overseeing both the local community
and the adversary, conducting extensive ideological and cultural work among the pop-
ulation, establishing a supply system for partisan formations, and continuously refin-
ing tactics and devising a strategy for anti-government actions (Zedong, 1992: p. 351).
Should these conditions be met, the insurgents establish a regime of asymmetry with-
in the controlled territory. Upon entering such a zone, government forces find them-
selves in an absolute fog of war, where every element of the insurgent field — whether
natural or social — constitutes an object of the partisans’ active knowledge. Thus, a
polyopticon is formed within the rebellious territory!, allowing attempts at govern-
ment invasion to be countered through solidary observation of the terrain (Felstead et
al., 2005: pp. 82-85).

Significantly, in his lecture “National and Class Strategy”, delivered on December
24,1919, at the Red Army General Staff Academy, Commander Mikhail Tukhachevsky
noted that only the rapid occupation of a rebellious region — before an insurgent army
could form within its borders — ensured the suppression of the aforementioned
asymmetry and minimized the potential threat of a localized resistance movement
escalating into a full-blown civil war faction (Tukhachevsky, 1964: pp. 33-37). As Mao
Zedong observed, the latter strives to transform controlled territories into regions of
“progress and light” and extend its activities into the enemy’s rear — areas of
“backwardness and darkness”. In the context of anti-partisan operations, such a war
acquires a jigsaw pattern with pockets of rebellion and order, and typically unfolds in
two distinct phases (Zedong, 1992: p. 351).

In the initial phase, regular forces often adopt an annihilation strategy, aiming to
neutralize the rebel’s combatants. Paradoxically, this approach tends to entangle
government forces in a protracted war of attrition against mobile guerrilla groups
deeply embedded within the local populace (Paul, 1994: pp. 24-30). Moreover, the
impulse to decisively eliminate dispersed insurgents dun seul coup results in a
geographical fragmentation of the regular army’s efforts across various pockets of
resistance, consequently impeding their ability to firmly establish control within the
rebellious territory. Any success achieved by government forces at this stage of the
conflict is highly contingent. For example, even if they manage to occupy specific areas
of the rebellious zone, the regular army’s communication lines will remain under

1 The concept of the polyopticon was introduced by Alan Felstead, Nick Jewson, and Sally Walters
in their work Changing Places of Work. In their research on modern office spaces, they concluded:
“The polyopticon, then, entails the potentiality for all-round, 360-degree, observation by both senior
and junior co-workers at all times. Whereas the panopticon institutionalized centralized vision by
figures of authority, the polyopticon entails decentralized visibility by all and sundry. As one
respondent remarked: it’s a goldfish bowl” (Felstead et al., 2005: pp. 84). In the context of guerrilla
warfare, the traditional office environment is replaced by a specific geographical zone, typically rural.
Within this zone, local residents provide comprehensive support to the guerrillas, supplying them
with information, provisions, and shelter. This widespread assistance allows insurgents not only “to
see” their operational area but also to effectively utilize it for their objectives. This dynamic logically
aligns with Mao Zedong’s assertion that “guerrilla fighters should feel like a fish in water”.
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constant threat. Conversely, the defeat of large insurgent formations is frequently
incomplete rebels can literally dissolve into the local environment, replenish their
supplies and ranks using local resources, and subsequently initiate a new phase of the
struggle. Often, the functioning of a rebel polyopticon leads to a state of moral
disequilibrium within government forces’ command. As a result, they resort to a
disciplinary method of terror (Sorokin, 1925: p. 39), targeting civilians suspected of
supporting the insurgents.

The limited efficacy of this method was observed as early as by Gustave Le Bon.
Critiquing the Bismarckian principle — which posited that war must be made so
horrific for civilians that they would plead for peace — the French social psychologist
rightly concluded that prolonged terror merely engenders hatred for the invaders and
a desire to fight them to the bitter end (Le Bon, 1916: pp. 291-293). It is crucial to add
that the resolve to continue resistance is further amplified by the inability of government
forces to firmly establish themselves in the area. Disciplinary techniques other than
executions are either not yet implemented or are only being developed as isolated
initiatives. Consequently, the population and the partisans do not perceive the iron
hand of order. In these circumstances, terror should be viewed as an attempt to assert
authority over the social body without acquiring knowledge about it. This method is
realized through public or clandestine executions, wherein the physical elimination of
individuals from the insurgent domain acts as both an act of extermination and a
display of state authority. Fundamentally, this terror straightforwardly seeks to
establish a power asymmetry beneficial to government troops.

Conversely, the second phase of counter-partisan warfare sees government forces
shift towards a strategy of attrition. As Hans Delbriick posited, a military commander
adopting this approach acknowledges a balance of power, thus aiming not to annihi-
late the adversary but rather to wear them down through various attacks, thereby com-
pelling them to accept moderate terms (Delbriick, 1920: S. 334). The central question
in a strategy of attrition is how to inflict damage upon the enemy while minimizing
risks to one’s own army and populace. In the context of counter-partisan operations
and Foucault’s ideas, this question can be rephrased: Which disciplinary methods en-
able the most effective economy of power within rebellious territory? Or, to simplify
entirely: How can the power asymmetry be restored in favour of the government? Fig-
uratively, the answer is that the insurgent body requires not terror, but a straitjacket.

Delbriick noted that in a strategy of attrition, particular emphasis is placed on the
capture or defence of fortresses, which historically secured dominance over specific
areas (Delbriick, 1920: S. 501). From the perspective of counter-partisan operations, a
fortress or any fortified position represents a disciplinary point — a space isolated
from the polyopticon, serving as a base for observing and suppressing the insurgent
field. The challenge, however, lies in the fact that during the first phase of counter-
partisan actions, the functionality of such strongholds is severely hampered by the
jigsaw pattern of the conflict. Government forces are dispersed, their supply lines are
under threat, disciplinary mechanisms are underdeveloped, and insurgents fiercely
resist regular forces.

Significant shifts, however, occur during the second phase of the confrontation
when government forces address the jigsaw pattern by employing the method of
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cordon placement for disciplinary points (Joes, 2004: pp. 60, 100, 223). The dense line
of panoptic objects thus created establishes a clear demarcation between the areas of
rebellion and order, effectively placing insurgent bodies under military-social
quarantine (Foucault, 1975: p. 217). The density of this arrangement enhances the
capacity for panoptic vision, enabling forces of order to more effectively acquire
knowledge about the intervals between strongholds. Similarly, regular units can
respond more swiftly to any tactical challenges within these intervals.

As a result, the rebellious areas, which once constituted a fog of war and the
foundation of the polyopticon, now come under continuous surveillance, classification,
and evaluation - in other words, government forces are constantly scrutinizing the
areas entrusted to them (Foucault, 1975: pp. 186-187). Technically, the disciplining of
these intervals occurs through constant patrolling, targeted elimination of partisan
groups, the establishment of an intelligence network for gathering information about
the local community, and finally, collaboration with civilians, their disarmament, or
expulsion from the rebellious territory (Small Unit Tactics, 1964: pp. 292-295). This
process gradually separates the civilian population from the insurgents, thereby
diminishing the guerrillas’ capacity to resist government forces (Arnold, 2009: pp.
246-248). In essence, the polyopticon is dismantled by the panopticon. Just as a
straitjacketslowly suppressesa patient’s will to resist, adisciplinary cordon methodically
advancing through insurgent territory systematically pacifies the rebellious spirit.

In conclusion, counter-insurgency warfare represents a evolution from the fanatical
principle of “caedite eos” to the rational principle of “definite eos”: the infernal invasion,
characterized by its executions of civilians, is replaced by a pacifying infiltration that
effectively separates the insurgent from the civilian. In essence, guerrilla warfare is a
struggle for power asymmetry over the hearts and minds of a specific geographical
area. Success in this conflict directly depends on a side’s ability to penetrate the fabric
of the local social body and methodically envelop it through disciplines. For this
reason, the solidarity based polyopticon will inevitably be superseded by the panopticon
and the critical question remains which of the two sides in the guerrilla conflict will
first achieve this state.

On the Stages of Insurgency Suppression
in France and Ukraine

An examination of the history of the Vendée Uprising and the peasant rebellions
in Ukraine readily reveals similarities in the counter-insurgency approaches adopted
by Republican forces and the Bolsheviks, respectively. This congruence should not be
surprising, as Bolshevik leaders were significantly influenced by the French Revolution
and adapted its experiences to the conditions of the 1917-1921 Russian Civil War.

The Vendée Uprising erupted in March 1793 on the left bank of the Loire,
encompassing Anjou, and both Upper and Lower Poitou. This region was truly unique:
geographically, it presented an ideal terrain for guerrilla warfare, characterized by a
forested landscape interspersed with ravines and hollows, along with salt marshes and
small canals; socio-structurally, it was fertile ground for counter-revolutionary
sentiments: the local peasantry maintained strong spiritual and economic ties with
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their priests and seigneurs, even continuing to faithfully fulfill feudal obligations long
after their official abolition. It is therefore unsurprising that when the Revolution
introduced the levée en masse and persecution of the Catholic clergy to this region,
with its entrenched patriarchal-feudal order, the local community revolted (Thiers,
1866: pp. 502-503).

During the first phase of the Vendée War (April 1793 — February 1795), Republican
forces failed to suppress the initial outbreaks of rebellion. This led to the formation of
localized insurgent units, which subsequently coalesced into the Catholic and Royal
Army. For over half a year, the rebels engaged the forces of revolutionary order with
fluctuating success. The Republican army, dispersed across a vast territory, conducted
poorly planned concentric offensives that proved ineffective in decisively defeating the
Vendéen formations (de Pétigny, 1908: pp. 236-237). Conversely, the Vendéens,
relying on local resources and maintaining strong internal cohesion, launched
counterattacks that demoralized their adversaries. Only after the defeat at Cholet on
October 15, 1793, was a portion of the Catholic Army forced to abandon its primary
operational area and open a new theatre of war on the right bank of the Loire.

The insurgent actions of the Vendéens provoked a severe response from the
authorities. Between November 1793 and February 1794, Commissioner Jean-Baptiste
Carrier initiated a terror campaign in Nantes against “enemies of the Revolution™
Concurrently, military revolutionary commissions began operating, summarily
sentencing to death participants of the rebellion who had been routed at Le Mans
(December 12-13, 1793) and Savenay (December 23, 1793) (Wallon, 1889: p. 408).
However, the most extreme manifestation of this terror policy was the offensive of
General Louis Marie Turreau’s colonnes infernales from January to May 1794: twelve
columns crisscrossed the Vendée concentrically, annihilating local inhabitants,
including women and children, and setting ablaze villages, hamlets, forests, and
heathlands (Stoftlet, 1875: pp. 173-179,201-205). These direct actions did not suppress
the rebellion; instead, they merely intensified the local population’s resolve to continue
the fight under the leadership of commanders from the Catholic Army who had
survived the virée de Galerne. The war thus persisted, and even the signing of the peace
treaty at La Jaunaye on February 17, 1795, failed to halt hostilities.

The second phase of the Vendée War, from June 1795 to June 1796, is significantly
associated with the Republican General Lazare Hoche. A gifted commander, Hoche
possessed a keen understanding of his adversaries” psychology, which enabled him to
pacify the breakaway region relatively swiftly.

Primarily, Hoche encircled the Sévre and Loire region with a system of forts,
between which regular patrols were conducted. This cordon effectively prevented rebel
forces from passing through, and ahead of this line, mobile detachments were
positioned to rapidly engage any large insurgent formations. Furthermore, wisely
discerning that the Vendéens prioritized their livestock and crops over the cause of
fighting the Republic, Hoche ordered his soldiers to observe every village and hamlet
to seize livestock, grain, and arrest influential residents. Only upon the surrender of
firearms were the peasants’ provisions and animals returned, and hostages released.
Concurrently, an active engagement with priests was undertaken: recognizing their
crucial role in the social fabric of the rebellious region, Hoche commanded his forces
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to establish trusting relationships with the clergy, partly to gain confidential intelligence
on the rebels. Similarly, support was extended to the impoverished peasantry, who
received grain and livestock to develop their farms (Thiers, 1838: pp. 362-364).
Gradually, this pacifying cordon advanced across the Vendée, allowing Hoche to win
the hearts and minds of the region’s inhabitants, thereby undermining support for the
insurgents. By the end of June 1796, the Vendée Uprising was suppressed.

Turning to Ukraine, significant outbreaks of rebellion occurred from the summer
of 1918 to April 1922. It's important to note that Ukraine’s territory was equally
conducive to partisan warfare. The northern mixed forest zone, ideal for ambushes
and offering cover for insurgents, transitions into a steppe zone that demanded high
mobility from rebel detachments. Moreover, the Ukrainian peasant, inherently an
individualistic proprietor and a veteran of the First World War, was prone to rebellious
sentiments at any encroachment on their land or labour products (Savchenko, 2011:
pp- 7-13).

In 1917, these peasants divided the landowners’ land, yet by the following year, they
rose against their former masters who began restoring their estates after Hetman Pavlo
Skoropadsky’s government was established, supported by German-Austrian
interventionists. Crucially, the Germans were keen on re-establishing large-scale
landownership, as this was their only means of obtaining essential foodstuffs from
Ukraine for the starving populations of Austria-Hungary and Germany. The
Zvenyhorod-Tarashcha Uprising, which engulfed the southern Kyiv Governorate,
epitomized peasant resistance. Up to 40,000 individuals took up arms, initiating the
liquidation of the Hetmanate administration. Approximately 6,000 of them managed
to break through the encirclement set up by the Ukrainian State Guard and German
forces. These insurgents then crossed the Dnieper River and proceeded to the neutral
zone on the border with the RSFSR, where the Bolsheviks utilized them to form
partisan detachments (Hrytskevych, 2011: pp. 133-134).

It is important, however, not to assume that Bolshevik leaders were inclined to
satisfy peasant aspirations. Following their seizure of Ukraine between January and
June 1919, the Bolsheviks implemented a policy of War Communism, which included
prodrazvyorstka (grain requisitioning) enforced by committees of the poor. This
“crusade for bread”, as Lenin termed it (Ibid: p. 201), met with resolute resistance from
the numerous prosperous Ukrainian peasantries. Consequently, the insurgent
movement, more widely known as atamanshchyna, spread across the Podolian, Kyiv,
Poltava, and Katerynoslav Governorates. This marked the commencement of the first
phase of the Bolsheviks’ struggle against Ukrainian partisans (Savchenko, 2011: pp.
94-96, 99-101, 104-106, 108).

It should be noted that during this period, the Bolsheviks found themselves in a
situation analogous to that of the Republicans during the initial stage of suppressing
the Vendée Uprising: Red Army forces were dispersed throughout Ukraine, rendering
their numbers insufficient to liquidate all pockets of resistance. Significantly, even after
suppressing the large-scale rebellion led by Nykyfor Hryhoriiv, the Bolsheviks faced a
military crisis: Red Army was disintegrating, and work in rural areas became impossible
due to the widespread and extreme ferocity of peasant uprisings (Hrytskevych, 2011:
pp- 235-237).
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Nevertheless, characterized by a drive for organization, the Bolshevik leadership,
even at this early stage of the conflict, laid the groundwork for their eventual victory.
This involved establishing an extensive network of extraordinary commissions, which
effectively functioned as disciplinary points. The personnel of these institutions
engaged in a wide array of activities aimed at solidifying the Bolshevik regime: they
specifically combated speculation and criminal elements, conducted investigative and
surveillance operations, and participated in punitive actions against partisans. This
work was further augmented by extreme, almost bestial, cruelty towards suspects. The
clearly localized “chekist interrogation chambers” often induced a state of terror within
the local community, which, combined with the methodical operations of these
commissions, psychologically undermined the population’s capacity for resistance
(Red Terror, 2013: pp. 256-270).

In Kyiv, for instance, the commission led by General Fyodor Rerberg reported that
approximately 12,000 individuals were killed between late July and late August 1919
(local residents estimated the figure at 30,000-40,000). Eyewitnesses recounted
discovering gruesome scenes within the premises of one of Kyiv’s Cheka facilities,
including hooks with hanged corpses, mutilated bodies bearing carved crosses or
“epaulettes”, or even entirely flayed skin. Reports also circulated of a severed head
preserved in a jar of alcohol (Red Terror, 2010: p. 80). In Chernihiv, 500 individuals
were killed between December 30, 1918, and September 28, 1919, with the majority
being prosperous peasants who had demonstrated defiance and various forms of
resistance to the communists (Ibid: p. 88). Equally horrific events transpired in Odesa,
which Red Army units entered on April 6, 1919. By the end of May, the Extraordinary
Commission had already arrested 1,114 people. Another 1,800 individuals were
arrested in June, and a new wave of arrests occurred in July when the Bolsheviks
officially declared the Red Terror. According to eyewitness accounts, 2,200 people
were killed in May, June, and July (Red Terror, 2013: p. 154). A wide array of torture
methods was employed as means of intimidation, including burying people alive and
placing them on pots with hungry rats.

The subsequent phase of Ukraine’s pacification (January 1920 - April 1922)
synthesized the method of terror with elements of pacification a la Hoche. Due to the
redeployment of forces from other fronts of the Civil War, the Bolsheviks were able to
direct more Red Army units towards combating the atamanshchyna as early as the first
half 0f 1920. Furthermore, in May 1920, Felix Dzerzhinsky, the head of the All-Russian
Extraordinary Commission, personally arrived in Ukraine with 1,400 of his personnel
to suppress the insurgent movement. They orchestrated a new wave of repressions,
resulting in tens of thousands of peasants being executed in the Katerynoslav
Governorate, an area where Nestor Makhno’s partisans were active. It is also significant
that the Bolsheviks mobilized 15,000 ideologically aligned workers into food
requisitioning detachments in Ukraine (Hrytskevych, 2011: pp. 339-340). Finally,
special operations were conducted to eliminate partisan detachments and their leaders,
primarily employing the tactic of internal cordons, wherein rebellious areas were
encircled by large formations (Savchenko, 2006: pp. 380-384).

These measures to strengthen the Bolshevik military-police presence in Ukraine
were complemented by other techniques aimed at pacifying the population. For
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instance, to divide the peasantry, committees of “nezazhitochni” (non-prosperous)
peasants were organized in place of the committees of the poor. These new committees
included not only farm laborers and the destitute but also “seredniaky” (middle
peasants). By empowering these structures with the right to allocate land and inventory
to landless peasants, the Bolsheviks successfully expanded their social base in
the Ukrainian countryside (Hrytskevych, 2011: pp. 341-342). Subsequently, in
February March 1921, a resolution was passed granting amnesty to all who had fought
against Soviet power, provided that former insurgents became loyal citizens of the
Ukrainian SSR (Ibid: p. 515). Asa direct result of these combined efforts, the Bolsheviks
succeeded in suppressing the atamanshchyna by June 1922 (Savchenko, 2011: pp. 355-
356).

In summary, while there are similarities in the development of counter-insurgency
operations in the Vendée and Ukraine, it is crucial to acknowledge significant
differences. Specifically, General Hoche’s methods in the Vendée were primarily aimed
at pacifying the rebellious region. Hoche, known for his benevolent disposition, based
his disciplinary cordon on the principle of cooperation with the rebels, intending to
win their sympathies.

In stark contrast, the Bolsheviks, as heirs to the Jacobins, fused the method of terror
with the disciplinary cordon, further intensifying this synthesis with the technique of
non-public executions. Thus, reprisals against perceived enemies of the regime were
not merely systematic and widespread but also devoid of the theatricality characteristic
of the French Revolution. Individuals “disappeared” into the dungeons of the
extraordinary commissions. These disciplinary strongholds evolved into Kafkaesque
castles that, as it were, “offered not the slightest glimmer of light”. Information regarding
the non-public executions carried out within them disseminated through the
surrounding areas via rumors and brief press notices, fostering an atmosphere of
oppressive uncertainty that psychologically paralyzed rebellious impulses!. It is
important to note that these actions were reinforced by a continuous increase in the
density of the military-police apparatus.

In essence, General Hoche gently permeated the microphysics of the rebellious
community, aiming to eliminate the desire for opposition to authority without
eradicating the distinct identity of the Vendéans. Conversely, the Bolsheviks conducted
a full-scale invasion targeting the physical and ideological suppression of Ukrainian
society, encompassing both urban and rural populations.

! These statements were formed under the impression of the memories of people who survived the
Red Terror, as well as Vladimir Zarubin’s book “The Splinter” (1923), which he wrote after conducting
interviews with employees of the extraordinary commissions. Here are the words this writer put into
the mouth of his character, the Chekist Srubov: “In France, there was the guillotine, public executions.
We have the cellar. Execution is secret. Public executions surround the death of a criminal, even the
most formidable, with an aura of martyrdom, heroism. Public executions agitate, giving moral
strength to the enemy. Public executions leave relatives and loved ones with a corpse, a grave, last
words, a last will, an exact date of death. The executed person, as it were, is not completely destroyed.
Secret execution, in the cellar, without any external effects, without announcing the verdict, sudden,
has an overwhelming effect on enemies. A huge, merciless, all-seeing machine unexpectedly seizes
its victims and grinds them up like in a meat grinder. After the execution, there is no exact day of
death, no last words, no corpse, not even a grave. Emptiness. The enemy is completely annihilated”.
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Conclusions

To summarize, the Panoptic model has been de facto integrated into the framework
of counter-insurgency operations, significantly enhancing their effectiveness (Foucault,
1975: p. 208). Indeed, only by achieving the Panopticon’s core effect - bringing the
insurgent into a state of conscious and constant visibility (Foucault, 1975: p. 202) —
cantheinsurgentfield be suppressed. This is accomplished through the implementation
of a military-social cordon method: a network of disciplinary points physically isolates
the rebellious zone, allowing state forces to progressively examine the social body and
dismantle the polyopticon. Consequently, the cordon advances through knowledge
and the density of combined arms, gradually diminishing the insurgents’ capacity for
effective resistance. The asymmetry of power is thus restored in favor of the forces of
order.

However, researchers must now critically re-evaluate guerrilla theory and the
capacity of insurgents to effectively resist state forces. The dominance of drones over
the battlefield is not only altering the nature of interstate conflicts but also, it appears,
significantly diminishing the insurgent capabilities of developed societies. It is plausible
that the form of guerrilla warfare known in the 20th century will become exclusive to
areas where state forces are unable to fully equip themselves with unmanned aerial
systems. Conversely, it is also conceivable that insurgency will evolve into a form of
special operations conducted by technologically advanced states within enemy
territories.

In this context, guerrilla warfare no longer represents the intent of local
revolutionary forces; instead, it merely becomes an element of a meticulously developed
strategy, thereby reacquiring the characteristics of a small war that it once lost.
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POAIOH NPULLBA

Mpo meToaun gucunnniHapHoro etany pesontouii:
pocsif repunbi y OpaHuii Ta YKpaiHi

Y cmammi po3enadaemvcs npoyec CrnaHoeneHHs OUCYUNTTHAPHOT CUCIeMU 8 PAMKAX KOHMPNAPMU-
3aHCOKUX Onepayiii Ha npuknadi npudyuienrs Banoeticokoeo noscmanns (1793-1796) ma 6opomuv6bu
i3 censtcokUM Onopom Ha mepumopii Ypainu y 1918-1922 poxax. Llenmpanvha yéaza npudinsemo-
¢ KoHyenyii nanonmuxymy M. Qyko, aKa iHmepnpemyemvcs aK MoOenb mpanchopmauii noscman-
CbK020 NPOCMOPY 3i CTAHY «NOTIONMUKYMY» — PEHUMY B3AEMHO20 CHOCIIEPEeNHeHHS Ma NiOMPUMKU
MK NOBCMAHUAMU A MICUEBUM HACEIEHHAM — Y PesCUM UeHMPAnizo8ano20 Haeaady ma npuoy-
wienHst (nanonmuxymy). A6mop 0eMOHCMPYE, K 8 YMOBAX PeBOMOUIIHOT AHOMIT MA 2PoMAOTHCLKOT
BiliHU CMBOPIOIOMBCSA HOBI HOPMU 6/1A0H020 KOHMPOIO: 6ilicbKo6i, i0eonoziuni ma nosniyericoki
CPYKmMypu NOCYN080 NePexoniioomy iHiuiamuey y no8cmanyis, i3onoouu HaceneHHs 6i0 nap-
MU3AHCOKUX POPMYBAHD Ma POPMYI0HU «OUCUUNTTHAPHULL KOPOOH». TIOPIBHANIbHUTI AHATI3 NOKA3YE
K maKi popmu ennusy (y eunaoxy zenepana lowa y Opanyii), mak i mopcmi — xapaxmepri 0ns
npaxmuxy Ginou08uUKis, U0 NOEOHYIOMb Mepop ma AOMiHicmpamueHo-nomiyeticokuii KOHmMpomy. Y
cmammi nioKpecoemocs, w0 ycnix y 60pomvoi 3 napmu3anami 3anexumy He Mminvkuy 6i0 cunu
anapamy npumycy, a ti 8i0 30amHoCcmi 0epicasy NPOHUKHYMU Y MIKPOPIZUKY NOBCAKIEHHO20 HUMm-
M, HAB SI3A6UiL CBOI0 CIMKY CHOCepeieHHs, Hopmanizauii ma ynpaeninus. Hacamxineyp 062060-
PIOOMbCA NEPCneKMUsU Po3SUMKY NAPMU3AHCOKOT BiliHU 6 YMOBAX MEXHON0IMHUX 3MiH, 0C00NUE0
Y 36’A3KY 3 NOWUPEHHAM Oe3NiNOMHUX CUCIEM CNOCIIEPENEHHS, W0 CMABNAMb Ni0 CYMHI8 Cmili-
Kicmb mpaduyitiHozo nO6CMAHCLK020 NOMEHUIAY Y 6UCOKOMEXHONIOIMHUX CYCNINbCIEaX.
Kniouosi cnosa: sepunvs, mana eitina, napmusanu, Miweno Pyxo, Mao L]3edyn, Tasap Tow, /lenin,
Fchﬂeﬂb6p;oK, Maxwo, Bandes, 4uepeoHuil mepop, rcopboHHa cmpamezis, pPesonoyis, OMmamanujuHa,
ueKicmu, epomMadsHCLKA BiliHa, NAHONMUKYM, NOTIONMUKYM

RODION PRYSHVA

On the methods of the disciplinary stage of social revolution:
guerrilla experience in France and Ukraine

The article examines the process of the disciplinary system’s formation within counter-insurgency
operations, using the suppression of the Vendée uprising (1793-1796) and the fight against peasant
resistance in Ukraine in 1918-1922 as examples. Central attention is given to M. Foucault’s concept of
the panopticon, which is interpreted as a model for the transformation of insurgent space from a state
of “polyopticon” — a regime of mutual observation and support between insurgents and the local
population — into a regime of centralized surveillance and suppression. The author demonstrates how,
in conditions of revolutionary anomie and civil war, new forms of power control are created: military,
ideological, and police structures gradually seize the initiative from the insurgents, isolating the
population from partisan formations and forming a “disciplinary cordon”. Comparative analysis reveals
both soft forms of influence (as in the case of General Hoche in France) and harsh forms — characteristic
of Bolshevik practices combining terror and administrative-police control (panopticon). The work
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emphasizes that success in combating guerrillas depends not only on the strength of the coercive
apparatus but also on the state’s ability to penetrate the microphysics of everyday life, imposing its
network of surveillance, normalization, and control. In conclusion, the article discusses the prospects for
the development of guerrilla warfare in the context of technological changes, especially concerning the
proliferation of unmanned surveillance systems, which call into question the sustainability of traditional
insurgent potential in high-tech societies.

Keywords: guerrilla, small war, partisans, Michel Foucault, Mao Zedong, Lazare Hoche, Lenin, Hans
Delbriick, Makhno, Vendée, Red Terrot, cordon strategy, revolution, otamanshchyna (banditry/
warlordism), Chekists, civil war, polyopticon, panopticon
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