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From Reader Review Who Is to Blame?: A Novel in Two Parts for
online ebook

Boris says

Hercen je u nas prakti?ki zaboravljen. O ?emu svjedo?i i jedini prijevod ovog romana koji je objavljen u
Vijencu 1886 u prijevodu Milivoja Šrepela. Roman "Ko je kriv" tipi?ni je izdanak ruskog realizma s
tematikom suvišnog ?ovjeka. Zanimljivo je da se tip suvisnog covjeka mogao prije toga pronaci kod puškina
i ljermontova, ali oni su jos uvijek vezani uz romanticarsku poetiku, dok je Hercen napisao prvi pravi, ?isti,
cjeloviti društveni roman i jos s temom suvišnosti koja je ušla u modu tek par godina kasnije s Turgenjevom.
Evo pošto sam se u diplomskim bavio ovom temom, nekoliko citata iz romana iz kojih se iš?itava njegova
suvišnost:

"?im se u ovih deset godina bavio BELTOV? Svim ili gotovo svim. Što je izvršio? Ništa ili gotovo ništa. Ko
ne zna stare istine, da djeca, od kojih se mnogo o?ekivalo, rijetko mnogo ispune."

"u kraj sve prakti?no! ... Kakav ?inovnik ja, kakav u?enjak? ... Ja, ja... ne smijem priznati... ja sam umjetnik!

"u njega nije bilo sposobnosti, da postane vlastelin, valjan oficir, revan ?inovnik - pa tako mu u zbiljskom
životu nije bilo druge, nego da bude besposlica, kartaš i vinski brat"

"Ogledao se i u medicini i u slikarstvu, potratio i zakartao nješta, pa onda udario u tu?inu. Dakako ni ondje
nije našao pravoga posla; zanimao se sva?im na svijetu bez sustava, i gonio u ?udo njema?ke stru?njake
mnogostranoš?u ruskoga duha, a Francuze udivljavao dubokim umom. Ali dok su Nijemci i Francuzi mnogo
uradili, on nije ništa privrijedio, ve? je tratio vrijeme, gadjao u nišan, do pozne no?i sjedio u gostionici i
davao dušu i tijelo i - kesu kakoj god loreti"

"on je doista znamenit ?ovjek; sve zna, sve je vidio - veoma je uman. Malko istina razmažen....živio je
bezbrižno, a ovdje umire od dosade i zlovolje.

"Bila slabost, bio nedostatak zna?aja, svakako ja sam suvišno ?eljade"

Beltov iz hercenova romana po svom karakteru ju ro?eni brat Rudina i Pe?orina. U našoj književnosti
Hercena je zasigurno ?itao Josip Kozarac ?ija novela "Mira Kodoli?eva" ima sli?nosti s ruskim romanom. Ta
sli?nost odnosi se ponajviše na motiv ljubavnog trokuta gdje muški aristokrati, dendiji upadaju i razaraju
bra?nu zajednicu, a zatim rezignirano odlaze jer se ne mogu nosit sa sranjem koje su napravili.
Roman je kompozicijski vrlo loše uklopljen. Podijeljen je na dva dijela, te mi tek u drugom dijelu
upoznajemo glavnog lika, a njegova se sudbina u zadnjoj ?etvrtini romana križa sa sudbinom likova iz prvog
dijela ?iji je život opisan u tan?ine iako sasvim bespotrebno za samu radnju.
Najbolja strana romana je ona koja se ti?e karakterizacije Beltova u kojem se predo?uju sve mane ruskog
?ovjeka. Taj covjek je pasivan, trom, neradnik, lijen?ina, maštalac i trutina!
Toliko o romanu, s nadom da ce se netko sjetiti objaviti ovo djelo u novom prijevodu, da ne moram držati u
rukama Vijenac od pola metra i iljadu stranica!



sbayik says

"Olay, suçlu olanlar?n aç??a ç?kar?lamamas? nedeniyle Allah'a, dosya ise halledilmi? say?larak ar?ive
havale edildi." (Herzen, Suçlu Kim?, Tutanak)

????? ????? says

???? ???? ?? ??? ???? ??? ???? ?? ????? ???:
???? ?? ????? ????? ???? ??? ?? ??? ?? ???? ????? ?? ??? ??? ???? ????? ???? ?? ?? ?????? ????? ????? ????
?? ??? ?? ?? ???? ?????? ? ???????? ???? ???? ?? ??? ????: ??? ???. ?????? ??? ????? ??? ???? ????? ?? ??? ??
??? ?????? ??? ??? ??? ? ???? ?????? ????? ????? ???!
?????: ?? ???? ??? ??????? ??????? ?? ????? ?? ????? ????? ????? ?? ?????? ???? ???? ????? ???? ??? ? ??
??????? ????? ??? ?? ??? ?????? ?? ??? ???? ?????? ?? ???? ????? ??? ?? ?? ????? ????? ????? ??. ?? ??? ????
?? ???? ??? ???? ?? ?? ?????? ???? ????? ???? ? ???? ??? ??? ?? ???? ????? ??? ?? ??? ????? ????? ???? ?? ???
?? ?????? ???. ???? ????? ?? ??? ???? ????? ?????? ????? ????? ?? ???? ???? ????? ???.

Yevhenii Tseluiko says

"...?????? ???? ???? ????? ?? ????? ? ???????? ?????? ???????????? ?????, ????????? ?? ????????, ???
??????? ??? ?? ?????????? ????? ? ??????? ???????, ??? ??? ??????, ??? ??? ??????????? ????????? ????????
? ??????? — ???????????? ?????".

"??????, ?? ???????? ??? ?? ????, ??, ??? ????????????????? ???????, ????????? ?????? ???? ?????, ??
???????, ??? ?????, ????? ? ????? ?????????????, ?? ??, ????? ??????? ?????? ??????????, ? ??, ? ???????
??????? ?? ????."

"???????? ???? ? ?????????, ?????? ???????, ?????????? ??? – ??? ???? ?? ????????? ????????, ????????
???????? ? ???? ?????. ?? ??? ?????? ?? ??? ?????, ??????? ?? ????, ?? ????, ? ??????????? ??????? ?? ??????
????; ? ????? ?? ?????? ???? ?? ??????, ?? ?? ???????? ????????, ??? ??? ?? ??????".

?????, ??????? ??????????? ????????? ???????? ?????.

Galya says

herzen's more a thinker than a writer and he has huuuge problems with plot and characters but probably i like
him so much i can extrapolate that liking onto his books:)



Anastasia says

122 out of 215

Jens says

If this would have been a philosophy textbook, it would've had some potential for me. I'm also sure that it is
an adequate representation of the Russian society, social norms, and mind of the time. I'm rather fond of the
cynical and sarcastic tone, I've encountered and enjoyed in several Russian novels. The question "who is to
blame?" even gets an interesting new twist if answered by a polyamorous life style... Nevertheless, this is a
novel and as such I am rating it, to me it falls into the same pitfall as other works of the great Russian
novelists, it gets incredibly boring, it is so slow, it feels like absolutely nothing is happening in terms of story
line. Character upon character is introduced with the utmost scrutiny illustrating vividly the social criticism
infused in the book, but having next to nothing to do with the story line itself. In the end I could, on some
level, relate with the "hero" of the story without being able to sympathize. This is clearly not a bad book and
I'm sure there is a reason it is deemed a classic but it is not my cup of tea.

ZaRi says

?? ????? ????? ?? ?? ???? ???????… ?? ???? ???? ??? ?? ????? ????? ?????? ?? ????? ??? ???? ?????? ? ??? ??
????? ????? ?? ????????? ?? ???. ??? ???? ?????? ?????? ?????????? ????? ???? ????? ?? ?? ?????? ??.

Kamila Godzi?ska says

Does love always come with collateral damage?

Trounin says

?????????? ??????? ???? ?? ???????? ???, ?? ?? ??? ?????? ?????? ?????, ???????? ? ??????. ???? ??????????
? ????????????? ?????, ?? ?????? ?? ????????? ?????? «??? ????????». ?????? ?????? ????????. ?????????
??????: ????? ????? ???????, ?????? ?????????? ??? ????????, ????? ????????? ?????. ?? ???????, ?????
?????? ?????? ?????????. ??????, ??????? ???????? ?? ????????, ?????? ? ??? ???????????? ????? ? ?? ???
????????????????. ???????, ????? ???? ????????? ????? ????? ? ???????? ??? ??? ???????? ??????
???????????? ????????????????? ? ?????????, ?? ???? ?? ?????? ??????????? ????? ?????????. ???? ??
???????? ?? ????? ??????? ?? ??????? ???????? ?????????, ?? ?????? ? ???????? ???????, ??? ???? ?
?????????? ??????, ???? ???????????? ???????, ? ???????? ?????????? ????? ???.

(c) Trounin



Michael Kraitsberg says

"?? ???? ????? ??????????, ???? ?? ??????? ????????? ???? ? ?? ???? ??????: ???? ?????? ???????? ?????????
???? ????????????? ??? ???. ???????, ????? ????? ????? ???????????? ???????????, – ??? ?????? ???????:
?????? ?? ????? ??? ???????????? ? ????????????? ????????? ??????????? ?????, ???????? ???, ??? ??? ????
???????, ????????? ????? ????? ?????, ??? ?????? ??????? ??????????? ?? ???? ???????, ??? ?????? ????? –
???? ???????! ???? ? ????? ????, ? ???????? ?? ?????????????? ???????, ?? ????????? ???????, ????,
????????, ??????? ??????, ???????: ??? ????????? ????? ?? ????????? ????????????? ??????, ???????????,
??????????, ???????????? ??????, ??????????????? ?????, ?????? ?????, ??????? ?????? ??????????: ?? ?????
???????????, ??????; ??????, ???????, ???????, ?????????????, ?????????? ????? ??? ????? ??? ????, ??????
?? ?????????, ???????? ? ????????, – ?????? ??????, ? ??? ????????????? ?????. ??? ??????? ?? ? ?????????
?? ??????? ?????????????? ???????????: ??? ?????????? ??? ??????? ??????????. ???????? ????? ??????????
??? ???????, ?? ? ??? ?????? ?? ????????? ? ???????. ????, ????????? ???????."

Zebardast Zebardast says

?????? ????? ?? «??? ????????? ????» ???????? ? ??? ??????? ??? ?? ???????? ?????? ???? ????? ?? ???
?????? ?????? ?? ???? ??????. «???? ?????» ????? ????? ??? ?? ?? ????? ????? ??? ? ?? ???? ???? ????? ????
?? ?? ????? ??????????? ????????? ???.

????? ?? ??? ??? ?? ??? ???? ? ???? ?? ?? ?????? ?????????? ?? ???? ?????? ??? ??? ?????? ?????????????? ??
???? ??? ?? ?????? ?? ?? ?? ????? ???? ??????. ????????????? ??????? ?? ?? ??? ??????? ?? ????? ???? ??
????? ?????? ? ??????? ????? ???? ????? ??????.

????? ???? ??? ?????? ?? ?? ?????? ?? ???? ???? ????? ??????? ????. ???????? ????? ?? ???? ?? ?? ?? ??? «???
?????» ????????? ????? ??? ?? ???? ?????? ???? ????? ?? ?????? ??????? ????? ?? ?? ?? ????? ?? ????? ???
????????? ? ?????????? ?? ?? ???? ???? ???????.

??????? «???? ?????» ???? ?????? ????? ?? ??? ????? ??? ?? ????? ?????? ?? ??? ???? ??? ???? ??????. ????
????????? ??? ?????? ???? ??????? ???? ? ?????? ?? ?????? ? ??? ??? ???? ??? ??????? ?? ????? ????? ?? ???
????? ??? ?????. ?? ?????? ??????? ????? ????? ?? ????? ?????? ?? ?? ???? ???? ???? ???? ???? ????? ?? ??
????? ???? ???? ?? ????? ??? ? ????? ????? ??????? ?? ?? ??? ?? ?????.

«???? ?????» ?????? ??? ?? ??? 1846 ????? ?? ? ????????? ??????? ?? ???? ????? ?? ??? ???? ?? ???? ????
??????. ????? ????????? ?????? ???????? ??????? ? ????? ??? ?????? ????? ?? «????? ????» ??? ? ??? ??? ??
????? ?? ???? ??????? ? ?????????? ?? ?????? ???.

Catherine says

This book's final is so depressing. I read What is to be Done, which is considered to be a reply for this novel,
first and until the very end I hoped that there would be 2 happy couples, but it turned out there was just a
bunch of suffering people and guess what? Nobody is to be blamed! Well, society can be blamed, actually,



but still, I liked Chernyshevskii's book more.


