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NMPEOUCITOBUE

IMpoGnema ToTauTapru3Ma BbIOpaHa He caydaiiHo. 310 ¢heHOMeHaNbHOE ABNeHHE XX CTO-
JIETHsI, OHAKO KOPHH €ro yxomaT Brily6b BekoB. Maeu npeBHerpeueckoro ¢punocoda INna-
TOHA OTHOCHTENILHO TOCYNapCTBEHHOTO YCTPOHCTBA €r0 COBPEMEHHbBIE KPUTHUKH XapaKkTe-
PH30BAIM UMEHHO KaK TOTaIMTapHbie. [1o MHEHHI0O aBTOPOB KHUIH (eCTh U ApYrHe TOUKH
3peHHs) TOTATUTAPU3M BO3HHK M OCTABMJI 3aMETHBIH C/ied UMEHHO B UCTOPUH COBPEMEH-
HOH LIMBMJIM3ALIMK, KOTOPasi B CHJIy OObEKTHBHBIX MPUYHH HE MpeapacnoyiokeHa K no-
POXACHHUIO HEAEMOKPATHUYECKUX OOLLUECTBEHHO-MOAUTHYECKHX CHCTEM. [loanTHYecKHit
PEXHUM, MPH KOTOPOM BAACTh MOJHOCTbIO KOHTPOJUPYET XKU3Hb OGLIECTBA, ABASETCA 00b-
€KTOM MPHUCTANBHOTO U3YYEHHS YUEHBIX-00LWECTBOBEAOB. BEIBOABI NO pa3IMYHBIM aCNEK-
TaM 3TO# MpoGieMbl HEOAHO3HAYHbI M JaXe, NOpoiil, AMaMeTPaibHO NPOTHBOMOJOXHBI.
OmHU HCCAenoBaTe/Id pacCMaTPHBAIOT TOTAIMTAPH3M KaK YaCTHbIH Cy4yaid TPUBHANBHOMN
JHUKTATYPhl, U3BECTHOM YeIOBEUECTBY ¢ APEBHEHIIMX BpeMEH, Apyrve (B UX UUCIIE€ H aBTO-
Pbl HACTOSLLIETO H3IAHHS) — KaK YHHKaIbHOE MO CBOEH MPUPO/E sIBJCHHE, NPOsIBUBLLEECS
HUCKIIOYUTENBHO B OOLUECTBEHHO-MOJIMTHYECKOM )KM3HU X X-r0 BEKA U paHee HE BCTPEUaB-
1ieecsl B MCTOPHH YesioBeyecTBa. JlaHHAs TpaKTOBKA MOXET ObITh OOBSICHEHA TEM, YTO JLIsA
BO3HHUKHOBEHHUS NOAOOHOrO poAa NOAMTHYECKOI CUCTEMBI, CTABILEH PeaibHOCThIO G1aro-
Iaps IPUMEHEHHIO METONOB COLIMANBbHON HHXEHepHH, A0 KoHa XIX — Hauana XX cro-
JIETHSA HE ObLI0 HEOOXOAMMBIX YCJIOBHIH M MPEANOCHUIOK.

Cnenyet OTMETHTD, UTO B HCCJEAOBAHMSIX, MOCBSAILIEHHBIX TOTAIMTAPU3MY, 1O CHX MOpP
HEMaJ1o pa3HOYTEHUI1. B 4aCTHOCTH, HEONHO3HAYHO TPAKTYETCSI BONPOC O CYLUHOCTH TO-
TATUTAPHU3MA H €r0 HCTOPHYECKOM MecTe. [10-pa3sHOMY OOBACHSAIOTCA MTPUYHHBI €10 BO3-
HUKHOBEHHS B BEK LMBUIU3ALUMH, A TAKXKE (aKTOpbl, 00eCNEUHBILHE MOOEAY AEMOKPATH -
YEeCKOH TeHACHUHH B OGLUECTBEHHOM Pa3BHTHH. BhICKAa3bIBAIOTCS B3aMMOMWCKITIOUAIOLLIHE
CY>XACHMS MO BOMPOCY BO3MOXHOCTH peaHUMALUHM TOTAIMTApU3Ma B COBPEMEHHBIX YCIO0-
BUAX. JIUCKYTUPYIOTCA U APYTHe aCMEKThl 3TOM MpodaeMBl.

Ha ocHoBe aHanu3a uccaeaoBaHUM, MOCBALIEHHBIX 3TOH AOBOJIBHO HEMPOCTOMR TeMe,
ABTOPbI CTPEMHWJIMCh NMPHBJICYb BHUMAHHE YNTATEICH K HAUOOEE BAXHBIM €€ aCNEKTaM.
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BCTYINJIEHUE

Mup BHOBbL CTOMUT MEPEA BHI30OBOM, NMOCKOJNbKY N1EMOKPATUUECKHUM MPUHLIMIIAM TOcyaap-
CTBEHHOTO YNpaBJeHUs YTPOXKAIOT CUJIbl aBTOPUTApU3Ma U (PyHAaMEHTATU3MA.

ABTOpbI 3TOH KHUTH, TOYHO OMNPEAEIUB CYTh NPOOAEMbI, POAHATIU3UPOBAIN OCHOB-
Hbl€ BOIMPOCHI, C KOTOPBIMHU CTAIKUBAETCA KaXn0e OOLLECTBO U KaX0€e MOKOJEHHUE,

KHura HanucaHa TpeMsi BUIHbBIMU YYEHBIMU, B LEHTPE BHUMAHUSA KOTOPBIX — TPH
OCHOBOIOJATAIOLIKUX BOMPOCA, BHI3LIBAIOMIMX AKTUBHbIE AUCKYCCHU B MHTEJIEKTYab-
HbIX Kpyrax.

Bo-nepBbix, MoYeMy HEKOTOpble O0LIECTBA Clenand BbIOOP B MOJb3Y TOTANWUTApHOIA
WIW aBTOPUTAPHOM CHUCTEMBI BJIACTH. AHAIU3UPYS HUCTOPUYECKHUH KOHTEKCT, aBTOPLI
NOKA3blBAIOT, YTO TOTATUTAPU3M MPEACTABAAECT COOOH LENOCTHYIO UAECONOTHUECKYIO, 3KO-
HOMMYECKYIO U MOJUTHUYECKYIO cUcTeMY. M TOTanuTapusM, U 1€MOKpATHs SIBASIOTCS pa3-
HOBUAHOCTSIMH MOJUTHYECKON KyabTypbl. HO Tak Xe, Kak B MEAULIMHCKO J1abopaTopuH,
HE BCE KYJLTYPbl MOXHO CYUTATH 310POBBIMH.

B KHUre npu3HaéTcs, 4YTo AEMOKPATUSI — 3TO HE MPOCTO OTCYTCTBHUE TOTAJIUTApU3Ma
WJH Pe3yabTaT ero JUKBUAALWM, & CACACTBUE ACHCTBUSA Psila CUJl, KOTOPbIE HEU3OEXKHO
ocnabeBaloT U YMUPAIOT, €CJIM UX MOCTOSSHHO HE MOAMUTHLIBATL U HE OXPAHSTh.

AMepUKaHCKHUIl npe3uaeHT ABpaaM JIMHKOJBH 3aMeTu: «C TPYAHOCTSIMH CITOCOOHBI
CMPaBUTLCS MOYTH BCE, HO €CJIM XOUYELLb UCMBITATh XapakKTep YE€N0BEKA, Aail eMy BIaCThb».
ABTOpPBI OCO3HAIOT, UTO IMAaBHbIil BONPOC TOTATMTAPU3MA, TAK XE, KAK U AeMOKPaTHH, 3a-
KJIIOYAETCsl B XapaKTepe MCMOAb30BAHUS BNAacTH. BnacTb onpeaensieT, Kak pacnpeaensTb
PECYPCHI, KAKMM MYTEM U C KAKMMH LEJISIMH HHBECTUPOBATD B Oyaylliee, KAK BHICTPAUBATh
OTHOLLIEH Ul MEXIY YIPABISIOWKUMH U YIIPaBIsieMbIMHU.

U CKIIOUUTENBHO BAXKHBIH BONPOC, MOJAHUMAaEMbI aBTOpaMH, — 3TO MpobJieMa «COLIMATb-
HOIi MHXeHeprW». OHHU MPU3HAIOT, YTO B AAHHOM MPOLIECCE OTPAKAETCS HE TONBKO XeJlaHUe
YCTAHOBUTb KOHTPOJIb HAl OOLLIECTBOM, HO M MpobieMa dpUIOCO(HCKOro MnjaaHa, 3akiodalo-
LIASICA B TOM, YTO BAXHbI HE TOJBKO CPEACTBA, HO U LIeJIU, paay KOTOPbIX 3TH CPEACTBA NPH-
MEHSIOTCS. B KHUre CpaBeMIMBO OTMEYAETCS, YTO COLIMAIbHAS MHXXEHEPHUS NTPUMEHSIETCS
Y B IEMOKPATUYECKHUX OOLIECTBAX, HO COBEPLUEHHO B MHBIX LIEJSAX, HEXEIU B TOTATUTAPHBIX.

XOpOLUUI UCTOPUK HE TOJbKO MOMHMUT AATbl, HO U OOBSCHSIET 3HAYEHUE U KOHTEKCT
TeX WK UHbIX COOBLITHI. ABTOPbI IPEKPACHO OPUEHTUPYIOTCSI B UCTOPHYECKUX COOBITUSAX,
HO, 4TO €11 BAXHEE, NMPUBOAAT MHOXECTBO NMPUMEPOB U3 EBPONEHCKON U POCCUNCKOM
UCTOPHUH, MPOCIEXUBAIOIIMX CaM MPOLIECC Pa3BUTHE TOTATUTApU3Ma. OHU 3aMEYaIoT, 4TO
OMpeAeNeHUsl Y TeX WIH UHbLIX SIBAEHUH MOTYT ObITb Pa3sNUYHbIMU, HO MHOTHE UX CYyll-
HOCTHBI€ 3JIEMEHTbI CXOXH.

Bo-BTOpBIX, ABTOPBI MULIYT O TOM, MOYEMY BCE 3TH Pa3HOOOpa3Hble (POPMBI TOTAIH-
Tapu3Ma ObLJIM U3HAYANBbHO 0OpedeHbl Ha npoBaid. OHU IyO0OKO BHUKIIM B CYLIHOCTb TeX
COLIMAIBHBIX U TEXHOJOTMYECKUX MPOLIECCOB, 6aroaapsi KOTOPbIM HA pa3HbIX UCTOpUYE-
CKHX 3Tanax BO3HUKAAM HOBBIE PA3HOBUIHOCTH 3TOTO SABJIEHHUS.

B-TpeTbux (M 3TO CaMO€ BAXHOE), ABTOPLI CTAPAIOTCS AOHECTH 10 HAC OYEBUAHYIO UC-
TUHY, YTO TOTANTUTAPU3M HE MCUE3aeT NMOJHOCTLIO, a TULLb MeHsieT (popMbl, (PPa3eosiornio
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NcTopuueckne kopHM TOTanUTapUama

TotaniuTapusm Kak pa3HOBUIAHOCTb AMKTATOPCKOrO MOJIMTHYECKOTO PEXUMA, HACTONIBKO
YHUKQIBHOTO M0 ¢nocoby hOpMUPOBAHUSA U PSAY CYILIHOCTHbIX XaPAKTEPUCTHK, YTO 6OJTb-
IIMHCTBO COBPEMEHHBIX McciedoBareieil KBaauULIMPYET ero Kak ¢peHoMeH XX Beka.
be3ycnoBHO, SABEHHUE 3TO UMEET CBOM MOJUTHUYECKUE, IKOHOMMUUECKHUE, COLMATbHBIE
W UACOJOTHUYECKHE UCTOPHUUYECKHE KOPHU. EMY NMpHUCYIUM POACTBEHHbIE CBSA3U C OAHOTH -
HbIMH BUIAMHU NPABJIECHUS B NpOLLIOM. [TpuuéM, peub UIET HE TOJBKO O AECMNOTUUYECKUX
PEXMMAX, HO JAXeE, KAK 3TO HU NapadoKCAIbHO, U O IEMOKPATHYECKHX, KOrIa UX UCTHH-
Hasl CYLLUHOCTh MOAMEHSACH MOAUTHYECKUM DaTbCUPHUKATOM, HO MPHU 3TOM (HOPMaATbHO
IEKIApUPOBAIOCH IEMOKPATHUYECKOE PAa3BUTHE OOILIECTRA.

B paMkax HAcTOAIUEro UCCAeAOBaHUS BPSA JU BO3MOXEH AOCKOHANbHBIA aHaNU3
UCTOPUYECKUX KOpHEH nogpjeHUS B XX-OM BEKE TOTAIUTAPHBIX PeXUMOB. fAcHO,
YTO HA UX BO3ZHUKHOBEHHUE U (DOPMHUPOBAHUE OKA3a/H BAUSHUE HALMOHANBbHO-UCTO-
puueckue Tpaguuuu Poccuu u TepMaHuM, Kak CTpaH, rae¢ MHOTHE CTOJNIETHS (DYHKLIM-
OHHUpOBaU caMoaepxXaBHble (GOpMbI NMpaBAcHUS, CHOPMUPOBAIUCL U ACHCTBOBANHU
MAacCOBbI€ HAPOIHbIC IBUXECHHS, BO3HUKILINE HA OCHOBE TOTAJUTAPHBIX WACONOTHIA.
HUx HacesieHHe NOCTOSHHO OLUYIIAA0 KOMIIJIEKC HENOJIHOLEHHOCTH, OTCTAIOCTH B MJ1a-
HE MUPOBOI0O LIMBUAW3AUMOHHOIO pa3BuTHUsl. B [epMaHUH, B YACTHOCTH, 3TO O6CTOS -
TEJILCTBO YCYryoJsjioCh K MHOTOBEKOBOM pa3apo6JeHHOCTbIO HEMELKUX 3eMeib. Pak-
THUYeCKM TepMaHUs cchOPMHUPOBATOCH KaK €AMHOE roCydapCTBO JAUIIb B KOHLEe X1X-ro
CTONETUS B pe3yJibTaTe peluTebHOd nobensl INpyccun B PpaHKO-NMPYCCKOM BOliHE
1870 — 1871 rr. U3BecTHO, YTO NoNOXKeHUEe POCCUUCKUI UMMTEPHUU OTATOIIAAOCH HANU -
YyHheM OTCTAN0ro B COLIMAbHO-2KOHOMUYECKOM MJaHe KPEMOCTHOrO CTPOsi, OTMEHEH -
Horo B 1861 r. Bo MHOrUX €BpONeiCcKUX CTpaHax KPENnOCTHUYECTBO HAYMHAET UCUE3ATh
elé B cpelHUE BeKa, a B TeX Xe HeEMELKUX 3eMaax B Havane X1X-ro Beka. B aToMm Xke
pany cTouT U Utanus. PUCOPAXKUMEHTO — HALMOHAIbHO-OCBOOOAUTENLHOE ABUXEHUE
Ha ANMEHUHCKOM MOJYOCTPOBE — 3aBepIIMAOCh Aullb B 1870 . ¢ mpUCOeIUHEHUEM
PuMa Kk UTaibiHCKOMY KOPOJIEBCTBY.

Jlunepsl cTpaH, ¢ KOTOPBIMHU B AaNIbHEHLIEM CTAIO ACCOLIMUPOBATHCS MOHATUE «TOTAJIU -
TapU3M», CTPEMMHJINCH JTUKBUAUPOBATH OTCTANOCTD B NMPOLIECCE OYpXKYya3HOH MOIEPHU3A-
LMH, IPUUYEM COEIATh 3TO B HEBEPOSATHO KOPOTKHE CPOKH U UpE3BbIUYaiiHbIMH METOAAMH.

Tema 1. CywHacTts TOTANUTApU3Ma
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WHCTUTYTOB B ONpeAeAEHHBIM UCTOpUUECKHUIl nepruod. OJHAKO «BOXAb HAPOAOB» Mpe-
010JIeTh BO3ZHUKILYIO TEHAEHLNIO HE TONbKO HE CMOL, HO U HE 3ax0Tej, JOBels UIEl0
J10 MOYTH NoJIHOro abcoatora.

TakuM o6pa3oM, TOTATUTAPU3M — ABJIEHUE COBPEMEHHOCTH, OTAUYAIOLLEECS PSIIOM
cneurMduyecKux MPU3HAKOB: YHUTAPHON UI€0A0rMeit, MacCOBLIM HaPOAHBIM IBHUXE-
HUEM, XECTOKOM OUKTATYpOd U MACCOBBIMHU PENPECCUAMU, CTPEMIEHUEM K TOTajlb-
HOMY KOHTpPOJIIO Hajd OOLIECTBOM U AUYHOCTBIO. UMEHHO COBOKYMHOCTb 3THUX MpPHU-
3HAKOB BBIJENAET TOTAJUTAPU3M U3 CUCTEMBI POACTBEHHBIX €MY ABTOKpPATUUECKMUX,
aBTOPUTAPHBIX PEXUMOB, U3 KOTOPBIX OH MOXET BbIPACTU U B KOTOPbIE MOXET, MPH
HaIMYUU ONpedesIEHHBIX YCIOBHA, Mpeobpa3oBaThcsl. DTH MPU3HAKU He OBIJIM MpHU-
CYILM HE TOABKO APEBHUM AECMOTUAM, HO U aHTUJIEMOKPATUUECKUM pEXUMAaM HOBO-
ro BpeMeHu. BMecTe ¢ TeM, TOTAIMTApHBIE PEXHUMBI HCTOPHUYECKHU CBA3aHBI CO BCEMHU
¢opMaMu MpaBACHUS, KOTOPbIE M3BECTHBHl 4Y€JOBEYECTBY. TOTAIMTAPU3M, MO CYTH,
€CTb 000POTHAsl CTOPOHA LIMBUIU3ALIMU, CO3MaBILell YCAOBUS HE TOABKO A1 Pa3BUTUS
IE€MOKpPaTUH, HO U JJIS BOBHUKHOBEHUSA B MPUYYIIUBBIX POpMax aHTUAEMOKpaTHYE-
CKHUX PEXUMOB.

14 Totonutapmnam B ncropmmn Esponst XX sexka
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Ncto pu4yeckoe MecTo ToTaNUTaApmu3ma

EnuHoro MHeHus no 3T1oit npobaeMe HeT. MHOTHE UCClienoBaTeliM pacCMaTpUBaIOT TOTA-
JINTAPU3M BHE BPEMEHM M MPOCTPAHCTBA, MoJjarasi, 4TO OH UMEET IN100ANbHBIA XapaKTep
M ero 06e3 Tpylda MOXHO 3aMeTHUTb, HanpuMep, B /IpeBHeM Pume nocne npaeneHusa Juo-
kinetnaHa (I1. CopokuH), rocynapcTBe ApeBHUX MHKOB, npaeieHuu [NTonemees B Jpes-
HeM Erunre, B AnoHun nepruona nmHactun Tokyraea (C. AHIPECKH), B «TMAPABANYECKHUX
ob6uiectBax» JdpesHero Boctoka (K. Butrdorenb), AHraMn BpeméH TionopoB, MocKoB-
ckoit Pycu BpeméH Mpana [posHoro (J1. Llanupo) n ap. Ewe nerue okaszanocy o6Hapy-
KHTb «TOTANUTAPHBIE JUYHOCTH» CPENM MOJUTHUECKUX deATeneil. Yallue npyrux pasHble
uccaenoBatesiv K HUM oTHocsT KpomBeensi, Pobecnbepa, CeH-XKiocra, MBaHa [posHoro,
Ierpal u np.

PasyMeeTrcs, IMKTaTOPCKHUE PEXKHMBI, B KAKOE Obl BpeMsI U B KAKOM Obl pETHOHE OHH
HH CYILIECTBOBAAN, UMEIOT HEMAIO OOLLMX YEPT: BCE OHHU HE IEMOKPATHUYHbI, MPUMEHSIIOT
NPUHYAUTENIbHbBIE MEPBI B YIIPABJACHUH, HE OTJIMYAIOTCS TYMAaHU3MOM K COOCTBEHHOMY Ha-
pony, arpeCCUBHBI MO OTHOLIEHHIO K APYTUM FOCYAApCTBaM M Ip.

He BBI3bIBAET COMHEHHUS U TO, YTO TOTAAUTAPHbBIE PEXHUMbI HMEIOT [N1yOOKHE UCTOpHYE-
CKHE KOPDHH, OMUPAIOTCS HA MACOJOTHUECKHE KOHLIEMLMH, KOTOPbIE B PA3HbIX PErMOHAX
MHpa GOpMHUPOBAIHN OOLLIECTBEHHOE CO3HAHME MPaXKAaH CBOUX CTPaH B AyXe HallMOHAU3-
Ma, NaHrepMaHu3Ma, oco0oi MUCCUU MpoJieTapuara, iKoObl COCOOHOIO OCYACTIMBUTD
BeCb TPYAOBO MUP MyTEM MOCTPOEHUSA KOMMYHHM3MA U T.II.

OIHaKO NpU3HAHHE CYLIHOCTHOIO CXOICTBA BCEX BUIOB AMKTATYP BOBCE HE O3HAYaeT
MX UACHTUYHOCTH, 00JIe€ TOTO, MPUHLUMUNHANbHON Pa3HHU LBl KX OTAEAbHBIX BUIOB. UMeH-
HO TaKOBBIMH SIBJSIIOTCSI AMKTATOPCKHE PEXHUMBbI TOTAIMTAPHOTO THMA, KOTOPbIM NMPUHA-
JIEKNT 0COB0E MECTO B HCTOPHH.

HUcToprKaM XOpollo M3BECTHO, YTO AMKTATYpbl APEBHOCTH (POPMHUPOBATUCH €CTe-
CTBEHHbIM NyTéM. Beap B TO BpeMs nOAAaBASATH MHAMBUAYAILHOCTb YENOBEKA, JIM-
aThb €ro COOCTBEHHOCTH, 3acCTaBiAsATb MOJUYMHATHLCA OMNpeAeNéHHBIM MOpSAKaM
HUKAKOW HEOOXOAMMOCTH HE ObuUI10. MHAMBHUAYaAIBHOCTL MU OTHOLUEHUSI COOCTBEH-
HOCTH €Il HE CNOXHJIMCh, YEJOBEK OLUyINan cebs 4acTblo onpedenéHHOIl OGLIHO-
CTH, a BEpOBaHMs, O0bIYAK, TPAAULIMU, ABTOPUTET BOXKIECH BOCMPUHUMAIUCH KAK HE-
YTO €CTECTBECHHO NAaHHOE M HE moaJjexallee COMHeHuo. bonee Toro, noau B cTpaHax

Tema 1. CywHacTs TOTANUTAPUIMA 15
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Kpatkas uctoprorpadus npobnems!

HUcropuorpadus ToranurapusMa odbmupHa. [peteHaoBarh Ha €€ ckoNbKO-HUOYAb 00CTO-
ATEJbHBIA aHATU3 B paMKax HACTOALICH paboThl HEBO3MOXHO. Ha pasniMyHbIX HCTOpUYE-
CKHUX 3Tanax CylWeCTBOBAIO HECKOJBLKO UCCIeN0BATEbCKUX KO/, MPUHLIMITUABHO pa3-
JIMYAIQLLIUXCS MO CBOEMY NMOAXOAY K OLIEHKE SIBIEHMUS.
Bce Hay4HbIe TPYAbl O TOTATUTAPU3MY MOXHO Pa3fe/uTh HA TP OCHOBHBIX I'PYIIbI:
1. UccnenoBaHus 3ananHbiX OOILIECTBOBEAOB, KOTOpblE UMEIN BO3MOXHOCTb AOCTA-
TOYHO CBOGOAHO MyGAMKOBATH Pe3yabTaThl CBOMX MCCAENOBaHUi NMpOOJAEMBl YXe
B 1920-30-e rr.;
2. Pa6oTbl coBeTCKUX HccaeaoBaTeieil, JNTENbHOE BpeMsi UCIBITHIBAIOIINX Ha cebe
JAaBJeHUE LIEH3YPbl, KOTOpas NPEnsTCTBOBala OObEKTUBHOMY PACCMOTPEHHUIO KOM-
MYHHMCTUUYECKO-CTAIMHCKOM (hopMe TOTaIUTApHOTO pEXUMA.
3. Tpyabl YKpaMHCKUX U POCCUHCKUX aBTOPOB NMOCTCOBETCKOIO Nepuoaa.
3anagHasi MICTOpUYeCcKasl HayKa yAeuia 3HauYuTelbHOe BHUMaHUE MCCIEA0OBAHUIQ TO-
tanutapusMa. C cepeaune 1920-x rr., koraa B Mtanuu cpopMupoBajIcss TOTATUTAPHbIi
PEXUM U MOSIBWICSA CaM TEPMHUH <«TOTAIMTApU3M». Jlo Havana 1930-x rr. o HéM nucaiu
B OCHOBHOM O(bULIMabHBIE JIULIA CTPaHbl, B NEPBYIO ouepedb b. MyccoauHu u uneonoru
TOoTAIMTApHOrO pexuma Jx. JxeHntune u A. POKko, KOTOpble NMPpOCAaBs/iv «TOTaJIUTap-
HYIO BOJIO» U «TOTAJIMTAPHYIO UAEI0» (hALLUCTCKOro ABUXeHUs. ONHaKO, yXe B Hayalle
1930-x rr. B EBporne Obl1M Ony6aMKOBaHbI TPYAB! APYTUX UCCea0oBaTe e, NpeacTaBis B-
LIMX HE TOJbKO MOJUTHYECKYIO, HO U HayyHY10 1UTy. OOHOI M3 MEpBBIX OCHOBOIOAra-
IOWMX HAYYHBIX POOOT, MOCBSAWEHHBIX TOTATUTAPU3MY, OblIa MOHOTPadUsa aBCTPUIICKOTO
akoHomucrta [1. Apakepa (B 1933 . aMUrpupoBai B AHIJIMIO), KOTOpas HasblBaJlack: «Ko-
Hell 9KOHOMHUYecKoro yesoBeka. MccinenosaHue HOBOro TotalutapusMa». B atom Tpyae
I1. Apakep yTBepxaaJl, YTO MACCOBbIE TOTATUTAPHBIE ABUKEHUS €CTh MOPOXICHUE MPO-
TecTa IoAei, cyieno AeCTBY IOILIUX B COOTBETCTBUM CO CTUXMMHBIMU 3aKOHAMU KaNUTaJIH1 -
CTUYECKOH DKOHOMHUKHU (OMUCAHHBIMU €1ié MapKCcoM), MOPOAUBIIMMU COLIMATIBHOE HE-
PaBEHCTBO. ABTOP BIEPBbIE MPULLEN K BbIBOLY, YTO TOTAIUTAPU3M MOAYUHAET IKOHOMUKY
MOJUTUYECKOH BOJIE.

OH OOHMM M3 NEPBBIX BbLAEANI OCHOBHbIE (POPMBbI TOTAJIMTAPHBIX PEXUMOB — (ha-
LIMCTCKYIO U coBeTcKylo. [1o ero MHeHUIo, U B 6ynyiieM dhopMoii o61IeCTBEHHOTO pa3-

Toranutapuam s uctopumn Espone XX seka
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CWIbHOW BJAACTH» U UM MOJOOHBIX, UCMOJB3YS TAXKENOE 3KOHOMHYECKOE MOJIOXECHHUE
CTpaHbl, (GAIMCTHI MPUBJIEKIU HA CBOIO CTOPOHY 3HAUUTENbHYIO YACTh HACEAEHUS PA3HbBIX
COLMANBHBIX CIOEB U CyMENU MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATH CBOIO CUJTY M BIUSIHUE NMYTEM Opra-
HU3ALUU T.H. «10X0Aa Ha PUM», B KOTOPOM yuacTBOBAIU 25 ThIC. UepHOPYOALLIEUHUKOB.
He BcTpeTHB cONpOTHUBAEHUS, KONOHHDI (hancToB 30 okTsdps 1922 r. Bctynuau B «Beu-
HbIii ropony. 1o cytu 310 6bl1a «6eCKPOBHASA PEBOIIOLUS», BHIHYAUBILAS KOPOJIA Mpel-
JIOXUTh MyCcCONMHU MOCT MNaBbl NpaBUTENbCTBA. MITanus, Takum o0pa3oM, cTana nepBoii
crpaHoii B EBpone, B KOTOpO# Haual yCTaHABAMBATHLCS ABTOPUTAPHBIM, & 3aTEM U TOTATU-
TapHbii pexuM damncrckoro Tuna. MMeHHO 3Ta CTpaHa OTKpPbLIA JOPOTY BOMHE €BpO-
nemcKoro gammusma.

IMyte WMTanuum Kk TOTANTUTAPHOW IUKTATYpE COMPOBOXAAICA MOITAMHLIM 3aXBATOM
BAACTHBIX QYHKUHUIN pamucTckoi napTuei u €€ auaepoM. BaxHbiM pybexxOM HA 3TOM
nyTH ctano 3 suBaps 1925 r., koraa HOBOE NpaBUTENLCTBO MTaiuu 66U10 CHOPMUPOBAHO
TONbKO U3 HaINCTOB, @ MyCCONMHU 3asiBUI, UTO GOphOa MEXAY NPABUTENLCTBOM M ONTMO-
3ULIMEH OyaeT CUIOBOM.

OuepenHoe natuaetue (1925 — 1929 rr.) sBUIOCH HAUATbHBIM 3TANOM Ha MYTH CTPaHbI
K MOMHOMY TOTanuTapusMy. B 1926 . B Mtanuu Gbila ycTaHOBEHA MOHOMOMUSA OAHOM
napTuu, OOJHOH neyaru, ONHOW uaeonoruu — ammcrekoi. [laprus nocreneHHO NpUOG-
perana oaurapxuyecKuii xapakrep, CpallluBasich C FOCyAapCTBOM.

B 1929 roay MyccConMHU KOPEHHBIM O0Pa3oM MEpPEeCTpauBaET CTPYKTYPY rOCYAapCTBa,
€031aBasi BMECTO CAMOYMPABJISAIOILIUXCS IEMOKPATHYECKUX UHCTUTYTOB (MAPJAMEHT, nap-
THU, NPO(COIO3bI) HOBYIO, KOPMOPATUBHYIO CTPYKTYPY, NPH KOTOPOIl U TOCynapCTBEHHbIE
M OOLIECTBEHHO MOJIUTHYECKUE OPraHU3alMy OKA3bIBAKOTCS B OOLUCIi mMUpamMuae BAACTH
CO CTPOTUM ynpaBJeHUEM MO BEPTUKATU CBepXy BHU3. B 1929 1. napiaMeHT 6611 pacnyLLeH.

Ouepennoe aecaruaetrue (1929 — 1939 rr.) B ucropuu Utanum orMeueHoO AajibHEMH-
el KOHUEeHTpaUued NONUTHUYECKON BJIACTU M BO3pACTaAHUEM €€ KOHTPOJS Hall SKOHO-
MUKOI M ODOLLECTBOM, YCUJIEHUEM POJIH (PALIMCTCKON NapTUU B rOCYIapCTBE, YCKOPEH-
HBIM MPOLIECCOM T.H. «(paliu3aluu» Macc. B 3TH roabl Haeon0rus OKOHUYATEILHO cTajla
00CNyXUBaTh TOTANUTAPHbBIA PEXUM, NPOSBUIACH IKCMAHCUOHUCTCKAS CYLLIHOCTh UTa-
JbSHCKOTO pamu3Ma. Ero CTOpOHHUKH OOBABUAM ceOsA HAcaeAHWKAMU JpeBHEro
Puma ¥ npoBO3riacuin «HOBYIO LMBUJIM3ALHUIO», K KOTOPOH, AKOObI, NOJKHO MPUATH
BCE U€JOBEUECTBO.

J1s1 UTATbSIHCKOTO TOTANUTAPHOTO PeXHMa, KaK, BNPOUYEM, U A1 aHANOTHUHBIX PEXH-
MOB B IpPYrMX €BpONEHCKUX CTpaHax, Obl1a XapaKTepHA OPTaHU3aLUS PENpPeCcCUit B OTHO-
LIEHUU CBOUX MPOTUBHUKOB. Tak, NOCAEAOBATENbHbBIE KPUTUKH UTANBIHCKUX (DALIUCTOB,
BMEPBbIC YNOTPEOUBLLIME B CBOMX MyONMKALUSAX TEPMUH «TOTATUTAPU3M» JIK. AMeHI0N-
na u I1. To6eTTH ObUIH XKECTOKO U30UTHI B 1925 1. uepHOpyOalieuHuKaMH. TeM He MeHee,
MycconmHU no CpaBHEHMIO C APYTMMU AUKTATOPAMU HE CTOMb LUMPOKO HCMONB30OBAN
KapaTeJibHble Mepbl. PazyMeeTcs, BCeX, KTO COMPOTUBIIAJICS PEXHUMY, MOABEPTaiu apecTy
M OTAaBadW noj cyn ocoboro tpudyHana. Ilocne BbIHECEHUS NMPUTOBOPA OCYXAEHHBIX
OOBIYHO OTNPABSIHU B TIOPbMbI (HEKOTOPBIE TPAXIaHE NPOCUACIH MO 17 neT) UK B CChLN-
Ky Ha octpoBa. C 1927 no 1935 roa TpuOGYHAIOM GbLIO OCYXAeHO 2947 aHTHU(ALLIUCTOB.
Ho paccrpesnsl npuMeHsnchy He yacTo. HanpuMep, cMepTHbI npuroBop 6b1 NpUBEIEH
B UCMOJIHEHUE B OTHOIIEHUH 4-X ML, NOKYLIABIIMXCA HA KU3Hb IyYe.

Totonutapuam s uctopmuu Esponsl XX sexa
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[epmaHus

CraHoB/ieHUIO TOTaUTapu3Ma B [epMaHuu, Tak ke Kak W B MTanuu, nmpealiecTBoBal
IIUTEJbHBIA MEepUOa 3apPOXKACHUS M HApacTaHWUSl HALMOHAJIMCTHUYECKMX HACTPOCHUIA
M HALIMOHATIMCTUYECKUX ABUXKEHUU. DTOT Mpoliecc CTUMYIMpoBaics elié BoiiHamu ¢ Ha-
nojaeoHoM B Hayase XIX Beka, a 3aTeM ABUXEHUEM 3a OObEAMHEHUE CTpaHbl. A. MioJ-
JIepy W APYTUM NPEeACTABUTENASAM repMaHCKOro MOJUTHYECKOrO POMaHTHU3Ma, rOCYAapCTBO
NpPEACTABISIOCH BBIPA3ZUTENEM MUDUYECKOTO yXa HALMU U BOTUIOIIEHUEM €€ NOTPeOHO-
CTEi, a MO3TOMY OHU TPEOOBAIU CO3MAHUSA €AMHOTO, CUIBHOTO repMAaHCKOro rocyaapcTna,
CMOCOBHOTO OGECMEUUTh PEATU3ALMIO UAEH HEMELKOTrO MPEeBOCXOACTBA MU COXPaHEHUS
B CTPaHE CPEAHEBEKOBBIX (DEONATbHBIX MOPAIKOB.

DTHU uaeu 6bIIM B U3BECTHOM CTEMEHU PEAIM30BAHBI B NPOLIECCE OOBEANHEHUS CTPAHbI
non arupoi Ipyccun myTéM AMHACTUUYECKUX BOUH. Tak «Kele30M U KPOBbIO» B KOHLIE
XIX-ro Beka 6bl1a cozgaHa lepMaHckas uMnepus, npeacTapagBLias codboil MUINTAPUCT-
CKO€, HALMOHATUCTUUECKOE U IECMIOTUUECKOE TOCYAAPCTBO, BAACTb B KOTOPOM NMPUHALIE-
XaJla KOHcepBaTopaM BO riage ¢ peilxckanuiepom O. dou bucmapkom. Kanunep paccum-
TBIBJT HA MOANEPXKKY 3eMIEBIAIEIBLEB U APYTUX CINOEB HACENEHUS , MPEAPACTION0XEHHbIX
K 60pbbe ¢ KAMUTATUCTUUECKON TEHACHUMEH pa3BUTHUS CTpaHbl. YTOOH caepxarth pabdo-
yee NBUXKEHUE, BJAACTH BbIABUHYIU UACKO «TOCYAAPCTBEHHOTO» COLIMATIM3MA KaK CpeACTBa
pELIEHUSA COLMATbHBIX MPOGJAEM <«CBEPXY», MYTEM pedopM, OCYILECTBASEMbIX MOHApP-
XUuecKuM pexxumom. OnHako, npoBeaéHHble bucMapkoM B KoHue 70-x rr. XIX-ro Beka
pedOpMBbI HE NATH XKEJAEMOTr0 pe3yJibTarta, a IULIb YCUIWAN CUMNIATHX HApOJa K COLMAI-
IeMoKpatuu. BMecTe ¢ TeM, B HEMELIKOM OO1LECTBEHHOM CO3HAHUHU COXPAHSIACh MBIC/bL O
TOM, YTO UMEHHO MOHAPXUSl MOT/IA Obl MOCAYXHUTD ISl MEJKOTO COOCTBEHHUKA 3aLIUTON
OT KPYMHOTO Kanutaaa, 0COOEHHO HAXOASIIETrOCs B PYKaX €BPEEB.

Ha ocHOBe e BOMHCTBYIOLLETO aHTUCEMUTHU3MA B 1878 I MpUABOPHBIM MACTOPOM
A. LltekepoM B CTpaHe Oblla OCHOBAHA MOHApXH4YecKas «XpUCTHAHCKO-COLMAIbHAS
pabouas napTus», KOTOpas MPeTeHA0BaNA Ha 3aA1UTY MHTEPECOB TPYASALUMXCSA U BOOOLIE
«MAJICHbKUX JloAciH». BMecTe ¢ Heil BOSHUKaAM M 60J¢¢ paduKaIbHbIE AHTUCEMUTCKUE
JBUXEHUS, B COCTaB KOTOPbIX BXOAWJIU MPEACTABUTENN MEJKOI ropoackoil 6ypxyasuu,
PEMECIEHHUKOB, KPECTbSIH, JIIOMIEH-NposieTapueB. B 3Toil cpene, 0COGEHHO B yCAOBU-
AX KPU3MCA DKOHOMMKM, MOABIAIACH OOJIE3HEHHAS PEaKUMS Ha KanuTATUCTHUYECKOE
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2. Ha counanucTnyeckyio noJUTUUYECKYIO OPUEHTALIMIO BOCTOUHOEBPONEHCKUX CTPaH
orpoMHoe BausiHUe okKazan CoBeTckuil Coro3, KOTOpbIA, MPOBO3IIACHUB CeOS COLIM-
ATUCTHUYECKUM TOCYAapCTBOM, B XecTouvaiiiei 6opboe ¢ ¢allim3MoM J0Ka3an CUly
W )KMU3HEHHOCTb 3TOrO CTPOS, U 3TUM BBI3BA K ce6¢ CUMMATHHU MWIIHOHOB AEMO-
KPaTUYECKU MbICASILIHUX JIOACH;

3. B xone BOWHBI BO3POC MEXAYHAPOAHBI aBTOPUTET HE TONbKO BKIT(6) , HO U KOMMY-
HUCTUUYECKUX NapTHii Apyrux ctpaH EBponbl U A3WM, KOTOPbIE NPOSIBUIU cebs1 HaU-
6oJiee NOCIea0OBATEAbHBIMU OOpLUAMU C (DALUM3MOM U SIMOHCKUM MWINTAPU3MOM,
B TO BpeMsl KakK Oyp>Kya3Hble MapTHU B FOAbl BOMHBI ce0S1 AMCKPEAUTUPOBAIH;

4. Ona maorux moaeit CCCP 6b11 npUMepoM, 00pa3LoM CripaBeJIMBONA OpraHU3alum
ob1ectsa. O peanbHbix AebopMauusx B CCCP 3a pydexxoM npocTo He 3HAH, a eCU
CBEICHUSA O HUX TyIa MPOCAYHUBATUCH, TO KOMMYHUCTHUECKUMHU MICOJIOraMH OHU
MHTEPNPETUPOBATUCH KAK «[TPOUCKH OYPXKYa3HOH NponaraHabl»;

5. Coserckuii Colo3 cpa3y nocjie 0CBOOOXAEH U1 BOCTOUHO-eBpONedCKUX CTpaH oT da-
[IKM3Ma, OKa3bIBal UM OFPOMHYIO MAaTEPUATBHYIO MOMOILb, XOTS COOCTBEHHBIH HApOI
B 3TO BpeMs ObLT HA TPAHU BbIXKHMBaHMUS;

6. GOpMHUPOBAHUIO TOTATUTAPHOTO peXxuma B BoctouHoit EBpone B KOHKPETHO-HCTO-
PHYECKUX YCJIOBUSAX BBIHYKACHBI OBLTM CMOCOOCTBOBATH MU CTPaHbl 3anaga — CTaB-
mue tenepb 6bIBIIMMU cOolo3HUKaMU CCCP. Yxe B 1944 1. Y. Uepuuab npU3Han
Bocrounyio EBpony, 3a uckiouenuem Ipeunu, KOrocnaBum u BeHrpuu, cOBETCKOIM
cepoit BAMSHUS MPU pacnpeacICHUN IKOHOMUYECKO noMoluu. B BOCTOUHOEBPO-
neiickux crtpaHax CoBeTrckoMy Coro3y 6bl1a NpelAcTaBlIeHa CBOOOaA AeATENbHOCTU
B OTBET HA €ro yBAXUTEJIbHOE HEBMELIATENbLCTBO B OpPUTAHCKUE neHCTBUSA B [peuuu.
Ncnonb3yst 3tH Bo3MoxXHOCTH, CCCP XECTKO KOHTPOIMPOBAN Pa3BUTHE COOBITHIA
B 3TOM PErMOHE, BCAYECKH CIOCOOCTBYS MPUXOLY K BJACTH KOMMYHUCTOB.

OaHako, NpU3HaBas, YTO «COBETCKOE MPUCYTCTBUE» B cTpaHax Bocrounoit EBponbi

B KOHLE BOIHBI U B MEPBbIC MOCACBOCHHBIE TOIbl OKA3a10 BAXHOE BJIUSHUE HA UX MO-
JIMTUYECKYIO OPUEHTALMIO, B TO X€ BPeMS, OYEBUIHO, YTO OHO HE CTAJI0 €AMHCTBEHHbIM
¢bakTOpoM, NpeAonpeaeaUBLLINM BbIGOP MYTH Pa3BUTHUS 3TUX FOCYAAPCTB MOC/E BOMHBI.
H3BecTHO, 4TO coBeTckMe Boiicka OblIM B ABcTpuM, Hopeeruun, ®Ouuiaananu, Mpane,
HO 3TH CTPaHbl HE CTAIM Ha NyTb coluManuaMa. Bmecre ¢ TeM, CoBeTckasa ApMHs He BCTY-
nana Ha TeppuTOpuU AJIGaHUU U BeeTHaMa, KOTOpBIE B CBOIO OUYEPEIb OPUEHTUPOBANUCH
Ha LIEHHOCTH COBETCKOTro 06pa3a XU3HU. DTO ellE OAHO CBUAETEAbCTBO TOrO, UYTO MPU
BBIOOpE MEPCNEKTUBBI Pa3BUTHA OOLLIECTBA CTPAHOM, XO3IMHOM CBOEH CyAbObl MPU BCEX
NEePUNETUSIX UCTOPUM ABASETCA HApod, U, UMEHHO 3a HUM, KaK NoKa3ano oynyilee, ocTa-
BAJICS OKOHYATENbHbBIA OTBET HA BOMPOC: MO KAKOMY MYTH MOC/E BOWHBI NOKAET TO UIU
WHOE roCy1apCTBO.

DopMUPOBAHUIO B BOCTOYHOEBPOMENCKUX CTPAHAX TOTAIMTAPHLIX PEXHUMOB 3Ha4M-
TEJIbHO CMOCOOCTBOBANA CIOXUBLLIAACSA B HUX B KOHLE BOMHBI M CPa3y Mocie HEE BHYTPH -
NoMUTHYeCKasA 06cTaHOBKAa. Kpax nmpodalllMCTCKUX aBTOPUTAPHBLIX PEXUMOB, LLIUPOKOE
y4yacTHE HACeJEHUS ITUX CTpaH B JABUXEHUM COMPOTHUBJACHUSA CO3MABANH MPEANOCHLI-
KW A TNYOOKMX U3MEHEHUH B MX rOCydapCTBEHHO-MOJUTHYECKON CUCTEME B CTOPOHY
IEMOKpaTHU3aLUuu O0ILIECTBA, OOHAKO B ACHCTBUTEIBHOCTH NOJASPU3ALMUSA MAcC U UX TO-
TOBHOCTb K JEMOKDPATUYECKUM MpPEeOOpa30OBaAHUAM HOCHJIA MOBEPXHOCTHBIA XapakTep.
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ToTanuTapusM BO BTOPOM NONOBMHE XX-ro Beka MOTEPNEN KpaxX. 3HAYMT AU 3TO, 4TO
B COBPEMEHHOM MHUPE €ro peaHnuMalmsi HeBo3MoxkHa? B HayuHBIX UCCEI0BAHHSX OOHO-
3HAYHOrO OTBETAa Ha 3TOT BOMPOC HE cyliecTByeT. ONHM aBTOPbI HE BUOAT MPUHLMITH-
aJTbHOI pa3HMUBI MEXAY AMKTATOPCKMMH PEXKMMAMM Pa3NMUHBbIX TUIOB, MO3TOMY, KakK
OTMeuUaeT poccuiickuii uccaeaorareb J1. [10asKOB, CKAOHHBI K «0€3pa3MePHOCTH MOKC-
Ka ToOTainTapuiMa ot Meana [po3HOro Wam CpeaHEBEKOBBIX KMTANCKHUX LIAPCTB OO OpY-
3JLIOBCKOTO «1984». DTOMN Ke TOUKM 3pEHUS NMPUIEPXKNBAECTCS YKPAMHCKUA MOJUTONAOT
C. BoHcoBMUY, KOTOPBIiA B ODHOH M3 CBOMX paboOT MULLET, YTO «TOTATUTAPU3M HE ABASETCH
(hbeHOMEHOM, MPUCYILUMM JIMLb NOCACIHEMY CTOJETHIO». I pyrie UCCaeaoBaTeNu ¢ 3TOM
TOYKOM 3peHMs HE COT/IaCHBI, NoJaras, YTO BpeMs TOTATMTAPHBIX PEXHMOB 0€3BO3BPaTHO
yuno. Tak, JI. Bacuiabes B 0OHOM U3 AMCKYCCH I MO Mpo0aeMe TOTATMTapHU3Ma YTBEPXKIAT:
«Ecan KOCHYTbCSl XKAYIIUX MJAHETY NMEPCMNEKTUB..., TO, KAK MHE MPEACTaBAsETCS. .., A
TOTAIMTAPHOTO PEXHUMA TaM MECTA HET. Sl OTHIOAb HE CUMTALIO, YTO HE MOXET ObITh [IE-TO
KOraa-anbo cayyaidHbIX peLiIMANBOB, HO, B IPUHLIMIE BEKOM TOTAJIMTapHM3Ma, BUIMMO Ha-
BCEraa OCTAHETCS UMEHHO Hall XX-i1 BEK».

ABTODbl KHUTH HE CTOPOHHWKH KpalHUX TOYEK 3pEeHUS MPHU OTBETE Ha 3TOT BOIMPOC.
H. 3arnanuH, HanpuMep, B CBOUX Tpydax MoJ1araet, uTo eMy JOJKEH NpeallecTBOBaTh aHa-
JIN3 HUTMUMS U XKN3HECMOCOOHOCTH B COBPEMEHHBIX YCAOBUAX TEX (HAKTOPOB, KOTOPLIE
B Hauajie XX-ro Beka Npeionpeicjnav 3apoXACHUE TOTATNTAPHbIX PEXUMOB, a 3aTeM
CMOCOOCTBOBAIN UX CTAHOBAEHHUIO U OTHOCHUTENBbHO LIUTEALHOMY (DYHKLIMOHMPOBAHMIO.
DTUX HAKTOPOB KAK MUHUMYM TPM: TOTAJIMTAPHAsA MOCOJOTHS, COLMATIbHAsA UHXKEHEPHS
M COCTOSIHUE HA JaHHBLIA MOMEHT O01IECTBA, CMOCOOHOTO WU HECITOCOOHOTO MPUHSATD TO-
TATUTAPHbIA MOJUTNYECKNIA PEXHUM BAACTH.

Eciu roBopuTh 00 MOEOJOTMYECKOM KOMIOHEHTE, KOTOPbIH MOXET CIOCOOCTBOBATh
BO3POXIEHHIO TOTAIUTAPU3MA B COBPEMEHHOM MHPE, TO OYEBUAHO, YTO CETOAHS MPU-
BEPXKEHLIl HAaUMOHAJ-colnain3Ma (¢pallin3Ma) CBOMM CTOPOHHMKAM HHUYETO KOHLIEM-
TyaJqbHO HOBOTO HE MpemIoXUNU. OHU NOAMUTLIBAIOT NMPOMALIMCTCKUE IBUXEHUSA TEMU
Ke MOCTyNaTaMHu, KOTOpble B CBOE BpeMsl 3a10XKWAN HeMmelkue dunocodprsr @, Huuiue,
A. Wnenrnep, I Terens, ntanbaHckuil dpunocod Jx. JAxeHTuae, nponoBeaoBaBLIUE pa-
CHM3M, aHTUCEMHUTH3M, MAHTePMAHW3M, KOPNIOPATHBHU3M, BOXAM3M, BOEHHYIO SKCMAHCHIO.
N3BeCTHO, YTO UMEHHO 3TN GUIOCO(MCKHUE YCTAHOBKHM JIEMN B OCHOBY Mporpammel Ha-
LMOHAI-COLMAITMCTHUYECKON paboueil napTuu.

Tema 5. Heatatanutapuam B coBpeMEHHOM MUpe 83
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«[MpUHUMM Bl BLIOOPHOI AEMOKPATHH MPOTHUBOPEYAT AyXY YKPAUHCKOTO HApOAa».

«EBpomna 06s13aHa 0CBOOOXIEHHEM OT (halliu3Ma B MEPBYIO OYepeab HaM, BO BTOPYIO
poccusiHaM U 1pyruM HaponaM Cosetckoro Corosas.

«YKpauHLaM NPULLIOCH B 3TOM CTOJETUU YHUUTOXHUTD 1BE UMITEPUU — HEMELIKYIO Mbl
YHUUYTOXUIIM TepOU3MOM, COBETCKYIO0 — caboTtaxeM». (AMutpuit KopuMHCKUIF — nuaep
BCEYKPAMHCKO#M mapTUH «BpaTcTBo»).

«BocctaHoBUTE COBETCKYIO BJIACTh — FapaHTHUIO CTAOWIBHOCTU U YBEPEHHOCTH B OY-
ayweM... Most ueis — nepenath BaAacTbh CoBeTaM paboumux U KPECTbIHCKUX AeMYTATOB». ..
«YcnoBueM CTabUJIBHOCTH U MOPSIAKA B rOCYIApCTBE OyAeT 00a3aTelbHOe, 6€3 UCKIIoYe-
HHS, UCTIOJHEHHE 3aKOHA U HAPOAHBIH KOHTPOJIb — AMKTATYpa npoJetapyatar (A. Ako-
BEHKO — npeacenatesb CoBeTa KOMMYHUCTHUYECKOI MApTU UM paboumX U CesIH YKPAUHBI).

«...0paTh OpYXKHE U CTPEJISITh KUAOB, MOCKaieil M niuekoB» (O. TarHudok — auaep BO
«CB0GOIBI»).

«$1 ropxych paktoM, uro cpean 1500 kapateneii B babbeM Apy 66110 1200 nonuuaen
13 OYH u toaeko 300 Hemues» (B. LLkypatiok. naenytat PoBeHCKOro ropcopeTa).

Bricka3piBaHUs1 MOAOOHOTO COAEPXKAHUS JIETKO NMPUYMHOXUTh, B 06001IEHHOM BUAE
OHM CBUAETEJIBCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO OCHOBHbIE HAEH TOTATUTAPHON UACONOTHH U HALMOHAJI-
COLIMATUCTUYECKOTO, U CTATHHCKO-KOMMYHUCTHYECKOTO TUIA Ce0s1 HE MEPEeXUIn U 3a-
HHMMAIOT CBOK) HUILY B CO3HAHUM HEKOTOPOIl YaCTH HACENEHUS TOCTTOTATMTAPHOTO MUPa,
MPUYEM HE TOJbKO CTAPLIETO, HO U MOJIOAOTO MOKOJEHHS.

Hyxnaercsi 1M COBpEMEHHBI MUP BO BCEM €r0 MHOTOOOpa3NHU MOJUTHYECKUX CUCTEM
B COLIMATIbHOM MHXEHEPHM, UTPABIUEH B CBOE BpeMsl BAXHEHIIYIO pOJb B peaiu3aluu
YMO3PUTEJIBHBIX HayKOOOPA3HbIX TOTATUTAPHBIX UACOJOTMYECKUX KOHLEMLMWI B 0OlLe-
CTBEHHO-TMOJAUTHYECKYIO MPAKTUKY?

OTBET Ha 3TOT BOMPOC OYEBUAEH: Aa, HyxAaeTcsi. [lopiMHHas 1eMOKpaTUsi — MpoLece
He CTUXHUIiiHbIii. OH HU4Yero oOWIero He MMEET ¢ aHApXHMeil WIK OXJIOKpaTHei (BIacThbio
Tonnsl), OBLIECTBO, MPHU ONMPEACJEHHBIX YCJIOBUAX, HE MOXET 000iTHCH 683 aAMUHKCTPA-
TUBHOTO PETyJIMPOBaHU s SKOHOMUYECKHUX, OOLLIECTBEHHO-MOJUTHYECKHUX, IYXOBHBIX MPO-
LECCOB, KOTOPOE CO3AAET NPEANOCHUIKH 1Sl 3alLMThl AEMOKPATUU BO BPEMSI SKOHOMUYE-
CKHX KPU3UCOB U MpHU APYruX Ype3BblYailHbIX cUTyauusix. Peub MOET 0 neMOKpaTHYECKH
OPUEHTHUPOBAHHON COLMANBLHOM MHXEHEPUH, KOTOPAsh A0JKHA OPraHUYECKH COYETAThCS
¢ ODLIECTBEHHBIM MPOTPECCOM M CMOCOOCTBOBATH €T0 pa3BUTHIO. B 001ecTBe ¢ yCTOsB-
LIMMHUCST IEMOKPATHYECKUMHM LEHHOCTSAMHU TaKash COLIMATbHAS MHXEHEpHUS HOCHUT, KakK
NpaBUIO, BpeMEHHBIH, TAKTUYECKUI XapakTep U MpHU3BaHA B KOHEYHOM MTOTIe 3aLIUTHTh
3TU LUEHHOCTH.

DTO MOATBEPXKAAET U BC UCTOpUS XX BeKa, B KOTOPOM, C OIHO#H CTOPOHbI, COLIMANIbHAs
MHXEHEPHS CTaNa BaXHEHIUUM YCIOBUEM 3APOXKACHUS U YTBEPXKAECHHUS TOTATUTAPU3MA,
¢ Ipyroil — cnocoOCTBOBAIA Pa3BUTHIO MPOTPECCUBHBIX OOLIECTBEHHBIX MPOLIECCOB.

Hctopukam xopoiuo usBecteH «HoBwlit Kypce» npesuaeHTa CLLIA @. Py3Beskra, KOTO-
pblii 6bUT pa3paboTaH ¢ LEeAbIO MPEOAOJEHUS B 3TON CTpaHe YKOHOMMUYECKOTO KpU3UCa
1929-33 rr,, T.H. «Benukoii aenpeccumn». Mepsl, npuHateie ®. Py3BesbToM, ObUIM HEOE3-
YCIMEeIIHOM MOMbITKON roCyAapCTBEHHOTO PEryJMpoBaHUS CUCTEMBI, B OCHOBE KOTOpOii
Jiexana pelHOYHas 3koHoMuKa. Cpasy nocie nobensl Ha Beioopax 1932 r., Py3senst npo-
Béa yepe3 KoHrpecc 70 3aKOHOB, HanpaBAeHHBIX HA «0310POBJAEHHE» MPOMBILLIEHHOCTH,
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FOREWORD

The problem of totalitarianism is not chosen by mere coincidence.

This is a phenomenon peculiar for the 20" century, but its’ roots go back to ancient ep-
ochs. The ideas by Plato, the ancient Greek philosopher, concerning the state order were
characterized by his critics as totalitarian.

The authors of this book argue — although there are other viewpoints — that it is within
the contemporary civilization that totalitarianism has emerged, and retained an appreciable
trace in its history, although this civilization is not objectively prone to raising non-demo-
cratic political systems. The political regime where the state power totally controls the life
of the society has always been closely studied by social scientists. The conclusions on various
aspects of this issue are diverse, and sometimes are even an exact antitheses to each other.

Some scholars view totalitarianism as a particular case of trivial dictatorship known
to mankind since ancient times. Others, including the authors of this book, argue that this
is a unique phenomenon manifested exclusively in public and political life of the 20" century,
and not found in the earlier history of humanity. The latter interpretation may be explained
by the fact that a political system of this kind, embodied in reality thanks to methods of the
social engineering, lacked the necessary conditions and prerequisites until the borderline
of the 19™ and 20" centuries.

It is worth mentioning that there are many differences in interpreting totalitarianism
by various scholars. Particularly diverse are interpretations of the essence of totalitarian-
ism, and its role in history. The roots of this phenomenon in the age of civilization as well
as factors predetermining the victory of the democratic trend in social development are also
treated in different ways.

Mutually incompatible judgments are being expressed presenting a potential for revival
of totalitarianism in today’s circumstances. There are also discussions on some other as-
pects of this issue. By analyzing existing studies on this complicated subject, the authors seek
to attract readers’ attention to its most important aspects.
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PREFACE

The world faces once again the challenge of democratic governance threatened by forces
of authoritarianism and fundamentalism.

The authors of this volume have faced this issue clearly, and provided an overview of the ba-
sic questions, which every society and generation decides.

The three outstanding academics have raised three basic questions, which are central
to current intellectual discussion.

First, why did some societies choose totalitarian and authoritarian governing systems.

The authors provide a historical context, which demonstrates that totalitarianism reflects
an integrated social, ideological, economic and political structure.

Totalitarianism and democracies are both political cultures. But, as in medical laborato-
ries, not all cultures are healthy.

The book recognizes that democracy is not simply an absence or removal of totalitari-
anism, but the result of many forces, which if not nurtured and constantly protected, can
wither and die.

The American President, Abraham Lincoln noted “Nearly all men can stand adversity,
but if you want to test a man’s character, give him power.”

The authors understand that totalitarianism, as democracy, isabout the use of power. Power
determines the division of resources, the type of investment in the future and for which pur-
poses and the relationship between the governors and the governed.

The authors are outstanding when they discuss the nature of “social engineering”. They
recognize that this process reflects not only societal control, but also a philosophical ques-
tion of ends, and not simply means. They rightly note that democratic societies also use so-
cial engineering, but for completely different ends than in totalitarian states.

Good history notes dates, but explains meaning and context. The authors deliver an ex-
cellent history, but even more essentially, provide European and Russian examples, which
present the development of totalitarianism as a process. They indicate that differing defini-
tions may exist, but with many similar elements.

Second, the authors discuss why these variations of totalitarianism were doomed from
the beginning. They understand the social and technological movements which allowed new
forms to develop historically.

Third, and most importantly, the authors express the reality that totalitarianism does
not disappear, but changes form, language and shape. The growth of authoritarian, hate
movements of both the left and right, and their re-emergence upon the political scene
in many countries, presents a warning.

People seek improved lives, justice and transparent governance. With the current eco-
nomic worldwide crises, the growing division between classes and the international struggle
between forces of the past and those of the future, the issues presented in this book are those
faced by the citizens and governments in many lands.

This book deserves a wide American audience, because directly and indirectly it touches
current intellectual discussions. Issues such as societal economic and political renewal,
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the role and powers of government and the ability of small groups to use money, political
access and communication to shape the public discourse are unresolved themes in Ame-
rican life.

If there is one message for Americans, it is that democracy is gained slowly, but can be lost
before the society realizes that special interest groups have taken control.

The authors have provided a quality interpretation of basic issues facing all societies.

But, most importantly, they have reminded the reader that democracy is not a guaranteed
societal constant. That if democratic forces and governance fails to deliver upon the prom-
ise of a better life, that the threat of totalitarianism remains on the horizon, always lurking,
and always seeking a return to power

Todd Lefko,
political scientist, professor, USA
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The term ‘totalitarianism’ was first introduced in the academic use by Giovanni Amendola,
the Italian antifascist, one of the leaders of Secessione dell’Aventino, and Piero Gobetti,
the renowned Italian journalist and historian.

This term has acquired negative sense in the anti-fascist vocabulary, being a synonym
of ‘anti-democratic’ and ‘repressive’. It was used negatively to criticize the supporters
of Benito Mussolini, leader of the Italian fascists.

Nevertheless three years later, in 1926, Giovanni Gentile, a leading ideologist of Ital-
ian fascism, considered it possible to adopt this notion coined by his political opponents.
He supposed ‘totalitarianism’ to be the most exact term to express the essence and objectives
of the fascist policies — to ensure the unity of personality, the party and the state for the sake
of achieving the supreme national goal. Incidentally, Mussolini himself frequently used this
term in his speeches. Some scholars even attributed the authorship of it to duce, but in this
case the question was merely about plagiarism and substitution of concepts.

Encyclopaedia Cyril and Methodius (published 1996) gives the following definition:

Totalitarianism (Latin: ‘totalis’ — total, whole, full):

1) A form of the state order (totalitarian state) characterised by its absolute (total) control
of all spheres of the social life, by actual abolition of rights and freedoms, by reprisals
against the opposition and dissidents (eg. various forms of totalitarianism in the fascist
[taly and Germany, the communist regime in USSR, the Franco regime in Spain etc.,
since 1920s);

2) A trend in political thought justifying statism and authoritarianism. Since 1920s
totalitarianism became an official ideology of the fascist Italy and Germany.

As we can see, the use of the Latin root ‘totalis’ makes us admit that there exists a state
which is capable of exercising the total, absolute control over all spheres of life and citizens.

Is this possible?

Of course, no.

Stanislav Andreski, an English sociologist, wrote in the 1980s that USSR in the late 1940s —
early 1950s was closer than anybody to the 100 per cent totalitarianism. He stated that Hitler’s
Germany had 85 per cent of the USSR totalitarianism on the eve of the World War I1, and 95 per
cent at the end of it. The fascist Italy, according to him, was totalitarian only by 55 per cent.
For all that, Andreski reasonably argued, even Stalin could not control and suppress absolutely
everything, including small gangs of thieves, or adultery and alcoholism, etc.
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It is worth mentioning that this definition of ‘totalitarianism’ was formulated in the years
of the Cold War, and was actively used in the ideological confrontation with the Soviet
Union. The latter, as we know, was labeled as an ‘Evil Empire’ by the U.S. President Ronald
Reagan in the early 1980s.

The encyclopedic definition of totalitarianism does not reflect its principal trait —
the emergence of this socio-political type not due to natural socio-economic conditions
or by use of force, but due to methods of the social engineering. That is why it is difficult
to completely agree to the above-mentioned definition of totalitarianism from the popular
encyclopedias.

But there is another term in the later Latin — ‘totalitas’ (completeness, wholeness) that,
according to the authors, is more precise in reflecting the essence of definition of ‘totali-
tarianism’. Looking at the concept this way one may use the word ‘totalitarianism’ to de-
note a political regime tending to the absolute (total) control of all spheres of the social life.
This was the case with the regimes in Italy, Germany, Spain, USSR, countries of Central
and Eastern Europe, and some Asian states in the period of totalitarian rule.

108 Totalitarianism in the History of Europe of the 20™ Century
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Totalitarianism’s Place in History

A common opinion on this issue is absent. Many scholars view totalitarianism beyond time
and space. They believe that it is of global nature, and can be seen e.g. in Roman Empire
after Diocletian (according to Pitirim Sorokin), in the Inca Empire, in ancient Egypt under
the Ptolemaic dynasty, in Japan under the Tokugava shogunate (Stanislav Andreski), in ‘hy-
draulic societies’ in ancient Oriental empires (Karl Wittfogel), in England under the Tu-
dor dynasty, in Moscow Russia under Ivan the Terrible (Leonard Shapiro). It was easier
to find ‘totalitarian personalities’ among political figures. Those most frequently mentioned
by scholars are Cromwell, Robespierre, Saint-Just, Ivan the Terrible, Peter the Great, etc.

Of course, dictatorial regimes, whenever and wherever they exist, have many common
features. They are all undemocratic, resort to coercive methods in the state management
and are inhuman towards their own nations and aggressive towards other states.

Totalitarian regimes have deep historical roots. They rely upon ideological concepts which
shaped the public consciousness of citizens in various countries in the spirit of nationalism,
or Pan-Germanism, or the special mission of the proletariat supposedly capable of making
the whole world happy by building communism.

Yet, recognizing the essential similarity of all types of dictatorships does not imply
their identity. It does not rule out fundamental differences between their specific types.
This is the case with dictatorships of the totalitarian type that have distinctive place in history.

Historians are well aware of the fact that the ancient dictatorships were shaping in a natural
way, for in those epochs there was no necessity to suppress human individuality, to take away
their property, or to make them submissive to certain orders. Individualities and property
relations had not yet developed. A human being felt himself merely a part of a certain com-
munity, with the leader’s authority being viewed as something natural and unquestionable.
Moreover, individualism in the Asian states with despotic regimes was often paid for by death
from starvation.

Under these circumstances, rigid centralization of power and concentration of the scarce
resources by the ruling elites personifying the state, were a vital necessity. They ensured sur-
vival of the maximum number of population, and at least minimal protection against natural
disasters, and against the raids of hostile tribes. That is why the first states could exist only
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as despotisms. But even this was a great progress in a specific period of history, although
having its reverse side.

Despotic regimes ensured stability of the first centers of civilization, and thereby contrib-
uted to the accumulation of knowledge and cultural development. But, at the same time,
they were conserving their societies and made social development and technological prog-
ress stagnate.

Historical time in the areas of the Asiatic mode of production progressed very slowly, re-
sulting in an entirely new type of culture, religion and world perception there.

In contrast to this natural process, totalitarian regimes were created by a subjective will
of leaders, to deal with emergency situations. But solving these problems was not as a rule
an absolutely necessary condition for the survival of the nation. Moreover, emerging prob-
lems could have been successfully addressed by democratic rule. This mattered in particular
for overcoming economic crises, rapid industrialization, and for militarization of the econ-
omy to prepare for war...

Monumental tasks for the totalitarian regimes were often a condition for the expansion
of state functions, requiring the concentration of huge resources by the state. It is no surprise
that totalitarian states, by applying methods of social engineering, have reproduced some
elements of the state machinery that were already known to mankind.

Prior to the 20" century, the necessary conditions and opportunities to develop dictatorial
type societies, based on a specially designed ideology and methods of the social engineering
were simply non-existent. This is perhaps one of the most convincing arguments in favor
of the thesis of totalitarianism as a phenomenon of the 20" century. As a matter of fact,
dictatorial regimes in most of the totalitarian states were established through democratic
procedures.

Only the 20™ century has given birth to methods of social engineering. Mass media, which
appeared in the second half of the 19" century and the beginning of the 20" century made it
possible to indoctrinate people’s minds by ideas calling for immediate action. World War |
‘taught’ political and military leaders to mobilize huge human and material resources to ad-
dress emergency missions.

It was when the resources of social engineering in the 20" century began to be used by fa-
natics and political maniacs, the price became too high and the outcomes tragic for many
nations.

Totalitarianism of the 20™ century was a product of clumsy and vulgar attempts to test
the social engineering mechanisms. Those mechanisms were designed to implement chi-
merical and unrealistic plans, either of fascist world domination, or the building of a world
communist society.

Yet totalitarian societies, artificially designed and isolated from the epochs when dictator-
ships had been organic and even progressive, could not become stable and viable. They even-
tually lost the competition for stability and viability to the democratically-based societies.

Totalitarianism in the History of Europe of the 20" Century
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A Brief Historiography

The issue of totalitarianism has a vast historiography. Any attempt to carry out a detailed
analysis of a full historiography in the framework of this book would be futile. Several re-
search schools existed at the different historical stages, fundamentally dissimilar in their ap-
proaches to the phenomenon.

All academic studies on totalitarianism may be divided in three basic groups:

1. Studies by Western sociologists, freely able to publish them as early as the 1920-1930s;

2. Studies by Soviet researchers, under the years-long pressure of censorship, preventing

an unbiased analysis of the Communist Stalinist totalitarian regime;
3. Works by the post-Soviet Ukrainian and Russian authors.

Western historians have paid considerable attention to studying totalitarianism. Since
the mid-1920s, when the totalitarian regime in Italy was developing, until the early 1930s,
it was only the official leaders of that country (first of all Mussolini) and totalitarian ideolo-
gists (Giovanni Gentile and Alfredo Rocco) that wrote on this matter. They glorified ‘totali-
tarian will” and the ‘totalitarian idea’ of the fascist movement. But in the early 1930s studies
by other scholars appeared which represented not only the political, but the academic elite.
Among the first fundamental research works on totalitarianism was a monograph by the Aus-
trian economist Peter Drucker, who fled to England in 1933, named The End of Economic
Man: The Origins of Totalitarianism

In this study Drucker affirmed that mass totalitarian movements are born by the protest
of the people who act blindly in accordance with the spontaneous laws of the capitalist econ-
omy, rising inequality and also described by Marx. Drucker was the first to formulate the idea
that totalitarianism is submitting the economy to the political will.

He was among the first scholars to single out fascism and communism as the basic forms
of totalitarian regimes. In his opinion, the succeeding epochs will also see political systems
that remain in control of the social and economic sphere, but this control will be exercised
by democratic means.

During World War 11, the academic interest towards totalitarianism considerably de-
creased. Yet in the first post-war decade many studies of the totalitarian phenomenon were
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and groups. The latter are more often created by the authorities themselves in order
to identify and control an opposition. These groupings are therefore turning into purely
political entities, not reflecting the internal dynamics of the society and the interests
existing in it.

2. There is one integral, more or less sound set of intellectual ideas that serves as a basis
of the state policies, or as an object of manipulations to justify the policies pursued.
The boundaries are set beyond which any criticism towards the dominating system
of ideas is perceived as a heresy to be punished. The ideology is not merely justifying
political programs. It includes interpretations of the social realities, of the supreme
goal and the sense of existence of the society and the individual, these interpretations
claiming to be universal.

3. The party and numerous party-controlled auxiliary agencies encourage, reward,
and direct citizens to actively participate in the implementation of political and social
functions. Passive obedience and the apathy of the people, their acceptance of the role
ofthe outcast, and the object of management (which is encouraged by many by contrast)
are considered by the totalitarian rulers as undesirable, although many authoritarian
regimes by contrast encourage these traits.

In the latest thirty years a new trend emerged among the researchers of totalitarianism.
These are works on the totalitarian an d neo-totalitarian periods by Michael Hardt, Anto-
nio Negri, Anne Applebaum, Konrad Heiden, Stéphane Courtois, Nicolas Werth, Andrzei
Paczkowski, Karel BartoSek and many others.

Their research has resulted in a host of new characteristics of totalitarianism presented
to the academic community.

These authors tend to avoid the term ‘totalitarianism’ in their academic vocabularies.
They characterize the regime itself as a specific variety of the modern power in the age
of mass democracy, which keeps the population under control by various means, especially
terror. Some scholars suggest that various dictatorships, despotic and aristocratic regimes,
Bonapartist systems, or police states may be put on a par with the totalitarian systems
of the 20" century.

There are many other modern publications in the West, with the authors not always agree-
ing with their predecessors’ assessments of the totalitarian and post-totalitarian regimes.
This means that alongside neo-totalitarianism, its ideological basis is taking shape, designed
to justify the existence of a regime.

Summing up a brief analysis of the Western historiography of totalitarianism, we may con-
clude that it is just in the West that the research of this complex thing was fruitful.

At the same time, problems like the nature of totalitarian regimes, their essential charac-
teristics, their role in history, the outcomes of their activities and many other fundamental
aspects remain a subject of intense debate. Clashes of different viewpoints, some of them
being of a conceptual character, bring the social scientists closer to developing common
and science-based assessments of the totalitarianism.

The Soviet historiography was clearly not successful in analyzing totalitarianism. This pro-
cess was hindered by political and ideological factors. Starting with the 1930s, until the Per-
estroika of the mid-1980s, the Soviet sociologists, and later on, the scholars in the Socialist
countries, had to preach the official concepts of their Communist parties.

Totalitarianism in the History of Europe of the 20" Century
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These authors try to present the Ukrainian people as a victim of the Soviet totalitarian
regime, as an object of political, economic, social, and ethnic inequality, that sometimes
(e.g. in the period of the Great Famine in 1932-1933) were supposedly victims of a form
of genocide.

Many social scientists disagree with this thesis. This assessment of the famine in Ukraine
was not accepted by the United Nations and the parliaments of many civilized states. Never-
theless, those ideas on this issue were for a long time predominant in the Ukrainian historical
science.

Another group of historians, political and social scientists, and lawyers, deserve mention.

This group includes Vladimir Baran, Sergei Vonsovich, Sergei Grabovsky, Boris Demya-
nenko, Vladimir Dergacheyv, Alexander Dolzhenkov, Georgy Kryuchkov, S.Kiselev, Vladimir
Kulik, Tatyana Metelyova, Vladimir Polokhalo, Miroslav Popovich, Georgy Pocheptsov,
Felix Rudich, Vadim Smirnov, Dmitry Tabachnik, Irina Terletskaya, Georgy Chernyavsky,
Bohdan Yarosh and many others.

Their studies are less politicized, are primarily devoted to further research in totalitarian-
ism, with historical, sociological, political and legal aspects being emphasized.

These works greatly contribute to the solution of controversial issues. They pay considerable
attention to analyzing neo-totalitarianism, and demonstrate its real threat for the Ukrainian
democracy. Due to the permanent economic and political crisis in Ukraine, democratic in-
stitutions there are exposed to a danger of being replaced by a neo-totalitarian rule.

Thereby, 20" century totalitarianism has become an object of thorough analysis by West-
ern, Soviet, and Post-Soviet scholars. Publications on the issue profoundly reflect the es-
sence of totalitarianism and its roots in history.

Totalitarianism as an unique and specific form of dictatorship had taken shape in a num-
ber of European and Asian states on an ideological basis, and with the use of social engi-
neering. These studies also show why totalitarianism has no historical prospects, and why
neo-totalitarian ideas and movements are still viable. Other aspects of the matter have also
been analyzed.

Nevertheless, this phenomenon is not yet completely studied. It continues to attract
a great interest by contemporary scholars. Many new publications have appeared which en-
rich the historiography of the problem.
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Italy is a birthplace of fascism as one of the basic varieties of totalitarianism. It is worth
noting that fascism in Soviet historiography was associated in a similar way with Ita-
ly and with the Germany of 1933-1945. It is natural, since the common features of Mus-
solini’s and Hitler’s regimes are not to be denied. At the same time, many contemporary
scholars of totalitarianism believe that there was less in common between them than between
the German and the Soviet regimes.

The emergence of fascism in Italy had a number of prerequisites, inside and outside
the country.

First, nationalist ideas and nationalist movements were deep-rooted in the Italian so-
ciety. Since the late 18™ century, the Risorgimento (‘The Resurgence’) national liberation
movement of the Italian people against the Austrian oppression, and for uniting the Italian
state carried an idea of the strong national state standing above the people, and above lo-
cal and group interests. In the late 19th and early 20th century, Italian nationalists active-
ly used the media to denounce the contemporary system’s senility and excessive ‘humani-
ty’. As a contrast to it, they proclaimed an idea of a strong heroic person who would revive
‘the Greater Italy’.

The next step in the development of the right-wing extremism in Italy was setting up
the Italian Nationalist Association in 1910. Alfredo Rocco, its primary ideologist, declared
nationalism as a ‘revolutionary’ phenomenon, advocated corporatism (‘the national soli-
darity of the manufacturers’), incorporation of the trade unions (syndicates) into the state,
and economic protectionism. Subsequently, slogans of the absolute value of the nation-state
began to merge with the Social Darwinist ideas of survival and triumph of the ‘strongest’.

Alongside nationalism and conservative romanticism, ‘Futurism’ has become a source
of the Italian fascism. This was a vanguard and anti-traditionalist aesthetic movement that
preached industrialism, proclaimed the end of the ‘human domination’ and of human feel-
ings, and glorified the century of speed and technology. The appeals to radically break with
the past and its values, norms, museums, and libraries, make Futurism akin to fascism.
That radicalism of the Futurists was accompanied by outright Social Darwinism. They be-
lieved that ethical principles were good for the ‘feeble, crippled and prisoners’ who had
no future, but not for the young, strong people living a full-fledged life. The Futurists were
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A new five-year period beginning in 1925 and ending in 1929, was the initial stage
of the country’s road to complete totalitarianism. In 1926, the monopoly of the single party,
single press, single ideology — the fascist one — was established. The party was gradually
acquiring the character of oligarchy, joining with the state.

In 1929, Mussolini radically restructured the state by creating a new, corporate structure
instead of self-governed democratic institutions (the parliament, parties, the trade unions).
The state and the social organizations in this new structure were included in the power pyra-
mid run strictly vertically from above to bottom. In 1929 the Parliament was dissolved.

The next decade in the history of Italy (1929 — 1939) saw a further concentration of po-
litical power, and the increasing of its control over the economy and society, a greater role
of the fascist party in the state, and the accelerated process of ‘fascization’ of popular masses.

In that period, ideology was finally converted to a servant of the totalitarian regime.
The expansionist character of the Italian fascism manifested itself. The supporters of fascism
declared themselves the heirs of ancient Rome, and proclaimed a ‘new civilization’ which
the whole of mankind was bound to enter.

Repressive policy towards opponents was peculiar for the ltalian totalitarian regime,
as well as for other similar regimes. Thus, Giovanni Amendola and Piero Gobetti, conse-
quent critics of the Italian Fascists, first used the term ‘totalitarianism’ in their publications,
and were beaten up cruelly by Blackshirts in 1925. Yet Mussolini was not as active in using
punitive measures, compared with other dictators. Certainly, all those who tried to resist
the regime were arrested, and tried by the special tribunal. After passing a sentence, convicts
were usually sent to prisons (where some of them stayed 17 years), or deported to the islands.
Between 1927 and 1935, 2,947 anti-fascists were convicted by the tribunal. But executions
were not frequently used. For example, the death sentence was carried out for 4 persons,
who had attempted an assassination on the life of 11 Duce.

Totalitarianism in the History of Europe of the 20* Century
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Obviously it was ‘pre-fascism’, and became not only ideological, but also organizational.
The League of Anti-Semites, the first organized political grouping within this movement,
had a secret membership, and was strictly leader-centered. This organization collected hun-
dreds of thousands of signatures on a petition demanding the restriction of the civil rights
of Jews.

In 1880, gangs organized by the League staged a series of Jewish pogroms. Along-
side the League of Anti-Semites, other anti-Semitic organizations appeared in Germany
in the last third of the 19th century, such as the Social Imperial Party, The German Party
of the Reform and others. They all demanded limiting the ‘Jewish element’ in the economy,
abolishing the ‘privileges of the big mobile capital’, and stopping the exploitation of German
workers by the ‘Jewish capital’.

By the end of the 19th century, anti-Semitic organizations began to unite. Thus, in
the early 1880s, an international association of anti-Semites from Germany, Russia,
and Austria-Hungary was founded, which held two international congresses in Dresden.
In the same period, a unification of the anti-Semitic unions took place.

In 1886, the German Anti-Semitic Union was formed at the initiative and under the ‘lead-
ership’ of Theodor Fritsch. Its program envisaged creating ‘the German social state’ with
astrong imperial power, limitation of democratic freedoms and an expansionist foreign policy.
The movement not only advocated extreme nationalism, but also demanded limits upon the
freedom of enterprise and of big trading, by using strong ‘state-socialist’ regulative measures.

The subsequent years saw both splits and consolidations in the anti-Semitic camp. Since
1890, it was represented in the German Parliament. In 1914, the anti-Semitic groupings
merged in the Deutsch Vélkische movement that relied upon numerous organizations
(of youth, sportsmen, workers, and peasants). The racist and expansionist ideas of this move-
ment were supported by the authorities and by unions like the Pan-German League.

The Volkische developed and brought to the extreme the ideology of ‘blood and soil’,
and its inherent theory of the special qualities of the German nation, designed to secure
for it a global hegemony. Obscurantism and reactionary conservative features, alongside
the chanting of ancient German virtues were accompanied by borrowings from fashionable
doctrines. Those included the ‘racial school’ (Houston Stewart Chamberlain, Lange, Lieb-
enfels), Social Darwinism, mystical theosophy and ‘Arysophy’ (Guido von List). These the-
ories, in conjunction with the idea of a strong state as the exponent of the national idea,
with anti-Semitism, and with apologetics of the ‘national labor’ and the ‘national manufac-
turing capital’ subsequently formed the ideological basis of the German National Socialism.

The German National Socialism movement has grown directly out of the V6lkische move-
ment, and the occultist racist organizations (The German Order, the Knights of the Holy
Grail, The Thule Society). The Thule Society preached a mixture of Tibetan sacred books,
the esoteric teachings of magician Gurdjieff, and of the German occult orders, and become
the center of the Munich Vélkische and chose the Aryan ‘swastika’ as its symbol.

Thus German fascism had from the outset a solid ideological and political basis. In com-
bination with the adverse consequences of World War | for Germany, the fascism obtained
astrong opportunity not only as an ideology, but also as a basis for building the political party.
That party, as the subsequent events have shown, proved to be rather successful in the power
struggle.

Totalitarianism in the History of Europe of the 20" Century
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The first fascist organizations in Germany were founded in 1919. One of them was a cir-
cle formed by a locksmith Anton Drexler which united six persons. The goals it proclaimed
(a strong state, a strong power, the revival of the army, and the return of former German
borders) attracted Hitler, and he entered the circle as the seventh member. Since then
a new phase in the history of the German fascism began. In 1920, the National Socialist
German Workers’ Party (NSDAP) was founded. Its program was presented by Adolf Hitler
in the Hofbrduhaus brewery in Munich, and later on formulated as a final variant in Mein
Kampf.

The centerpiece of the Nazi program, as well as of the programs of the Italian fascist party
and of the Falange in Spain, was a reassessment of the role of nation and state. The nation was
defined as an eternal reality independent from the population it included, and from the turns
of history. Yet, the idea of eternity of the nation was not clearly formulated in the NSDAP
documents at that time. But racism was openly advocated. The Germans were defined
by their common blood. The constancy of the blood is at the heart of the eternity of the na-
tion. Preserving the purity of blood was declared the major national goal. As Hitler declared,
‘incest and the corresponding reduction in the racial level is the sole cause of extinction
of ancient civilizations. People are dying not as a result of lost wars, but because of the loss
of resistance, which is present only in the thoroughbred personality. All who do not belong
to the superior race, are the dregs’.

The Nazi program, included these basic ideas:

(a) A predominant and integral primacy of nationalism and racism;

(b) Pan-Germanism;

(c) An essential role of the army;

(d) Denunciation of the liberal parliamentary system;

(e) A desire to renew political morality;

() The corporate principle of the social organization;

(g) Recognition of private property, while exposing the abuses generated by it;

(h) The preference for small and medium-sized enterprises;

(i) The national solidarity as the way to make the problem of class struggle irrelevant;

(j) The school as a tool in nation-building;

(k) The renewal ofthe leading strata of the society through individual efforts and education;

(1) The integration of the individual in a certain set of communities;

(m) Asserting the independence of the state from church organization.

It is this program which served the German Nazis when they started in the 1920s on their
way to state power. Their path to the power Olympus, compared with the Italian Fascists,
was longer and more difficult.

At the beginning, the political geography of the Nazi Party was limited to Munich, and
its membership grew slowly. In 1919, the party did not exceed 100 members. In 1920, thanks
to the publication of their newspaper Volkischer Beobachter, the Nazis increased their mem-
bership to 3,000 people.

In 1921, the party established their storm troops, and Adolf Hitler became its sole lead-
er. By 1923, the Nazi party had 56,000 members. This was an indication of the fact that
the NSDAP managed to stand out among numerous other similar groups. Contributing
to this success were demagogic slogans, and harsh and unscrupulous methods of struggle with
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Thus, Hitler consolidated his personal monopoly in the Nazi Party, and initiated a unique
model of a totalitarian state, which was significantly different from both the Commu-
nist-Stalinist totalitarianism, and other fascist regimes.

Functioning of the state is usually associated with management, control and suppres-
sion. The German totalitarian statehood that reached its integrity by 1934-1935 was not only
different because of a super-centralized police state that took shape at that period of time.
That system also claimed to change the fundamentals of relationship between the individ-
ual and the state. This relationship was based on a doctrine closely tied to and coordinated
with Nazi ideology.

This doctrine denied the individual nature of personality. Personality was viewed as an or-
ganic, integral part of society and its legal status as a derivative from the status of the German
people. Therefore, the legal status of a person must be based on his public loyalty and on his
recognition of the interest of nation (read — the power) being higher than his self-interest.

In this context, the concept of ‘people’ was narrowed by the National Socialist doctrine
to a single social group (the Aryan race), which was declared the supreme legal entity and
the sole bearer of the power sovereignty. Thus, only a ‘racially pure’ person was recognized
the full-fledged person in the Third Reich. This was stipulated by the 1935 ‘Citizenship Law’
and ‘Law on the Protection of German Blood and German Honor.” These laws divided all
the German citizens into two categories: the Reich citizens and the nationals. While the for-
mer had the entire set of political and social rights, the latter were deprived of political rights,
and substantially limited in a number of civil rights. ‘Racially pure’ citizens were obliged
to prove all the time their desire ‘to faithfully serve the German nation’.

To meet the doctrine of the Aryan national government, the entire law system of Germa-
ny was subject to a deep transformation, and actually became unlawful. As early as in 1937,
the Civil Code of 1896, the main body of the German law, was replaced by a set of specific
laws, the central idea being that ‘Law is something that is useful to the people and the Reich’.

Proceeding from this postulate, fundamental changes were made in the legal norms,
designed to ensure viability of the Third Reich. Thus, in order to maintain racial purity
of the German society the freedom of marriage was restricted. A marriage was to be autho-
rized by a special ‘health court’.

Hitler believed that 20 per cent of the population was biologically deficient. On June 14,
1933, only six months after the Nazis came to power, the law was passed ‘For the Preven-
tion of Hereditarily Diseased Offspring’ which provided for compulsory sterilization. Cor-
responding decisions were taken by the judges on racial issues. In the period of 1933 to 1936
alone, 168,000 unfortunate persons were sterilized. Since August 1939, a special instruction
required that midwives kill the handicapped newborns. The ‘defective’ adults were killed
in the concentration camps. Thus, the new marriage and family ‘legislation’ served as a basis
for a huge program of euthanasia, or ‘easing the death by analgesics’.

The role and functions of different branches of law underwent a radical change in
the Third Reich.

The system of criminal law, based on the fundamental interests of the individual and soci-
ety, was focused on accountability for crimes against the state. The interpretation of political
crimes was expanded. It dealt both with offenses according to the new legislation (e.g. race
laws), and with the possibility of preventive punishment of political dissent. Therefore,
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acquired a truly mass character. It involved all segments of the population. By 1945, the party
itself numbered 6,000,000 persons.

Particular attention was paid by NSDAP to the indoctrination of the youth of Aryan
origin. For all young people aged from ten to eighteen, membership in the ‘Hitler Youth’
was obligatory. This youth organization merged in 1935 with the Nazi party. The structure
of the ‘Hitler Youth’ was created on the basis of a differentiated approach, while working
with different age and sex groups of children and teenagers. Thus, the boys between ten and
fourteen years were members of the Deutsches Jungfolk (German Youth) groups. The girls
of this age were united in Jungmedelbunde (Union of girls) organizations. Properly the ‘Hit-
ler Youth’ included older groups (young people between fourteen and eighteen), which were
also divided into the organizations for the young men (‘Hitler-Jugend’), and the organiza-
tions for the girls, ‘Bund Deutscher Medel’ (Union of German Girls).

These organizations dealt in various degrees with all aspects of the social life, their prior-
ities being the ideological and physical training of youth.

Thus, all young people in the Third Reich, aged ten to twenty years, were embraced
by an extremely centralized system of ideological and political education. This system was
created to develop in coming generations the intellectual, social and physical qualities, nec-
essary for the individuals of the German Aryan origin.

The authorities of the Nazi Reich reinforced its ideological impact on the population
by the powerful repressive machinery. This machinery was not only engaged in the Nazi
indoctrination of the society, but also exercised total control over the public consciousness.
Those were the tasks of the ‘SS Empire” headed by Heinrich Himmler. After Hitler's coming
to power, the SS troops, initially being his personal guard formed from particularly loyal
persons, actually become a state within a state.

The obligatory SS membership of all the top officials of the Reich and NSDAP was a sign
of their devotion to the Fuehrer. The structure of SS included several levels: Schar (8 persons).
Truppe (3 Schar), Sturme (3 Gruppe ), Sturmbann (3 Sturme), Standarte (3 to 4 Sturm-
bann), Abschnitt (8,000- 10,000 persons) Gruppe (several Abschnitt). The latter were united
in the so-called Allgemeine (General) SS. These detachments, along with the ‘guard units’
(Wachverbinde) and ‘disposal groups’ (Verfligungsgruppe) made up the SS troops which not
only performed law enforcement functions, but were also considered the prototype of the fu-
ture army of the Third Reich.

The organizational structure of the SS had been finally formed by the late 1930s, when
the Reich Security Head Office (RSHA) was established. It was headed initially by Rein-
hard Heydrich, and then from 1943 by Ernst Kaltenbrunner. RSHA included virtually all
of the services previously carrying out the specific functions of internal security. From that
moment, no one sphere of life of the German society could escape the SS control.

Since 1933, the SS controlled a system of concentration camps, which was being set up
at that time to be the main instrument of the SS indoctrination work. Until World War II,
this system had been focused not only on the ‘cleanup’ of the society, and extermination
of undesirable citizens, but also primarily on their ideological education. As previously
stated, over one million Germans were prisoners of the concentration camps throughout
the Nazi period. Most of them were subsequently released, and partially restored in their
rights.

Totalitarianism in the History of Europe of the 20" Century
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The SS paid particular attention to educating its own members. Himmler believed that
this organization would eventually turn into the racial elite of the German nation.

After seizing state power, the leaders of the Third Reich gave special importance to over-
coming the permanent economic crisis, and creating the conditions for economic develop-
ment. Initially, there was a lack of unity in the economic bloc of the government as to meth-
ods of solving this complex issue. As early as in the spring of 1933, the Ministry of Labor
proposed restructuring the economic system on the estate basis. Its implementation provid-
ed for forming the estates on the branch principle. The next objective was to combine those
estates into a single body, and thus to overcome the class antagonism, and to create the con-
ditions for a united action of all Germans in implementing the NSDAP program.

This system did not actually imply the elimination of market relations in the economy.
However, it supposed that under certain conditions (e.g. a war) a total mobilization of all
economic resources of the nation, and the centralized economic management were possible
to address the fundamental problems of foreign policy. The National Socialist Party was
to exercise the total control over the entire system of economic relations.

Economic reforms were coordinated by the General Council of the economy set up June
15, 1933, and consisting of 12 representatives of business circles (Gustav Krupp, Fritz Thys-
sen, Albert Vogler, August von Flick, and others) and five representatives of the Ministry of
the Imperial Economy. The new regional structure of the German economy under the tu-
telage of the Council was already set up in 1933. It consisted of eighteen business districts.
Each of them had its District Chamber of Commerce, with direct subordination to the Im-
perial Chamber of Commerce.

The Special Economic Court was also established. The structure and the work of the busi-
ness houses were originally based on the personal power of the Fuehrer, and from January
1934, this management principle was introduced at the enterprises. The system of works
councils (factory committees), which had existed earlier, was abolished. Labor relations
at the enterprises were regulated by the statute of the factory. It stipulated that the owner
of the company was endowed with the Fuehrer status, bearing a personal responsibility be-
fore the Fuehrer of the nation for its business. As for the participation of workers and em-
ployees in the enterprise management, it was confined to establishing the Council of Proxies,
consisting of their representatives in an advisory capacity.

If a conflict occurred between the Fuehrer of the enterprise and the Council of Prox-
ies, it was solved by ‘labor trustees’ appointed by the Ministry of the Imperial Economy.
The trade unions designed to protect the workers’ interests were banned. They were re-
placed by the unified German Labor Front. Closely connected with it was the Association
of the German Employers’ Unions. Control over the activities of these organizations was
carried out by the Nazi Party.

The next step in reforming the economy of the Third Reich was the law ‘On the prepa-
ration of the organic construction of the national economy’, adopted February 27, 1934,
A corporate branch structure of the economy was envisaged, consisting of two main busi-
ness units. The first was the Organization of Commercial Economy, consisting of the groups
for industry, energy, transport, trade, crafts, banks and insurance. The second was the Reich
Food Estate, subordinated to the Ministry of Agriculture, and possessing a significant auton-
omy with its own socio-political organization — the Reich Union of breadwinners.
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The workers in the Reich were in an equally ambivalent position. The authorities dis-
banded the trade unions defending workers’ rights. The tariff rates of wages were frozen
at the level of 1932. Work record books were introduced in the country, which meant that
a free transfer of workers to other enterprises was prohibited. At the same time, in protecting
the workers, the government established strict limitations for working hours and minimal
wages. It restricted entrepreneurs in unjustified firings of workers. It created ‘social courts
of honor’ that were entitled to to resolve conflicts between the workers and the employers.
A similar court could take away the Fuehrer status from the owner, which was equivalent
to the loss of his property.

The social conditions of the German working class in the 1930s significantly improved
in comparison with the crisis period of the 1920s and the early 1930s. Unemployment
was drastically reduced, the system of consumption was stabilized, and the philanthropy
of the rich for the poor grew in scale. Thanks to the ‘Strength through Joy’, many ordi-
nary Germans for the first time received an opportunity for diversified and healthy leisure.
An integrated national system of education and upbringing of children and young people
was established in the country. But its content and ideological trends were unfortunately,
not humanistic.

As for civil servants and intellectuals, these categories of citizens of Germany were also
in an ambivalent position vis-4-vis the fascist government. While maintaining a privileged
position in the society, provided through their solidarity with the authorities, they were
at the same time substantially constrained in their social status. It was the government of-
ficials and intellectuals that were to the greatest degree subject to state control and which
suffered from the nazification policy, such as racial and ideological cleansings.

Thus, after the Nazi advent to power, the House of German Art was established to at-
tach the popular masses to the Nazi cultural patterns. Cezanne, Van Gogh, Picasso, were
banned. Books by hundreds of authors were confiscated from libraries. German universi-
ties lost 2,800 of their finest professors. Einstein, Fermi and many others left the country.
Science, like art, was isolated from the outside world. But there appeared periodicals like
‘The German Chemistry’, ‘the German Mathematics’, and other magazines and books
of Nazi content.

Those intellectuals remaining in Germany, including professors and teachers, almost lost
their creative freedom and freedom of speech. However, those who adapted to the new re-
gime, took the most secure and protected positions in the social hierarchy of the Reich.
The high public profile of these intellectuals was due to their essential role in ensuring state
control over the thoughts and feelings of its citizens.

The results of the social policies of the Third Reich were confined to forming a rig-
id system of corporate society, where each cell was isolated in its socio-economic func-
tions. All these isolated units were anchored by the feeling of the racial superiority fostered
by the regime.

The regime also widely employed symbolism and social myths. The Nazi ‘values’ preached
by the regime were intended to ensure the unity of the nation, to predetermine the deeds
of an individual, his political, social and economic behavior and to influence even family re-
lationships. Characteristically, the majority of Germans who fell under the influence of Nazi
ideology were satisfied with the new rules of life. They were loyal to the changes taking place.
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A characteristic feature of the Spanish government was its reliance on the Catholic Church
which was the largest land owner, banker and industrialist of the country.

The army with its numerous reactionary officers and generals’ corps who actively inter-
fered in the political life of the country was also the bulwark of the Monarchy. The Monar-
chy repeatedly resorted to the aid of the army in acute political crises to defend state power.
This was the case in September 1923, when General Primo de Rivera staged a coup d'etat
with the consent and support of the King, and established a military and royal dictatorship.

The nationalities issue played an important role for inter-war Spain. Catalonia, the Basque
Country and Galicia were inhabited by national minorities. The first two provinces were
the most industrialized and supplied industrial production to other regions of the country.
However, the monarchical regime serving the interests of the landlords and the bourgeoisie
deprived these regions of their basic economic and cultural rights. This caused a broad move-
ment for autonomy in these areas, led by the influential bourgeois and nationalist parties.

Thus, acute, often antagonistic, political, economic, social, and ideological conflicts
in Spain eventually led to the bourgeois-democratic revolution in that country.

It is important to note that this revolution in Spain of the 1930s, as a form of political
and then military confrontation, gave birth to two major socio-political movements. The first
was Falange Francoism as a variety of fascism, which in the specific historical conditions,
found its social base, took the state power, and ruled Spain for 36 years. It was the only total-
itarian regime in the West which outlived its founding fathers for three decades.

The second was the Popular Front which united democratic forces to oppose fas-
cism in its struggle for power. This struggle included the civil war, which led to the defeat
of the Popular Front and its international supporters.

The fascism in Spain, emerged at the first stage of the bourgeois-democratic revolu-
tion from April 1931 to November 1933, when the Republican-Socialist governments were
in power.

In January 1930, during a period of global economic crisis, the workers, the petty and mid-
dle bourgeoisie, progressive-minded intellectuals and army officers joined in confronting
the dictatorship of Primo de Rivera, who was ruling the country at that time. He was forced
to resign.

In August of the same year, a coalition was formed between the republican parties and
the Socialists, who signed the so-called San Sebastian pact. In April 1931, a provisional gov-
ernment headed by Alkado Zamora was formed from the parties signing this pact. It could
have solved many pressing problems of the country by relying on support of the popular
masses. But it failed to do this.

This failure of the government in contrast to the positive results of the fascist movements
in Italy and Germany, gave impetus to the emergence and development of fascism in the Ibe-
rian Peninsula.

The pioneer of Spanish fascism was Ernesto Jimenez Caballero, a former socialist, a na-
tive of the petty bourgeoisie. After visiting Italy in the late 1920s, he became a fan of Mus-
solini's views. He sympathized also with Hitler after the latter’s seizing power in Germany
in 1933. Returning to Spain, Caballero actively promoted the theory of militant ‘Latinism’.

In 1931, Ramiro Ledesma Ramos, the son of a school teacher from Zamora, and a for-
mer poor student, formed a group of supporters of Nazism, and founded a magazine called
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preparing a rebellion against the Republicans. Reactionary generals, such as José Sanjurjo,
Francisco Franco, Emilio Mola and others, prepared their loyal troops for military actions
against its own people. Capitalists, financiers and landowners were staging an economic sab-
otage. They were closing up factories, drawing capital away from the country, leaving fields
uncultivated, and artificially creating unemployment. The fascist thugs were terrorizing sup-
porters of the Popular Front.

At the same time, the Spanish fascists, not relying on their own forces, requested mili-
tary and material aid from fascist governments in Rome and Berlin. The rebellion was pre-
pared by coordinated efforts of the world reactionary forces. On the evening of July 17, 1936,
the radio station of Ceuta in the Spanish enclave in Morocco's northern coast, just opposite
of Gibraltar, transmitted a phrase Sobre toda Espana el cielo esta despejado (The Cloudless
Sky is above the Whole Spain). This was a passphrase for the beginning of the coup.

The rebellion led by General Franco, began in Spanish Morocco then spread to the entire
peninsula. Franco and his followers’ action came completely unexpected for the Republican
government, but the people took to the streets in their commitment to defend democracy.
The government had no choice except to give weapons to the population for combatting
the rebels. The civil war began in Spain, was not only domestic, but international by its
character. It became an armed confrontation between European fascism and anti-fascism,
between dictatorship and democracy. But the Spanish democracy had rather specific traits.
It represented not only the nationwide, anti-fascist, anti-totalitarian society, but also the
communist movement, which itself is considered to be a certain form of a totalitarian regime.

Germany and Italy openly assisted Franco in his fight against the Republicans. The So-
viet Union disguised its support for the Popular Front in Spain as a movement of volunteers
who wished to defend the Spanish democracy with arms. There were indeed many people
in the Soviet Union sincerely trying to help the Spanish Republicans. Many volunteers from
Western countries openly fought fascism. The International Brigades were subsequently
composed of them.

The scope of the external intervention in the Spanish Civil War was impressive. 50,000
soldiers and officers from Germany, 150,000 from Italy, as well as about 100,000 soldiers re-
cruited from Morocco fought on the rebels’ side. The Popular Front was supported by 35,000
volunteers from all over Europe, including 5,000 Soviet citizens. Both warring parties re-
ceived large amounts of weapons and military equipment from their allies. Italy alone sup-
plied Franco with some 2,000 guns, 1000 planes, about 1000 tanks and armored personnel
carriers, two submarines, four destroyers and other military equipment and weapons. Mate-
rial aid to the rebels was also provided by other countries.

The Soviet Union in turn sent fifty-two transports with the war cargoes to Spain from
October 1936 to October 1937. The total Soviet armament shipments to Spain amounted
to 806 aircraft, 362 tanks, 120 armored vehicles, 1,555 guns and 50,000 rifles.

The foreign intervention in Spain, the overt diplomatic support to Franco from Great
Britain and France, clearly demonstrated by a ‘policy of non-interference’, and by the Mu-
nich Conference in September 1938, as well as the lack of sufficient unity within the Span-
ish working class — all led to a protracted civil war. It lasted from June 1936 to March
1939, and was accompanied by a massive loss of life. It claimed the lives of 600,000 people,
of which 400,000 were killed by 1944 at the hands of the Franco political regime. The war
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resulted in the establishment of the fascist dictatorship of General Franco in Spain in
April 1939.

The Franco regime was unusual by its leader’s ability to skillfully maneuver in any sit-
uation, to avoid panic, and to find compromise solutions for the most complex problems.
He was prudent and cold-blooded, uncompromising and firm, pious and even shy when nec-
essary, cautious and distanced from the crowd. Many Spaniards emulated caudillo and be-
lieved his personality as an ideal for the civic mentality. Franco’s personal qualities were
perhaps the main reason for the Francoism’s inner erosion being so slow and lasting several
decades.

The Spanish fascists, after seizing power had to adapt to the actual situation, to preserve
their regime at the expense of tactical concessions to the democratic community. In spite
of this the regime remained dictatorial. The political parties and the ‘red’ trade unions,
which had been parts of the 1936-1939 Popular Front, were banned after Franco’s com-
ing to power. Many members of these organizations were imprisoned. According to various
sources the number of political prisoners in Spain by the late 1930s ranged from 500,000
(by the information of Vatican) to one or two million (according to A. Phillips from the News
Chronicle). The national autonomies of the Catalans, the Basques and the Galicians were
abolished. The ethnic rights champions were severely persecuted.

All this has angered the world community. After World War Il ending with the defeat
of the fascist states, the Franco regime became a curious enclave inside the democratic world
of Europe. Condemned by the Potsdam Conference as a regime established with the as-
sistance of Nazi Germany and fascist Italy, Spain found itself in international isolation.
For this reason, it was denied membership in the UN and other international organizations.
The UN member states were encouraged to break diplomatic relations with Spain, which
they soon did. The country did not receive aid under the Marshall Plan. It lost the assets
that the National Front had placed in the USSR State Bank to pay for the Soviet military
supplies during the Civil War.

Due to these facts, the international and domestic situation of Spain greatly deteriorated.

Responding to this situation, Franco immediately softened his political regime.
The Great Royal Council was established in April 1947. In May 1947, a referendum was
held on the state system of Spain, during which over fourteen million Spaniards voted for
the restoration of the monarchy. The latter was viewed by them as a symbol of the national
unity, as well as a way to end the fascist dictatorship. Accepting the results of the referen-
dum and declaring Spain a monarchy (temporarily without the monarch), Franco demon-
strated to the West his intention to develop democracy in the country. This step convinced
the West that by retaining ties with the Spanish leaders, it would exercise a more productive
influence upon them. In 1949, the European countries restored diplomatic relations with
Spain. In 1953, Franco signed the treaty of defense, economic aid and mutual security with
the United States. U.S. military bases have appeared on Spanish soil. At the end of 1955,
Spain was admitted to the UN.

In order to adapt the fascist regime to the democratic Europe, in July 1945, the Consti-
tution, (The Spaniard's Charter), was proclaimed. It formally declared, although without
any guarantees, the rights of citizens to respecting their human dignity, to work, to a free
expression of ideas, etc. It also prescribed the citizens’ duties.
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The Soviet Union

While it took the Italian fascists about five years and the German Nazis a little more than ten
years to establish the totalitarian regimes, the Communist Stalinist totalitarianism passed
a longer and more difficult path to the top of its rule.

One reason for this was laid in the dual nature of the communist ideology, which at the ini-
tial stages of the party history was understood ambiguously by the Russian Social-Democrats.

The Marxist ideology was initially conspicuous by some traits of totalitarianism that were
later adopted in the program of the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party (RSDLP), ap-
proved at its Second Congress in 1903. This was particularly characteristic of the Bolshevik
faction of the party.

The ideology of Marxism-Leninism implied the presence of a class with a special mission,
being formulated as ‘the proletariat as the gravedigger of capitalism’.

This ideology argued that only one party could express the interests of the working class,
and lead its struggle for power and the Communist reconstruction of society. It proclaimed
the revolution as the principal method of the power struggle, calling this power a dictator-
ship, even if it was the dictatorship of the proletariat.

The party was named RSDLP in 1898; RCP (bolsheviks) — in 1918, VKP (bolsheviks) —
in 1925, and CPSU — since 1952. As any totalitarian body, it established extraordinary bod-
ies and combat teams within their framework. From 1917 until the collapse of the Sovi-
et Union in 1991, these institutions were consecutively represented by the Cheka in 1917,
the GPU in 1922, the OGPU in 1923, the NKVD in 1934, the NKVD/ NKGB in 1941,
the MGB in1946, and the KGB in 1954,

Initially, the party was not completely totalitarian. At the moment of its formation
at the Second Congress of the RSDLP, it split into two factions — the Bolsheviks head-
ed by Vladimir Lenin, and the Mensheviks, headed by Georgy Plekhanov. While the for-
mer gave priority to violence and revolution in their struggle for power, the latter preferred
the methods of evolutionary movement toward socialism. They believed that the party could
achieve its program goals by reforming the capitalist society, and relying on a broad social
base interested in improving the lives of people.

The evolutionary trend was also present as well in the Bolshevik faction of the RSDLP.
This was characteristic for the pre-revolutionary period, and for 1917. In particular,
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the Bolsheviks nurtured for some time after the February Revolution a real hope to come
to power by winning the ordinary elections to the Soviets. During the October Revolu-
tion, and while forming the supreme local power bodies, they agreed to a compromise with
the Left Socialist Revolutionaries (SRs) and other democratic forces.

The Bolsheviks until the October Revolution could not qualify for a totalitarian power,
because they were not the most powerful force in the society. Thus, at the First All-Rus-
sian Congress of the Soviets in June 1917, there were only 105 Bolsheviks among the total
of 822 delegates. At the Second Congress of Soviets in October 1917, the Bolsheviks pre-
vailed among the delegates, but that Congress did not represent the interests of the entire
people of Russia. More representative in characterizing the balance of political forces was
the membership of the Constituent Assembly, even though it was elected on the lists drawn
up before the October Revolution. But even here, there were only 175 Bolsheviks among
the 707 deputies.

Yet after the February Revolution, Bolshevik influence among the masses rapidly in-
creased. Their numbers between February and October 1917 increased by fifteen times
from 24,000 in February to 350 thousand in October. However, the main ‘culprit’ of this was
the Provisional Government, which had come to power by taking advantage of the popular
movement, but was unable to solve any major issue presented by the February Revolution.
The war was still going on, the people had not obtained freedom, and the peasantry re-
mained landless. The nationalities issue was also not resolved. The cost of this lack of action
for the Russian bourgeoisie was the loss of power.

Neither was the party completely totalitarian after the October revolution. The forc-
ible seizure of power by the Bolsheviks in October 1917 in the center of the country was
viewed with suspicion in many regions, including Ukraine. The Brest-Litovsk peace treaty
with Germany, signed in March 1918 on Lenin's initiative, received a mixed assessment.
The ‘Left Communists’ led by Nikolai Bukharin, as well as other political forces, viewed it as
a betrayal of national interests.

The ‘war communism’ appeared to have all the attributes of the totalitarianism. At that
time, all parties were banned, except the ruling one. The freedom of the press had van-
ished. The RCP (b) was actually ruled the government agencies. The ‘Red Terror’ reigned.
The economy was fully submitted to the state, which resulted in the nationalization of indus-
try, food requisitioning, and centralized distribution on a non-monetary basis.

It is true that these measures, taken in circumstances of war, were accepted by the people
with due understanding.

However, when the civil war came to an end, the people were not ready to accept the con-
ditions of ‘war communism’ in peace time. A mass protest movement against the Soviet pow-
er and its post-revolution policies embraced the entire country, including an armed struggle.
These were not ‘kulak revolts, as Soviet historiography claimed later, but a nationwide, pri-
marily peasant war against ‘war communism’.

Mass uprisings by soldiers and peasants broke out throughout the country. Among those
that had the greatest repercussions, were the Kronstadt rebellion, Antonovshchina in
the Tambov and Voronezh provinces, Popovshchina in the Volga region, Makhnovshchi-
na in Ukraine, Kaygorodovschina in Altai, the West-Siberian peasant uprising, and many
others.
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However, more realistic statistics are often found in academic publications, based upon
documentary evidence. Thus, the authors of this book researched a publication, which
asserted that Nikita Khrushchey, in anticipation of the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU
condemning Stalin's personality cult, assigned the law enforcement agencies with the task
to provide information on the extent of repression in the period of 1921 to 1953. The data
revealed the following: 3,777,380 persons were convicted in those years for counterrevolu-
tionary crimes with 642,980 of them sentenced to death. Being personally involved in the re-
pression, Khrushchev did not mention this figure in his report.

In the past two decades, new information has appeared in Russian historical research
on the extent of repression in the USSR. The Russian historian Alexander Dugin studied
for several decades the GULAG documents.

In his book The Unknown GULAG: Documents and Facts published in 1999 for
GULAG?’s 80th anniversary, he asserts that from 1930 to 1953, 6,500,000 persons passed
through the penal colonies. About 1,300,000 of them were convicted under political articles.
The last figure is three times less than that presented to Khrushchev.

Now, in contrast to the Soviet epoch, no one tries to make a secret of the crime statistics.
Even in the most democratic countries, there are prisons and other correctional institutions,
where people who committed crimes are serving sentences. The numbers of these prison-
ers are well known, and this prompted Alexander Dugin to make a comparative analysis
of the number of prisoners per thousand of the population in the in the Soviet Union of
the GULAG period and the United States, one of the modern democracies.

Perhaps this comparison, as any other, is ‘lame’, but it is curious. Today U.S. prisons
and penal colonies contain 2,190,000 prisoners. This means that with the total population
of over 300 million, there are 1.37 inmates per every thousand Americans. In Russia, with
1,200,000 prisoners per 140,000,000 people, this figure is 1.16.

Compare these indicators with 1940, when the GULAG contained 1,659,992 prisoners,
and the USSR population amounted to 194,000,000. There were at that time 1.17 prisoners
per one thousand people. With these statistics as the base (not yet verified documentarily
by the authors of this book), Dugin poses the question: "Why make a monster of Stalin?
Why blame the Soviet government of all the crimes? The figures that 1 referred to, is quite
comparable with today's Russia and the modern West”. The author believes that due to cer-
tain political and ideological factors, the assessment of Stalin was biased, although Stalin
was one of the few heads of state, who managed to bring a devastated country to the group
of the world leaders.

We suggest that every reader should decide for themselves if they agrees or disagree with
these conclusions by Alexander Dugin.

Did the repression and the totalitarian evolution of the Soviet regime meet any resistance?

Of course it did. The Leninist old guard came to oppose Stalin’s dictatorship in the 1920’s
and 1930’s. Even Vladimir Lenin suggested in his ‘Letter to the Congress’ of 1922 that Sta-
lin should be removed from the post of General Secretary and replaced by a person more
loyal to his comrades. Alongside Lenin, there were also Nikolai Bukharin, Lev Kameney,
Georgy Pyatakov, Karl Radek, Alexei Rykov, Lev Trotsky, Mikhail Tomsky, Alexander Shl-
iapnikov and many other old Bolsheviks who objected to Stalin in the interwar period, be-
ing aware of the danger of the Stalinist regime for the democratic development of Russia.
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Eastern Europe

After World War 11 and the liberation from fascism, countries of Eastern Europe —
Poland, Hungary, Romania, Czechoslovakia, Albania, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia and the
German Democratic Republic — chose the socialist path of development. That led
subsequently to the development of totalitarian regimes of the Soviet model in these
countries.

Why did this become possible? What were the reasons behind the emerging of the Soviet
model of totalitarianism in that region of the world?

Western, Soviet and post-Soviet historians give different answers to these questions. West-
ern scholars, especially during the ‘Cold War’, clearly argued that the pro-Soviet regimes
in Eastern Europe had been established by the violent policies of USSR assisting them
in their liberation from fascism. The socialism, in their opinion, was brought to those coun-
tries ‘on the bayonets’ of the Red army.

The Soviet historians used to exaggerate sympathies of the peoples of the East European
countries to the Soviet Union and to its social structure. These sympathies really existed,
as the USSR had demonstrated its power during the war, and therefore its world prestige was
undisputed.

It is obvious that both viewpoints were politically motivated. They had not arisen in aca-
demic research efforts, but due to the confrontation between the two socio-political systems
during the ‘Cold War’.

Analysis of the truth obviously requires an unbiased, academic approach which gained
ground in the period after the ‘Cold War’. This approach has been presented in a number
of recent publications in the West, in Russia, and Ukraine.

Without doubt, the postwar history of the East European countries was influenced by both
external and internal factors.

The external factors include the following:

1. The victory of the anti-Hitler coalition in World War Il involved a radical change
in the balance of power in favor of democracy. The national fascism, one of the two
totalitarian systems, was defeated. In these circumstances, the countries of Eastern
Europe striving for democracy, viewed the Soviet Union as the guarantor of non-
restoration of their pre-war fascist and pro-fascist regimes;
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2. The socialist orientation of the Eastern European countries was to a large degree
influenced by the Soviet Union. It had proclaimed itself a socialist state, and proved
the strength and vitality of that system in a brutal struggle against fascism, winning
the sympathies of millions of the democratically minded people.

3. The war period had seen a substantial growth of the international prestige not only
ofthe VKP (b), but also of the communist parties of other countries in Europe and Asia.
Those parties proved to be the most consistent fighters against fascism and Japanese
militarism, while the bourgeois parties were discredited in the years of the war.

4. Many people viewed the Soviet Union as an example of equitable social organization.
The existing distortions in the Soviet Union were unknown abroad. In the event that
information about them leaked abroad, the communist ideologues interpreted this
as ‘the machinations of bourgeois propaganda'.

5. The Soviet Union immediately after the liberation of the Eastern European countries
from fascism, granted them major financial assistance, though its own people at that
time was on the brink of survival;

6. The Western countries that had been the war-time allies of the Soviet Union and
ceased to be allies after the war, unwillingly contributed to allowing the emergence
of totalitarian regimes in the Eastern Europe. Winston Churchill recognized already
in 1944, and viewed Eastern Europe except Greece, Yugoslavia and Hungary, as within
the Soviet sphere of influence when distributing economic aid. In the Eastern
European countries, the Soviet Union was given a free hand in exchange for Soviet
non-interference in British activities in Greece. Using these opportunities, the Soviet
Union firmly controlled the developments in this region, contributing in every possible
way to the communists’ coming to power.

‘The Soviet presence’ in Eastern Europe at the end of the war and in the early postwar
years had an important influence on their political orientation. It is obvious that this pres-
ence was not the only factor underlying the choice of the development model of those coun-
tries after the war. Soviet troops were present in Austria, Norway, Finland, Iran, but these
countries have not chosen the socialist path.

At the same time, the Soviet Army did not enter the territories of Albania and Vietnam,
which were guided by the values of the Soviet way of life. It reflects that for all the turns
of history, nations remain the masters of their own destinies, while choosing development
prospects for their countries and societies. The subsequent events have proven that nations
themselves determined finally the development paths of their states.

The domestic political situation in the Eastern European countries at the end of the war
and immediately after, significantly contributed to the emergence of totalitarian regimes
in this region. The collapse of the pro-fascist authoritarian regimes and the broad participa-
tion of the population of these countries in the resistance created preconditions for profound
democratic changes in their government and political system.

Yet, in reality, the polarization of the popular masses and their commitment to democrat-
ic reforms were superficial. Authoritarian political psychology not only maintained itself,
it even strengthened during the war. The mass consciousness in these countries still wished
to view the state as a guarantor of the social stability, and as a ‘tough hand" which would cope
with all challenges facing the society as soon as possible.
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form of dictatorship of the proletariat’, in fact, should it have been preserved and developed,
this political system could have been a form of the democratic socialism.

However, it was in reality, a political game, conducted at the time by Stalin, to apparent-
ly demonstrate his commitment to the democratic development of the Eastern European
countries. But this game did not last long.

Soon, the Soviet-type rule became established in the countries of the region by adminis-
trative process. The national peculiarities of this order were no longer the principle charac-
teristic.

This process began with the uniting of the Communist and Social Democratic parties.
First, it happened in East Germany in 1946, then in 1948 in Romania, Hungary, Czecho-
slovakia and Poland. This merger strengthened the positions of the Communists. Transition
to the socialist path of development took place there mostly by peaceful and parliamentary
ways. It is the merger of the working parties that initiated development of the Eastern Euro-
pean authoritarian regimes.

With the advent of the communist and workers parties to power in 1949, the first stage
of the revolution ended, and its second phase began - the building of socialism. It basically
replicated the Soviet version with some peculiarities of minor importance.

At this stage, the political contradictions frequently broke out between the Soviet Union
and some countries of the People’s Democracy. These contradictions were caused mainly
by the attempts of the leaders of these countries to retreat from the Soviet ‘standard’, and
to make a nationally oriented choice in building socialism. This was particularly evident
in the countries where coalition governments, consisting of communist, social democratic,
socialist, peasant, liberal and other parties had existed for some time.

Wradystaw Gomulka, the leader of the Polish communists, was advocating the ‘Polish
path’ toward socialism, without the mass collectivization. Georgi Dimitrov argued that
in Bulgaria there would be not the Soviet, but People's Republic, without the dictatorship
of the proletariat. Klement Gottwald, leader of the Czechoslovak communists proclaimed
in 1945, the goal to create a kind of socialist republic which could not fit into any existing
political pattern. He called for searching nationally oriented ways of implementing this goal.

The leaders of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia (CPY) sought to develop and imple-
ment their own version of a socialist society, not similar to the Soviet model. The basic
idea behind their ‘self-management socialism’ was the leading role of labor collectives in the
public enterprises and superior economic associations, while maintaining ownership rights
by the entire society. The economic management was to be carried through elected workers'
councils of the enterprises. These councils were electing executive committees, including
the enterprise directors, to exercise the operational management. The system of the state
government had also undergone democratic changes.

However, such initiatives in the countries of People’s Democracy were, as a rule, not
supported by the Soviet leadership. In some of them, such as Yugoslavia, Hungary, Poland
and Czechoslovakia, the attempts to practice different versions of socialist construction, led
to acute and protracted conflicts between the USSR and the party and state leaderships of
these countries. These conflicts often took the shape of armed confrontation.

In the end, almost all the countries of the People's Democracy were forced to accept
the ‘Stalinist Socialism’. Its fundamentals exhibited some basic features, such as an extremely
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new structures of the state machinery. In Poland, the People's Councils were formed from
the top to the bottom, as well as the Polish Committee of National Liberation (PCNL),
which in December 1944 was transformed into the Provisional Government of the Republic
of Poland. In 1946, a unicameral parliament was established in Poland. In February, 1947,
the Legislative Sejm adopted the Small Constitution, which defined the structure of govern-
ment bodies of the Polish Republic. Those bodies were: the Legislative Sejm, the President,
the Council of State and the Government. Finally the political system of Poland was formal-
ized by the Constitution of 1952.

In Czechoslovakia, the National Front was established in March 1945, and in April
the government was formed. When Czechoslovakia was fully liberated from the Nazi occu-
pation, the new army, courts and system of public security were created in the country.

In the spring of 1946, elections were held for the Constituent National Assembly, which
elected the President and the government. In May 1948 the Constitution (Fundamental
Law) of the country was adopted. According to it, the one-party National Assembly, elected
for six years, became the supreme power body. The country was headed by the President,
who was elected for the seven year term by the National Assembly. He appointed the govern-
ment responsible to the National Assembly. The local power was exercised by the National
Committees.

The process of state-building was more complex in Bulgaria, Romania and Hungary,
as they had been the allies of Nazi Germany. In those countries, the formation of new state
machineries was preceded by the destruction of the old bodies of the state power.

In Bulgaria, the constitutional monarchy remained in power even after the victory of
the popular uprising of September 9, 1944. The Fatherland Front Government formed af-
ter the uprising began the purge of the state apparatus. Supporters of the Nazi regime were
driven out of the government agencies, and the Bulgarian army was renewed. After the ref-
erendum of September 8, 1946, Bulgaria was proclaimed a republic. In December, 1947,
the constitution was passed which stipulated that the entire power was vested with the Na-
tional Assembly. The latter was entitled to elect the president. The executive power was vest-
ed with the Council of Ministers. The local People's Councils were also established.

In Romania, Antonescu's government was arrested during the armed resurrection. Af-
terwards, the patriotic forces organized the defense of Bucharest until the arrival of the So-
viet troops. Initially, Romania remained a monarchy. In March, 1945, the Government
of the National Democratic Front was created in the country which carried out democrati-
zation of the state apparatus. In April, 19435, the Law on purging the state power bodies was
adopted. The July 15, 1946 law abolished the Senate, the upper chamber of the Parliament.
December 30, 1947, King Michael abdicated and Romania was proclaimed the People's
Republic. In April 1948 the Great National Assembly adopted the constitution of the Ro-
manian People’s Republic.

In Hungary, the National Front was established in the late 1944. At the same time,
the Provisional National Assembly was convened in Debrecen which formed the Provi-
sional National government. That was the first step in the revolutionary transformations
in the country. According to the governmental decision, the army was to be purged of the fas-
cist elements, and the royal gendarmerie was to be disbanded. In 1946, the law was enacted
by the National Assembly to abolish the monarchy and to proclaim the Republic. On August
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18, 1949, the State Assembly unanimously adopted the Constitution of the Hungarian Peo-
ple’s Republic.

The formation of the European states of ‘People's Democracy’ was accompanied by con-
solidation of the hegemony of the communist forces there, while socialism-building repli-
cated the Soviet experience, although with insignificant national peculiarities.

For example, the main directions of the economic policy at the stage of the socialist trans-
formation in these countries were, as well as in the USSR, nationalization of the industrial
and banking sectors, industrialization, collectivization of the agriculture, and development
of the new management and distribution system.

Nationalization was initially applied to the heavy industrial sector, but soon it spread
to virtually all the industries. This process of nationalizing the corrupt capitalist property
of war criminals, of German capital and of the pro-fascist regime cronies had begun even
before the Communists came to power. In general, the nationalization in the countries
of Eastern Europe was less deep than in Russia in the period from 1917 to 1919. It retained
on a limited scale, the private ownership of the means of production and real estate. The cost
of the nationalized enterprises was partially compensated by payments to former owners.
Joint ventures appeared here and there.

By the early 1950’s, about ninety per cent of the industrial sector, the entire banking sys-
tem, wholesale and foreign trade, the bulk of the construction, transport and communica-
tion in most Eastern European countries were concentrated in the public sector.

Industrialization was considered the major component of the policy of the social-
ism-building in that period. As in the Soviet Union, it was carried out in an accelerated pace
with the priority being development of the heavy industry (Group "A"). The Soviet Union
granted all possible assistance to the Eastern European countries in solving this problem.
By 1960, they had participated in the restoration and construction of 761 enterprises in those
countries.

In the period of industrialization, each country of the region, due to the Soviet influence,
obtained its own specialization in industrial production. The Soviet Union convinced the al-
lies that the community of the Socialist states was forever. So, as small countries, they could
not seek development of all sectors of industrial production.

Moscow encouraged them to develop mainly those sectors of the economy which were
traditional, economically profitable and promising for a specific country. Thus, for exam-
ple, it was recommended to Bulgaria to manufacture electric and diesel load-lifters for
the entire socialist community. Poland was to produce fishing boats, Hungary specialized
on buses, and Romania on oil equipment. As a result, the Soviet Union was converted into
a ‘raw materials reservoir’ for its allies. The Eastern European economies were insulated
from the economies of the developed capitalist countries, which ultimately predetermined
the scientific and technological gap between those countries and the West.

Agrarian reforms were an integral part of the socio-economic transformation in the ‘Peo-
ple’'s Democracy’ countries. Their fundamental difference from the Soviet model in the first
stage was that the entire land was not nationalized. At the same time the rich peasants were
subject to much softer restrictions than in the time of collectivization in the Soviet Union.
Among these measures there were a progressive system of taxation, and a ban on the use
of hired labor.
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Among the scholars dealing with the history and essence of totalitarianism, one encounters
those who argue that the totalitarian systems of government not only existed at all the stages
of human history, but are bound to exist in the long perspective.

In our opinion, the error of these authors is that they do not understand the fundamental
differences between various types of dictatorships, especially between ancient despotisms
and modern totalitarian dictatorships. The former have arisen naturally in specific epochs,
being an ordinary and natural phase in the social progress, and lasting for many centuries.

The latter although representing essentially and institutionally the past epochs, have ‘in-
truded’ in the contemporary age of democracy. They profited by the specific situation which
developed in Europe and the world after World War I, claiming to be highly efficient, and to
have a long historic perspective.

However, these regimes were doomed to failure from the very beginning, as they were
artificial and manifested themselves as foreign bodies in the contemporary social progress.
They used the situation of permanent crisis after the end of World War 1 and secured a rela-
tively long life-span for themselves. But viewed historically, their claims fora ‘brilliant future’
promised to their peoples proved to be empty. Due to objective and subjective factors, they
were bound to sooner or later give way, (although the terms for it are historically not long)
to other political regimes, predominantly of the democratic type.

This is true not only of the Soviet totalitarian regime, withstanding the fight against fas-
cism, but also of similar regimes wiped off from the world scene in the course of World War
I1. Even if Germany and its allies had defeated the Anti-Hitler coalition, they would have
been doomed to collapse.

Similar conclusions do not always find support and understanding in the everyday con-
sciousness of an older generation in former totalitarian countries. Generations of people
who lived in totalitarian countries in the 20th century have experienced enormous economic
hardship, and survived the war and post-war economic recovery. They remember ceremo-
nial democratic experiments, repression, lack of justice, forced indoctrination, all-out po-
liticization of the public life, and the shortage of goods and services, as well as many other
adverse realities of totalitarian societies.

These experiences are indicated in the results of the survey conducted by the Gorsh-
enin Institute in Ukraine, on the eve of the presidential elections in 2009. 1,207 residents
of Kharkiv, aged 18 years and older, were asked the question: "Which of these historical
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The excessive scale of developing those lands undermined the agriculture of the central
regions of the Soviet Union, which put the country on the brink of famine. Establishing
the Councils of National Economy (Sovnarkhozes) in 1954 shattered the branch manage-
ment by relegating it to numerous economic regions. It broke the unity of technical policy
and impeded technological progress.

The Brezhnev leadership’s failure to introduce intensive development measures, and
its choice in favor of increasing exports of the raw minerals led to a slowdown in the non-re-
source sectors of the economy, to the backlog of high-tech industries, to poor product quality
and the reduced level of labor productivity.

The anti-alcohol campaign launched by Mikhail Gorbachev in the mid-1980s broke
the monetary stability in the country. Examples like those are multiple, as the subjectivist
approach was an invariable feature of the totalitarian policies.

The centralized management of the economy was also inefficient due to its extreme de-
gree of bureaucratization, with a huge management apparatus ever growing in number.

According to Nikita Zagladin, the entire army of Soviet managers was a three-story pyr-
amid. Its first floor was occupied by the most numerous group of narrow-minded executive
personnel. The second floor consisted of the people who realized that the ‘leader’s’ deci-
sions were flawed and unintelligent. But they had to deliberately take conformist positions.
Finally, at the top of this imaginary pyramid there were intellectuals, who were talented
enough to resist a blind faith in the wisdom of the leader. Yet they deliberately adapted
to the requirements of the ‘top’ for the sake of their careers, and for receiving the privi-
leges granted to the personal power regime. It is those top level bureaucrats, unscrupulous
and ready to adapt to any power configuration to preserve their benefits which determined
the shape of the Soviet system, including the economic sphere.

This bureaucratic apparatus was conservative both in its views and its deeds. It was slow
in responding to the changing requirements of the economy, and not susceptible to tech-
nological innovations. In order to preserve its privileged position in the society, this appa-
ratus was often ready to prevent even the most progressive economic reforms. This is evi-
denced by the failed market reform of the limited scale which started in the Soviet Union
in 1965 at the initiative of Prime Minister Alexei Kosygin, and a prominent economist
Evsei Lieberman.

While implementing these reforms in the eighth five-year plan period (1966 - 1970), pos-
itive results were achieved in the development of all spheres of the Soviet society. From 1965
to 1970, the national income increased from 30 per cent to 45 per cent compared to the pre-
vious five years, the average annual growth rate increased from 6.5 to 7.7 per cent, the labor
productivity increased from 31 to 39 per cent. It is no accident that the eighth five-year
period was called ‘golden’.

Yet, by the early 1970s, the Soviet economy had returned to its original state. The reform
‘choked’ when an effort was made to apply it to all businesses and industries of the economy,
which produced a negative impact on the welfare of managers, especially of the top man-
agement echelon. They, including some members of the Politburo of the Central Committee
of the CPSU, did everything possible to curtail the reforms and return to the previous eco-
nomic policy. This policy was ineffective, but familiar and safe for the material well-being
and privileges of the administrative apparatus. Alexei Kosygin said in his conversation with
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the Czechoslovak Prime Minister Lubomfr Strougal in 1971: “Nothing has left. Everything
collapsed. All the work stopped, and the reform is in the hands of people who do not want
it at all. The reform is being foiled. The people, who worked out the materials of the Con-
gress along with me, have been fired. Other people are invited instead of them. I do not
expect anything”.

The bureaucratic mode of economic management in a totalitarian society does not
mean that the army of these bureaucrats was ready to forget about their own interests and
to exercise an efficient control of a huge complex of economic processes and relationships,
or to achieve an equitable distribution of wealth among the population and to prevent eco-
nomic crime.

On the contrary, experience shows that even in the Soviet Union, a planned economy de-
veloped in a much more chaotic manner than the market economy, and that economic crime
was endemic. This was is in spite of the estimates of some Western scholars that the degree
of totalitarianism in the Soviet society in the first postwar decade was almost absolute.

This is reflected by the scope of the so called ‘shadow economy’.

The ‘shadow economy’ involves those incomes that are extracted from the illicit activities
of economic entities or individuals. These are smuggling of goods, drug manufacturing and
trafficking, partially prostitution and gambling businesses. The precise extent of the ‘shadow
economy’ is not known, but economists estimate that it amounts to 15 per cent in the United
States and 30 per cent in Italy.

The estimates in the Soviet Union in 1990, for example, ranged from 20 to 100 (!) per cent
of the shadow economy’s share in the national income. That was about 120 to 130 billion
rubles a year, which made up one fifth of the national income.

However, one can believe a renowned economist Pavel Bunich, who argued that it was
only the visible part of the iceberg. In reality, as he believes, the national income of the Soviet
Union in the period from 1929 to 1985 increased not by 84 times (as the official statistics
stated), but by 6.6 times. Huge funds stolen by bureaucrats from the people made it possible
to form a ‘bureaucratic class’ in the Soviet Union already in the 1950s and 1960s. This very
class soon upset the system that had created it.

The totalitarian economies were also impaired by their isolation from international eco-
nomic relations. They were unable to integrate into the global market economy because
of difference in forms of ownership, governance, political and ideological contradictions
with the democratic world. Those democratic economies had access to many achievements
of the scientific and technological revolution. Totalitarian rulers were forced to spend huge
material resources on the development of the full range of their national economies, and to
‘reinvent the wheel’, a process long known in the countries outside the totalitarian world.

Soviet attempts to establish a system of economic integration of the allied European
socialist countries were of no avail. The case of Nazi Germany trying to do the same in
the conquered and allied countries incorporated into the management system of the Reich
produced a similar result. Actually, those were experiments aimed at exporting totalitarian-
ism to other countries, which, as expected, eventually ended in failure.

Thus, the collapse of the centralized totalitarian economy was objectively pre-determined
by its non-competitiveness compared to the market economy. This thesis is convincingly prov-
en by the repeated crises that both types of economy had undergone in the twentieth century.
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in Russia without Vladimir Lenin, and in 1991, there would have been no August
takeover without Boris Yeltsin.

The conflict between Gorbachev and Yeltsin began in 1987. At that time, after
the removal of Yeltsin as first secretary of the Moscow City Committee of the Com-
munist Party, Gorbachev could have made him end up his political career. But he failed
to do this, and thus, made it possible for the opposition to find a strong leader.
The latter was a man who had vast political experience, perfectly familiar with all
the intricacies of Soviet politics and possessing an extraordinary political will. Many
analysts reasonably argue that should Boris Yeltsin have led the Communist Party
in 1991, the Soviet Union would have continued to exist. With Yeltsin, there would
have been neither ‘conspirators’ in the Bialowieza Forest, nor defenders of the White
House, nor GKChP.

But the powerful state was led by a weak leader, who gradually handed the state rule to
a powerless, but strong contender.

. The bankruptcy of the Soviet ideology also contributed to the collapse of the USSR.

The peoples of this huge country, who spared neither efforts nor lives in their struggle
fora ‘brilliant future’ came to understand that neither world revolution, nor communism
by 1981, promised by the Communist Party, would occur.

The resulting ideological vacuum was filled with a general desire to ‘live like in the West’,
although chances still remained for the Soviet Union to remain. But then a new
ideological factor - nationalism - came into effect. Adesire to build an independent state,
to a lesser extent was characteristic of the people in Ukraine (except the Western part of
it), but even here the nomenklatura wanted to rule itself. For the Baltic, Central Asian,
Trans-Caucasian Republics and Moldova, this desire was decisive. Theoretically, it was
possible to try to save the union between Russia, Ukraine and Belarus (as Solzhenitsyn
proposed in 1990), but it would have been a sort of a ‘Slavic nationalism’. This task has
already become unaffordable for the party leadership under Gorbacheyv.

. Disintegration of the Soviet Union was promoted by the West. Yet one can hardly believe

that it is the United States that destroyed the USSR. The American propaganda was
no stronger than the Soviet one. One should not underestimate the invasion of symbols
of the American way of life (jeans, Pepsi-Cola, Marlborough etc.) in the Soviet society.
They affected the minds of Soviet youth far more than the Voice of America programs.
Washington was more concerned about Soviet socialism than about a non-socialist
Soviet Union, weakened by internal strife. And when an opportunity of this kind arose
under Gorbachey, the U.S. and its allies in Europe gave him full support. However,
the August coup of 1991 seriously troubled the West, which felt that Gorbachev's
weakness could create an opportunity for the restoration of the communist regime in
the entire Soviet Union. The West then withdrew its support to Gorbachev, although
this decision was not easy, because several new nuclear powers, including Ukraine
emerged after the collapse of the USSR. For NATO, this concern was less an evil than
the risk of exporting communism.

. The USSR collapsed because actually nobody was eager to defend the vast country in

that fatal moment. The people were tired, not only of the economic hardship, but also
of the lack of faith in the future. For Ukraine, this factor was decisive. In 1991, after
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the failed coup, most of the Ukrainian people were extremely worried by the prospect
of complete chaos in the Soviet Union. That is why, when independence was offered
to the people at the referendum in December 1991, this option was supported by more
than 90 per cent of the Ukrainian voters. In March of that year, nearly 78 per cent
of the Ukrainians had voted at the all-Union referendum for preserving the Soviet
Union. The population voted for a peaceful life in their own country, not to participate
in the Caucasian and Central Asian fighting. It was also not clear what would happen
next in Moscow.

Ukraine, along with Russia and Belarus, were the base for the USSR. Therefore, without
it any attempt to keep the old Soviet Union, or to build a new one would have been a failure.

The death of totalitarianism was predetermined from the very beginning, because
in the age of democracy, this phenomenon in itself was objectively contrary to historical
progress.

Building totalitarian societies were an attempt to implement unrealistic and historically
unsustainable ideologies (be it communism or national-socialism) using social engineering
methods.

These methods, contrary to the interests of social progress, were used by certain political
forces (communists or fascists) in a concrete situation of permanent economic and political
crises caused by the world wars. The aim of this process was to carry out some political pro-
grams. These programs could be selfish but appealed to most of the ordinary people in a con-
crete situation.

With the changing socio-political environment (usually for the worse) and with the grow-
ing influence of the global democratic community, the majority of totalitarian regimes were
forced in different circumstances to leave the political arena, yielding its place to demo-
cratic societies.

Subject No. 4. Historic Futility of Totalitarian Regimes 175

bubnuoteka "PyHusepc"






Totalitarianism has collapsed in the second half of the twentieth century. Does this mean that
its resuscitation in the modern world is impossible? The academic studies do not give a clear
answer to this question.

Some authors do not see a fundamental difference between the different types of dictator-
ships. Therefore these authors, according to the Russian scholar Leonid Polyakov, are prone
to a ‘one size fits all’ attitude towards totalitarianism: be it Ivan the Terrible, medieval Chi-
nese kingdoms or Orwell's 1984,

A similar view is held by Ukrainian political scientist Sergei Vonsovich, who argues that
‘totalitarianism is not something inherent in the last century’.

Other researchers disagree, believing that the time of totalitarian regimes is definitely
over. Leonid Vasilyev stated in a discussion on totalitarianism, "Touching upon the prospects
of our planet ... it seems to me ... that there is no place for a totalitarian regime there. 1 do not
rule out some random relapses here and there, but in principle totalitarianism will forever
remain a phenomenon of the twentieth century”.

The authors of this book do not advocate extreme views on this issue. Nikita Zagladin
suggests in his works that the answer to this question be preceded by an analysis of the follow-
ing issue: if the factors which in the early twentieth century pre-determined the emergence,
and then development and relatively long functioning of the totalitarian regimes, are still
available and viable in the current conditions. These include at least three factors: a totalitar-
ian ideology, the social engineering and the state of society at that moment in time — if this
society is able or unable to accept a totalitarian rule.

If we speak about an ideological component, which can contribute to the revival of totali-
tarianism in the modern world, it is apparent that the followers of National Socialism, or fas-
cism, have not offered their supporters any new concepts. They feed pro-fascist movements
with the same postulates once were laid down by German philosophers Friedrich Nietzsche,
Oswald Spengler and Georg Hegel, and Italian philosopher Giovanni Gentile. Those think-
ers preached racism, anti-Semitism, Pan-Germanism, corporatism, cult of the leader and
military expansion. These philosophical guidelines formed the basis of the National Socialist
Workers Party program.

Neither has de-legitimization and the collapse of the communist political doctrine (the
Marxism-Leninism of the Soviet model) led to its disappearance from the political arena.
This ideology, as frequently happened in the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, has
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The latter were employed in the construction of public facilities: enterprises, bridges, roads
and parks. The Americans still ride on these roads and use these facilities.

This is reminiscent of the state management system, which existed in those years in
the Soviet Union. American economists do not deny that this system had a role in over-
coming the deep economic crisis in the United States. But the need of these measures was
temporary, since the U.S. was a country with a stable liberal democratic system

With the restoration of market tools, the United State painlessly transferred from a mobi-
lization economy to the democratic model of social management and the necessary relation-
ships within it. This transition was guaranteed by the democratic procedures, accepted and
well-established in the pre-crisis epochs, as well as by a high level of the civil society, which
is directly dependent on the standards of political culture.

Social engineering is applied also in modern societies, not only in the industrial societies,
but in the post-industrial world. Typically, such governmental policies are successful if they
are related to the solution of particular problems, or are designed to accelerate the processes
developing in their natural patterns. A positive example of social engineering is the trans-
formation of class conflicts in the West, which has led in a certain extent to the social part-
nership between labor and capital (although not always harmonious). In this case, the basic
model of class relations in capitalist society and the subjects of different social interests re-
mained the same as before. But the goal of the class struggle changed dramatically. Workers
no longer see their objective as overthrowing the government by revolution. Rather they seek
to ensure their rights, freedoms, and economic interests.

This process is not idealized. The effects of it in various post-industrial countries are not
identical. However, some of them (e.g. Sweden), have seen serious social changes under
the influence of social engineering in the post-war years that the phenomenon of the ‘Swedish
model of socialism.” emerged. This model has long been associated with an ideal social type.

There exists another example of the political will influencing an objectively overdue tran-
sition of civilized societies to the post-industrial stage of development. To neutralize resis-
tance by certain groups of employees to this process, authorities in many countries tended
to use ideological and repressive measures. They strongly encouraged elimination of older,
uncompetitive industries and the introduction of high technologies. The issue of workers
losing their jobs was addressed by tax reforms which encouraged those corporations which,
despite temporary financial losses, focused on the implementation of innovative technolo-
gies. These actions shaped post-industrial societies in the countries of the ‘North’, contrib-
uting to their further development.

By resorting to administrative regulation, various states repeatedly surmounted economic
difficulties, or carried out reforms, resulting in ‘economic miracles’.

Furthermore, many researchers have reasonably argued that in some cases, even military
coups should be regarded not only as a reactionary, but as sometimes progressive events.
Those were the cases if the coups contributed to preventing acute crises in the societies
(for example, imminent civil wars), and if the military taking power, held back from hin-
dering the democratic transition and moreover created the necessary conditions for this
transition. In Chile, in 1973, when the country came close to the brink of civil war, it was
a military coup that has helped to stabilize the country and to make way for the subsequent
liberal-democratic reforms.
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mentality of this nation, its geographical location, its economic potential, its demograph-
ic situation in the years of independence, the historical traditions of the Ukrainian people,
and many other factors that have an impact on the future development of the country. A text-
book like this does not claim to be a substantial contribution to the analysis of this complex
issue, but only presents the material for a further discussion.

After becoming independent on August 24, 1991, Ukraine declared itself a democratic
nation by a special resolution of the Verkhovna Rada. This status is also declared in the
Ukrainian Constitution adopted June 28, 1996, which states: “Ukraine is a sovereign and
independent, democratic, social, law-based state”.

However it is clear that these founding documents state the standards which the Ukrainian
society has not yet achieved. On the eve of the adoption of those documents, the state of this
society was rated as authoritarian, if not totalitarian. The constitution rather sets the guide-
lines, and the desired final goal for the country’s future development.

The implementation of these democratic guidelines in Ukraine, as the whole period
of its independence demonstrates, has proven to be very difficult. The long totalitarian and
afterwards authoritarian past of Ukraine as a part of the USSR left deep roots. These roots
are not leaving the political scene quickly and voluntarily. They have predetermined a real
dualism in Ukraine’s political development since obtaining independence. This develop-
ment involves a confrontation between the new and the old. On the one hand, a strong
desire is present to implement democratic reforms in the society. On the other hand, this de-
sire is facing an opposition by authoritarian patterns of life and power familiar to much
of the population, especially of the older generation. This confrontation is not only the ob-
jective reality of the modern Ukrainian society, but, apparently, will continue for a long time.

An analysis of the current situation in Ukraine, at the present stage of its development,
creates the reality that the threat of a totalitarian return is quite real, and not to be underes-
timated. The appeal by the Czech anti-fascist Julius Fucik "People, I love you! Be careful!”
from his Report from the Gallows is not less important for Ukraine today than in 1942, when
it first appeared. Totalitarianism may have a continuation in the twenty-first century, depriv-
ing the predecessor century of the exclusive right to this phenomenon.

The defeat of Germany, its European satellites, and of Japan in World War I1, the fall
of fascist regimes in Portugal, Greece and Spain in 1974 and 1975, the collapse of the com-
munist type of totalitarianism almost in all the socialist countries in the late 1980°s - early
1990's, and the elimination of the colonial system - all these are real steps of the world evo-
lution towards democracy in the post-war period.

However, totalitarian, and the more so, authoritarian forms of government, although his-
torically outdated, are viable even now in some countries. They maintain themselves either
in primitive (North Korea), or modified (China, Vietnam, Cuba) forms, or as hangovers
from the past in the general democratic context of modern civilized societies, as an ideolog-
ical and political component of their public life.

Ukraine, as well as other post-Soviet countries, is characterized by a transition period
when a ‘young democracy’ and a multi-party democratic state are taking shape.

The growing strength of political parties is the most striking expression of the Ukrainian
society’s striving for democratization. At the beginning of 1993, there were 18 registered
political parties in Ukraine. This figure grew to 54 in 1994, and to 74 by the end of 2007.
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income gap between rich and poor is so great that analogues can only be found in some Latin
American and African countries. In the civilized world, such socio-economic contrasts do
not exist anymore.

Georgy Kryuchkov and Dmitry Tabachnik report in their 2008 book Fascism in Ukraine:
threat or reality? that the 50 richest people in Ukraine possess 80 per cent of the national
wealth. The gap between the richest 10 per cent and the poorest 10 per cent of the citizens
amounts to 1:40, while in the European Union, it ranges between 1:5 and 1:7, and in Japan
it is 1:4.5. The laws and regulations adopted in the interests of the rich people in power (big
business makes up the absolute majority of the members of the Verkhovna Rada) have al-
lowed them to grab the bulk of the benefits logically intended for the poor. The Fakty news-
paper reported in its issue of March 1, 2012 that 10 per cent of Ukraine's poorest citizens
receive 2 per cent of social benefits, while 10 per cent of the wealthiest account for 22 per
cent of these benefits, having a tenfold advantage. This absurdity is hard to find anywhere
else in the world.

According to a 2007 study by the Institute of Sociology of the National Academy of Sci-
ences of Ukraine, 89.1 per cent of those polled consider it necessary to change the socio-po-
litical system in the country, and 41.6 per cent of the respondents accept radical ways of
changing the system. This is a potential prerequisite for a neo-totalitarian type revolution
leading the country back to their totalitarian past? It is a fact that the October Revolution of
1917 in Russia was accomplished by only 10 per cent of the population.

The answer is obvious. And the younger generation of Ukraine cannot and should not
ignore this reality, to avoid a repetition of our tragic historical experience.
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CONCLUSION

Speaking figuratively, past totalitarian regimes while leaving the historical scene have left
the testament and a warning to present and future generations. Its essence is plain: the life
of society and of every human being does not imply easy paths out of difficult situations and
crises. The historical experience of totalitarianism in the twentieth century demonstrates
the consequences of people’s faith in those political forces, who promise easy solutions to
difficult situations.

This faith has caused innumerable victims, incredible disasters and sufferings of
innocent citizens in the countries where those totalitarian forces fraudulently came to
power. The historical record of totalitarian regimes clearly shows that there is no long-term
alternative to genuine democracy in the modern world. We must cherish every opportunity to
ensure the democratic development of our own country, and to cultivate the universal human
values in every possible way for a decent life of the citizens.
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