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Vera Guseynova
RED OCTOBER AND OVERTURN OF ETHICS:
DIFFERENT APPROACHES AND PRAC-TICES

In classical Marxism, for instance in such works co-written by K. Marx and F. Engels as
“The German Ideology™ or “Manifesto of the Communist Party”? morality was considered
as a transformed form of public conscience intended for mental enslavement of masses
and destined to perish together with the society marked by class antagonism.

1 Marx K., Engels E German Ideology / the complete works in 50 vol. Vol. 3. M.: 1955. P. 236.

2 Marx K., Engels E. Manifesto of the Communist Party / Ibid. P. 434-435.
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This point of view was borrowed by Russian Marxists, including such high-powered figures
as Lenin, Bucharin and partly Lunacharsky *. In first years after The October Revolution of
1917 it became dominant as an element of radical nihilism presented by proletkult.

The ideological agenda of Soviet government demanded soften its stance on morality.
This was appeared in Lenin's speech on the third congress of Komsomol “Objectives of
the Youth’s Union™ that became the program of communist education in the USSR. Lenin
proclaimed the necessity of subjection of morality to interests of proletariat’s class warfare.
Formulation “communism against morality” was replaced for “morality a communism'’s ser-
vice”. This signified that everything became morally defensible if it only served the cause
of communism. In fact, the function of morality was reduced to legitimization of practical
expediency as understood by official communist directives and state policy. Lenin’s spe-
ech stimulated a vivid discussion concerning the place and function ethics after which a
new definition of the soviet morality was given.

In the 1920s the “Control Comission” was created. The goal of this comission to make de-
cisions concerning violation of the communist ethics by party’s members?. The comission’s
agenda was to create a new discipline foe the party members and a little later for the wor-
king class in general. For instance, party ethics declared that communist duty was to take
care of his comrades *. The leading imperative of communist moral that concern the ful-
filment of the party’s obligation, postulated in theory, considered as a theoretical now was
directed towards the creation of new means of corrective efforts with non-ethical behavior
in practical life: for example, communist way of life demanded loyalty to the ideals of the
party, as also reunion with the working class, rejection of private property, drunkenness,
immorality, and the corresponding organization of family and everyday life®.

The communist morality became the declared measure of private life and its main moral
criterion. It had to penetrate all spheres of the society. At first glance, the approach which
the party tried to build turned out to be the inversion of the idea of taking care of yourself
formulated by Michel Foucault many years later®. The control of private space and the
habits of an individual is now the subject of public control. Private life receives a strong
negative attitude. “Managing yourself’ was permitted only in the form of training of com-
munist fighter.

L An Outline of Ethics History. / Ed. by B.A. Chagin et al. Ch. 16. Lenin's Period in the Development of Marxist Ethics. M. 1969. P.
383 - 385, p.394-3%6.

~

Lenin V. Objectives of the Youth’s Union (the speech on the 1T all-russian meeting of Russian communist youth league.
QOctober, 2, 1920). / Lenin. V. The complete works in 55 vol. Vol. 41. M.: 1981. P. 309,

3 [zvestia of the Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party (b). October, 2, 1920. 20. N 26.
4 To the plenum of the Central Control Comission of the RCP (b). (Proceedings). M., 1924. P. 44-57.
5 ‘Lhe XI congress of RCP (b). March - april 1922, Verbatim report. M., 1961. P. 694.

6 ‘the History of Sexuality-111: Laking Care of Yourself/ M.: 1998,
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In the 1960s, there emerges a shift in the attitude to ethics. In the context of new “common
to all mankind” view, the field of ethics extends, it is understood that ethics has existed
during all stages of premarxist phases of human evolution. Along with dialectical materia-
lism that was seen as the “revolutionary turn in philosophy”, ethics was now defined as a
“new theory of morality”. The comparison of Communist party’s declarations concerning
the ethics issued in the 1920s and in the 1960s raises the question of how radically they
differed from each other.

BEPA TYCEWHOBA

Cvapwas habopaHTka cekTopa FyMaHUTapHbiX 3KCNEPTH3 W GUOITHKH, yyacTHHYA
MCCHeA0BaTEeNbCKOA rpynnbl UCTOPHH dunocodum COBETCKOr0 W NOCTCOBETCKOrO NepHoaa
Wuctutyta dunocopun PoccuicKon akapeMuu Hayk.

buorpagus

Popunacb 8 Mockse. B 2016 rogy okonyuna MIY um. M.B. floMonocoBa, nonyyuna creneHsb
bakanaspa ¢unocoduu. 3awuTuna AMNNOM No TeMe «ITHKA B COUHANLHOM KOHTEKCTe:
reHe3uc W 380NKUHA 3Tuku B 1960-1970e roabi» B nactoswee BpeMs yuycb B Marucrparype.
C 2016 rona pabotat cTapweil nabopaHTKOW B CEKTOPE TYMaHUTAPHLIX 3KCNEPTHI W GHOITHKHA,
yyacTByl B rpynne nNo WCCAEAOBAHMI MCTOPUH uAOCOD UM COBETCKOrO W NOCTCOBETCKOrO
nepuopa (non pykosoactsoM Cepres Kopcakosa) Wnctutyra Ounocopuun PAH. C 2013 ropa
yyacTByw B pabote uccnepoBatenbckod rpynnel Anekcawgpa buk6oa no couMonoruu
dunocohpCKOro 3Hanug.
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