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KoHcTaHTWH Bopucosny YMBPALLUKO, fOKTOpP UCTOPUYECKNX HaYK, npodeccop, NPOPEKTOP Mo Hay4Ho-
MeToanyeckol paboTe HoBOCMBMPCKOrO MHCTUTYTa NOBbIlWEHNA KBanndukaumm 1 nepenogroToBKN paboTHUKOB
obpasoBaHuA, r. Hosocnbupck

Cepreii AnekcaHgposuy HEJTKOBEOB, foKTOp negarormyeckux Hayk, AoueHT, 3aMecTUTeNb rybepHaTOpa
HoBocnbupckoii o6nacTu

W VA
oT rpaxgaHCKom BOWMHbI K TpaXAaHCKOMY MUNPY.
YPOKN HaUMOHAJ/IbHOIO CaMOCO3HaHWA
M nNatTpnotTmmMa

Tema MpaxaHCKoi BoliHbl B Poccun aBnsieTca oHON 13 Haubonee 3HaUYMMbIX B NpoLecce (YOPMUPOBAHUSA HALMOHASb-
HOro CaMOCO3HAHUS W coUManbHOW MAEHTUYHOCTM MoapacTarLlero NnokoseHus, naTtpuoTusamMa u Nw6su Kk PoavHe B
NPoCTpPaHCTBE COBPEMEHHO LWKO/bI, & TAKXKe 0CTAaeTCa akTyasibHOW Npo61emMoii npogyeccuoHanbLHOro pocta negarora.
OCHOBbIBasACb Ha aHann3e B3rNS40B U OLEHOK 3apy6eXHbIX Y 0TeYECTBEHHbIX UCTOPUKOB U NY6/IMLMCTOB HA CO6LITUA
MpaxAaHcKoi BoiiHbl B Poccun (1918-1922) B cTaThbe, pEKOMEHAYETCS NoKa3biBaTb HA ypoKax U BHEYPOUHOI fesATenb-
HOCTU 3TO COBLITUE HA UCTOPUUYECKMX MPpUMeEpPax, rAe posb 06LEeCTBEHHOTO Coracus U NPUMUPEHNa B DOPMUPOBAHMUN
naTpnuoTMama, rpaxAaHcKkoin No3uLuUnm NMYHOCTM HEOCMOPUMA, YTO NMO3BOIUT CPOPMUPOBATL 06 LEKTUBHbLIE CYXAEHNS
1 NpefcTaBneHnst 06yvarolMxcs 0THOCUTENIbHO OCHOBHbIX BEX B UCTOPUU 3TOr0 3HaMeHaTeNbHOro Ans Halero OTeve-
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CTBa CO6bLITUA. B 3Toii CBA3M 0Cc060e BHUMAHWe B CTaTbe yAenseTcs NoBbIWEHWNI0 YPOBHS 06LeMeToA0/10rMYecKkoii ro-
TOBHOCTW YyUYUTENA-UCTOPUKA B peLeHnn 3a4a4 06HOB/IEHUSI COAepXaHUsl U TeXHONOTWi TyMaHMTapHoro o6pa3oBaHus.
B uacTHOCTK, 3TO KacaeTca BoNpoca SIMYHO OTBETCTBEHHOCTM Nejarora-npoeccmoHana 3a Nonck OCHOBaHMU B camoM
MCTOPMYECKOM 3HAHUU, UCTOPMUYECKOI HayKe B LesioM. Mpo6aemaTn3aunm 0603HaUYEeHHOI Bbile CUTyaLnn U NOCBSLLEH
[aHHbIA TeKCT. B KOHTEKCTE U3/I0KEHHOTO NOCbi/la aBTopamu NpeanpuHATa NonbiTka NpeacTaBUTb 0CO6EHHOCTU TyMa-
HUTAPHOrO 3HaHWA, KOTOpble Hanbonee APKO NPOAB/ASET UCTOpUUECKas HayKa, MMes Aeno ¢ dakTamu, KoTopble cpasy

nocne noABneHnA CTaHOBATCA AOCTOAHMEM NPOLWJIOro.

KntoueBble cnoBa: NpoeccroHanbHbIi pOCT negarora, KynbTypHOe camoonpeaenerune, rpaxaaHckas BoiiHa, naTpuo-
TU3M, 06LL,EeCTBO, BEXV UCTOPUU, UCTOPUYECKAs NamMaTb, UCTOPUYECKas KOHLEenuus.

PeueH3eHTbI:

H. E BynaHkuHa, AOKTOp chunocodcknx Hayk, npoceccop, 3aBegytouian kaceapoih rymaHmtapHoro obpasosaHus HoBocubupckoro
MHCTUTYTa NOBbIWEHUSI KBaNUduUkaLmm n nepenoaroToBkm paboTHUKOB 06pasoBaHus, r. HoBocnbupck

A. B.3anopox4yeHKo, kaHAUAAT MCTOPUYECKNX HayK, 4OLEHT, 3aBefytolwmnin kadeapoit ncTopun, 06UEeCTBO3HAHMS N 3KOHOMUKM Ho-
BOCUBUPCKOTO MHCTUTYTA MOBbIWEHUS KBANIU(UKALUM U NepenoAroToBkM paboTHUKOB o6pasoBaHus, r. HoBocM6upck

Humanistic realia of modernity as a philosophical
aspect of the problem

The strong point for the deployment of the realities of
the Third Millennium aboutthe cultural mission of Russian
education is considered to be the spiritual and moral de-
velopment of man, with the help of various aspects of our
native and the world culture. The prime goal for both tea-
chers and scientists is to create conditions for the preser-
vation, development culture and moral values. A man who
deals with other person cannot deny this realia, because
culture and its many expressive means are needed at least
in order to formulate knowledge and experience, to pre-
serve it and pass it on to the next generations.

By the same token, the authors are of an opinion that
human communication, understanding, mutual under-
standing and interaction, should be investigated as one
ofthe humanistic realities of polyphonic and multicultural
space. The relevance ofthe problem ofthe cultural self-de-
termination of an individual, in the sphere of national con-
sciousness and social identity, is no doubt due to the im-
portance of the humanitarian component of education in
general, which is understood as a multifaceted compo-
nent ofthe information space of modern global culture.

As isthe case, realizing the need for purposeful and sys-
tematic cultural self-determination (CSD) of students in the
multicultural educational space, CSD is considered to be
the goal, the result and technology of humanitarian devel-
opment, and, the self-realization and self-expression during
the educational process, primarily, to bring about person-
al changes of their moral character. According to many re-
searchers of humanistic realities of modernity, the latter is
impossible without taking into account value-and-mean-
ing contexts of the methodology of rational cognition and
understanding of the multidimensional realities of the ob-
jective world from the viewpoint of binary integrity and
nonlinear dynamics of development [17], which, undoubt-
edly, should work on the cultural and humanitarian compo-
nents of any educational activities. And one ofthe mostim-
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portant arguments in favour of the above mentioned con-
cept is the following reality, i. e. the participants of educa-
tional innovations become witnesses of these (sometimes
"unobservable") modern transformations and processes,
which are reflected in schools [32].

A peculiar thing about the Humanities is that the con-
ditions of the origin of many historical facts are peculiar
and unique; both the reconstruction of the events and
phenomena of recent or ancient times, and experiments,
as is the case with natural sciences, is impossible. By the
same token, it fully concerns the events which affected
the fate of millions of people, i. e. wars, revolutions, social
transformations, and reforms. Although the level of dev-
elopment of modern historical science is such that the de-
gree ofobjectivity in the interpretation of historical sources
can be high, the historian inevitably faces the need for
taking into account the moods, opinions, judgments of
various social groups, political parties and public organi-
zations. The Civil War in Russia has become a likely event
that left very few people indifferent.

Civil War as one of the significant events for Hu-
manities and Historical Sciences

In Russian historiography the traditional "red-white" in-
terpretation of the Civil War may be considered from a clas-
sical viewpoint. It does not matter, to which of the parties
or sides the historian gives the priority and declares more
"right". The general concept remains unchanged. It is a par-
adox but international historiography fully shared this con-
cept, just changed the pluses into minuses and vice versa.
According to a modern Russian historian, V. I. Goldin, "the
Civil War is closely connected with World War | and Russian
Revolution of 1917. The latter was intended, according to
the Bolsheviks'leaders, for aworld revolution as a result. On
the other hand, the Civil War was organically intertwined
with the international intervention in Russia, in which the
leading powers of the world participated. That is why this
problem provoked intense debate for years both in Russia
and in the world historiography"[8, p. 6].
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In recent decades, there have been qualitative chan-
ges in the world and domestic historical science, particu-
larly, in historiography. The previously closed archival col-
lections were opened, stimulating the re-interpretation
of the old stereotypes and cliches. But the "red and white"
shadows are still lingering in the historiographical distant
discussions.

The viewpoint of a foreigner, especially a historian,
brings additional colours to this concept, and stimulates
the evaluation of some events and facts from different
perspectives. For certain, the assessments of international
scientists may be subjective and often biased. Sometimes
they hurt our self-esteem, make us suffer, argue, painfully
seek answers to the eternal "Russian questions". Who are
we? Where are we from? Who isto blame? Whatto do? But
assessments "from the outside" can serve as stimulae for
the development of historical thought, and a more scru-
pulous analysis of our Past.

In the twentieth century, several schools of thought
about the Russian Civil War were formed in Western histo-
riography. Many historical schools are associated with seve-
ral waves of emigration from Russia.

The "Totalitarian" view considered the history of the
Civil War in the general context of the history of the Rus-
sian revolution. The Bolsheviks came to power — an ab-
surd coincidence, a conspiracy. The victory of the Bolshe-
viks in this war was the result of red terror and violence, ac-
cording to the historians, R Pipes, A. Ulam. The "Totalitari-
an"view was the most ambitious and almost immediate-
ly divided into several trends. On the one hand, it is "the
Power theory." It denied the great role of the Marxist ide-
ology in the emergence and prosperity of the Soviet po-
wer. The main task of the Bolsheviks from the very begin-
ning was the seizure of power and its retention at any cost,
even if it would cost millions of human lives. Another one
was "the Utopian theory", according to which the special
role of the Bolsheviks ideology and their desire to build a
"Paradise"on earth was underlined. It was "the greatest tri-
umph ofideology over real life', "the biggest fantasy of our
century". The third direction was named "Traditionalism".
The October revolution isalogical result of socio-econom-
ic cataclysms and political imperfection of the tsar in Rus-
sia [28, p. 11].

The "Revisionist" view drew attention to the behavior
of the masses. The October revolution is the result of dis-
content with the tsarist regime and the consequence of
the General crisis (among these historians are Rabinovich,
M. Levin) [10]. For many Western historians, the Civil War
was the event that predetermined the further develop-
ment of Soviet society, and became the link with the sub-
sequent era of Stalinism [24].

The "Neo-totalitarian" view emerged in the post-pere-
stroika period, characterized with what was happening in
Russia by a political collapse, but not as a social revolution
(R Pipes) [20; 21].

R Pipes wrote about the political and moral ugliness of
the Bolsheviks, whose immorality of their ideas and poli-
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cies must be condemned. The origins of the Bolsheviks
victory are in the Civil War, in the existence of the control
center and brutal terror, which was much more ferocious
than in the Whites' Center. According To R Pipes, the Bol-
sheviks'regime in Russia isa phenomenon ofthe same ori-
gin, compared with the fascist regimes in Italy and Ger-
many. Of both, there were the management, politics, psy-
chology of leaders, in the basis of which are, anti-humani-
ty, hatred of all human beings, in a word, the "animal grin"
of primitive mores, exactly repeated in the XXth century
and in several regions.

The R Pipes' books were debated. M. Malia called his
"Russian revolution" "purposeful, important, well written,
but a one-sided book" [16, p. 185]. P. Kenez thought that
"The Reader closes this long and dark book with relief." He
expressed his regret that R Pipes was "blinded with acon-
strained and unattractive ideology, and could not, despite
his undoubted erudition, intelligence and talent, repro-
duce the great story of the Russian Revolution in a con-
vincing manner" [10, p. 351]. Hatred towards the revolu-
tion and the revolutionaries did not stimulate the author
to express an objective interpretation ofthe history of the
Russian revolution and the Civil War, and to give a "con-
vincing explanation of the victory of the Bolsheviks in the
Civil War" [11, p. 267]. R Pipes ignored the research of ma-
ny Western historians.

W. N. Brovkin (Harvard) criticizes the "revisionist" and
Soviet historiographical traditions. He believes that the
"revisionists" created a new mythology of the Civil War, in-
troduced Marxist categories in social analysis and quite
unreasonably "considered the victory of the Bolsheviks in
the Civil War as a natural and progressive event in the his-
tory of the twentieth century" [1, p. 2]. In contrast to the
"revisionists" who wrote "about the Bolsheviks'coming to
power" with the peoples' mass social support, their op-
ponents argued that the Bolsheviks seized power against
the will of the majority and held it by some methods of
suppression and violence. The concept of"support" of the
Bolsheviks by the people, "the triumphal March of Sovi-
et power" requires some clarification. The people did not
sanction red terror and dictatorship. The idea that it is pos-
sible to win the Civil War against the will of the majority of
the population, the researchers did not consider seriously.

In contrast to the key concepts and categories used
by the revisionist historiography, their opponents marked
that during the Civil War there was no state, but only parts
of the old state fighting among themselves. There was no
unity in society. At its best, it is a society "torn into pieces".
The history from below should demonstrate the extent to
which varied social groups in Russiadefended theirautono-
my and resisted the introduction of acentralized strict dic-
tatorship.

W. N. Brovkin, criticizing the actual disappearance of
politicians and politicians in the "revisionist" interpretation
of history, initiated the publication of the international
collection ofthe articles dedicated to the problem of"The
Bolsheviks in Russian society. The Revolution and the Civil
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War" (1997). The aim of this publication was defined as fol-
lows, "the study of the relationship of state power — both
red and white — with social and political groups, pursu-
ing their own goals in the Russian revolution and the Civil
war" [30, p. 3]. Defending the social interpretation of the
history against the attacks on the right, some of its repre-
sentatives admitted reproaches. They believed that poli-
tics should fill the gap, the "white spots" of social history.

English historian, Richard Sakwa, pointing to the im-
portance of certain principles of analysis and new met-
hods of Soviet Studies, stressed the need to move away
from relativism, associated with the epistemological meth-
od of the study ("learning about a historical phenome-
non"), to the more categorical nature of the ontological
method ("what isthe phenomenon") [26, p. 134].

One of the new trends in the approaches to Western
historiography in the studies of the Civil War in Russia
was "post-modernism". The historians of this view turned
to the concept of"discourse"in the explanation of human
actions. Language, meaning, history of ideas, the inner
world of the masses, the ratio of consciousness and eve-
ryday existence as opposed to the social analysis, the
problems of social structure and socio-economic inte-
rests were brought to the fore. R G. Suni, for example,
suggested the supporters of social and political schools
recognize their weaknesses and work together through a
"post-modern" synthesis of competing historiographical
trends, believing that only in this way historians can ad-
vance in the correct understanding of the Russian revo-
lution [29, p. 182].

The analysis of the changing language and vocabu-
lary in the era of revolution and civil war were used by the
supporters of the postmodern trend to characterize the
changing thinking and psychology of the masses. "New
cultural history"is intended, according to its supporters, to
qualitatively expand the concept of "social history". In the
context of postmodernism both the development of so-
cial interpretation of history may take place, and the con-
cepts of investigating the categories of "gender’, "ethnic
group”, "power’, "market" and others can expand. The per-
spectives for the usage of interdisciplinary approach to
the Civil War Studies in Russia were justified by the British
historian, P. Dukes [5, p. 15].

In the modern international historiography of Russian
Revolution 0f1917 and the Civil War the interest in regional
aspects and local history isgrowing [6;9; 18; 19]. This leads
to a better, more objective understanding of the events
and phenomena of the Civil War in Russia.

Due to the existence of a variety of opinions and ap-
proaches to the history of the Civil War in Russia some
works of historiographical nature appeared [2; 7; 12; 14;
15; 29]. The problem of the Civil War exists as an integral
part of the general publications on the history of Russian
revolutions. Foreign authors consider it in a broad chrono-
logical framework, from 1899 to 1929 [17; 27; 33].

Here is a presentation of a brief outline of the Civil
War in Russia which reflects the concepts of foreign his-
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torians of different directions and views. The opus might
look like this.

The Civil War in Russia was unleashed by the Bolshe-
viks. The Bolsheviks controlled Petrograd, Moscow and
Central Russia, but soon found themselves surrounded by
hostile forces, internal enemies, that threatened to destroy
the Revolution of 1917.

Admiral Kolchak, "Supreme ruler" of the Whites, at-
tacked through the Urals from Siberia. General Denikin
was advancing on a broad front up the Volga River, in the
Ukraine and Orjel. General Yudenich, and the North-Wes-
tern Russian army, based in Estonia, twice reached the out-
skirts of Petrograd.

The Bolsheviks were able to repel these attacks, their
regime survived. By the end of 1920, their opponents were
expelled, "overturned" in the Black and Baltic sea, and the
Pacific ocean. Hundreds of thousands of white soldiers
and civilians emigrated.

The "Reds" were able to use internal communication
lines and used railways, arsenals and the economy of the
most populous provinces of the former Empire. They ma-
naged to create the Red Army, which by 1921 had grown
to almost five million soldiers.

The "Whites", by contrast, never had troops of more
than 250,000 soldiers, were separated by vast distances,
and were stationed on the less developed infrastructural
periphery of Russia. It is important that "Whites" underes-
timated the ability of the Bolsheviks to resist.

Trotsky was able to make the Red Army more effec-
tive than the experienced "white" generals. He effective-
ly makes the most of the advantages of material resour-
ces, and also offered some revolutionary innovations. In
particular, the network of political commissars — "devout
Bolsheviks", who carried out the political leadership of the
Red Army and checked up the loyalty of 50,000 Imperial
officers, who were involved by the Bolsheviks to command
their forces. He also made the most of"red terror"

On the other hand, cruelty, corruption, disorder and
the lack of political and military unity were the main draw-
backs for the White Army. Even the most effective soldiers,
the Cossacks, were more interested in clamouring for au-
tonomy than for Lenin's expulsion from the Kremlin.

Despite their power in Russia, the Bolsheviks were in
international isolation. Their opponents did not enjoy the
unlimited support of the allies. The British liberal, Lloyd
George, socialist French Prime Minister Clemenceau, and
American democratic PresidentWoodrow Wilson were not
Lenin's friends. None of them were fascinated by "white
generals" whose reactionary purposes they were suspi-
cious of.

Although anti-Bolshevist sentiments were present in
the minds ofthe allied leaders when they decided to inter-
vene in Russia's internal Affairs in 1918, their main interest
was focused on World War |, not on the Civil War in Russia.
Their main desire was to restructure the Eastern Front and
defuse the situation on the Western Front. That motivation
disappeared on 1llthof November, 1918, Afterwards, most
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of the allies focused their efforts on the search of aworthy
way-out/exit from Russia.

Moreover, none of the Western powers had much in-
terest in the destruction of a United Russia, they preferred
to see this huge country weak, but united. There was fa-
tigue from the World War, from the problems of Germany
and the Ottoman Empire, from the economic crisis in Cen-
tral Europe. Western countries did not want to dive further
into the "Russian quagmire". The only force, capable for ef-
fective interference in Russia's internal affairs, was Japan.
But the memories of the Russian-Japanese War (1904-
1905) are still fresh in the memory of the Russians. The in-
tervention of Japan in Russia's internal affairs could not
hold the Russians of all political stripes. Thus, let us em-
phasize again. Most of the allies had directed their efforts
both on the search for aworthy withdrawal of their troops
from Russia, and on a more effective intervention in its in-
ternal affairs.

However, in native historiography the Red Army Victo-
ry over the invaders was interpreted in the Stalin Era as
"Three campaigns of the Entente" Kolchak, Denikin, and
Yudenich were depicted as "Puppets" of western capita-
lism. But Stalin's historians did not take into account the
fact that the victory in the Civil War, which cost about ten
million lives of the Russians, was Pyrrhic. It was the victo-
ry that helped the Bolsheviks after the collapse of the tsa-
rist Russia to create an image of strong Soviet power that
could intimidate the West with its military power. Later, it
became the basis for the Cold War. Even Gorbachev, often
regarded by foreign historians as a friend of the West, was
inclined to mention this victory. The lessons of the Civil
War cannot but worry the current leadership of Russia,
judging from how rapidly and tragically the events in the
Middle Eastare unfolding.

Thus, in modern international historiography thereisa
search for new theoretical and methodological approac-
hes, explanations and interpretations of the problems of
the Civil War in Russia. It is true that fruitful dialogue be-
tween Russian and foreign historians is developing [3; 4;
25; 30; 31]. However, most of the current investigations
do reflect, in one way or another, these historiographi-
cal trends.

What about Russian historiography and Russian social
thought? The topic of the Civil War was relevant for the
twentieth century, and it is still relevant nowadays, and it
will be relevantin the coming decades. After all, for almost
the entire century, old history of Russia is the history of
the search for (not always successful) social harmony. This
search is still continuing at present.

A hundred years ago, great upheavals changed the life
of the Russian state, determined new vectors of policy,
economy, and culture of our Motherland, and influenced
the future ofthe world. Therefore, it is quite natural that in
recent years in our country historians and publicists are in-
creasingly turning to a comprehensive understanding of
the Era of the great Turmoil — the February and October
Revolutions of 1917 and the subsequent Civil War, which
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became atragedy for millions of the Russians who did not
"fit" into the new socio-economic realities.

Conclusion

The memory ofthe above events never ceasesto arouse
people, disputes do not cease, different, sometimes oppo-
site opinions and assessments are expressed. Today, 100
years later, it istime for a scientific understanding and res-
toration of the objective historical outline of the events of
the early twentieth century. Objective knowledge of that
time is necessary for us not only for the analysis of histo-
rical sources, reconstruction of the reliable facts, construc-
tion of scientific concepts of history of the XX century, but
also for drawing practical conclusions from the historical
experience of Russia.

The great Russian historian, Vasily Klyuchevsky, once
said that history teaches nothing, but only punishes for
unlearned lessons [13, p. 347]. But for us, the main lesson
of these events should still be that history should not di-
vide a society, but serve its harmony and consolidation.
Therefore, even the most acute controversy should be
based on an objective and respectful attitude to the past
and to each other.

Russian President, Vladimir Putin, has repeated-
ly stressed in his speeches that our society needs an ob-
jective, honest and in-depth analysis of the past histori-
cal events. He noticed that it is unacceptable to drag the
splits, anger, resentment and bitterness of the past in-
to our lives today, in our own political and other interests
to speculate on the tragedies that affected each family in
Russia, on whatever side of the barricades our ancestors
were then. Let us remember: we are one people and Rus-
sia isone [22].

The vast majority of our countrymen have a sense of
the Motherland. Let the lessons of history serve for recon-
ciliation, the strengthening of social, political and civil har-
mony, which we have managed to achieve today. History
is always more complicated and above unambiguous esti-
mates. That is why scientific and journalistic works on this
subject are in great demand as a counterweight to any at-
tempts of simplification and direct falsification. They are in
demand in schools, universities, enterprises and reading
rooms of scientific libraries.

The centennial of the tragic events can and should
confirm the positive changes in our society. If war sepa-
rates, then memory of it can unite and reconcile. Let us re-
mind ourselves of a common phrase. People are not di-
vided into nationalities, parties — people are divided in-
to smart and stupid, but stupid are divided into nationa-
lities, parties...
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