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Annomauus

Cosemckoe ucmopudeckoe Hacneoue AGAAemcs He  MOAbKO UHCMPYMEHNIOM
eocydapcmeeHHoﬁ noaumuku, HO U 3HAYUMBIM INEMEHMOM COBPEMEHHBIX COUUATbBHO=
noJaumu4ecKux npoyeccos. HpedcmaeﬂeHuﬂ 0 COBEMCKOM HauuomzfzbHo-zocyc)apcmeeHHOM
Hacneouu umerom 60.7Zbu4yi0 SHAYUMOCHIb 6 qbopMupoeaHuu nojaumu4ecKkoco CO3HAHUA
COBPEMEHHbIX POCCUSIH. Hpedcmaeﬂenuﬂ 0 CO6EMCKOM HauuomzfzbHo-zocyaapcmeeHHOM
Haceouu umerom 60.7Zbu4yi0 SHAYUMOCHb 6 qbopmupoecmuu UEHHOCMHO-MUPOBO33PEHUECKUX
OCHOB8 COBPEMEHHOU POCCUNCKOU udeHmuyHocmu. B Hnacmoswee epems 6 HayuHou u
06LL;€CH16€HHOL7 cpede CILOMNCUNOCL OCO3HAHUE Heobxooumocmu obecnedenus ucmopuquKozZ
npeemcmeerHocmu U COXpaneHusl namsimu Ha OCHo6e d)OpMMpOGCZHuﬂ 06u;ux npedcmaeﬂenuﬁ
0 COBEMCKOM npowtiom u eco poJju 6 CO@peMeHHOL? Poccuu. FocydapcmeeHHaﬂ nojaumuxka
namsamu KoHcmpyupyem 06beduHm0u;ue CMbICIIbL U Happamuebl 60 MHOSOM HA OCHOBG€
COBEMCKOU UCmopuu u 2ocyoapcmeeHno-nampuomudeckux mpaouyuti. Cogemckoe Hacieoue
Modxcem Oblmb  BKAIOYEHO 8 KOHCMPYKmM YEHHOCMHO-NOJIUmMuU4ecKoco 06pa3a 6)/())/1/[4620.
Hcmopuuecmm namame A6NAemcs  OOHOU U3  OCHOB KOHCOﬂuaaI/;uu 051/(46()7}’16‘61 6
HOMUIMHUYHBIX U HNOTUKOHPECCUOHATbHBIX PecUOHAX, NPU8oOUm K 00beOUHeHUuo aroell
pa3iuvdHblX NOKOJIeHU U COYUAJIbHbLX Cmipam, oKassvleaem 6daiiCHOE 6/IUAHUE HA noJlumu4decKue
npoyeccasl CO6peM€HHOZ/7 Poccuu. ﬂﬂﬂ 3HAUUMENbHOU YACMU HACENEeHUs. COBEMCKUe yeHHocmu
U CoyuilbHAs HANpAaeleHHoCmyb, d makKace namAinb o0 e€jiuduu cCmpaHvbl HA MUPOGOLZ apexne
eblcnmynaront NnpueleKamejlbHbliMU opuermupamu, Konopsle Mocym cmanib OmnpaeHbIMU
mouxkamu npoekma 6y0ywezo.

KuroueBble cj10Ba: IOTUTUYECKHUE MMponeCcChl, COBETCKOC HACIICAUC, COBCTCKAA 3I10Xa,
HCTOpHUYCCKaA MaMATh, MOJIOJACKD.

d)nﬂaﬂcnponanne: I/ICCJ'IeI[OBaHI/Ie BBIIIOJIHCHO  IIpH (I)I/IHaHCOBOfI MOAACPIKKE
Poccmiickoro HayuHoro ¢onma, mnpoekt Ne 23-28-00237 “Pucku  KOH(MDIUKTHOCTH
TpaHC(I)OpMaLII/II/I COIMMOKYJIbTYPHBIX OCHOBaHUU HUACHTUYHOCTHU MOJOACKHN CeBepHoro
Kapkaza”.

Abstract

The Soviet historical heritage is not only an instrument of state policy, but also a
significant element of modern socio-political processes. Ideas about the Soviet national-state
heritage are of great importance in shaping the political consciousness of modern Russians.
Ideas about the Soviet national-state heritage are of great importance in shaping the value
and worldview foundations of modern Russian identity. At present, in the scientific and public
environment, there is an awareness of the need to ensure historical continuity and preserve
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memory based on the formation of common ideas about the Soviet past and its role in modern
Russia. The state policy of memory constructs unifying meanings and narratives largely based
on Soviet history and state-patriotic traditions. The Soviet legacy can be included in the
construct of the value-political image of the future. Historical memory is one of the
foundations for the consolidation of society in multi-ethnic and multi-confessional regions,
leads to the unification of people of different generations and social strata, and has an
important impact on the political processes of modern Russia. For a significant part of the
population, Soviet values and social orientation, as well as the memory of the country's
greatness on the world stage, are attractive landmarks that can become starting points for the
project of the future.
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Introduction

Ideas about the Soviet national-state heritage are of great importance in shaping the
political consciousness of modern Russians. The process of forming ideas about the Soviet
national-state heritage is quite complex due to the incompleteness of the formation of their
cognitive foundations and the ambiguity of assessments that exist in the collective memory.
The very content of the Soviet national-state heritage is multidimensional and consists of
interrelated political, historical and socio-cultural aspects. An important role in them is played
by the image of the Soviet statehood, which exists in social memory. The study of the
significance of the Soviet national-state heritage, the role of the Soviet socio-political
foundations in shaping the worldview will make it possible to determine their significance in
strengthening Russian identity. In today's complex and rapidly changing geopolitical reality,
the preservation of the continuity of generations, the restoration of the "connection of times"
is due to the fact that in the initial period of the formation of modern Russia in the socio-
political space there was a rejection of the Soviet historical past, distortion and falsification of
the Soviet period of history. In connection with the growth of geopolitical challenges and
threats, further manifestations of the falsification of history are currently taking place,
distorting the role and significance of the USSR in the world history of the 20th century. The
complexity of determining the role of the Soviet national-state heritage is also connected with
the fact that the value and worldview foundations of building the Soviet socialist state were
discredited without clearly expressed political and ideological principles for building a new
Russia.

Overview of research on this issue

Today, the discourse of the continuity of history and the preservation of historical
memory is being formed in the scientific and political community based on the definition of
general ideas about the Soviet past and its role in modern Russia. The role of the scientific
community in the formation of the state policy of historical memory, the definition of models
for its institutional development, its implementation in educational and cultural policy is
important. The study of the role of the Soviet national-state heritage assumes a model that
includes three main components: cognitive, value and emotional-psychological. Within the
framework of the first, the interest of the population in the Soviet period of the history of
Russia, its knowledge of the history of the Soviet era, its people and nation-building was
determined. As part of the second component, ideas about the main Soviet values that are
vital and form the worldview, life strategies and value-semantic content of identity are
revealed. Along with this, reflection on the Soviet legacy, the main problems and
achievements, which largely determine the current stage of Russia's development, is
considered.
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In connection with the rejection of many foundations of the Soviet socio-political
heritage in the process of the formation of modern Russia, a radical change in the socio-
political structure of the Russian state and the search for the foundations for the formation of
historical narratives and value bases for the formation of political consciousness took place.
There was an urgent need to determine the socio-political foundations of a new national-state
identity, uniting and structuring a heterogeneous set of views, assessments and ideas of the
multinational Russian people, constructing a new positive collective "I" [4, p. 141]. The most
important basis of national unity is the interpretation of the historical past, which forms the
national-state identity on the basis of ideas about language, culture and the common past
passed down from generation to generation [2, p. 19-26]. Ya. Yadgar notes that “national
identity reflects the dual definition of the collective I (“us”): a positive definition that answers
the question “who we are, what our values are made up of, what are our features, what is our
past and our common future”; and a negative definition, “answering the question of who and
what we are not, what values, practices and characteristics “seem strange to us”, what
communities we identify as “other” [12, p. 52]. A. Assman notes the connection of the “I”
with the “We-group”, which goes far beyond personal experience and transmits the memory
of the social group, the political collective of the nation and culture [1, p. 17-19].

The formation of a modern political nation involves reliance on representations of the
past [9]. This is especially important in the context of the current geopolitical struggle, which
is also unfolding in the format of a “war of stories”. One of the tools to achieve current
political goals is the distortion of the historical past. The ability of memory to focus on
historical interpretations and symbols that are significant from the point of view of modern
political goals and objectives turns memory into an instrument of real politics. “The memory
of the recent past is used by various subjects of the political process as an available resource
for mobilizing forces around current management priorities” [8, p.17]. The politicization of
the past and the historicization of modern political discourse turns historical memory into a
political resource for solving contemporary political problems. This leads to serious socio-
political transformations that are painful.

The policy of historical memory is also one of the foundations for the consolidation of
society in multi-ethnic and multi-confessional regions, leading to the unification of people of
different generations and social strata. One of the tools for the formation of common
historical narratives is commemoration [5]. Modern commemorative practices involve the
preservation of the memory of significant events of the past in the public mind through the
use of modern technologies, audiovisual images and the disclosure of the era by focusing on
personal stories and eyewitness accounts. They become a significant tool of social interaction
that ensures the translation and reproduction of the historical and cultural foundations of
identity [3; 10; 11].

Description and analysis

The significance of the Soviet national-state heritage lies in the fact that modern
interpretations of history include interpretations and assessments of the past. Turning to them
becomes the key to determining the meaning of the historical existence of a people or nation
[6, p. 12], constructing future goals, values and guidelines. “It is the power of memory that
determines the features of identity and makes the past a projection of the future” [7, p. 38—
62]. The politics of memory acts as a tool that links the past, present and future. Its
importance increases significantly in the context of the growing geopolitical confrontation
and "memory wars". The Soviet layer of the history of Russia is one of the key ones in terms
of the semantic content of the construct of the Russian national-state identity and the content
of social memory. Between the Soviet and post-Soviet Russian stages, there was no radical
break in the historical and sociocultural continuity that was characteristic of the imperial and
Soviet periods. The memory of young people about the Soviet past is shaped by
intergenerational relations through the transmission of personal stories. State policy constructs
unifying meanings and narratives based on Soviet history and state-patriotic traditions. The
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Soviet socio-cultural heritage is also included in the construct of the value-political image of
the future; without it, the reorganization of the post-Soviet space that meets the geopolitical
interests of the country is also impossible. The constructed nature of the national-state identity
implies its transformation through the production of collective meanings, values and common
historical narratives. At the same time, its formation depends both on the purposeful influence
of the state and on the existing political and sociocultural realities, which sometimes
significantly limit the constructivist potential of historical politics. The Soviet historical
heritage is not only an instrument of state policy, but also a significant element of modern
socio-political processes.

The values of the Soviet era are one of the foundations for the formation of traditional
Russian spiritual and moral foundations. Their significance is growing in connection with the
intensification of geopolitical confrontation, the content of which is gradually moving from
the ideological to the value plane. The contradiction between traditional and modern Western
values is becoming one of the main markers of the modern era, acquiring a global character.
The main Soviet values are of a traditional nature and can become one of the foundations of
the socio-cultural platform of Russian identity. It can be assumed that the high significance of
these Soviet values for Russians is associated with a significant socio-economic
differentiation of the country's population, a drop in living standards, a low level of social
obligations of the state, a decrease in the significance and depreciation of creative labor.

Conclusion

The Soviet national-state heritage is significant for modern Russians in connection
with the fact that it offered an alternative model of socio-political development, an original
system of socio-political institutions that determine the foundations of socialization and form
a new supranational identity that has not only a state, but also a socially significant character.
. The Soviet period of history was characterized by large-scale socio-political and economic
transformations and a new social development project aimed at overcoming social, national
and cultural differences. A high degree of social guarantees and ensuring social equality,
socio-cultural unity of peoples of different ethnic and confessional affiliations. The socio-
political and socio-cultural unity that has been achieved today is largely based on the Soviet
national-state legacy. The collapse of the USSR, in the minds of young people, became the
trigger for many social and political problems and interethnic conflicts that have not been
overcome even today.

The study of young people’s ideas about the Soviet national-state heritage can become
the basis for the formation of general ideas and the attitude of modern young people to the
rather complex and ambiguously interpreted events of the Soviet era. It can be assumed that
today's Russian youth does not see an unambiguous attractive image of the future of the
country. The retro image of the Soviet past, which has developed in her mind, is ambiguous
and contradictory, often supported by myths and distortions. For a significant part of the
youth, Soviet progressivism and the social orientation of the state, as well as the memory of
the country's greatness on the world stage, can become attractive landmarks that will act as
starting points for the project of the future, which implies a greater social responsibility of the
state to the multinational people of Russia.
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