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Adnotacja. Zyciu spotecznemu w ZSRR w latach 30. towarzyszyty ciagte innowacje i eksperymenty, ktore wladze
radzieckie realizowaly w ramach polityki budowania ,,nowego spoteczenstwa”. Wymuszona industrializacja, realizacja
planéw pigcioletnich, ciagta kolektywizacja i gtod w latach 1932-1933 jako jej rezultat doprowadzily do zaostrzenia
histerii, zwigckszenia strachu, znieksztatcenia odpowiedniego postrzegania rzeczywistosci.

Pomogto to Partii Komunistycznej mocno utrzymac wiadzg, rownolegle przeprowadzajac faliste czystki. Donosy w
tym nowym systemie warto$ci uznano za dobry czyn, obowigzek kazdego swiadomego obywatela wobec panstwa.

Badajac szereg badan z zakresu psychologii i etyki autorka dokonala analizy tego, w jaki sposob w masach
propagowano donoszenie o zastgpowaniu ideatéw i w jaki sposob wtadza niszczyta wiezi rodzinne i tworzyta nowe
spoteczenstwo.

Artykul ktadzie nacisk na rolg¢ donosow w spoteczenstwie i rodzinie. Prawdomoéwnos¢, sumienie i sprzeciw w ZSRR
traktowano jako co$ nieprawdziwego, niepodobnego.

Stowa kluczowe: donos, sumienie, seksoty, ZSRR, §wiadomos$¢, donosiciel, WCzK, Departament specjalny, Pawlik
Morozow, GPU, interesowny donos, bezinteresowny donos, KC KPZR (b), NKWD.
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Abstract. Public life in the USSR during the 1930s was accompanied by constant innovations and experiments, which
the Soviet government implemented as part of a policy to build a «new society.» Forced industrialization, five-year plans
implementation, collectivization, and the Holodomor of 1932-1933 as a result, led to hysteria, fear, adequate perception
of reality distortion.

It helped the Communist Party hold on to power by carrying out wavelike purges. Denunciations in this new system
of values were considered a conscientious act, the duty of every conscious citizen to the state.

Studying several research in psychology and ethics, the author analyzed how the masses propagated advocacy for
the replacement of ideals and how the government destroyed family ties and formed a new society.

The article emphasizes the role of denunciations in society and in the family. Truthfulness, conscience, and dissent in
the USSR were seen as something wrong, unnatural.
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CIM’S VS TEPXKABA: JOHOCH B CUCTEMI HIHHOCTEM PAJITHCHKOI'O
CYCIIIVIBCTBA 1930-X POKIB
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Anortaunis. Cycninsae xxutts y CPCP ympomosx 1930-X pokiB CyNnpOBOKYBAJNIOCS MOCTIHHUMH HOBAaIisSIMU
Ta eKCIIEPUMEHTAaMH, SKi paJTHChKa BIa/la peasli3oByBajia B paMKax MOJIiTHKHN MTOOYI0BH «HOBOTO CyCIIIbCTBa». Dop-
COBaHa IHAYCTpializailis, BUKOHAHHS I’ SITUPIYHUX IUIAHIB, CylIbHA KolekTuBizawis i ['omomomop 1932-1933 pp.
SK 1X pe3ysibTaT MPHU3BOAMIM 10 HAarHITAaHHs icTepii, MOCHJICHHS CTpaxy, BUKPHBICHHS aJCKBaTHOTO CIPUHHSTTS
peambHOCTI.
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Lle nonomaranao KOMyHICTHYHII NapTii MIIHO YTPUMYBATH BIIaly, MapajieibHO 3/11HCHIOIOYN XBHJICTIOAIOH] YHCTKH.
JloHOoCH y 1iii HOBIH CHCTEMI IIIHHOCTEH BBYKAIHCS CYMIIHHUM YYUHKOM, 000B’ I3KOM KO)KHOTO CB1JIOMOTO TPOMa/STHIHA
mepes AepKaBoio.

BuByaroun HU3KY NOCIIPKCHbB 13 TICUXOJIOTIT Ta €THKH, aBTOpKa 3po0mIIa aHasi3 TOro, siK y Macax IpOIaryBajiocs
BUKA3yBaHHs 32 3aMIHY i[IealliB Ta 5K Blajia pyiHyBaia CiMeiiHi 3B's3KH Ta (hopmyBal1a HOBE CYCILIBCTBO.

VY crarti poOUTBCS HArojioCc Ha PoJii JOHOCIB y CycHimbCTBI Ta cim’i. IIpaBauBiCTh, CyMIIIHHA Ta 1HAKOMHUCICHHS
B CPCP posmisifanucs s WoCk HEBIPHE, HEPUPOHE.

Kuarouosi ciioBa: nonoc, coBictbh, cekcotu, CPCP, cBimomicts, nononmk, BUK, Crensinmin, [TaBauk Moposos, L1V,
KOPHUCJIMBHUI TOHOC, 663K0pI/ICHI/IBI/II71 JIOHOC, I_IK BKII(6), HKBC.

Conscience is a feeling of moral goodness or reproach in one's own behavior or intentions. It would seem that
minor concessions will not hurt, but in reality, they threaten to change ideas and motives, which will eventually lead
to a change of personality. By making us feel physical suffering, the conscience saves the individual from collapse.

However, honesty and the ability to subordinate biological motives to social ones are not enough for a person
to be considered full-fledged. Psychologists and philosophers have studied what is conscience and how it manifests
itself in humans. Psychologist D. Leontiev believed that it is finally formed in adolescence when people are not only
subject to social and moral motives but also aware of their own motives and build their own hierarchy.

According to the Soviet politician L. Shapiro, in the totalitarian regime, ideology: legitimizes the system, mobi-
lizes the masses to fulfill the tasks set by the ruling elite, and also performs the function of «moral anesthesia»
(Shapiro, 1972: 144).

According to the H. Vélez research, (Vélez, 2009: 121) human actions entail free decisions about goals and means.
These actions have an ethical dimension, as they relate to the possibility of making the right choice based on an anal-
ysis of the nature of actions, intentions, and circumstances. For example, the physician, when making decisions,
applies his knowledge of science to the specific goal to which the action seeks. Important dimension of professional
work is growing in the exercise of virtues. Prudence stands out as the key to correct judgment among these virtues.

The author believes that with our individual conscience we are aware of deeply adhered to moral principles.
It encourages us to act according to principles. Thanks to them, we evaluate our character, our behavior, and, ulti-
mately, our «Ego». Different philosophical and religious approaches and common sense, in turn, emphasize aspects
of this broad characteristic.

In any of these cases, conscience is determined by its inner and subjective nature. Thus, it embodies knowl-
edge of values, awareness of the moral principles by which we are guided, or self-esteem, or the motivation for
action that occurs within us (as opposed to external impositions). This inner and subjective nature of conscience
is also depicted in the etymological relationship between the concepts of «conscience» and «consciousness»
(Boobbyer, 2016).

When we talk about conscience, we often mean thinking about ourselves as moral people and about our moral
behavior. Through it, we test ourselves as if we are our own internal judge. The image of a person, often divided
into two persons, one acting and the other observing the behavior of the former; this points to the original concept
of «conscience» in the Greek world, at least from the V century BC. (Sorabji, 2014: 12). But such self-knowledge
can also be considered as shared with other people within us, such as God (gods) or other imaginary witnesses, for
example, an enthusiastic philosopher, according to Epicurus (Sorabji, 2014: 24), or an impartial viewer, according
to A Smith (Smith, 1976). Thus God (gods) or his substitutes (for example, an authoritarian leader in a totalitarian
state) can be a god (gods) of a certain religion or a postulate of a practical reason, such reflections can be found in
the works of E. Kant (Kant, 1991). In his research, he emphasizes «practical» reason, in which the idea of a higher
authority shapes the case of moral behavior that motivates people to action.

According to the research by H. Arendt (Arendt, 1971: 417-446), the characteristics of conscience acts as self-es-
teem. It is associated with negative feelings such as shame, guilt, fear, remorse. Although these feelings are typical
of the Christian understandlng of conscience, they should not be tied to religious views: for most of us, even in com-
mon parlance, conscience is what most often evokes negative feelings, for example, we often speak of «bites of con-
science» which causes us remorse. This word, in turn, comes from the Latin «remorderey, ie «bite again». However,
you can feel a joyful conscience, which praises and is proud of their own moral merits. Examples of a happy con-
science can be found in Cicero and some Latin Stoics (Sorabji, 2014: 25-30).

In the Soviet Union, two systems of conscience were used: one that caused remorse (conscience as to whether
to properly denunciate others), and the other as a good conscience (secret cooperation, denunciation, or team up to
the authorities). One Soviet figure once emphasized that the Soviet people followed Stalin's policy «not out of fear
but out of conscience» (Peck, 1983: 107). It is easy to assume that the Soviet intelligentsia has always used a model
of life in which a cruel and oppressive state constantly tried to undermine their freedom and autonomy. A study
of Stepan Pidlubny's diary highlighted the way in which Soviet citizens in the 1930s tried to shape their identity
from the point of view of the Soviet state (Hellbeck, 1996: 77-116).

The Soviet system itself was often a frame of reference with which people measured themselves. It is quite prob-
able that some intellectuals, both during and after Stalin's rule, instinctively considered the position of the Soviet
state to be normal, and their own attempts to express their opinion to be something abnormal. It was much easier to
use slogans during conversations and constantly look for traitors.

There are other factors that complicate the situation. For example, to artificially separate relations with the state
on a moral level from relations with friends or relatives. Most Soviet residents believed that the state inflicted less
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moral pain on them than other environmental issues. However, what made people become informers? First of all,
the threat of not reporting when others have already done it. The second was a desire to move up the career ladder.
However, let's understand from the beginning what denunciation is and what is the essence of this terminology.

Denunciation is the information that is reported by an individual to the authorities. It can be in both written
and oral forms. Millions of people believe that denunciation is the right way. Society believed that it was better to
live under a rigid and all-controlling government than under «anarchy and arbitrariness.» There was a belief among
the people that denunciation strengthens their strong power. According to journalist V. Zilgalov, in Stalin's time,
denunciation became a form of participation in political life. It was the tool for influencing political reality (Boro-
dyna, 1980: 16-23).

Denunciation itself is a multifaceted phenomenon. It combines different boundaries of individual and social
relations. From the information point of view, everything is simple — the main thing was to pass information about
an individual or group of people they were trying to hide. From a psychological point of view, a person must be
ready to become a whistleblower. It was necessary to be constantly «stimulated» by ideology and collective actions.
It's like creating a concept of ideas about one's country: it's like a «fortress» besieged by enemies, which needs to
be protected by all available means, not counting family ties. This thesis leads to the next border — family. The
informer must be prepared for the fact that relatives may suffer; he/she must draw up a «correct» hierarchy of values
that will justify the actions. It is necessary to put the interests of the whole (country) above the part (personality,
friends, family) (Nekhamkyn, 2014).

With the advent of Soviet power in the political arena, denunciations were actively promoted. People who knew
several foreign languages and had good public speaking skills were sent to establish contacts with representatives
«on the ground.» To fully control the political situation in the country, the government created a special body
«All-Russian Emergency Commission» (VCHK), which issued a circular stating:

1) Every communist must listen to the conversations that go around him/her, and report about the suspect to
the Special Department;

2) At the place of their service, each communist must observe suspicious persons, and inform the Special Depart-
ment;

3) Every communist must provide the Special Department with evidence of the general mood of the institution
or part of the troops where he/she serves;

4) None of the communists has the right to refuse to testify about a person;

5) He/she cannot refuse the order to get acquainted with this or that person on the instructions of the Spe-
cial Department, to go to the specified house and to inform them about what was said there (Brandenburhskyy,
1926: 1-37).

Denunciation among children.

A striking example, which received a lot of attention in the press (especially children's) was the statement of Pav-
lik Morozov. This case was characterized by the fact that the boy denunciated his father, betrayed him for the sake
of Soviet «justice». According to the general concept, Pavlik reported that his father was an enemy of the Soviet
government. This act was later set as an example for children, saying that the family should not interfere with
the prosperity of the country. Nine-year-olds were raised on the example of a «snitching hero.» Pioneers should
always be ready to speak to the authorities. They denunciated mostly their parents with the idea that «no class enemy
had any chance.» («Rozhdennyye v SSSR ...», 2016) Everyone was to be a pioneer. The abandonment of the red tie
led to exile in society, careful control by the authorities, and lack of a future career. Authorities stressed that slander
and betrayal of their loved ones could be a guarantee of personal safety. This testified to the government's desire
to educate a new generation of Soviet society that could abandon its past for the sake of «building a bright future.»
(Pavlov, 2002: 19)

Soviet leaders liked to repeat that there is no way back in history, that is, the development of society cannot be
reversed. However, in reality, the «leader» still succeeded. The damage to morality was so profound that even after
Stalin's death the result was obvious. The writer V. Gubarev boasted in the quoted memoirs: «In thirty years we have
weeded out a lot of couch grass.» The following statesmen used the same methods. The question remained acute:
to denunciate or not to denunciate? Any kind of denunciation was immoral in the family. Although it was contrary
to the interests of society as a whole and serves the interests of the family. And without a family, there is no society.

Authorities needed constant political denunciation. Everything was calm until you start recruiting. Having iden-
tified the «victim,» they called home, offered to meet, called to a special department. It all started with blackmail,
threatening families, allegedly preventing the son/daughter from entering the institute. In this way, they shook
the peace in the family, the future career. Then they promised a better position, the opportunity to read spectacular
books. They were asking nonsense questions about the statements of a neighbor. It was better, of course, to be silent,
but then they would call until you tell the «truth.» If you say, «I'm sorry, but unfortunately, I didn't hear anything...»
they will not believe and will call again and again because you are nobody to them, you are «material,» according to
the words of V. Lenin. «They positioned themselves as real Leninists, they were the state, they were the party, they
were the law and you couldn’t escape anywhere.» («Solovky ...», 1998)

Who is to blame for what happened to P. Morozov? Pavlik himself? His ancestors? Family? School? System?
Historical conditions? All? No one? First of all, we must understand that Pavlik is the least guilty because he is
a child. Personality begins with a choice, and he and the other children of the 1930s had no choice. In addition, he
cannot be held responsible for what happened on his behalf after his death. Criminals are those who were engaged
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in recruitment, the principles of raising children in order to stay in power. Unfortunately, Pavlik became a symbol
of Soviet sociocide, an ideologically justified terror organized by one party.

The idea of involving children in denunciations under Stalinism received widespread state support. The educa-
tion of denunciation has become an important area of ideological activity. The report was presented as a new quality
of the Soviet people: as openness and honesty, as criticism that led to the improvement of life, as a necessary means
to achieve a high goal, in which many informers sincerely believed.

Pavlik Morozov became a symbol of heroism. «Pionerska Pravda» wrote, «Pavlik does not feel sorry for any-
one: his father got caught — Pavlik betrayed him, his grandfather got caught — Pavlik betrayed him. Pavlik was
educated by a pioneer organization.» In the newspaper «Yunyy pioneer» in the article «Trotsky's scoundrel brutally
killed a pioneer» («Trots'kist-s'’kyy merzotnyk...», 1937: 1) it was stated that the stepfather killed a 12-year-old boy
because he [the stepfather] was a «Trotskyist.» The article mentions the brutal murder of a child in detail. The editors
did it on purpose, to arouse hatred in readers, and to awaken in children the desire to be a hero, even posthumously.

After the promotion of Pavlyk's symbol, many imitators appeared in the USSR. A boy, Mykola Myagotin, was
shot dead in the village of Kolesnikove. According to the information, when he became a pioneer, he listened
to the conversations of adults. He reported everything he could hear to the village council. A friend of the boy
«reported» about the «class enemies.» The case was heard in court twice. During the trial, it turned out that Mykola
had exposed no one. On the contrary, he had stolen sunflower seeds from a collective farm field (to eat something).
During another session, there appeared another version. They said he was exposed by a Red Army guard guarding
the field. As a result of the argument, the guard shot the boy, Mykola fell, and his friend (Petro) escaped. We can find
these testimonies in the first record of the interrogation. But, surprisingly, in the transcript of the second interroga-
tion, Petro suddenly changed the testimony that Mykola was killed by two of his older brothers. Thus, two innocent
people (brothers) were added to the list of boys’ murders. To make the case political, investigators added a few more
people «kulaksy to the list. As a result, in the case of Mykola Myagotin's murder, five were sentenced to execution,
six to ten years in prison, and one to one year of forced labor. A week later, Mykola's friend disappeared without
a trace, his mother killed herself, and Mykola was declared a pioneer and a hero (Voytolovska, 1991: 34-46).

Another case also appeared during the Holodomor (1932-1933). It was Pronya Kolybin, who denounced his
mother because she was gathering ears and grain in the field to feed him. The mother was imprisoned, and the child
was sent to the pioneer camp «Artek» to rest.

The next case is concerned with a schoolboy Mitya Gordienko. He denounced a married couple who were gath-
ering fallen grains in a field. As a result, the husband was sentenced to death and the wife to ten years in prison in
solitary confinement. For this denunciation, Mitya received a personal watch, a pioneer suit, boots, and an annual
subscription to the newspaper «Lenins’ki vnuchata.» As you can see, Pavlik was not the only «pioneer hero.» There
were more than thirty such informers who «died the death of the brave child.» Historian Yu. Druzhnikov gave exam-
ples of eight more cases of murder of children due to statements that took place before the murder of P. Morozov.
The first to be killed was also Pavlo, named Tesla, from the village Sorochyntsi. He denounced his father five years
earlier, before P. Morozov. Seven other murders were linked to collectivization in the village and one to «enemies
of the people» in Donetsk.

Denunciations among the adults.

Expressions also flourished in relations among labor collectives. Those who were going to settle in the cities
and gain a foothold in the enterprises tried in every way to shine as active supporters of the manner of Stalin's
policy. They first pointed at fellow villagers, and then at comrades in the shop. Such «activists» often became
secret members of the DPU. Such people were often called «parasites,» «scoundrels» («Ukrayinske radyanske ...»,
2012: 105-106).

In the V. Kozlov research, you can find a classification of denunciations based on archival documents (Kozlov,
1998: 101). According to the article, depending on the author and the motives for writing, denunciations can be
divided into «selfless denunciation» and «selfish denunciation.»

«Selfless denunciations» were written without visible personal motives, which were covered by the desire for
justice, to identify «enemies of the people and of the party.» Such denunciations can be found in the newspapers.
They were usually written by people who sincerely believed in the justice of the party. Career goals can also be
included in this category. In the decision of the plenum on January 20, 1938, it is mentioned that one should also be
vigilant towards «career communists» and thus justify the mass repression without prosecution (Bordyugov, 1992).

Denunciations usually were called «references,» «reports,» «friendly notes.» Denunciation can be considered
a synonym of the report. Informers usually used such phrases as, «I consider it necessary to inform you in the follow-
ing...» (Kozlov, 1998: 102) «Selfless denunciations» were often anonymous, or signed with pseudonyms «yours,»
«partisan,» «Red Army soldier,» «member of the party.» (Kozlov, 1998: 103).

«Selfish denunciations» were written to protect the personal interests of the author. Such statements were directed
against superiors, colleagues, neighbors. They could also be used as means of self-defense. It has become customary
to «tear off masks» from «enemies,» even if they were relatives. A. Solzhenitsyn wrote that denunciation was used
even in a struggle between lovers; a husband killed an unwanted lover, a wife killed a mistress, or a mistress killed
a wife (Solzhenitsyn, 1962). According to one of the archival-investigative cases, O. Popandopulo suggested in
a letter that V. Sazanov's roommate could have written a denunciation about her. «She wrote all sorts of nonsense
about me to the District Council and the City Council, such as the fact that I am a foreigner, a non-labor element,
etc. But this is a lie.» (Popandopulo, 1937: 18)
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The motive for the «selfish denunciation» could be the desire to secretly take revenge on the offender, and most
often it was the subject of superiors. «Complaints-denunciations» were often written in the party. The authors were
already clearly pursuing personal goals, fighting injustice to them personally. For example, the apartment was robbed
by someone and the owner could write that the whole area was affected by criminal attacks, and the authorities
ignore people's complaints (Kozlov, 1998: 105). Or in a report to the Chairman of RBC A. Nelupenko, the informer
wrote that the case of haymaking in the district is under threat, that the village councils are implementing the proven
plans; that they have a criminal attitude to the deployment of hard targets for kulak wealthy farms (Brynosh & Pet-
rovskyy, 2006: 32-33).

Not only ordinary citizens reported because the authorities trained listening professionals who could hear,
interpret and report correctly. These were special secret agents (mentioned above in the secret cooperation) who
could be friends, acquaintances, classmates at university, relatives, husbands, wives, etc. They were trained to
report to the authorities. These secret agents were called «secret cooperators.» According to S. Bilokin, after
a frontal review of archival and investigative cases, in the USSR secret cooperation was as common as being
a teacher, journalist, etc. (Bilokin, 2012: 44). According to N. Lakinskaya, who described her student years
at the Machnikov University (1934-1939), anyone could be a secret agent. She mentioned that her classmate Ida
was a secret reporter. She denounced many of the students, and after they were under the supervision of the NKVD
(Lakynska, 2007: 131-133).

Secret agents were also subjected to purges. K. Borodchak wrote in the interrogation report on August 11, 1937,
that she was a secret member of the NKVD and had provided false reports. According to E. Petrovskyy, because
of a manic vision of enemies around and constant complaints about this, the authorities placed a citizen S. Irzhova
in a psychiatric hospital for ten days (Petrovskyy, 2005: 835).

There were also just enthusiasts who considered it their duty to convey. In his closing remarks at the Febru-
ary-March (1937) plenum of the Central Committee of the CPSU (B.), Stalin mentioned the example of a woman
Nikolaenko, who throughout the year signaled how «vile Trotskyists,» «agents of fascism,» could gain the Central
Committee's trust. (Shapoval, 2001: 203-206). M. Khrushchev also mentioned this person in his diary, «When
I left Moscow for Ukraine, Stalin warned me that there was such a woman called Nikolayenko and that I should
pay attention to her. They said she could help me in the fight against enemies of the people.» («Nekotoryye
posledstviya ... », 1999).

We must not forget that those who did not want to report were also punished. In the operative order of the NKVD
Ne 00486... of August 15, 1937 (on the repression of the wives of «traitors to the homeland»), there were mentioned
that those wives who sheltered the convicts were also arrested; those who could know about their counter-revolu-
tionary activities and did not report. The Penal Code provided for imprisonment for 10 years for failure to report
a betrayal of the Motherland («Reabilitovani istoriyeyu ...», 2010: 414-415).

The ideological basis was supported by the periodical press. Even before Pavlik Morozov's death, the official
publication of the Children's Communist Movement reported that there had been cases of murder for the statements
of «the best comrades-in-arms who are fiercely fighting against left-wing detachments and right-wing conciliators.»
The newspaper «Pionerska Pravda» had been publishing articles about little reporters with their names and portraits.
Children, in turn, imbued with the idea and denunciated their teachers, friends, parents.

The regional newspaper «Chornomorska Komuna» promoted the informer as a true Soviet citizen who took
an active position and did not reduce his vigilance for «traitors.» The newspaper also promotes the struggle
«for the bright future of the country» and announces the struggle against the Trotskyists-Zinovievs. On the first
page, there were articles about revolutionary vigilance and the rise of the power of the party, «... We must res-
olutely eradicate complacency that brings the party only harm. All party work must be saturated with true Bol-
shevik vigilance, effective detailed criticism, and deep mastery of the teachings of Marx-Engels-Lenin-Stalin.»
(«Rozchavyty hadiv ...», 1937: 4)

In the «Letters to the Editors» section, readers had the opportunity to publish their complaints or dissatisfaction
with someone's work. All segments of the population and institutions came under surveillance. The names of those
who «do not do the job to the end» were openly written, as well as the names of institutions in which «sanitary
norms are not observed.» In June 1937, there was a new column called «Idle heads of state farms.» The editors had
been publishing names of the head of the state farm and publicly humiliated him.

American Family Foundation in 1986 offered a great definition of the cult. They said, «A cult (totalitarian type)
is a course where a group or movement has an extreme degree of devotion to a person who unethically uses manip-
ulative techniques of subjugation and control.

The characteristic of totalitarian cult includes isolation from former friends and family, degradation, special
methods aimed at increasing suggestibility and subordination, strong group pressure, information management,
elimination of personal or critical judgment, the desire to develop complete dependence on the group and fear
of leaving it, etc.» ( Stuart, 1986: 16)

The «game of exposure» was imbued with family relationships and relationships among close friends. Some
researchers like to call this period an «epidemic» or even a «genocide» against others. To show the scale of this
phenomenon, «informers of the denunciation movement» we should also mention that these seret agents spread
their cases in the press. Thus, according to one of the fabricated cases, a resident of Kyiv allegedly reported to two
hundred and thirty people (there are not so many acquaintances, except for friends on social networks). Another
popular example of pseudo- «strikers» was spread in Poltava. The press wrote that the man «exposed» the entire
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«terrorist organization» in which he worked. Another example is about the Artemov family, which turned denuncia-
tions into a family business. A husband and wife, two sons, and three daughters wrote denunciations on one hundred
and seventy-two people.

Thus, the state policy of that time can be described, citing as an example a quote from Solonevych, «No, the state
is not me, nor a man, nor a worker. The state, for us, is a completely external force that has forcibly placed us
in the service of goals completely alien to us.» (Solonevych, 2000: 20) However, people did not want to accept
the principles that were established in society, they tried to adapt to that political reality. Thus, speech became
the norm of the mentality, and those who disagreed with it, or were too fanatical about the case, became victims
and «enemies of the people.» Most well-educated people in the Soviet Union faced a dilemma of how to overcome
the disparity between what the Soviet regime asserted about itself and the reality of how it was actually experienced.

Towards the end of its existence, the Soviet regime no longer existed, but the administrative apparatus demanded
that people believe in the official ideology.

People were publicly required to express themselves in «correct» ideological terms. They were forced to par-
ticipate in a number of rituals or procedures: for example, entering and graduating from university usually meant
belonging to the Komsomol, or passing an exam in the history of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, meant
a career opportunity (Boobbyer, 2016).

Not using the right nor participating in rituals meant a person does not accept the «rules of the game.» This
decision could lead to a career risk and, in some cases, family prospects. Language (slogans) and ritual performed
an integrative function: they gave the Soviet Union a common identity around which society could unite.

The obsessive desire to listen, observe, and control one's own people was a hallmark of Soviet power from its
very first steps. For this purpose, special structures were created, the tool of which was a man. The information
obtained was used in various ways: to control the administrative apparatus, to deduct the opposition, to probe
the mood of the population, and for political repression.

It was not a specific case. P. Morozov was one of the few examples that reflected the situation of the 1930s in
the USSR. To this day, there are speculations about whether Pavlik existed at all, or whether he was symbolically
invented for propaganda, as well as «enemies of the people.» Denunciation has become an everyday social prac-
tice in all spheres of life. Education on the example of the act of P. Morozov was an essential part in the formation
of the future obedient Soviet man. The cynicism of the next generation became widespread. The party nurtured hon-
esty by the example of meanness, devotion by the example of betrayal. However, over time, it became increasingly
difficult to explain to children why it is necessary to do low deeds for the sake of high ideals.
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