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Public lecture by Leonid Parfyonov, the sixth installment in the lecture series “Russian Voices“ on the topic “Russia: On its way to Europe or back to the USSR“, June 28, 2012.

Leonid Parfyonov, the fifth speaker in the series “Russian Voices“, started out discussing the entity of the Russian people. Since the lecture focused on discussing Russia’s future, more specifically if Russia is headed towards Europe or back to the Soviet Union, it was important to bring out the arguments on why the Asian-influenced heading was ruled out. 
While explaining the formulation of the event’s topic, journalist Parfyonov explained how Russia’s contemporary history has been strongly connected to Europe. In order to back up his statement, he mentioned the Treaty of Rapallo and the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, both of which are examples of active Russian involvement in Europe. He also spoke of Russian cities such as Vladivostok, which is geographically notably closer to bigger Asian cities than to Moscow. Still, as Mr. Parfyonov described, cities like Vladivostok, a post-socialist city, are fairly similar to other Eastern-European cities. 
Speaking of Russia’s choices on the political level, the speaker briefly stopped on a quote by the Russian President, Mr. Putin. According to Vladimir Putin, the collapse of the Soviet Union was the biggest geopolitical catastrophe of the 20th century. While commenting on this statement, Parfyonov disagreed. By his understanding, it is the creation of the Soviet Union that can be described as such.  In addition, while the fall of the Soviet Union is closely connected to the unification of Germany, it is of interest to know if Mr. Putin denounced unified Germany as well.
Analyzing the possibility of Russia turning back to the Soviet times, Leonid Parfyonov used analogy, explaining the impossibility of turning minced meat back to its original form. The Russian people, especially the intelligent groups in the society, have understood that the time of the Soviet Union has ended. The system was rotten starting from local authorities all the way up to the General Secretary of the Soviet Union. Therefore the Soviet experience cannot be regarded as positive one, which makes it very difficult to recur in the future.
The collapse of the Soviet Union left the Russians wondering on the direction of the country’s future. Arguing on the historic choices for Russia, Parfyonov is convinced that this process consists of several phases. The first period of such bafflement represented a denial of the Soviet times, there were thoughts on the return of Pre-Revolutionary Russia. 
Several films were made during that time, which represented such ideas, for example the film “Russia That We´ve Lost“. During the second phase of Post-Soviet Russia , the end of the 90s, there was an understanding that various elements of the Soviet historical experience 
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were still “haunting“  the people. “People still do military service, attend school, denigrate the outside world and express the pride they feel towards their country“, said Parfyonov, adding that Soviet mentality in some way or the other still exists and is still being followed. The third, currently ongoing phase, began in the early 2000s. The current period is based on the idea that Sovietism has to be revived. In one of Parfyonov’s books, the preface begins: “We live in an era of renaissance of Soviet antiquity“. This forming of words is perhaps the most accurate way of describing ideas prevailing in 21st century Russia.
The journalist noted with regret that 70 years of Soviet regime in Russia proved to be fatal in terms of giving the people a new and lasting impetus to build upon. In the light of this thought, he mentioned the Baltic countries with some of its residents fleeing overseas during the occupation. These people maintained a sense of national identity and knew what a free Western society was like. This played an important factor at the time of the restoration of independence when these people returned. Such process in the Baltic States was only possible because the occupation lasted less than 50 years. By the time Russia turned into a sovereign country, there were no such people returning home. 
A teacher, Igor Kalakauskas, asked if Leonid Parfyonov sees any way of establishing a dialogue between the civil society and the government in Russia. Another participant asked about the actions of the opposition – why are they stressing the illegitimacy of the current government while at the same time trying to establish a dialogue? 
The journalist replied by saying that socio-political processes in Russia have nothing to do with logic or mathematics. By his words significant changes usually occur when certain circumstances coincide. “It just happens that people are simply saying that they are fed up with this guy, who is always in the TV. When such tiredness arrives, the process for change is started“, said Parfyonov. According to him, the greatest danger lies in the lack of dialogue, which should be avoided at all costs. 
Liia Hänni, a program director in the e-Governance Academy, asked about the role of internet in today’s Russia. As we all know, the biggest protests and demonstrations were made possible by successful campaigns in social networks. The guest agreed, emphasizing the importance of free internet as a countermeasure to Russia’s state television. 
As the end of the debate drew near, the moderator and the guest shared thoughts on why did Putin, despite considerable opposition to his policy in Russia, score 90% of votes in Estonia. Parfyonov, having a hard time understanding the motives behind the votes, just commented that perhaps when living comfortably in the European Union, Putin doesn’t seem that bad of a president at all. 
