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Any viable ideology holds a powerful value load, which keeps the mass in the mode of adoption of a homogeneous value system. It is especially obvious when it comes to the ideology of totalitarian regimes, where the value attitude towards the world is already defined. It cannot be reviewed or doubted. This thesis is usually not questioned; there is a discussion only about the character of the value declared in the society.

I believe this position is insufficient; moreover, probably erroneous. It is possible to impugn the values from the perspective of other values; however, the problem of totalitarian ideology lies in a different area. This is neither about the nature of the value in a totalitarian society, nor about a substitution of values by anti-values; the main concern here is that in such a society any value at all is (de facto) erased.
In other words, a totalitarian society excludes the «valuable value». [3, 70].


I suggest considering this problem from the perspective of the problem of the subject, one of the central problems in the modern European philosophy. From the XVII to the XX centuries the concept of the subject has undergone a variety of transformations in both classical and non-classical philosophical traditions. Thus the way in which the nature of subject was understood determined the way in which the major epistemic and ethical problems were resolved.


Early Wittgenstein's ontology, which he presented in the «Tractatus», holds a special place in this row. By bringing the subject to the «limit of the world» [3, 56], Wittgenstein radically changes the picture of epistemology and ethics. The presence of ethics in Wittgenstein’s philosophy is a controversial issue for a number of researchers; however, the subject of Wittgenstein is the real ethical subject which is able to realize the value, not being forced by a prepared ethical system (as it is in other philosophical theories). Only with the subject being absent in the world it is possible to achieve any kind of personal attitude towards the world.


In my opinion, the problem is reflected in the dystopias like Yevgeny Zamyatin’s «We» and Arthur Koestler’s «Darkness at Noon». Their common foundation is the criticism of absolutizing the ideology, which, as it will be shown, is closely connected to the problem of the subject and its status relatively to the world.


Both ideology and logical space are defined by tautologies and denote an area of expressible. For certain, the logical space does not report on values, just on their form and this is the exact way the totalitarian ideology works. Thus, both novels show us an example of an impossibility of speaking about values in a totalitarian society; it allows only speaking about facts.

The ideology of totalitarian states represented in the novels «We» and «Darkness at Noon» subdues the society and turns the subject into «individual constant», included in the world. This constant is not a metaphysical subject anymore, at least in the Tractatus’s sense. If the subject is a part of the world, he is deprived of choice and can not independently implement his own values. His values are substituted by the values of the prevailing ideology.


However, when the subject discovers his own personal attitude towards the world, he becomes incomprehensible for himself, like an «irrational number» (in Zamyatin - √1). Similarly, the subject is presented in the «Tractatus» as the limit of the world, which is a necessary condition of his ethical attitude towards what is happening. The subject, who is included in the world, cannot realize the «valuable value». Value, according to the «Tractatus», should stay out of what is happening, beyond what is given in the world, outside of any given normative system, which assigns subject a definite place in the world.
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