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Prologue
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There is a book on the judge's desk.

It looks harmless, almost academic. Hardcover, restrained typography, a title promising an immersion in sociology or religious studies. In the silence of the courtroom, interrupted only by the rustling of pages and the secretary's dry cough, this object seems like a foreign element among the volumes of criminal case files, search warrants, and material evidence. But this object is the most important one here.

Not the defendant sitting in the glass box — an elderly man who worked as an engineer all his life and is now accused of extremism for reading the Bible with friends. It is not the prosecutor monotonously reading out the indictment, woven from clichéd phrases. And it is not even the judge, whose face expresses a weary determination to finish the trial before lunch.

The main thing here is the text lying on the table.

It is not just a book. It is an instruction manual for dehumanization. There are no fingerprints on the trigger, but it is this text that loads the weapon that will fire later — when special forces storm the apartment, when the mother's child is taken away, or when a teenager who has read too many forums picks up a rifle and goes to school.

We are used to thinking that repression begins with an order signed by a general or a minister. History teaches us otherwise: repression begins with a word. First, a term appears. A label. A stigma. It sticks to a group of people, separating them from "normal" society with an invisible but impenetrable wall. Yesterday it was a neighbor, a colleague, a doctor, a teacher. Today he is a "sectarian," an "adept," a "zombie." A second-class creature. Homo Jehovisticum. A biological object to be isolated or eliminated.

The book on the judge's desk is "Sectology." For millions of believers in Russia and beyond, this title has become synonymous with a death sentence.

How did this happen? How did a collection of lectures given by a former emigrant with a dubious education and an even more dubious biography, become the foundation of the judicial system of a huge country? How did the private opinion of one person, unsupported by academic degrees or peer-reviewed research, become more important than the Constitution and international human rights conventions?

This investigation is not about religion. We will not argue about dogma or seek truth in sacred texts. We are interested in the mechanics of hatred. We will break down this mechanism into its constituent parts to understand how it works. We will trace the path from the chair of a church university to the office of an FSB investigator. We will see how linguistic constructions turn into prison terms.

We will see how "expertise" is created that lacks any scientific basis but is heavily influenced by ideological agendas. We will look into the eyes of those who call themselves "sect experts" and see not scholarly interest, but the cold gleam of an inquisitor's fire.

In this courtroom, where a person's fate is being decided, the shadows of the past are invisibly present. The shadows of those who, in the 1930s in Germany, also wrote books about "harmful elements" threatening the purity of the nation. The rhetoric coming from the pages of the book lying on the table is frighteningly similar. The same metaphors of disease, the same calls for "surgical intervention," the same absolute confidence in their right to decide who lives and who disappears.

The judge opens the book. The bookmark lies on the page with the definition of "totalitarian sect." In an hour, the verdict will be handed down. But the crime was committed much earlier — at the moment when this text was written, printed, and declared the ultimate truth.

This investigation is an attempt to stop the conveyor belt that grinds people down, using paper and ink instead of steel and lead. Because when words end, blood begins. And that blood has already been shed.
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Any crime begins long before the physical act is committed. It begins in the mind, at the moment when one person decides that another person is not quite the same as them. That they are worse, more dangerous, inferior. But for this idea to take root and become a guide to action for millions, a mediator is needed. Language is needed.

Human history knows many examples of how linguistics has become a servant of terror. Before sending people to camps or ghettos, they had to be renamed. Deprived of their names and assigned numbers. Deprived of their status as citizens and assigned the status of "elements." Deprive them of their human form and assign them the biological classification of a pest.

When we open the book Sectology, which forms the basis of the modern Russian inquisition, we do not enter the world of theology or sociology. We enter a laboratory for the production of meaning, where words are dissected, stripped of their true meaning, and filled with poison. This is not a scientific work. It is a linguistic weapon disguised as a textbook.

Phantom in Law: The Birth of the "Totalitarian Sect"

In the beginning was the word, and that word was "sect." However, this was not enough for the author's purposes. The word "sect" in Russian undoubtedly has a negative connotation, associated with something closed, secluded, and possibly heretical. But it still remained in the realm of religious polemics. Heresy is a church concept, not a criminal one. To turn an opponent into a criminal, it was necessary to shift the discourse from the spiritual to the political and criminal realm.

This is how, in 1993, the phrase "totalitarian sect" entered Russian public discourse.

Alexander Dvorkin, who, according to a number of sources, has no academic education in the field of secular religious studies, made a linguistic move whose consequences we have been discussing for decades. He took the political term "totalitarianism," which describes the brutal state regimes of the 20th century (Hitler's Germany, Stalin's USSR), and welded it to the religious concept of "sect."

What happens in the reader's mind when they see this combination of words? A series of associations triggered by school history textbooks and the genetic memory of generations comes into play. "Totalitarian" means barbed wire, watchtowers with machine guns, concentration camps, suppression of free will, torture, and lack of freedom.

Doctor of Philosophy, Moscow State University professor Igor Kanterov, one of the most authoritative religious scholars, accurately noted the mechanism of this manipulation:

"By transferring the sinister, frightening meaning of the term 'totalitarian' to the realm of religion, the creators of the construct 'totalitarian sect' hope to significantly strengthen the accusatory charge of existing definitions... It is precisely because of the 'recognizability' of the term 'totalitarian'... that the use of this very 'bad' term has become established in relation to new religious formations."

The paradox is that there is no legal definition of a "totalitarian sect" in the federal legislation of the Russian Federation. You will not find it as a defined legal term in the Constitution of the Russian Federation, the Civil Code of the Russian Federation, or the law "On Freedom of Conscience." It is a legal phantom. But this phantom has very real destructive power.

In the book "Sectology," this term is used as an axiom. The author does not prove the totalitarian nature of a particular group through sociological research or analysis of its internal structure. He simply calls it that. And that turns out to be enough. In linguistics, this is called a performative act: the very act of naming creates reality. If an authoritative source (and the book is positioned as a textbook for universities) calls a group "totalitarian," then the burden of proving otherwise falls on the group itself. But how can you prove that you are not a camel if a zoologist has already written a certificate stating that you have humps, even if no one can see them?

Kirill Tovbin, a researcher and publicist, notes the genius of this invention in its cynical universality:

"Dvorkin has created a universal bogeyman that can be used to eliminate virtually all critics of the current power system in Russia, whether they are religious or non-religious movements... Dvorkin speaks very wittily, I would even say talentedly, about commercial cults, when he talks about Herbalife, when he talks about Kirby vacuum cleaners..."

The term has become elastic. Everything fits under the definition of "totalitarian sect" in the book: from Pentecostals and

















	"Pseudo-Hindu." The prefix "pseudo-" (false) immediately denies the movement's authenticity. The author declares: this is a fake. You don't need to respect their traditions because they are not real. It is an imitation.


	"Syncretic." In academic religious studies, syncretism is a neutral term denoting a mixture of traditions. But in the context of Orthodox apologetics, it is synonymous with impurity, spiritual omnivorousness, and lack of core values.


	"Proselytizing." This means active preaching. Again, it's a neutral term, but here it's used as an accusation of aggressive expansion. "They're coming after you."


	"Postmodernist." A label intended to show that the movement is a new creation, devoid of roots, a product of the modern era of decay, rather than ancient wisdom.


	"Neopagan." For Orthodox readers (and the book is primarily addressed to them), "paganism" is an abomination before God. The prefix "neo-" adds a touch of artificiality. This is not "noble" ancient paganism, but a modern imitation of it.


	"Totalitarian." The final blow. A political accusation of suppressing individuality.


	"Sect." The final stigma.
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