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Abstract

Introduction. The spread of Marxism in Russia was shaped by a complex set of socio-
economic factors, above all the development of capitalist production based on the exploitation of
wage labor, the growth of the proletariat, and the intensification of contradictions between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie. An important role was also played by the formation of class self-
consciousness among the working class, manifested in the struggle for its own interests and the
creation of professional organizations. A substantial contribution to the scientific and practical
development of Marxism was made by V. I. Lenin, who regarded it not only as a theoretical doctrine
but also as a political current serving as an instrument for achieving concrete political goals. During
the Soviet period, Marxist thought acquired an institutionalized form and became widely
disseminated. After the collapse of the USSR, a phase of critical reassessment of Marxism began in
the former Soviet republics. In contemporary Russia, two mutually exclusive tendencies can be
identified: on the one hand, a consistent critique of Marxism; on the other, the continued recognition
of its relevance as a theoretical and political doctrine.

Materials and methods. The source base of the study can be conventionally divided into two
groups: works aimed at criticizing Marxism and studies proposing its renewed interpretation in the
context of contemporary Russia. The methodological framework of the research is based on the
institutional approach, as well as historical-critical and historical-comparative methods.

Results. The analysis reveals two opposing directions in the interpretation of Marxism in
Russia. Criticism of Marxism is represented, first, by a right-wing discourse articulated by liberal and
anti-communist authors, and second, by a left-wing strand formed by supporters of the communist
idea. Studies oriented toward the rethinking of Marxism may also be divided into two types: “critical
Marxism,” developed by theoretical continuators of the Marxist tradition, and “eclectic Marxism,”
characteristic of works produced by representatives of the Communist Party of the Russian
Federation.

Conclusion. In contemporary Russia, Marxism has not disappeared. It continues to exist as a
political movement, as an ideological doctrine, and as an object of scholarly analysis. The polarity of
assessments of Karl Marx’s ideas—from their rejection as outdated to their recognition as relevant—
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indicates that Marxism continues to generate sustained interest within Russian social and academic
discourse.
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AHHOTAUA

Beeoenue. PacnpocTtpanenne MapkcuzmMa B Poccun ObUTO 00YCIIOBIIEHO COBOKYITHOCTBIO
CJIOHBIX COI[HAIbHO-9KOHOMUYECKHX (PAKTOPOB, MPEKJE BCEro Pa3BUTHUEM KalUTAIMCTHUYCSCKOTO
MPOM3BOJICTBA, OCHOBAaHHOTO HAa JKCIUIyaTallid HAaEMHOTO TpPyJa, pPOCTOM YHCJICHHOCTH
mpojerapuara U OOOCTpEHHEM ero MpOTHBOpeuMid ¢ Oypikyasuei. BaxkHyro ponb chIrpajgo u
(hopMupoBaHHE KIACCOBOTO CaMOCO3HaHHUS pabouero Kiacca, BbIpa3uBIIeecs B OoprOe 3a
COOCTBEHHBIE MHTEPECHl M CO3JaHWU MPOodecCHOHANBHBIX opraHu3anuii. CylIecTBEeHHBI BKJIal B
Hay4YyHOE W MpaKTU4YecKoe pa3BuTHe MapkcusMa BHEC B. U. JlenuH, KOTOpBIN paccMaTpuBaj €ro He
TOJILKO KaK TEOPETHYECKOE YICHUE, HO M KaK MOJUTHYECKOE TeUCHHE, BEICTYIAIOIIee HHCTPYMEHTOM
JIOCTUKEHUSI KOHKPETHBIX TMOJUTUYECKUX Menel. B coBeTckuil mepuosl MapKCUCTCKash MBbICIIb
MOJIy4YHIJIa MHCTUTYIIHOHAIBHOE 0(hOpMIICHHE U IIUPOKOe pacnpocTpaneHue. [locie pacnaga CCCP B
OBIBIIMX COIO3HBIX PECITyOJIMKax Hadajcs dTalm KPUTHKHM MapkcuzMa. B coBpemeHHoit Poccum
MIPOCIICKUBAIOTCS JIBE B3aWMOMCKITIOUAIONTHE TEHACHIIMHM: C OJHOW CTOPOHBI, MOCIEAOBAaTEIbHAS
KpUTHKAa MapKCHU3Ma, C JPYyrodl — COXpaHEHHWE €ro AaKTyaIbHOCTH KaK TEOPETUIECKOTO U
MOJIUTUYECKOTO YUCHHUS.

Mamepuanst u memoowst. VICTOUHUKOBYIO 0a3y UCCIIEOBaHUS YCIOBHO MOXKHO Pa3JIeiINTh Ha
JIBE TPYMIIBI: pabOTHI, HAIIpaBJICHHBIC HA KPUTUKY MApKCH3Ma, W UCCIICOBAHUS, MTPEIAraroIIie ero
HOBOE OCMEBICIICHHE B YCIIOBHSAX COBpeMeHHOH Poccum. B kadecTBe METOMOIOTHYIECKOW OCHOBBI
WCIIONBb30BAaHbl WHCTUTYLMOHAIBHBIA TOJIXOJ, a TaKXe MCTOPUKO-KPUTUYECKUH U HCTOPUKO-
CpaBHHTeHBHBIﬁ METOABI.

Pe3ynomamot. AHanv3 BBISIBIUT JIBa TIPOTHBOTIONOKHBIX HAMPABIECHUS B HHTEPIPETALNH
mapkcusmMa B Poccumn. KpuTuka Mapkcu3Ma MpeicTaBi€Ha, BO-TIEPBBIX, MPaBBIM JHUCKYPCOM
MUOepaIbHBIX aBTOPOB, BO-BTOPBIX, JIEBBIM HampaBiIeHUEM, C(POPMHPOBAHHBEIM CTOPOHHHKAMH
KOMMYHHCTHYECKON wueu. lccnemoBaHusa, OpHEHTHPOBAaHHBIE Ha IEPEOCMBICICHHE MapKCHU3Ma,
TaKkKe JACNATCS Ha JBa THIA. «KPUTHYCCKHIA MApKCHU3M», pPa3BHUBACMBIH TECOPETUYCCKUMH
MPOJIOJDKATESIMA MAPKCUCTCKON TPAJAWINAN, U <OKISKTUYCCKU MapKCH3M», XapaKTePHBIA s
pabor npexacrasuteneir KITPO.

3axnrouenue. B coBpeMeHHOW Poccmm Mapkcw3M HeE yTpaTHI CBOETO NPHUCYTCTBHUS: OH
COXPAHSAETCS KaK MOJUTHYECKOE JBIDKCHUE, KaK HJICOJIOTHYCCKOE YUCHUE U KaK OOBEKT HAydHOTO
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Introduction

The emergence of the first Marxist organizations in Russia dates back to the 1880s.
The rapid spread of Marxism was closely connected with the complex socio-economic
conditions that had taken shape in the country, including the growth of capitalist production
based on the exploitation of wage labor, the significant expansion of the proletariat, and the
intensification of contradictions between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. Equally
important was the growing awareness of the role of the proletariat in the struggle for its own
interests, as well as the establishment of workers’ professional organizations. The first
Marxist groups in Russia were founded by Dmitry (Dimitar) Blagoev (1856-1924) [1] and
P. V. Tochissky (1864-1918) [2]. A qualitatively new stage in the dissemination of Marxist
ideas is associated with the activities of G. V. Plekhanov (1856-1918) [3], who argued that
the working class itself should take the initiative in the development of the communist
movement.

The scientific and practical development of Marxism is inseparably linked to the name
of V. I. Lenin (1870-1924) [4]. In his understanding, Marxism was a political current that
functioned as an instrument for achieving specific political goals. Within Marxist
philosophy, Lenin placed primary emphasis on the dialectical law of the unity and struggle
of opposites. A new stage in the interpretation of Marxism in Russia/the USSR is associated
with the name of I. V. Stalin (1878-1953) [5]. His understanding of Marxism differed
substantially from both the classical tradition and Lenin’s interpretation. Stalinist Marxism
was characterized by dogmatism and schematic thinking, which to a certain extent hindered
the development of culture and science.

The development of Marxist thought became particularly widespread in the USSR
during the 1960s-1980s, when research centers were active and many scholars were deeply
engaged in the study of Marxism. During this period, analytical works on Marxism by V. A.
Vazyulin [6] and E. V. llyenkov [7] appeared; these studies have not lost their scholarly
significance to this day. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, the former ideology and
model of development were subjected to systematic re-evaluation. In a number of former
Soviet republics, the early stage of transformation was accompanied by a wave of criticism
of Marxism. In some interpretations, the economic stagnation of the Soviet period was
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attributed to the theoretical foundations of Marxism and to problems in its practical
implementation [8].

At present, the Russian intellectual sphere is experiencing an intense contestation over
the fate of Marxism: on the one hand, there are critical interpretations that regard it as an
outdated ideology; on the other hand, there are constructive reassessments that affirm its
analytical value for understanding contemporary socio-economic processes. This situation of
oppositional coexistence constitutes the logical starting point for examining the actual
position of Marxism within contemporary Russian intellectual and political discourse.

This article focuses on the critical reflection on and creative reinterpretation of
Marxism within contemporary Russian scholarship. The study aims, through a typological
analysis, to identify the principal theoretical approaches used to evaluate Marxism and to
explore the mechanisms that sustain its continued presence in academic debates. The article
addresses three key questions. First, what are the central arguments of contemporary Russian
critiques of Marxism? Second, what are the main directions in which scholars are
reconstructing Marxist theory? Third, what social and intellectual conditions explain why
Marxism continues to attract sustained academic attention in present-day Russia?

Materials and Methods

The materials used in this article can be conventionally divided into two groups. The
first group consists of works devoted to the critique of Marxism in contemporary Russia,
reflected in the studies of E. T. Gaidar and V. A. Mau [9], V. K. Kudrov [10], V. Ryzhkov
[11], E. V. Pashintseva [12], D. A. Davydov [13], and I. A. Inshakov [14]. The second group
includes works focused on a renewed interpretation of Marxism in modern Russia. This
group comprises studies by A. V. Buzgalin and A. I. Kolganov [15], V. M. Mezhuev [16],
A. S. Kazenkov [17], M. F. Chernysh [18], N. V. Asonov [19], A. I. Kolganov [20],
E. V. Zolotukhina-Abolina and V. E. Zolotukhin [21], as well as V. V. Evglevsky [22].

The methodological foundation of the study is based on the institutional approach,
which makes it possible to examine the evolution of social institutions. The application of
the historical-critical method enabled a critical analysis of Marxist sources and their
interpretations. The use of the historical-comparative method made it possible to identify the
regularities and distinctive features of contemporary Marxism.

Findings

Critique of Marxism in Contemporary Russia

In the article by E. V. Pashintseva [12], criticism directed at Marxism is analyzed, and
two main critical theses are identified. First, the revolutionary events in Russia are described
as having occurred “not according to Marx,” since the country was not economically
prepared for such transformations and should have awaited similar developments in more
advanced industrial states. Second, it is argued that the Bolsheviks who came to power
imposed a Marxist ideology alien to Russia [12, p. 48]. Criticism of Marxism is thus closely
linked to the Soviet-period interpretation of Karl Marx’s doctrine. A similar understanding is
presented in the work of E. T. Gaidar and V. A. Mau [9], who argue that in Russian society
at the end of the 1990s and the beginning of the twenty-first century a strongly negative
attitude toward Marxism prevailed. They note that “a natural reaction of rejection occurs.
The Russian intelligentsia of middle age does not wish to think about Marxism. Young
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people raised in the post-Soviet period are not interested in Marxism” [9]. This assertion,
however, is evidently to some extent arbitrary; it represents a specific product of the period
of socio-economic transformation in Russia and can hardly be generalized as a dominant
consensus of an entire historical stage.

The article by V. K. Kudrov [10] offers a critical examination of the fundamental
foundations of Marxist economic theory and compares them with the realities of XX century
life. Particular attention is paid to the labor theory of value, surplus value, the laws of
capitalist accumulation, and the concepts of absolute and relative impoverishment of the
proletariat. The author concludes that Marx’s theory is utopian and untenable, and argues for
the creation of a new economic theory capable of responding to the challenges of the XXI
century.

The works of contemporary Russian scholars D. A. Davydov [13] and I. A. Inshakov
[14] address the critique of Marxism in foreign political science. Davydov advances the idea
of a “crisis dead end” for Marxism, claiming that it has ceased to develop and entered a
period of stagnation; this thesis is supported by references to Western scholars. In assessing
this position, it can be noted that the article has a certain value, but primarily as a critique of
neo-Marxism and Western Marxist approaches, rather than of Marxism as such. In the article
by I. A. Inshakov, the thesis is advanced that Karl Marx combined “utopian” and “scientific”
approaches in his thinking. A critique of this position is offered by N. Lopatin, whose
conclusions appear persuasive: “At the same time, the author fails to take into account the
historical, scientific, and socio-political context. For him, Marxism is a spherical horse in a
vacuum: it seems to exist, but is separated from everything and does not develop. As a result,
the author ‘criticizes’ Marxism of the mid—if not the late—nineteenth century, which is

Ll
very convenient”".

Studies of Marxism in Contemporary Russia

At present, contemporary interpretations of Marxism are experiencing a renaissance in
the social sciences [18]. In modern Russian political literature, works defending Marxism
have appeared. Among them is the monograph by V. M. Mezhuev, Marx against Marxism:
Essays on an Unpopular Topic [16]. This work analyzes the discrepancies between Karl
Marx’s doctrine and its interpretations by “Soviet Marxists.” The author examines in detail
Marx’s understanding of history, culture, and society, while demonstrating fundamental
divergences between Marx’s own views and those of the “scholars” who judged him from
“Soviet positions.” Mezhuev notes that “a return to Marx is as inevitable as our transition to
a capitalist-type market economy” [16, p. 7].

The authors of the article «Dialectics in the Contemporary Era: The Relevance of the
Ideas of Hegel and Marx» likewise conclude that “Marxism continues to remain an
important foundation for the analysis of power and systems of social inequality. Serious
inequalities generated under conditions of globalization once again draw attention to the
materialist interpretation of history and the need for social transformation” [24, p. 711].

A. 1. Kolganov argues that “the scientific legacy of K. Marx contains a number of
long-term historical forecasts that have received brilliant confirmation in our time. The

! Jlomatmn H. AkamemuyecKkas KpPUTHKA MapKCH3Ma: Kak B By3aX pa3OMpalOT «COJIOMEHHOE
gyueno»: [caiit]. URL: https://vk.com/@lopatin2024-akademicheskaya-kritika-marksizma-kak-v-vuzah-
razbiraut-solo (mara obpamenwns: 10.01.2026).
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development of Marx’s ideas in contemporary Marxism provides a solid theoretical basis for
understanding the fundamental contradictions of modernity” [20].

In Russia, Marxism exists in a wide variety of currents. Russian political scientist L. V.
Smorgunov [25] identifies two principal directions: the first, “critical Marxism,” represented
primarily by the works of A. V. Buzgalin and A. 1. Kolganov; and the second, “eclectic
Marxism,” developed in the writings of G. A. Zyuganov. “Critical Marxists consider
themselves the most consistent continuators of Marxist doctrine and claim to provide an
adequate expression of the ‘left-wing’ socialist and communist movement in Russia,”
Smorgunov notes [26, p. 128].

“Critical Marxism” is grounded in Karl Marx’s dialectical method, which makes it
possible to critically analyze contemporary socio-economic conditions. It sets as its goal the
elaboration of a transition from modern capitalism to the ideals of socialism and
communism. From the perspective of critical Marxism, objective prerequisites for such a
transition already exist in contemporary society. These include, first, the presence of the
creative potential of human labor as a decisive factor of modern progress; second, the
replacement of the previously dominant rational actor, homo economicus, by a new type of
personality, homo creator, characterized by creative potential and the ability to transform the
world; third, the transformation of the biosphere — from being viewed merely as a source of
raw materials — into a cultural value, whose reproduction has become a central function of
progress; and fourth, the vast cultural wealth created by humanity, which contributes to
further social development [27].

According to Smorgunov, a weakly developed aspect of “critical Marxism” is the
practical organization of the transition from capitalism to socialism. He concludes that it
“represents a marginal current that exerts no serious influence on political discourse in
society, on social science research agendas, or on political practice” [27, p. 114].

“Eclectic Marxism,” by contrast, represents an association of scholars seeking to
remain faithful to Marxism while simultaneously taking into account new processes and
phenomena such as globalization, informatization, and democratization. This direction is
pragmatic in character and aims to expand its social base [27]. From the perspective of
eclectic Marxism, global capitalism itself constitutes the condition for a transition to
socialism, as it creates the material foundation for a just social order. According to
Smorgunov, “the two most important approaches through which contemporary Russian
communist ideologues and politicians attempt to enrich Marxism are geopolitics and the
theory of civilizations” [25]. In his view, eclectic Marxism turns to ideas of nationalism,
using this ideology against capitalist globalization [25]. Supporters of eclectic Marxism,
however, reject this interpretation, arguing that it is precisely the creative synthesis of
Marxist methodology with the intellectual heritage of Russian thinkers that will serve as the
foundation for the emergence of a modern domestic socialism [27].

The principal ideologue of “eclectic Marxism” is the leader of the Communist Party of
the Russian Federation, G. A. Zyuganov. A comprehensive analysis of his statements from
different periods reveals a certain degree of inconsistency. At the same time, his discourse
clearly reflects the core ideas of Marxism, particularly the historical inevitability of
capitalism’s demise. Zyuganov states: “The fundamental discoveries of Marx and Engels
have demonstrated that capitalism — whose dead-end stage is today’s globalization — is
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historically doomed. By multiplying poverty and hardship, it simultaneously increases the
number of those in whom protest against this exploitative and unjust system grows, a protest
that ultimately leads to its collapse [23].”

Other Directions of Marxist Research in Russia

According to contemporary Russian scholars who develop the intellectual legacy of
Karl Marx, future research in Russia is likely to proceed along several major directions,
including philosophy, the dialectics of cognition, methodology, economics, and social
theory.

In the philosophical system developed by Karl Marx, central attention is devoted to the
human being as a fundamentally practical entity oriented toward transforming the world in
order to realize human needs [28, p. 6]. Russian scholars regard this thesis as foundational
for the further development of Marxism, as it is grounded in the principles of systemic
analysis, scientific rigor, and the methodology of materialist dialectics. These principles, in
their view, provide potential pathways out of the spiritual and intellectual crisis currently
affecting philosophical thought [28, p. 19].

A defining feature of the twenty-first century is the process of globalization, which has
exacerbated inequalities between countries and within societies, while also generating
ecological crises. Under these conditions, Marxist dialectics emerges as a crucial analytical
instrument for examining transformations in social, economic, and ecological systems. From
the perspective of Russian Marxists, the application of Karl Marx’s dialectical method to the
realities of the twenty-first century serves as an important factor stimulating social
movements that struggle for justice and equality [24].

According to A. V. Buzgalin, Professor at the Faculty of Philosophy of Moscow State
University, Marxist methodology and theory acquire particular significance in contemporary
conditions because they “help address the tasks of researching global problems of humanity,
including the social forms and consequences of the new technological revolution and the
profoundly transformed economic system” [29, p. 32]. In the field of economics, Marxism is
also seen as possessing certain advantages, since the economic realities of the twenty-first
century are marked by crisis phenomena in economic theory itself. Russian researchers argue
that a way out of this crisis can only be found through Marxism. Karl Marx’s studies of
economic development were based on dialectical, methodological, and theoretical principles
elaborated earlier in philosophical and economic thought [30].

V. V. Mironov, Dean of the Faculty of Philosophy at Moscow State University and
Corresponding Member of the Russian Academy of Sciences, notes that “even today it is
possible to identify a number of ideas within Marx’s conceptual framework that can serve as
the basis for the construction of developed social theories. Above all, this includes a complex
of philosophical-anthropological ideas related to the understanding of the human being as a
creature that transforms the world” [31]. In developing the concept of human essence, Karl
Marx integrated human social activity into a unified process of self-transformation, as well
as the transformation of society and nature [32].

A review of contemporary Russian academic literature indicates that discussions of
Marxism have evolved along two principal trajectories. The first is critical reassessment —
some scholars tend to associate Marxist theory with the historical experience of the Soviet
Union and, on this basis, subject it to critical evaluation, raising fundamental doubts about its
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explanatory power in the current economic and social spheres. The second is creative
transformation, when researchers emphasize that Marxism still retains considerable
theoretical capacity for interpreting contemporary socio-political and economic changes and
attempt to adapt and reconstruct its methodological principles under new historical
conditions. Thus, Marxism in contemporary Russia demonstrates a dual character—it is both
an object of reflection and critique and a theoretical framework that continues to be actively
developed. It is precisely this coexistence of critical reconsideration and constructive
reinterpretation that sustains Marxism’s enduring vitality and scholarly attention within
Russian academic discourse.

Discussion and Conclusion

As a result of the study, two mutually exclusive directions in the study of Marxism in
Russia were analyzed: the first is the critique of Marxism, and the second is a positive
attitude toward Marxism. An analysis of works devoted to the critique of Marxism reveals
two main tendencies. The first is criticism from the right, represented by the writings of
liberal authors. The second is criticism from the left, articulated by supporters of the
communist idea.

In contemporary Russia, Marxism has not disappeared following the intensive critical
campaign of the 1990s. It continues to exist in politics as a political movement, in ideology
as a theoretical doctrine, and in scholarship as an object of academic inquiry. Russian
scholars’ assessments of Karl Marx’s ideas are sharply polarized. Analysis of studies
devoted to Marxism in modern Russia also reveals two main directions. The first, “critical
Marxism,” is represented by works produced by continuators of the Marxist tradition. The
second, “eclectic Marxism,” is reflected in the writings of representatives of the Communist
Party of the Russian Federation. Some researchers argue that Marxism was created in the
nineteenth century and can no longer be relevant to contemporary Russian realities. Others,
by contrast, consider it relevant under present conditions and become its active proponents.
These opposing views indicate that Marxism continues to generate a certain degree of
interest within Russian society today.

The diversity of interpretations of Marxism in Russia points to an ongoing creative
search for alternatives to contemporary society. As noted, “the creation of a modern theory
of socialism that corresponds to the tendencies of the development of world civilization
under conditions of increasing globalization constitutes the most important task of the
philosophy of creative Marxism” [33].

Partial propositions of Karl Marx may appear inconsistent with the present-day
realities of Russia. Nevertheless, Marxist theory in the field of economics remains an
important school of theoretical and methodological thought for humanity as a whole. Marxist
philosophy retains its relevance in many respects even today. Under current conditions,
Marxist philosophical research, grounded in the principles of systemic analysis and
materialist dialectics, creates the prerequisites for overcoming the spiritual crisis confronting
contemporary philosophical thought worldwide. Of particular importance is the dialectical
approach, which facilitates a critical reflection on contemporary reality. It stimulates the
search for new alternative paths of development and serves as a foundation for the
elaboration of new concepts aimed at creating better conditions for human existence.

70



Poccust B mo6ansroM mupe. 2026. T. 29. Bein. 2 / Russia in the Global World. 2026. Vol. 29. Iss. 2
Ucropus nayku u texuuku ® Ilorogun C.H., JIu [[3unusH

CIIMCOK JIMTEPATYPbI

1. Munypos B.B. O6mectBenHO-TIonuTHYeCKHEe B3rIsias! Tpymmsl Jl. braroesa («Ilaptum pycckux
conuai-geMokpaToB», 1883—1887 rr.): aBTOped. muc. ... kaHm. uct. Hayk. Jlenmnrpaa: UHCTHTYT
nctopun CCCP, 1989. 16 c.

2. Jucorckuii H.K. T1.B. Touncckuii — OfuiH U3 OpraHU3aTOPOB MEPBHIX MAPKCUCTCKUX KPYKKOB B
Poccun. M.: ['ocynapcTBeHHOE M3ATENBCTBO MOIUTHYECKOM TUTepaTypsl, 1963. 62 c.

3. Bopon C.X. I'.B. IlnexaHoB — OCHOBOIIOJIOKHHK PYCCKOTo Mapkcu3ma / mep. ¢ anri. M.IL
Hy0sHckoit, Hayy. pen. T.U. ®unumonosa. CII6.: M3n-Bo «PHB», 1998. 494 ¢. EDN: YWOQJF.

4. Zhu Jidong. Lenin’s Contribution to the Development of Marxist Ideology. To the 150th
Anniversary of Lenin’s Birth // Scientific journal “Discourse-P”. 2020. VVol. 17. No. 4 (41). P. 86-97.
https://doi.org/10.24411/1817-9568-2020-10406. EDN: JWHEYB.

5. Cyxopees B.B. N.B. Cranun: uctslii Mapkcuct-neHunen. Mockaa, 2013. 196 c.

6. Basroma B.A. Jloruka «Kammramay. K. Mapkca M.: M3a-Bo MockoBckoro yauBepcuTeTa, 1968. 295 c.
7. Wiwenkor D.B. JlnanekTryeckas jJoruka: odepku ucropuu u reopun. M.: [Tomurusaar, 1974. 271 c.
8. TlomomomnoB A.®. Kpurhka KOMMyHHM3Ma M MapKCH3Ma B POCCHHCKOM TI'yMaHHTapHOM
auckypce // BectHuk JIOHCKOTO TOCYIapcTBEHHOTO arpapHoro yHuBepcutera.2019. Ne 2-2 (32).
C. 75-83. EDN: EGYIWK.

9. Taiigap E.T., May B. Mapkcu3m: Mexkay HayqHOU Teopuel U “‘cBeTcKoi penurueil” (imbepanpHast
arrosiorust) // Borpockr skornomuku. 2004. Ne 5. C. 4-27. https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-5-4-
27. EDN: PJJFHJ.

10. Kyapos B.M. K coBpeMeHHOI Hay4HOI OIeHKE SKOHOMHYECKOH Teopuu Mapkca — JHTenbca —
JlennHa (IecsATh MyHKTOB JIs pa3MbinuieHus) // Bompockl skoHomuku. 2004. Ne 12, C. 111-130.
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-12-111-130. EDN: PJEWHH.

11. PookkoB B. K kputrke Mapkcusma / DKoHOMITYECKas Hayka B coBpeMeHHo# Poccru. 2007. Ne 1 (36).
C. 155-158. EDN: UTZAD.

12. IMammuanes E.B. Knaccudecknii Mmapkcusm u coBpemennas Poccust // CBoboxnast Mbicib. 2021.
Ne 4 (1688) C. 47-60. EDN: RVQQEN.

13. JasbinoB JI.A. MapkcusM B TIEHY Y HHTEPCEKIMOHATBHOCTH // COLMOIOTUYECKHE HCCIIEIOBAHMSL.
2023. Ne 2. C. 125-136. https://doi.org/10.31857/S013216250024629-4. EDN: TSHFSF.

14. UnmakoB W.A. CooTHOlLIEHHWE HAy4YHBIX W YTONHYECKUX 3JEMEHTOB B IOJUTHYECKOM
mpinuieHnn  Kapma Mapkca //  Ilonmtuueckass Hayka. 2023, Ne 3. C. 213-229.
https://doi.org/10.31249/poln/2023.03.10. EDN: IBUIEQ.

15. bysranun A.B., Konranos A.U. TlocrcoBerckmii Mapkcu3m B Poccun: oTBeThl Ha BI30BBI X XI
BeKa (Te3ucsl K popMupoBaHuio HaydHoi 1mkousl). M.: Mza-Bo URSS, 2005. 55 c. EDN: QQPTWB.
16. Mexyes B.M. Mapkc mpotuB mapkcuzma. CtaTbu Ha HemomylisipHyro Temy. M.: KymeTypHas
pesomtoniust, 2007. 176 ¢. EDN: XVUSHF.

17. Kazennos A.C. Mapkcmsm B Poccum: mpomnutoe, Hactosmiee, Oyaymee. CII6.: Uznm-Bo
[NonmuTexunyeckoro yauBepcurera, 2017. 87 c.

18. Yepnbn M.®. CoBpeMeHHBIN MapKCHU3M B MHPOBOM M POCCHICKOM KOHTeKcTax // COlHoIorniecKie
uccienoBanust. 2018. Ne 5 (409). C. 15-25. https://doi.org/10.7868/S0132162518050021. EDN: XQHYOT.
19. AconoB H.B. Yuenmne Mapkca kak pykoBoAcTBO K aeticTBuro // Bmacte. 2018. T. 26. Ne 6.
C. 187-191. https://doi.org/10.31171/vlast.v26i6.5911. EDN: VBFTJO.

20. KonranoB A.M. Mapkc — XXI: mpenensl ¥ moTeHIman corpaipHol (unocoduu. Kpurnaeckue
pemapxku // Bonpockr ¢uocopum 2018. Ne 6. C. 180-193. https://doi.org/10.7868/S0042874418060158.
EDN: XQKKAX.

21. 3onoryxuna-Abonuna E.B., 3onoryxun B.E. Mapkcusm XX Beka: coBpeMeHHbIE HHTEpHpeTanuy //
Hayunas mbiciap Kaskasza. 2018. Ne 1 (93). C. 45-50. https://doi.org/10.18522/2072-0181-2018-93-1-45-
50. EDN: YWNUFR.

22. Errnesckuii B.B. Hcropuueckuii ¢dyHmameHT Mapkcuctckoit Teopum // Hayka. Hckycctro.
Kynbrypa. 2022. Beim. 4 (36). C. 93-103. EDN: FIGUXH.

23. 3roranoB 'A. K guio pokmenuss Kapiaa Mapkca. 04.05.2018 // Koctpomckoe o0acTHOE
ornencaue Kommynuctudeckoit maptum  Poccuiickoit  ®emeparmum.  [31.  moctym]. URL:
https://zakprf44.ru/news/k-dnyu-rozhdeniya-karla-marksa (zata oopamenus: 10.01.2026).

71


https://www.elibrary.ru/ywoqjf
https://doi.org/10.24411/1817-9568-2020-10406
https://www.elibrary.ru/jwheyb
https://www.elibrary.ru/egyiwk
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-5-4-27
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-5-4-27
https://www.elibrary.ru/pjjfhj
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-12-111-130
https://www.elibrary.ru/pjewhh
https://www.elibrary.ru/ijtzad
https://www.elibrary.ru/rvqqen
https://doi.org/10.31857/S013216250024629-4
https://www.elibrary.ru/tshfsf
https://doi.org/10.31249/poln/2023.03.10
https://www.elibrary.ru/ibuieq
https://www.elibrary.ru/qqptwb
https://www.elibrary.ru/xvushf
https://doi.org/10.7868/S0132162518050021
https://www.elibrary.ru/xqhyot
https://doi.org/10.31171/vlast.v26i6.5911
https://www.elibrary.ru/vbftjo
https://doi.org/10.7868/S0042874418060158
https://www.elibrary.ru/xqkkax
https://doi.org/10.18522/2072-0181-2018-93-1-45-50
https://doi.org/10.18522/2072-0181-2018-93-1-45-50
https://www.elibrary.ru/ywnufr
https://www.elibrary.ru/figuxh

Poccust B mo6ansaoM mupe. 2026. T. 29. Bein. 2 / Russia in the Global World. 2026. Vol. 29. Iss. 2
History of Science and Technology @ Pogodin, S.N., Li Jingcheng

24. bopoaymun U.A., XKymaes A.T., Tensikaera A.®D. J[nanekTrika B COBPEMEHHYIO 3I0XY: aKTYalIbHOCTh
npeit 'erens m Mapkca // Bectank Hayku. 2025. T. 2. Ne 5 (86). C. 700—715. EDN: AEDXDI.

25. Cmoprynos JI.B. JIubepanu3m u Mmapkcu3M mnocrtcoBerckoit amoxu // Bede. 2015. Ne 7. C. 66-97.
26. CmoprynoB JI.B. UneitHoe copepikaHue MOCTCOBETCKOTO Mapkcu3Mma // BECTHHK aHaIMTUKH.
2004. Ne 3 (17). C. 124-137.

27. ITomomornoB ~ A.®.  Peumnkapuamust  mapkcu3ma. [loc.  IlepcuaHoBckmii:  JloHCKOMH
TOCyIapCTBEHHBIN arpapubiil yauBepcutet, 2019. 170 c. EDN: HESEHB.

28. JIrooytun K.H., Konnpamos I1.H. 3nauenue ¢unocopun K. Mapkca cerogus / @unocodus u
obmectBo. 2008. Ne 3 (51). C. 5-19. EDN: JTLQDV.

29. Bysramua A.B. Mapkc — XXI: peakryanuzanus ¢unocodcekoro Hacneaus (k 200-1eTrro co aHs
poxnaenust Kapna Mapkca) / BectHuk MockoBckoro yruBepcutera. Cepust 7: @unocodus. 2018.
Ne 5. C.20-34. EDN: YPLZRJ.

30. Hsren E.IT. OGocHOBaHME MHaNEKTHKH SKOHOMUYIEeCKOTo pa3Butus B «Kamurane» Kapma Mapkca //
Okonomuka peruona. 2018. T. 14. Bem. 3. C. 711-724. https://doi.org/10.17059/2018-3-3.
EDN: XYYBXN.

31. Muponos B.B. Mapkc u Poccus: cmoxkHocTH B3anMHOTO Boctipuatus // Bompocs! ¢unocodun.
2018. Ne 7. C. 119-130. https://doi.org/10.31857/S004287440000233-1. EDN: YLETRR.

32. YcruaoB O.A. Konnennus denmoBeka B ¢uiocodpuun K. Mapkca: ONBIT peKOHCTPyKIUU //
Bectuuk Ilepmckoro yuusepcurera. ®umocodus. Ilcuxonorus. Cormonorus. 2016. Ne 4 (28).
C. 14-21. https://doi.org/10.17072/2078-7898/2016-4-14-21. EDN: XEKY'YT.

33. lllepuenko B.H. CoBerckas Mojenb CONMAIMCTHYECKOTO OOILIECTBA: MPUYHMHBI MOpaKEeHUs //
AnbrepuatuBbl. [91. goctym]. URL: https://www.alternativy.ru/ru/content/sovetskaya-model-
socialisticheskogo-obshchestva-prichiny-porazheniya (zata obpamenus 10.07.2025).

REFERENCES

1. Mitsurov, V.V. Obshchestvenno-politicheskiye vzglyady gruppy D. Blagoyeva («Partii russkikh
sotsial-demokratov», 1883-1887 gg.) [Socio-Political Views of the D. Blagoev Group (“Party of
Russian Social Democrats”, 1883—1887)]: Author's abstract. dis. ... Candidate of Historical Sciences.
Leningrad: Institute of History of the USSR, 1989. 16 p. (In Russian).

2. Lisovskiy, N.K. P.V. P.V. Tochisskiy — odin iz organizatorov pervykh marksistskikh kruzhkov v
Rossii [Tochissky — One of the Organizers of the First Marxist Circles in Russia]. Moscow: State
Publishing House of Political Literature, 1963. 62 p. (In Russian).

3. Baron, S.Kh. Plekhanov — osnovopolozhnik russkogo marksizma [G.V. Plekhanov: The Founder
of Russian Marxism]. Saint Petersburg: Russian National Library Press, 1998. 494 p. (In Russian).
EDN: YWOQJF.

4. Zhu Jidong. Lenin’s Contribution to the Development of Marxist Ideology. To the 150th
Anniversary of Lenin’s Birth. Scientific journal “Discourse-P”. 2020. Vol. 17. No. 4 (41). P. 86-97.
https://doi.org/10.24411/1817-9568-2020-10406. EDN: JWHEYB.

5. Sukhodeev, V.V. LV. Stalin: istyy marksist-leninets [I.V. Stalin: A True Marxist-Leninist].
Moscow, 2013. 196 p. (In Russian).

6. Vazyulin, V.A. Logika «Kapitalay. K. Marksa [The Logic of Karl Marx's “Capital”’]. Moscow:
Moscow University Press, 1968. 295 p. (In Russian).

7. llyenkov, E.V. Dialekticheskaya logika: Ocherki istorii i teorii [Dialectical Logic: Essays on
History and Theory]. Moscow: Politizdat, 1974. 271 p. (In Russian).

8. Polomoshnov, A.F. Criticism of Communism and Marxism in Russian Humanitarian Discourse.
Bulletin of Don State Agrarian University. 2019. No. 2-2 (32). P. 75-83. (In Russian). C. EDN: EGYIWK.
9. Gaidar, E.T., Mau, V. Marxism: Between the Scientific Theory and “Secular Religion” (Liberal
Apologia). Voprosy Ekonomiki. 2004. No. 5. P. 4-27. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-
8736-2004-5-4-27. EDN: PJJFHJ.

10. Kudrov, V.K. Modern Scientific Assessment of the Economic Theory of Marx — Engels — Lenin
(Ten Items for Reflection). Voprosy Ekonomiki. 2004. No. 12. P. 111-130. (In Russian).
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-12-111-130. EDN: PJEWHH.

72


https://www.elibrary.ru/aedxdi
https://www.elibrary.ru/hesehb
https://www.elibrary.ru/jtlqdv
https://www.elibrary.ru/yplzrj
https://doi.org/10.17059/2018-3-3
https://www.elibrary.ru/xyybxn
https://doi.org/10.31857/S004287440000233-1
https://www.elibrary.ru/yletrr
https://doi.org/10.17072/2078-7898/2016-4-14-21
https://www.elibrary.ru/xekyyt
https://www.elibrary.ru/ywoqjf
https://doi.org/10.24411/1817-9568-2020-10406
https://www.elibrary.ru/jwheyb
https://www.elibrary.ru/egyiwk
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-5-4-27
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-5-4-27
https://www.elibrary.ru/pjjfhj
https://doi.org/10.32609/0042-8736-2004-12-111-130
https://www.elibrary.ru/pjewhh

Poccust B mo6ansroM mupe. 2026. T. 29. Bein. 2 / Russia in the Global World. 2026. Vol. 29. Iss. 2
Ucropus nayku u texuuku ® Ilorogun C.H., JIu [[3unusH

11. Ryzhkov, V. K kritike marksizma [On the Criticism of Marxism]. Economic Science of
Contemporary Russia. 2007. No. 1 (36). P. 155-158. (In Russian). EDN: IJTZAD.

12. Pashintsev, E.V. Classical Marxism and Modern Russia. Free Thought. 2021. No. 4 (1688).
P. 47-60. (In Russian). EDN: RVQQEN.

13. Davydov, D.A. Marxism Captived to Intersectionality. Sotsiologicheskie Issledovaniya. 2023.
No. 2. P. 125-136. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.31857/S013216250024629-4. EDN: TSHFSF.

14. Inshakov, I.A. Interrelation of Scientific and Utopian Elements in the Political Thinking of Karl Marx.
Political Science. 2023. No. 3. P. 213-229. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.31249/poIn/2023.03.10.
EDN: IBUIEQ.

15. Buzgalin, A.V., Kolganov, A.l. Postsovetskiy marksizm v Rossii: otvety na vyzovy XXI veka
(tezisy k formirovaniyu nauchnoy shkoly) [Post-Soviet Marxism in Russia: Responses to the
Challenges of the 21st Century (Theses for the Formation of a Scientific School)]. Moscow: URSS
Publishing House, 2005. 55 p. (In Russian). EDN: QQPTWB.

16. Mezhuev, V.M. Marks protiv marksizma. Stati na nepopulyarnuyu temu [Marx against Marxism:
Acrticles on an Unpopular Topic]. Moscow: Cultural Revolution Press, 2007. 176 p. (In Russian).
EDN: XVUSHF.

17. Kazennov, A.S. Marksizm v Rossii: proshloye, nastoyashcheye, budushcheye [Marxism in Russia:
Past, Present, Future]. Saint Petersburg: Polytechnic University Press, 2017. 87 p. (In Russian).

18. Chernysh, M.F. Contemporary Marxism in the Global and Russian Context. Sociological Studies.
2018. No. 5 (409). P. 15-25. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.7868/S0132162518050021. EDN: XQHYOT.
19. Asonov, N.V. The Doctrine of Marx as a Guide for Action. The Authority. 2018. Vol. 26. No. 6.
P. 187-191. (In Russianhttps://doi.org/10.31171/vlast.v26i6.5911. EDN: VBFTJO.

20. Kolganov, A.l. Marx — XXI: Limits and Potential of Social Philosophy. Critical Remarks. Voprosy
Filosofii. 2018. No. 6. P. 180-193. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.7868/S0042874418060158.
EDN: XQKKAX.

21. Zolotukhina-Abolina, E.V., Zolotukhin, V.E. Marxism of the 20th Century: Modern
Interpretations. Scientific Thought of the Caucasus. 2018. No. 1 (93). P. 45-50. (In Russian).
https://doi.org/10.18522/2072-0181-2018-93-1-45-50. EDN: YWNUFR.

22. Evglevskiy, V.V. The Historical Foundations of Marxist Theory. Science. Art. Culture. 2022. Iss.
4 (36). P. 93-103. (In Russian). EDN: YWNUFR.

23. Zyuganov, G.A. K dnyu rozhdeniya Karla Marksa [On the Birthday of Karl Marx]. 04.05.2018.
Kostroma Regional Branch of the Communist Party of the Russian Federation. Available at:
https://zakprf44.ru/news/k-dnyu-rozhdeniya-karla-marksa (accessed: 10.01.2026). (In Russian).

24. Borodulin, 1LA., Zhumaev, A.T., Telyakaeva, A.F. Dialectics in the Modern Era: The Relevance
of the Ideas of Hegel and Marx. Science Bulletin. 2025. Vol. 2. No. 5 (86). P. 700-715. (In Russian).
EDN: AEDXDI.

25. Smorgunov, L.V. Liberalizm i marksizm postsovetskoy epokhi [Liberalism and Marxism in the
Post-Soviet Era]. Veche. 2015. No. 7. P. 66-97. (In Russian).

26. Smorgunov, L.V. Ideynoye soderzhaniye postsovetskogo marksizma [ldeological Content of
Post-Soviet Marxism]. Vestnik Analitiki. 2004. No. 3 (17). P. 124-137. (In Russian).

27. Polomoshnov, A.F. Reinkarnatsiya marksizma [The Reincarnation of Marxism]. Township
Persianovsky: Don State Agrarian University, 2019. 170 p. (In Russian). EDN: HESEHB.

28. Lyubutin, K.N., Kondrashov, P.N. Znacheniye filosofii K. Marksa segodnya [The Significance of Marx’s
Philosophy Today]. Philosophy and Society. 2008. No. 3 (51). P. 5-19. (In Russian). EDN: JTLQDV.

29. Buzgalin, A.V. Marx-XXI: Reactualisation of the Philosophical Heritage (to the 200th
anniversary of the Birthday of Karl Marx). Moscow University Bulletin. Series 7. Philosophy. 2018.
No. 5. P. 20-34. (In Russian). EDN: YPLZRJ.

30. Dyatel, E.P. Theoretical Foundation of Dialectics of Economic Development in Karl Marx’s Capital.
Economy of Region. 2018. Vol. 14. Iss. 3. P. 711-724. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.17059/2018-3-3.
EDN: XYYBXN.

31. Mironov, V.V. Marx and Russia: The Difficulties of Mutual Perception. Voprosy Filosofii. 2018.
No. 7. P. 119-130. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.31857/S004287440000233-1. EDN: YLETRR.

73


https://www.elibrary.ru/ijtzad
https://www.elibrary.ru/rvqqen
https://doi.org/10.31857/S013216250024629-4
https://www.elibrary.ru/tshfsf
https://doi.org/10.31249/poln/2023.03.10
https://www.elibrary.ru/ibuieq
https://www.elibrary.ru/qqptwb
https://www.elibrary.ru/xvushf
https://doi.org/10.7868/S0132162518050021
https://www.elibrary.ru/xqhyot
https://doi.org/10.31171/vlast.v26i6.5911
https://www.elibrary.ru/vbftjo
https://doi.org/10.7868/S0042874418060158
https://www.elibrary.ru/xqkkax
https://doi.org/10.18522/2072-0181-2018-93-1-45-50
https://www.elibrary.ru/ywnufr
https://www.elibrary.ru/ywnufr
https://www.elibrary.ru/aedxdi
https://www.elibrary.ru/hesehb
https://www.elibrary.ru/jtlqdv
https://www.elibrary.ru/yplzrj
https://doi.org/10.17059/2018-3-3
https://www.elibrary.ru/xyybxn
https://doi.org/10.31857/S004287440000233-1
https://www.elibrary.ru/yletrr

Poccust B mo6ansaoM mupe. 2026. T. 29. Bein. 2 / Russia in the Global World. 2026. Vol. 29. Iss. 2
History of Science and Technology @ Pogodin, S.N., Li Jingcheng

32. Ustinov, O.A. The Concept of Human in the Philosophy of Karl Marx: The Experience of
Reconstruction. Perm University Herald. Series “Philosophy. Psychology. Sociology”. 2016. No. 4 (28).
P. 14-21. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.17072/2078-7898/2016-4-14-21. EDN: XEKY'YT.

33. Shevchenko, V.N. Sovetskaya model sotsialisticheskogo obshchestva: prichiny porazheniya [The
Soviet Model of Socialist Society: Causes of Its Defeat]. Alternatives. Available at:
https://www.alternativy.ru/ru/content/sovetskaya-model-socialisticheskogo-obshchestva-prichiny-
porazheniya (accessed: 10.07.2025). (In Russian).

Information about authors / Ceenenuns 06 aBTopax

Pogodin Sergey N. — Doctor of Historical Sciences, Professor, Academic Director, Higher School of
International Relations, Institute of Humanities; Peter the Great Saint Petersburg Polytechnic University.
E-mail: pogodin_sn@spbstu.ru

ORCID: 0000-0002-0095-8986

Li Jingcheng — Corresponding Author, PhD., Assistant Professor, Director of the Centre for Russian and
Central Asian Studies at the College of International Studies; Shenzhen University.

E-mail: jc.li@szu.edu.cn

ORCID: 0000-0003-1764-3873

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

Moroaun Cepreii HukonaeBu4 — JOKTOp UCTOPHYECKMX HAYK, Mpodeccop, HaydHBIH PYKOBOIUTEIH
Beiciielt mKombl MeXIyHapoIHBIX OTHoOWIeHuil ['ymanuTapHoro uHcruryta; Cankt-IlerepOyprekuii
noauTeXHuyeckuii yausepcuret llerpa Benukoro.

E-mail: pogodin_sn@spbstu.ru

ORCID: 0000-0002-0095-8986

JIn L3MHYIH — KOPPECTIOHAUPYIOMUN aBTOP, KaHAMIAT MOJUTUYECKUX HAYK, aCCHCTEHT-TIpodeccop,
aupekTop LleHTpa poccHiCKMX M LIEHTPalbHOA3HMATCKUX HccieqoBaHUi MHCTHTyTa MeXIyHapOJHBIX
uccienoBanuil; [I>HbWKIHBCKUM YHUBEPCUTET.

E-mail: jc.li@szu.edu.cn

ORCID: 0000-0003-1764-3873

Aemopwt 3aa61:210m 00 OMCYMCMEUU KOHGIUKMA UHIMEPecos.

Crares moctynuia B peaakiuio 28.12.2025. Received 28.12.2025.
Onobpena nociie petensupoBanus 26.02.2026. Approved after reviewing 26.02.2026.
Ipunsta 07.03.2026. Accepted 07.03.2026.

74


https://doi.org/10.17072/2078-7898/2016-4-14-21
https://www.elibrary.ru/xekyyt

