SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY

DOI: 10.18522/1997-2377-2024-134-1-22-29
UDC: 1

Socio-political Modernization of Russian Society: theoretical approaches and paradigms

0. Kerimov

The article traces the dynamics of changes in scientific ideas about the modernization of
non-Western societies from the early theories of modernization up to the modern era. Trends and
directions of these changes are determined, and the general panorama of various concepts of
Russian modernization developed by various modern authors is revealed. Political modernization
(and the role of the political elite) can be considered key in the modernization of Russian society. It
is argued that the study of the prospects for the political modernization of Russia as a “state-
civilization” from the perspective of the concepts of “multiple moderns” and “hybrid modernization”
seems theoretically significant.
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