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Abstract. The formation of conservative values in Russia has deep historical and
cultural roots tied to the evolution of traditional values, cultural constants, institutional
transformations, and cognitive shifts. The relevance of this study stems from the growing
significance of conservative values amid globalization challenges and the resurgence
of interest in national identity. The current stage of Russian societal development necessitates
a comprehensive understanding of the historical and cultural prerequisites that ensure the
stability and reproduction of these values. The study aims to identify the historical and
cultural factors contributing to the formation and evolution of conservative values in Russia
and to define their role within the sociopolitical and cultural context. The methodology
is based on an interdisciplinary approach, combining historical analysis, discourse analysis,
and comparative methods, which together systematize sociocultural determinants as factors
of conceptual ideological formation. The study identifies key historical and cultural factors,
such as the continuity of state sacralization, Orthodox traditions, the influence of patriarchal
structures, and the role of state and public institutions in reinforcing traditional values.
Particular attention is paid to cognitive changes driven by modernization, which, despite
its destabilizing potential, has facilitated the reinterpretation and adaptation of conservative
values to new realities. The milestones in the evolution of Russian conservative thought are
analyzed in the context of transmitting and interpreting cultural constants. These constants
are examined as determinants and successive semantic pillars of moderate conservatism,
representing a contemporary Russian vector in the evolution of classical conservatism. The
study emphasizes that the emerging demand for a moderately conservative political paradigm
is linked to the progressive revival of Russia’s sovereignty and heightened tensions with
the West. Conservative values in Russia not only serve as a foundation for social stability
but also act as tools for preserving cultural identity amid institutional and cognitive
changes, necessitating resistance to external destructive influences in a geopolitically tense
environment. The authors highlight that the materials presented may serve as a starting point
for further in-depth analysis of sociocultural constants as determinants and developmental
factors of moderate conservatism.
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CouMOKYNbTYPHbIE KOHCTaHTbI Kak AeTepMUHaHTa
naeosiorn4yeckoro opopmneHus
M KOHUEenTyasim3auum ymepeHHOro KoHcepsaTnuama
B Poccuu

A.B. IIpouenko X, E.I. bepsuno

Jlyranckuil rocyapcTBeHHbIN yHuBepcuTeT umenu Bianumupa Hans, Jlyeanck, Poccus
B akstazatu@mail.ru

AnHoTanusa. PopMHpOBaHHE KOHCEPBATHBHBIX LEeHHOCTeH B Poccum unmeer rmybGokue
HCTOPUKO-KYJIBTyPHBIE KOPHHU, CBSI3aHHBIE C DBOJIONMEN TPAJULHOHHBIX LEHHOCTEH, Kylb-
TYPHBIX KOHCTAHT, MHCTHTYIIMOHAIBHBIX TpaHC(OpPMAaNMi W KOTHUTUBHBIX U3MEHEHHH. AK-
TyaJbHOCTh HCCIEAOBaHUS OOYCJIOBJIEHA YCHJIEHHEM 3HAUMMOCTH KOHCEPBATHBHBIX LIEHHO-
CTel B YCIIOBHUAX IT00aNM3alMOHHBIX BBI30BOB M BO3POKICHHUS MHTEpPECAa K HAIMOHAJIbHOU
naeHTHIHOCTH. COBPEMEHHBIH 3Tan Pa3BUTHS POCCHUCKOTO 00miecTBa TpeOyeT KOMIIIEKC-
HOTO OCMBICJICHHSI HCTOPUUYECKUX U KYJIBTYPHBIX MPEANOCHUIOK, 00€CIIeUnBaIOIINX YCTOHUN-
BOCTb M BOCIIPOM3BOJACTBO ITUX LIEHHOCTEH. Lleap uccnenoBaHus — BBIABICHUE HCTOPUKO-
KyJIBTYpHBIX (PaKTOPOB, CIOCOOCTBYIOIINX (POPMHPOBAHUIO M HBOJIONHMH KOHCEPBATHBHBIX
neHHocteld B Poccuu, a Takke onpelelieHue UX posId B COLUMAIBHO-IIOJIUTUYECKOM U KYJIb-
TYpPHOM KOHTEKCTE. METOJO0JI0THs HCCeNoBaHnsA Oa3supyercs Ha MEXAUCIUIUIMHAPHOM
MOAXO0J€, BKIIIOUAIOIIEM HUCTOPUYECKUN aHaNIU3, AMCKYypC-aHalW3 U KOMIIAPATUBHBIN METO-
JbI, KOMOMHANMSA KOTOPBIX MO3BOJIMJIA CHCTEMAaTHU3UPOBATH COLMOKYIBTYpPHBIC JAETEPMHUHAH-
THI KakK (aKTOPbI KOHIENTYaJIbHOTO MJIEOJIOTHYEeCKOro o(opMiIeHHs. BBISIBIECHBI KIIIOYEBBIE
HNCTOPUKO-KYJIbTYpPHBIE (PAKTOPHI, TAKHE KaK IIPEEeMCTBEHHOCTh CaKpalM3allMu TOCylapcTBa,
[IPaBOCJIABHON TpaAuLIMY, BIUSHUE NIaTPUAPXaAJIbHBIX YKJIAJO0B, a TAK)KE POJb FOCYJapCTBEH-
HBIX N OOIIECTBEHHBIX MHCTUTYTOB B 3aKPEIJICHUH TPaJAMLHOHHBIX ILeHHocTed. Ocoboe
BHUMAHHE YJEJIEHO KOTHUTHUBHBIM H3MEHEHHSIM, OOYCIOBIECHHBIM MOJEpHHU3aIMeil, KOTo-
pas, HeCMOTpsI Ha ee AeCTaOUNIM3UPYIOUUI TOTEeHIMall, CIIOCOOCTBOBaIA IEPEOCMBICICHUIO
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1 ajanTalyyu KOHCEPBAaTUBHBIX LIEHHOCTENH K HOBBIM peanusM. [IpoaHanu3upoBaHbl BEXH IBO-
JIFOLIMY BO33PEHUIN POCCUMCKUX MPEACTaBUTENEH KOHCEPBATUBHOTO HAIPABJICHUS B KOHTEKCTE
TPaHCIALUMYA U UHTEPIPETALUN KYJIbTYPHBIX KOHCTAaHT. KOHCTAHTBI paccMOTPEHBI B KaU€CTBE
JIETEPMUHAHT U MPEEMCTBEHHBIX CMBICIOBBIX OIIOP YMEPEHHOIO0 KOHCEPBATU3Ma KaK COBpe-
MEHHOI'0 POCCHUMCKOIO BEKTOpa 3BOJIIOLMM KJIACCUUECKOro KoHcepparusma. IloguepkHyTo,
YTO MOPOXKJIEHUE AKTYyaJbHOTO 3alpOCa HAa YMEPEHHO KOHCEPBATHUBHYIO MOJIUTHYECKYIO Ma-
panurMy oOyCIOBICHO B T.4. IIOCTYHATEIIBHBIM MPOIECCOM BO3POXKIACHUsS cyBepeHuTera Poc-
CHM U COTIPOBOXKIAETCS YCUJICHHEM HAIpPSHKEHHOCTH B OTHOIIEHUAX ¢ 3amagoMm. OTMe4eHo,
YTO KOHCEpPBATHBHEIE IICHHOCTH B Poccum He TOMBKO CIIY)KaT OCHOBOHM COIMATBHON CTaOMIB-
HOCTH, HO Y BBICTYNAIOT HHCTPYMEHTOM COXPAHEHUS KYIbTYPHOU UIEHTUUYHOCTHU B YCIOBUSIX
WHCTUTYLIMOHAJbHBIX U KOTHUTUBHBIX U3MEHEHUU, BRIHYXKJIEHHOTO MPOTUBOAECUCTBUS BHEII-
HHUM JE€CTPYKTUBHBIM BIUSHUSM B YCIOBUSX T€ONOJIUTUUYECKON HAIPS)KEHHOCTH. Pe3ynbraThl
HCCIIeIOBAHMS MOTYT CTaTh OTIPAaBHOM TOYKOH IS MalbHEHIIETO TTy0OKOTO aHaln3a COIHU-
OKYJIBTYPHBIX KOHCTAHT YMEPEHHOTO0 KOHCEpBaTH3Ma B KaueCTBE JACTCPMHUHAHT U (PAKTOPOB
€ro pa3BUTHS.

KiroueBrblie ciioBa: KOHCEPBATUBHBIC EHHOCTH, TPAAUIINOHHBIEC IEHHOCTH, KYJIBTYPHBIE KOHCTAH-
Thbl, THCTUTYIIUOHAJIbHBIC TpaHC(i)OpMaIII/II/I, UIACOJI0rusa, KOrHUTHUBHBIC U3MCHCHUA

Bxuan aBTopoB. Bee aBToph! yyacTBOBaJIM B pa3pabOTKe KOHLIEIIIMH HCClleIoBaHus, cOope 1 aHa-
JIM3€ JaHHBIX, HAIIMCAHUH TEKCTa PYKOIHCH, (POPMYIIUPOBKE BBIBOAOB.

®uHancupoBanue. CTaTbsl MOArOTOBICHA B JIyraHCKOM roCylapCTBEHHOM YHUBEPCUTETE UMEHU
Bnagumupa Jlansg B paMkax rocylapCTBEHHOTO 3aJaHusi MUHHMCTEpPCTBA HAyKH M BBICHIEro oOpa-
3oBanust Poccuiickoit denepannu o pesyasraram koHKypcHoro otoopa SUCH (FREE-2024-0006,
«KynpTypHBIE KOHCTAHTBI U KOTHUTHBHBIE U3MEHEHHUS B YCIOBUSX MHCTHTYIIHOHAIBHBIX TpaHC(OP-
MaIrui HoBbIX pernoHoB Poccuu (ombiT JIHP 1990-2024 rT.)»).

BaarogapHocTu. ABTOpBI BhIpakaroT OnaromapHocTh KojutekTuBy DWICH 3a mpemocTaBiIeHHYIO
BO3MOXXHOCTB ydJacTHs B IpoekTe «KynbTypHble KOHCTAaHTBl M KOTHUTHBHBIC H3MEHEHUS B YCIIOBH-
SIX MHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHBIX TpaHchopMaruii HoBbIX pernonos Poccun (ombit JIHP 1990-2024 rr)».

3asiBiieHuHeE 0 KOH(l)JII/lKTe HHTEPECOB. ABTOpI)I 3asBJISIOT 00 OTCYTCTBUUA KOH(l)J'II/IKTa HUHTEPECOB.
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Introduction

Russia is actively searching for its own ideological foundation that
is organically consistent with its own historical and cultural background,
capable of acting as an ontological foundation consolidating Russian society
and an axiological incentive for the state to move to new heights of development.
The actualization of moderate conservatism in Russia is also driven by global
and internal factors. Foreign economic and political challenges, such
as international sanctions, the conflict in Ukraine, and geopolitical tensions,
reinforce sentiments aimed at protecting national interests. Internal problems
such as economic inequality, corruption, and social discontent also contribute
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to the growing interest in the ideas of moderate conservatism, focused
on stability and maintaining order in the country. Russian conservatism,
formed in the unique conditions of historical and cultural development,
is a rich and distinctive phenomenon that can be considered as one of the
foundations of moderate conservatism. For full understanding of this tradition,
it is important to identify its main features and trace their connection with the
universal principles and cultural constants of conservative thought.

The goal of the study is to analyze, comparatively chronologically describe
and identify the influence of key socio-cultural constants as determinants of the
evolution and conceptualization of ideas of moderate conservatism in Russia.

Materials and research methods

The subject matter of the works of foreign authors on the problem
of conservatism is very diverse, it has a multidimensional character, and
in general, a solid amount of literature on this problem has been accumulated.
For our research, the works of those foreign authors are of the greatest interest,
in which the theoretical and methodological problems of conservatism are
thoroughly analyzed. This research uses an interdisciplinary approach
combining methods of political philosophy, historical analysis, and sociology
of ideologies. The research’s source base consists of the works of the classics
of conservative thought B.N. Chicherin, L.A. Tikhomirov, N.Ya. Danilevsky,
LLA. Ilyin, as well as modern authors (A.G. Dugin, A.S. Panarin), which
allowed us to identify the evolution of key concepts and cultural constants
of Russian conservatism in its modern moderate direction. A number
of modern official and policy documents, as well as scientific periodicals,
were also analyzed.

The methodology is based on the following approaches:

 the discourse analysis revealed semantic structures in the texts of the ideologists
of conservatism with an emphasis on vocabulary;

 analysis, synthesis, systematization of the evolution of conservative thought and
identifying cultural constants that substantiate it;

* comparative approach was used to compare Russian moderate conservatism
with its European counterparts (using the works of E. Burke, M. Heidegger,

P. Robinson, and others as examples).

The criteria for selecting the material were the chronological framework of the
XIX-XXI centuries, with an emphasis on the post-Soviet period, the focus is on the
Russian context with the use of a number of comparative data with reference
to German and American researchers (M. Heidegger, S. Huntington, P. Robinson).

The combination of methods made it possible to systematize the socio-cultural
determinants of Russian moderate conservatism, revealing their connection with
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basic statist axiological constants (sacralization of the state, Messianism of Russia,
conciliarity), historical memory, religious tradition and geopolitical positioning.
Further research may deepen the analysis of regional variations in conservative
practices.

The results of the study

Moderate conservatism in Russia is a synthesis of traditionalist values
and adaptation to the challenges of globalization. Its ideological design cannot
be understood outside of the socio-cultural constants of stable elements
of collective consciousness, formed under the influence of history, religion and
geopolitics [1. P. 18]. These constants act as a filter that filters out foreign ideological
borrowings and legitimizes the “organic” model of development.

Sociocultural constants are interpreted as a system of axiological imperatives
reproduced in the context of an identity crisis [2. P. 45].

In the Russian tradition, these include the sacralization of the state (the
perception of power as a guarantor of stability), conciliarity (the priority of the
collective over the individual), and messianism (the idea of a “special mission’
for Russia. These elements, according to A.S. Panarin, form a “protective code”
of culture that resists Westernization [3. P. 74].

A key aspect and constant of Russian conservative thought is its attention
to the role of the state. Here, the state is understood as a guarantor of sustainability,
as a bearer of the highest moral principle. The thinker Boris Nikolaevich Chicherin
in his work “The Course of State Science” noted that a strong government should
be balanced by respect for the rights of citizens and ensuring their freedom within
the law [4]. This harmony between order and freedom is at the heart of not only
Russian, but also moderate conservatism, whose goal is to preserve social stability
without suppressing individual rights.

Russian conservatism attaches exceptional importance to the collective
principle expressed in the idea of conciliarity. Developed by Slavophiles, this
concept emphasizes the spiritual unity and organic connection between the
members of society. Sobornost is based on shared values and cultural identity,
creating a model in which social ties become strong and conflicts are minimized.

b

This principle is consistent with the concept of moderate conservatism, which
sees the strengthening of social ties and respect for traditions as necessary
conditions for stability.

The third key aspect of Russian conservatism is its spiritual component,
deeply rooted in Orthodoxy. The thinker Lev Alexandrovich Tikhomirov in his
work “Monarchical Statehood” emphasized the sacred importance of power [5].
In moderate conservatism, such an idea takes on a more secular character, but
respect for moral and religious values as the foundation of the social order remains.
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Religious figures such as Ignatius Bryanchaninov and John of Kronstadt
occupy a special place in Russian conservatism. Their works show that
Orthodoxy not only shaped the worldview of society, but also actively opposed
the alien ideas of Enlightenment, as did Archimandrite Photius and Metropolitan
Seraphim. Russian conservatism, rooted in special historical and cultural
conditions, demonstrates a stable continuity that can be expressed through two
central principles: organicism and a critical attitude towards the Western vector
of modernization. Organicism, which perceives the development of a nation as the
natural growth of a living organism, rejects abrupt discontinuities and violent
reforms. At the same time, hostility to Westernization, and later globalization,
underscores the desire of Russian conservative thought to develop an independent
response to modern challenges.

The Traditionalist Foundations of the Social philosophy of Russian
Conservatism. The ideological framework of Russian conservative thought
of the 19th century was formed around the concept of society as an organically
integrated hierarchical system, where structural orderliness was considered
as an ontological condition for social stability. This paradigm predetermined the
conviction of conservative theorists in the need to preserve a stratified model
of social structure based on the principle of the “natural” division of functions
between estates [6]. As emphasized in the works of the classics of the trend, such
an organization reproduced a divinely sanctioned order in which the place of each
individual was determined by a combination of providential design, historical
tradition and the monarch’s will.

The key element of this concept was the principle of structural and functional
hierarchism, interpreted as the antithesis of egalitarian projects of liberal and
socialist thought. Unlike the doctrines that emphasize horizontal equality, Russian
conservatism postulated the inevitability of vertical differentiation of social
statuses, where the distribution of roles from the highest to the lowest strata
ensured the systemic stability of the state. This denied not only the possibility, but
also the destructiveness of equalizing practices, which, according to the apologists
of tradition, destroy the natural mechanisms of socio-cultural continuity [7].

The diversity of positions within Russian conservatism ranges from moderate
to radical views, reflecting the complexity of issues related to power, freedoms,
popular representation, serfdom, the fate of the nobility, capitalism, and
globalization. For example, the abolition of serfdom, despite its progressive nature,
can be interpreted as a conservative measure aimed at preventing a popular uprising.
The Slavophile tradition, which is deeply familiar with Western culture, is also
heterogeneous: it fluctuates between isolationism and Messianic universalism,
between the statism of Yuri Samarin and the decentralized “conservative
anarchism” of Konstantin Aksakov. The denial of parliamentarism goes hand
in hand with the demand for freedom of speech. Thus, true conservatism is not
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a defense of the status quo, as can be observed in Konstantin Leontiev, but rather
an opposition to bureaucratic stagnation, which even provoked criticism from Pyotr
Stolypin [8. P. 503].

During the Soviet period, especially during the reign of Joseph Stalin,
elements of “proto-conservatism” appeared as part of the modernization project.
The question of whether this was a “Great Retreat” (In the words of Nikolai
Timashev) or an adaptation of traditions for socialist construction (In the opinion
of David Hoffmann) remains open [9; 10]. The rethinking of Russian history, the
development of socialist realism, and the strengthening of the institution of the
family served not so much to return to traditions as to instrumentalize them in the
context of socialist ideology.

Late Soviet conservatism found expression in the works of Valentin Rasputin
and paintings by Ilya Glazunov, as well as in environmental movements. However,
after the collapse of the USSR, conservative ideas split into two main branches.
Liberal conservatives such as Mikhail Remizov and Boris Mezhuyev advocate
“democratic conservatism” [11]. Radical conservatives, represented by the Izborsk
Club and the Institute of Dynamic Conservatism, focus on anti-globalism and
Eurasian identity. In the religious sphere, the Orthodox Church has outlined its
positions in the “Fundamentals of the Social Concept”, combining traditional
values with social teaching'.

Most of these movements are united in the rejection of individualism,
contractualism and Enlightenment rationalism, which are a real repulsion, and
in the promotion of the organic concept of the State of society. While some
advocate freezing Russia’s development, arguing that any too rapid progress will
lead to a decline like the West, most 19th-century conservatives agree that progress
i1s necessary, but it must follow a natural rhythm, take into account Russian
specifics, and rely primarily on the Church and the Tsar. We will understand that,
despite the various options outlined by the authors, conservatives have a common
goal — to protect and strengthen the autocratic system that is best able to protect
Russia from revolutionary upheavals and the harmful influence of the West.

Alexander Solzhenitsyn occupies a position in the study as one of the central
figures of conservative thought in the second half of the twentieth century. His
criticism of communism and Western democracy was embodied in a philosophical
manifesto, which became the intellectual basis for understanding the path of Russia
after the collapse of the USSR. This manifesto rejected one-sided ideologies and
proposed a conservative reinterpretation of Russian identity [12]. In the post-Soviet
era, conservatism in Russia split into two main lines: the left, represented by neo-
Eurasians and National Bolsheviks, and the right, led by Alexander Prokhanov,

' Fundamentals of the social concept of the Russian Orthodox Church. Official website of the
Russian Orthodox Church. URL: https://www.patriarchia.ru/article/105101 (accessed: 02.12.2025)
(In Russ.).
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which opposed Boris Yeltsin’s reforms. This period ended with the coming
to power of Vladimir Putin, which opened a new chapter in the history of Russian
conservatism.

Vladimir Putin himself described his approach as “pragmatic conservatism”,
reflecting a balance between preserving national traditions and the need to adapt
to global challenges®. Conservatism is an important element of Russia’s political
and intellectual landscape. Indeed, given the accelerating pace of globalization
and modernization, it is possible that the current conservative reaction will not
weaken, but will intensify over time. The main paradox and challenge for modern
moderate conservatism is the attempt to combine tradition with technocratic
modernization [13. P. 14]. Also, several critics of the modern development
of Russian conservatism, such as A.V. Pavlov, point to the eclecticism of ideology,
where Soviet symbols are juxtaposed with monarchist rhetoric [14. P. 89].

For a balanced and objective scientific assessment of modern moderate
conservatism, special attention should be paid to its criticism. Thus, Alexander
Pavlov in his work “Great Hopes of young Russian Conservatives” offers
an original view of the processes of formation of ideological movements through
the prism of social and contextual analysis, contrasting it with the classical
approach of the history of ideas developed by P. Robinson. Pavlov’s research
is devoted to the formation in the early 2000s of a group of intellectuals called
the “young conservatives”. Their meaningful dialogue with the intellectual
tradition refers to the analogy with German conservatism of the early twentieth
century. Nevertheless, Pavlov does not examine their contribution to the Russian
intellectual tradition deeply enough, limiting himself to the conclusion about
the political failure of the movement. He questions their claims to continuity
with the Russian conservative canon, stating that he has not seen evidence
of their recognition as part of this tradition. Pavlov argues with representatives
of the movement, who claim that their activities have helped reduce the
stigmatization of the concepts of “Russian” and “nationalism”. He is skeptical
that this cannot be directly linked to youth conservatism. However, this
position remains without sufficient evidence and appears to be more subjective
than reasoned.

Special attention is paid to the social interrelationship of the generation
of young conservatives who sought to distance themselves from both Alexander
Dugin’s Eurasianism and the traditional canon of the old conservatives (Leontiev,
Sokolov, Fadeev), who, in the opinion of the youth, lacked an emphasis
on nationalism. However, Pavlov considers the importance of their ideas not only
in terms of content, but also in terms of material and technological conditions, such

2 Vladimir Putin's interview with Channel One and the Associated Press. Official Internet
representation of the President of Russia. URL: http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/19143
(accessed: 02.12.2025) (In Russ.).
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as the use of blogs and social networks, which made youth conservatism the first
movement consciously built on digital platforms [15].

In contrast to Pavlov, who tends to disqualify youth conservatism as a full-
fledged intellectual trend, P. Robinson sees in modern Russian conservatism
continuity with the classical tradition [16]. These two extreme positions encourage
us to look for a more balanced approach that allows us to consider political ideas
both as a repertoire of meanings and as a product of social structures.

Alexander Dugin, presenting his reflections on the semantic symmetry
of the cultural constants of German moderate conservatism with Russian
and their relationship with the philosophy of Martin Heidegger, interprets
the “German conservative revolution” as an attempt to go beyond traditional
liberalism, dogmatic communism and outdated forms of conservatism [17. P. 10].
Heidegger, in this context, is close to this intellectual trend. This is especially
evident in his famous statement from the Introduction to Metaphysics (1935):
“Russia and America, from a metaphysical point of view, represent the
same thing: the sinister madness of unbridled technology and the rootless
organization of a normalized person” [18. P. 49]. This judgment highlights
the radical critique of modernity inherent in both German conservatism and
Heidegger’s philosophy.

A comparison of these works reveals the multifaceted and even contradictory
nature of Russian conservatism. The Russian conservative canon was built more
precariously than the strictly theoretical socio-political doctrine. It developed on the
borders of various social spaces — intellectual, political, and even religious. This
feature encourages us to continue the contextual study of the Russian conservative
idea, which considers it not just as a scientific discourse, but also as a party
discourse involved in the configuration of actors.

Nevertheless, as the analysis of the works of key authors of Russian
conservatism proves, its basic constant is that it is by definition non-radical and
there are not one, but several variants of conservatism, which were built differently
in relation to the West, and in particular to the philosophy of Enlightenment and
the French Revolution. In this retrospect, we should pay attention to the dispute
that has run through the entire history of Russia, namely about the attitude towards
Europe, between imitation and setting one’s own path, which can also be identified
as a special constant of Russian conservatism.

In this regard, the peculiarity of moderate conservatism in our interpretation
is based on the definition developed by Samuel Huntington [2], according to which
this ideology is a belief system aimed at protecting the existing social order,
preserving institutions and minimizing the risks of destructive changes. The
central element of this approach is respect for historically established traditions.
Against the background of these ideas, the author examines the development
of conservative thought in Russia, starting with the turn of Stalinism towards
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preserving the traditional foundations of Great Russia as opposed to revolutionary
internationalism and ending with the modern stage, when conservatism was
institutionalized within the framework of state ideology.

The modern stage of conservative thought in Russia is characterized
by the integration of elements of radical conservatism of the 19th century (the
ideas of N. Danilevsky, I. Ilyin and N. Berdyaev) into political practice. This
conservatism was used both as a tool for legitimizing power on the one hand, and
as a socioculturally substantial formation of opposition to Western liberal values
on the other. It became the response to the challenges of globalization by offering
an alternative development model focused on preserving national identity and
strengthening social order. In contrast to the nationalist and reactionary bias
of conservative thought on the eve of the fall of the monarchy, modern state
conservatism seeks to avoid those mistakes that, according to the authors,
accelerated the collapse of tsarist Russia.

Conclusion

The Russian conservatism inherits the Russian tradition of the idea
of evolutionary development, and moderate conservatism is identified
as a special trend in the evolution of Russian conservatism. This is reflected
in the desire for a harmonious synthesis of tradition and innovation, which
excludes radical revolutionary approaches that destroy the social fabric. The
fundamental pillars and socio-cultural core of this ideological trend should
be the cultural constants underlying the understanding of the traditional
values of Russia as a state and civilization. The second important aspect is the
priority of stability. At the same time, moderate conservatism differs from
authoritarianism in that it recognizes the importance of civil liberties and the
involvement of society in government, which echoes the traditions of Russian
thinkers such as B.N. Chicherin, who sought a balance between strong state
power and individual rights, which is also a characteristic scientific research
and philosophical “handwriting” of Russian thinkers.

The emphasis of moderate conservatism on spiritual and cultural aspects,
which should not, on the one hand, contradict social progress, and on the other,
should not unilaterally imperatively adapt to its current trends, makes it flexible
in the context of secularization. It offers support to secular, but rooted in historical
tradition, moral values, which allows adapting the Russian spiritual tradition
to modern conditions. Collectivism, another key element of Russian conservatism,
is reinterpreted within the framework of a moderate approach as a desire
to strengthen social solidarity through the support of institutions that ensure the
integration of society, such as religious organizations, educational institutions and
civil associations.
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Thus, moderate conservatism not only retains its connection with the Russian
tradition, but also rethinks it in the light of global challenges. He demonstrates
respect for the historical heritage, strives for smooth changes and harmony between
freedom and order. Enriched by the ideas of Western thinkers such as Edmund
Burke and Alexis de Tocqueville, Russian conservatism in its moderate form offers
a sustainable model capable of responding to the challenges of modernity. The
results presented in the article can become a starting point for further in-depth
analysis of the philosophical foundations of conservatism and its significance in the
context of modern globalization.
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