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B Poccun, k coxkaeHuIo,
JlaJIeKO He BCeM U3BECTHO,
YTO U CITyCTA YeTBEPTh BeKa
TIoCJIe Kpaxa «peajbHoOro
colpaausMa» B MUPOBOM
HHTe/UIeKTyaJIbHOM cpefie
Mapkc ocraeTcs Haubosee
WU3BECTHBIM, [IUTUPYEMBIM,
MIPUTOM — U KPUTUKYEMbIM
¥ BO3BETMYMBAEMBIM MBbIC-
suTeneM denoBedectBa. 200-netue Mapkca, oTMeuaB-
IIeecs B YXOZAAIIEM TOAY, BBI3BAJIO IMUPOKUHA Pe30HAHC
B CaMBIX PasHBIX CTpPaHax MUpa — OT ['epMaHuu 10
Kuras. BonbHoe sKoHOMMYECKOe 061ecTBo Poceun,
KOTOpOe 51 UMel0 4eCTb BO3IJIAB/ATH, IPOBEJIO
Memopuym Mapkca, BKITIOYAIOIero B cebst Ceprio Hayd-
HBIX KOH(EPEHIIUH, U3laHue KHUT U crateil B CMU,
BBICTABOK, KPYIVIBIX CTOJIOB, B PAMKaX KOTOPBIX
B Poccuu 1 pAzie cTpaH BBICOKKE NHTEIEKTYaIbl
Y BeJyI¥e CIeUaNNCTEl (3KOHOMIUCTHI, UCTOPUKU,
COIMOJIOTH, GUIOCOHI, 0OIIIECTBOBEBI, AEITETN HCKYC-
CTBA U KyJIbTYPHI) ellle pa3 MOCMOTPENH Ha HacIeaue
K. Mapkca 13 «CeroJiHsi», OlleHUBas ero Ha 6ase 3HaAHWH
HbIHeInHero BpeMeHu. MI'Y uM. M.B. JlomoHoCOBa
1 BOO nposenu MexayHapozHbIi Gopym, cobpaBmuit
60see 800 y4aCTHUKOB CO BCEX KOHTUHEHTOB. U cioBa
pexropa MI'Y akazemuka B.A. CaoBHUYETO O TOM, YTO
«XOTA MapKCU3M He UMeeT MOHOIIOIINU Ha UCTUHY, HO
He U3y4yaTb U He IIPeroZaBaTh ero Heb3sd», IPO3By4aB-
IIWe TPU OTKPBITUU 3TOTO BBICOKOTO cOOpaHus, ObUIH,
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OTMeuy, /I UHBIX BXKHBIX [I€PCOH, CU/IEBIINX B 3aJle,
HeMaJIol HeoXuJaHHOCTBIO.

Ho y aToii Mezianu ecTh u fpyras cropoHa. Maio
KaKas 13 BeIUKUX GUTYp NHTe/UIEKTYaIbHOTO IIPo-
CTPaHCTBA BHI3BIBAET CTOJIb IETANBHBIN Pa3bop uaei
1 KeCTKYI0 KPUTHKY, Kak Mapkc.

[IpUYMHEI TOTO U3BECTHBI.

C o7fHO¥ CTOPOHBI, IPAKTHUKH, CBA3bIBAEMbIE C Me-
HeM Mapkca, peanr3oBaHHbIe Kak OBl o7 $arom
MapKcu3Ma, KaK OBl IOKa3aIu CBOIO TYITMKOBOCTb
U ZJaKe OIIaCHOCTb.

C npyroit — TeopeTrdeckue pabors Mapkca B 0671a-
cru punocopun, SKOHOMUYECKOH U COIIMATBLHOMN TEO-
pUH, TIOJIUTONIOIMHU TIPAMO CBA3BIBAIOTCA C UZeoIoreMa-
MU U peKOMeHJalUAMH, KOTOpble 9KOHOMUYECKUH,
TOJIUTUYECKHH 1 MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHEIN NCTEOINIIMEHT
CeroZ[HANIHEr0 MUPa BO MHOTOM He TIpHeMJIET.

[ToueMmy e TOrZa ero 06pas JKUB BOT y2Ke MOITOpa
crosneTud? V1 — He TOJNBKO B yMax y4eHbIX. 2KuB B
CaMbIX Pa3HBIX UIIOCTACAX: OT 3HAYUMBbIX Xy/I0’KECTBEH-
HBIX peHOMEeHOB (TaKUX Kak, HallpyMep, HOBbIY TaMAT-
HUK Mapkcy Ha ero poguse, B Tpupe, ycTaHOBJIEHHBIN
B Mae 3TOro rofia) 10 IOPTPETOB Ha MakKax, TUPAXKH-
PYyEeMEBIX He MeHblIIe, YeM ITOPTPETH! FOJUIUBYACKUX UB?

OTBeT, Ha MOY B3IVIAZ, JIEXUT B clelubUKe KaK
CaMUX 3THX OOI[ECTBEHHBIX PAKTUK, PEATM30BAHHbIX
B Pa3lMYHBIX UHTepIIpeTanuax Mapkca, faneko He
a/IeKBaTHBIX CYTH UCTUHHOTO MapKCU3Ma, TaK U B KYJIb-
TYPHBIX TPEHJAX HOBEHIIEH NCTOPUH U COBPEMEHHOCTH.

YTo KacaeTcs NepBHIX (a MHe IpejCTaB/AeTC BaX-
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HBIM OCTaHOBUTBCA NIPeX/e BCero Ha MaTepUaibHON
CTOPOHE IPOOIEMBI), TO TEXHOJIOTUYECKOE U SKOHOMU-
YeCcKoe pasBUTHE MOCTeAHUX MONYTOpa CTOJIeTHH,

B YeM-TO He IOATBepAuB Mapkca (B 4aCTHOCTH, 3TO
KacaeTcs ero IIporHo3a Kpaxa KanuTaIuCTUIeCKON
CHCTEMBI B paMKaXx COIMAIbHOM JJOMKH 06IIEeCTBEHHOTO
YCTPOICTBA), B TO )K€ BpeMs B [I00aJIbHOM Halpasiie-
HUY PasBUTUA €ro IIpeBUEHUA IOATBEPAUIO.

[TocnenHee kacaeTcs B IEPBYIO 04epe/ib 3aKOHOMeD-
HOCTel pa3BUTHA TEXHOJIOTUM U MaTepHUalbHOTO IIPOU3-
BozcTBa. O60CcHOBaAB 6osiee 150 sieT Ha3a/ 3aKOHOMEp-
HYIO 3BOJIIOLIMIO HH/YCTPUAIBHOTO IIPOU3BOZCTBA
B CTOPOHY BCe OOJIBIIETO BHITECHEHU M3 HETO YeI0Be-
Ka, Iepeiauyy MallliHaM PYTUHHBIX GYHKIINH, B KOHEY-
HOM HUTOT'e — aBTOMAaTHU3aIHIO IPOU3BOACTBA, MapKc 1o
6OJIBIIOMY CUETY OKa3acs mpas. HepaBHOMepHO, Yepe3
3WUI'3ary [porpecca 1 perpecca, YeJoBeyecTBo Mo —

Y NIPULLIO! — K TOMY COCTOSIHUIO, KOTOPO€ CerofiH:A
Ha3bIBaloT YeTBepTOM MPOMBIIUIEHHON peBooIueH.
K cocrosaHmMI0, 0 KOTOPOM Balll TIOKOPHBIH CIyra U BO3-
IJIaBJsAeMBli UM VIHCTUTYT HOBOT'O MHZYCTPUAIBHOTO
pasButua uMenu C.10. BUTTe roBopuM BOT y»Ke TpeThbe
JiecATUNETHE.

O yem uzeT peub? O GOpMUPOBAHUU TPOU3BOACTBA,
B KOTOPOM Y€JIOBEK BBICTYIIAET KaK «KOHTPOJIED U Pery-
JIUPOBIIMK» (3TO mpsAMad 1uraTta u3 Mapkcal), rae 3Ha-
HUSA UMEIOT OTpeJiefiAtolee 3HaUYeHNe, I/ie MH/YCTPUs
WrpaeT pellaollyIo Pojb — IIPe0OPa3UBIINCh, CTAHO-
BACH chepoii poOOTU3NPOBAHHBIX «YMHBIX» TIPOU3-
BOZCTB. TO HOBOE KayeCTBO TEXHOIOTUI 06y CIOBIU-
BaeT reHe3¥C HOBOTO MHAYCTPUATBHOTO 001IecTBa
BTOPOTO TIOKOJIEHHA, KOTOPOE JUaIEKTUIeCKH Pa3BU-
BaeT OCHOBHBIE YePThl HOBOI'O MH/YCTPUAIBHOTO 00IIe-
cTBa npouwioro, XX Beka, OMCaHHOT'O KPYIHEHIINM
aMepUKaHCKUM 3KOHOMHUCTOM J[>koHOM ['an6peiTom,

1 KOTOPOeE TIpeoiosieBaeT OCTUH/YCTPUaIbHbIE WLTIO-
311 HeZIaBHEro IIPOIUIOTO.

Ha 7011 6a3e B3pacTaeT rpAzAyLIas HoBas OOLIeCTBEH-
Had peaJbHOCTb — HOOHOMUKA, B KOTOPOU HOBBIE TEX-
HOJIOTHH CO3/]a/lyT NIPEAIOCHUTKY /I CHATHA HbIHEII-
HUX TIPOTUBOpEYHi pUHAHCHATM3ALIY, O01IeCTBa
CUMYJIATUBHOTO TOTPe6IEHNUs, YTUIUTAPHOTO OTHOIIIE-
HUA K IpUpoZie. MBI MeeM IIaHC IPUNTH K 06IIeCTBY,
IZie 3HaHWA U 4eoBedeckoe pa3BUTHe CTaHyT IPUOPU-
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TETOM U OCHOBOW HOBOT'O OOLIECTBEHHOTO YCTPOHCTBA
C HEIKOHOMHUUECKUM THUIIOM XO3HCTBOBAHUA U Cr1ocoba
YZIOBJIETBOPEHUS TOTPEGHOCTEH UeoBeKa 1 COIyMa.

He yrny6nsisich B cofiepKaHue STHX TEOPETUIECKUX
TE3UCOB, HEMIPOCTHIX /I BOCIIPUATHA Ha CJIyX, ITO3BOJIIO
cebe chopMyIMpPOBATH HEKOTOPBII IPOTHO3.

CerozuamHuN MapKc-«aHTUTepoil» (BO BCAKOM CIIy-
Jae — B IVIa3aX MHOTUX MHTEJUIEKTYalI0B MUpa
u Poccun) yem zasbine, TeM 6osbIie OyZeT CTaHOBUThCS
He CTOJIbKO CHMBOJIOM BOBCE MIM HE IIPe/IIO0IaraBIINXCs
rpaskaHCcKuX BowH ¥ ['YJIAT'0B, CKOBKO 06Pa3oM MBIC-
JIATEJIA, He GOAIEerocs CTaBUTh GyHAaMEHTaTbHENIITE
TpO6IEMBI YeTOBEYECTBa.

JT0T 06pa3 He GyAET IVIAHIEBBIM. JIF060I MBICTUTENH
ZUIst TFOOOTO IPYTOr0 MHTEJUIEKTYala — 3TO TIPEXKAe
BCET0 00BEKT I KPUTHKU. DTO — IIPaBWIO. 11 3T0 —
npaBWIbHO. Kaxkaplil U3 HAC 3HAeT: yeM OoJiblie
U yMHee TeOs KpUTHUKYIOT — TeM GOJIbIIle TI0JIb3BI IS
TBOUX WJEH, TeM TpoYHee OyZeT X BEYHO OOHOBIIsE-
MBI GyHIAaMeHT. f ymMalo, STOT IOAXO0Z — WHTEJUIEK-
TYaJIbHO-KPUTUIECKUH — COXPAHUTCSA U TI0 OTHOIIEHHUIO
Kk Mapkcy.

Ho KpuTHKa He OTMEHSET CyIeCcTBAa MapKCU3Ma
1 ro6abHBIX HAei Mapkca, ero MeTozja UCCIe[0BaHuUs
PeasbHOCTH, €r0 CUCTEMHOTO B3IJIAZla Ha Pa3BUTHE
[UBIIN3ALMY U €T0 [TI0OAIBHBIX IPOTHO30B.

Mapkc Z0KeH OCTaThCA B UHTEUIEKTYaTbHOMN KOIIHI-
Ke JeJI0BeYecTBa.

OTO MBI JOJDKHBI 0CO3HABATh. 1, KaK CO BCAKUM BeJIU-
KUM JIOCTIDKEHHEM OOLIEeCTBEHHOW MBIC/IY, CBEPATD
CBOY WJIeV ¥ Ipe/icTaBIeHus ¢ MapKkcoM — He Kak
C «MOHOTIONIUCTOM HCTHHbI», HET! — HO, KaK IMyTelle-
CTBEHHUK, — C KapTOil 3Be3JHOT0 Heba.

OZHaKO /IS 3TOTO CETOHA MbI JOJKHBI OTKA3aThCsA
OT /IBYX TI€UaIbHBIX TPAAUIHI TTOCTEAHNX JeCATIIETHH:
U OT CJIETIOT0 BO3BEJIMYMBaHUA MapKca, U OT OryJIbHOU
XyJIBL B €T0 azpec. MapKkc Oyayiero IpujeT kK HaM He
B 30JIOYEHBIX PaMax IapaZfHbIX IOPTPETOB U He B BUJE
XaMOBAaTHIX KADUKATYP, a B HACTOSMINX «IIPOU3BE/IeHUAX
MBICIV», TZle IPOTUBOPEeYrs U Mapkca, ¥ POXKAEHHOTO
VM MHTEJUIEKTYaTbHOT0 IPOCTPAHCTBA (@ MOXKET OBITb,
Y TIPAKTUK) CTaHyT IJIaBHBIM 0Opa3HbIM PSZOM, TOMO-
rarolyM yUeHOMY BIUTaTh B cebst 06pa3 Mapkca, BHe
KOTOpOro Teopust MapKkca Bcerzia 6yzeT cyxa.
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In Russia, unfortunately, it'’s not common knowledge
that even a quarter of a century after the collapse of
“real socialism” Marx remains the most famous, most
quoted, and most criticized and revered thinker among
the world’s intellectual elite. The 200th anniversary of
Marx’s birth, which was celebrated earlier this year,
caused a wide resonance in various countries of the
world, from Germany to China. The Free Economic
Society of Russia, which I have the honor to head, held
a Memorial for Marx, which included a series of
scientific conferences, publication of books and articles
in the media, exhibitions, panel discussions, both in
Russia and in a number of other countries, during
which distinguished intellectuals and leading experts
(economists, historians, sociologists, philosophers,
social scientists, art and culture figures) once again
examined Karl Marx’s legacy from contemporary point
of view, assessing it based on contemporary
knowledge. Lomonosov Moscow State University and
the VEO held an International Forum that brought
together more than 800 participants from every
continent. The words of the Rector of the Moscow
State University Academician A. Sadovnichy to the
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effect that “while Marxism has no monopoly on the
truth, it is impossible not to study it and not to teach
it” spoken at the opening of the distinguished assembly
came as quite a surprise for many an important person
in attendance.

But there’s the other side of the medal. Few of the
great intellectual figures of the past invite such
detailed scrutiny or draw such harsh criticism as Marx.

The reasons for this are obvious.

On the one hand, the practices that are associated
with Marx and that were implemented seemingly
under the banner of Marxism, have been seemingly
proven to be dead-end and even dangerous.

On the other hand, Marx’s theoretical work in the
field of philosophy, economic and social theory, and
political science has been directly associated with the
ideologemes and recommendations that have been
largely rejected by the modern economic, political and
intellectual establishment.

Why, then, the memory of Marx has persisted for a
century and a half? And not only in the minds of
scholars. It lives on in a variety of forms: from
significant artistic expressions (such as, for example,



the new monument to Marx in his home town, Trier,
inaugurated in this May) to portraits on t-shirts which
sell as well as portraits of Hollywood stars.

The answer, in my opinion, lies in the specifics of
both the social practices implemented based on
various interpretations of Marx, which were far from
being adequate to the essence of true Marxism, and
the cultural trends of modern history and modernity.

As for the former (and I prefer to focus primarily on
the material aspect of the problem), during the last
century and a half, the technological and economic
development, having disproved some of Marx’s
contentions (in particular as regards his predictions of
the collapse of the capitalist system as part of the rapid
shift in social order), did simultaneously confirm his
predictions of global development trends.

The latter primarily concerns the laws governing the
development of technologies and material production.
More than 150 years ago Marx substantiated the
evolution of industrial production towards gradual
replacement of man, transfer of routine functions to
the machine, and the ultimate automation of
production, and now it turns out he was mostly right.
Unevenly, zigzagging between progress and
regression, mankind has been approaching what today
is called the fourth industrial revolution. And it has
gotten there! Mankind has reached the stage of which
yours truly and the Institute of New Industrial
Development have been talking for three decades in a
TOW.

What have we been talking about? We've been
talking about the emergence of a production system
where man would act as a “controller and regulator”
(a direct quote from Marx!), where knowledge is an
essential element, where industry plays a crucial role
by transforming itself into a series of “smart” robotic
industries. This new quality of technologies leads to
the emergence of the new industrial society of the
second generation, which is a dialectical evolution of
the main features of the new industrial society of the
past, Twentieth, century as described by the prominent
US economist John Galbraith, and which defeats the
postindustrial illusions of the recent past.

This serves as a basis for the upcoming new social
reality, noonomy, in which new technologies will
create prerequisites for removing the current
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contradictions of financialization, simulative
consumption, and utilitarian attitude toward the
environment. We have a chance to build a society
where knowledge and human development will serve
as a priority and a foundation of a new social order
with non-economic methods of managing and meeting
the needs of the individual and the society as a whole.

Without delving deep into these theoretical issues,
which are difficult to follow by ear, I will allow myself
to formulate a certain forecast.

The Marx of today, the “anti-hero” (at least in the
eyes of many intellectuals, both in Russia and abroad),
will be gradually emerging as not so much a symbol of
civil wars and gulags he did not anticipate, but rather
as a thinker who was not afraid to formulate the most
fundamental challenges of humanity.

The image will not be glossy. A thinker is primarily
an object for criticism to any other intellectual. That is
the rule. And it’s all right. Everybody knows: the more
you're criticized and the smarter your critics are, the
more good it will do to your ideas, the stronger their
foundations will be. I believe this approach of
intellectual criticism will continue to be applied in
relation to Marx.

But criticism does not negate the essence of Marxism
or Marx’s global ideas, his methods of studying reality,
his systemic view of the development of civilization or
his global predictions.

Marx should remain in the intellectual piggybank of
humanity .

This we must realize. And, as with every great
achievement of social thought, we must compare our
ideas and concepts against Marx’s, not as someone
who has a “monopoly on the truth”, no! — but as a
traveler checks his position against a star chart.

However, to do this we must relinquish two sad
traditions of the last decades: the blind exaltation of
Marx and the indiscriminate blasphemy of him. The
future Marx will not appear as an official portrait set in
a gilded frame or as a vulgar caricature, he will make
his appearance in the real “works of the mind” in
which the contradictions of both Marx himself and the
intellectual space (and perhaps the practices) he
created will serve as the most important imagery
helping the scholar to absorb the image of Marx, in the
absence of which Marx’s theory will always sound dry.
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