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Abstract

Introduction. The aim of the study is to analyze theoretical and methodological approaches to the study of intellectuals
as a cultural community and social phenomenon. The task is to compare the research possibilities of various socio-
philosophical, sociological, and cultural concepts related to the understanding of this term, the essence, social role,
and functions of intellectuals in modern society. It is interesting to analyze the differences and similarities between the
functions of the intelligentsia and the functional and cultural specifics of the intelligentsia and intellectuals with the
degree of completion of modernization processes in society, as well as changes in the functions of intellectuals in modern
information society, in the context of distinguishing between related concepts “intellectuals” and “intelligentsia”.
Materials and Methods. The comparative analysis method is applied, and general theoretical methods of scientific
research are used: analysis, synthesis, analogy, dialectical and functional approaches.

Results. 1t has been shown that the social functions, influence, and value orientations of intellectuals as a cultural and
educational community have long been the subject of active study in social and political philosophy, but there is still no
unified concept of this phenomenon due to both terminological ambiguity and the diversity of approaches to research.
Moreover, the semantic distinction between the concepts of “intellectuals” and “intelligentsia” is not sufficiently clear.
Substantive definitions of the term need to be supplemented with functional definitions that allow for the necessary social
specificity and enable us to trace the phenomenon of intellectuals in its historical and cultural dynamics.

Discussion and Conclusion. Intellectuals are regarded as an ideal type that meets the conditions of the Western cultural
world, being coherent, free from internal contradictions, integrated into a developed civil society, benefiting from
an established system of institutional mechanisms that ensures freedom of expression and cross-border professional
communication, a high level of material security, and social comfort. Nevertheless, modern society still needs
intellectuals to participate in the process of producing and promoting values and ideas, including political ones, in order
to overcome the vacuum of values and cultural disintegration that arose during the reforms. There is also a continuing
need for the legitimizing function of intellectuals in their expert role, not only in their professional activities, but also
in the civic sphere. This determines the necessity and prospects for further research on intellectuals as a contemporary
Russian and global reality, their functionality in changing social conditions of interaction with society, the state, and
the ruling elites.
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AHHOTaN NS

Beeoenue. 1lennio nccnenoBanus SABISETCA aHAIN3 TEOPETHKO-METOIOJIOTHYECKUX TTOIX0JI0B K M3YUCHUIO HHTEIUICKTY-
aJIOB KaK KyJIbTYPHOH OOIIHOCTH M cOnManbHOTO siBneHMs. CTaBUTCS 3a7ada COMOCTABICHHS MCCIIEOBATEINBCKUX BO3-
MOKHOCTEH pa3IMuHBIX CONMATBHO-(QUIOCOPCKIX, COINOIOTHYECKUX, KYIBTYPOIIOTHYECKUX KOHIETIINH, Kacarolixcs
MMOHUMaHHS ATOTO TEPMHHA, CYIIHOCTH, COLMAILHON poNd U (pyHKIMI UHTEIUIEKTYaloB B COBpEMEHHOM obmiecTe. B
KOHTEKCTEC MPOBCACHUA NUCTUHKIIUN MEXKIY POACTBCHHBIMU IMMOHATUAMHN «MHTEJUICKTYAJIbD» U KMHTCIUIMTCHIUA» TIPECA-
CTaBIISIET MHTEPEC aHAM3 PA3JINYIMS ¥ CXOCTBA (DYHKIMOHATA MHTEIUIMTEHINH U (PyHKIIMOHATBHON M KYJIBTYPHOH CIICIH-
(DMK MHTEUTUTCHIINY ¥ HHTEJUICKTYaJIOB CO CTETIEHBIO 3aBEPIICHHOCTH MOICPHU3AIMOHHBIX IPOLIECCOB B O0IIECTBE, a
TaKke M3MEHEHUs! (PYHKIIMOHAIa HHTEIUIEKTYallOB B COBpEMEHHOM MH(OPMAIIMIOHHOM O0IIECTBE.

Mamepuanst u memoost. IIpuMeHseTcs METOl CPABHUTEIIFHOTO aHAJIN3a, UCTIONB3YIOTCS O0IIETEOPEeTHUECKIE METO/IBI
Hay4JHOTO MCCIIEAOBAHU: aHAIN3, CHHTE3, METOA aHAJIOTUH, AUAICKTHICCKUN U (YHKIIMOHAIBHBIIN MOAXOBI.
Pezynemamut uccnedosanus. Ilokazano, 9to oOrecTBeHHbIE (YHKIINH, BIUSHNAE U IEHHOCTHBIE OPUEHTAIH HHTEIIICK-
TYaJIOB KaK KyJIbTYpHO-00pa30BaTeIbHOTO COOOIIEeCTBa AIUTELHOE BPEMS SBISIOTCS IPEIMETOM aKTHBHOTO N3YYEHUS B
paMKax COLUATBHON U MOTUTHICCKOM (HHITOCO(HH, OIHAKO 0 CUX ITOP OTCYTCTBYET SAHHAST KOHIICIIIIUS 3TOT0 (heHOMEHa
TI0 TIPUYMHE KaK TEPMHUHOIOTHYECKOH MHOTO3HAYHOCTH, TaK ¥ MHOT000Opa3ns MOIXOA0B K MccienoBanuio. bomee Toro,
cama ceMaHTH4ecKast AUCTHHKIIMS MEX/Ty TOHATHAMH «MHTEIJICKTYaJIbD» U KHHTEJUINTEHIIND) HE TPOBEAEHA J0CTaTOYHO
orueTauBo. CoziepKaTebHbIE ONpe/IeSICHNs] TEPMHUHA HY)KJal0TCS B TOM, YTOOBI OBITH JOTIOHEHHBIMHU (DYHKIIMOHAIbHBI-
MU OIIPEACITICHUAMHU, MTO3BOJIAOIIMMHA BHCCTU HGO6X0}II/IMy}O COIMMAJIBHYIO KOHKPETHOCTD, OTCIICAUTH (beHOMeH HUHTCII-
JIEKTYaJIOB B €10 UCTOPUYECKOHN U KyJIbTYpPHON AMHAMUKE.

Oécyscoenue u 3axntouenue. VIHTEIIEKTya bl pacCMaTpPUBAIOTCS KK MICANIBHBIN THII, OTBEYAIOIINH YCIOBHUSIM 3aria/l-
HOTO KYJBTYPHOTO MUPA, IEJbHBIH, CBOOOAHBIN OT BHYTPEHHHUX MTPOTUBOPEUMHi, BIMCABIINIICS B pa3BUTOE TPaXKIaHCKOE
00ILIECTBO, MOJB3YIOIIUICS CIIOKHMBLICHCS] CHCTEMON HHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHBIX MEXaHU3MOB, 00eCIIeYHBalollei cBOOOY BbI-
pakeHUs UIeH M TPaHCTPAHUIHOH MpodeccnoHaIbHON KOMMYHHUKAIINH, BEICOKIM YPOBHEM MaTepHaNbHON obecIeueH-
HOCTH M coMabHOT0 KoM(opra. TeM He MeHee Y COBPEMEHHOTO 00IIIECTBa COXPAHIETCsl MOTPEOHOCTh B y4aCTHH HHTEIN-
JIEKTYaJIOB B Ipoliecce MPOU3BOCTBA U MPOBIDKEHUS IIEHHOCTEN U UJIeH, B TOM YHCIIe U MOJUTUYECKHUX, B IPEOA0JICHHH
BO3HHKIIIETO BO BpeMeHa pe)opM IIEHHOCTHOTO BaKyyMa U KyJIBTYpHOH Je3unTerpaiuu. CoxpaHseTcs 1 He00X0UMOCTh
B JISTHTUMHUPYIONIEH (DYHKINN HHTEIUICKTYaJ 0B B BBINOJHEHIH UMM SKCIICPTHOM POJIM HE TOIBKO B MPO(EeCCHOHATBHON
JIeITENIHOCTH, HO U B TPAKAAHCKOM cdhepe. DTUM onpernensieTcss HOOXOJMMOCTh M IEPCIIEKTUBHOCTD JTAJIbHEHIIIETO HC-
CJICIOBaHUY MHTEJUIEKTYaJIOB KaK COBPEMEHHOW POCCHIICKOW M TI00albHOM peannu, nx (yHKIHOHANA B U3MEHYHMBBIX
COIMMAJIBHBIX YCIIOBHUAX BSaI/IMOJICﬁCTBI/Iﬂ C 06H_[eCTBOM, rocygapCcTBoM, BJIaCTHBIMU DJIMTaMU.

KoaroueBble ci10Ba: MHTEIICKTYaJIbl, HHTEIUTMI€HINS, (DYHKIMOHAIBHBIE KPUTEPUH, KYJIBTYpHO-00pa3oBaTebHas Ipyia,
aMOMBAaJICHTHOCTb, aKCHOJIOTHS, HICaIbHO-THITNYECKUE XapaKTEePUCTHKH, MOJCPHHU3ALIMS

Jost uutupoBanusi. KanmeikoB MLB.  MHTeIEKTyasl bl:  TEOPETHKO-METOMONOTHUECKHE  MOAXOABI K COIH-
anpHO-puocopckoMy  UcclenoBaHuIO.  Hayuwwiti  anemanax — cmpan  Ilpuuepromopwus.  2025;11(3):7-13.
https://doi.org/10.23947/2414-1143-2025-11-3-7-13

Introduction. The growth of foreign policy tensions in the modern world poses many new tasks for societies, and
Russian society in particular, including both understanding the new situation that has arisen, and theoretical justification,
and cultural legitimization of the changes that are taking place, which deeply affect the very value foundations of the
social structure. This mission naturally falls on the intellectual elite of the country, which must formulate and present to
the masses not only a new foreign policy, but also a cultural strategy that would correspond to the changed conditions. The
intellectual elite must give its expert assessment of the situation, and finally, create theoretical and artistic works in which
this situation would be adequately reflected. However, in practice, it is becoming obvious that the intellectual and creative
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elite is going through a difficult period caused by the changes that have taken place, its representatives take different,
sometimes polar opposite positions in assessing the situation and the prospects for its resolution.

This makes it relevant to turn to the problems of the intellectual elite, which are quite traditional for social and political
philosophy, but far from exhausted by researchers, their social essence, group features and social-role functions, place
in society, traditional cultural characteristics and newly acquired qualities. A particularly significant aspect of the topic
concerning the intellectual elite of society is its relationship with the authorities and its self-positioning in relation to
the authorities and the mass layer of the population, its potential for representing the people in culture and the level of
legitimizing support for political elites.

As for the scientific and theoretical aspect of the relevance of this topic, it is primarily associated with the existing
diversity of theoretical ideas about the social essence of modern intellectuals, including Russian ones, the lack of unity
among researchers on many issues related to the prospects for preserving the Russian intelligentsia and its transformation
into Western-type intellectuals, the need to study the role of intellectuals in a globalizing society and the relationship
between their global and national identity.

Based on the above, it is clear that the study of such relationships presupposes penetration into the essence of socio-
cultural processes and, therefore, they should be the subject of study of sociological disciplines, as well as social and
political philosophy. Since intellectuals are precisely that cultural and educational group that possesses the mental,
cultural, educational potential for determining the vector of social development, forming and transforming social values,
constructing social concepts and ideologemes, as well as for critical analysis and comprehension of the current state of
society and current trends in its development, the study of the relationship between intellectuals and authorities touches
upon the central problems of life, for the solution of which society formulates a collective request and to which it expects
an answer. Moreover, at the most general philosophical level, the relationship between intellectuals and authorities
represents the archetypal relationship of spirit and flesh, reason and strength, freedom and duty. Therefore, the specified
problematic constitutes one of the eternal problems of social existence, and each era, each culture offers its own version
of its solution.

Materials and Methods. The study used the comparative analysis method, which allows identifying in comparison the
research possibilities of various existing approaches to the study of intellectuals as a cultural and educational community.
General theoretical methods of scientific research are also used: analysis, synthesis, the method of analogy, dialectical
and functional approaches.

Results. The consideration should begin with finding out who falls under the concept of «intellectual». This can
be done on the basis of several methodological approaches. For example, one can set the task of identifying the most
fundamental characteristics of intellectuals through typification, describing them as a social personality type with a
number of qualities: high creative potential, extensive erudition, the ability to effectively engage in intellectual work at
a professional level, a high level of awareness in everyday practices, a specific communicative culture. Obviously, we
are talking about ideal-typical features, not individual ones, since individuals can have certain of the listed qualities in
different scales and proportional relationships. Research through the identification of an ideal type is a classical method
of studying social phenomena, the founder of which is M. Weber.

As V.I. Abrosimov explains: “Typification is a fairly common research technique in sociology, when processes
occurring in society are studied through the prism of the specifics of the social qualities of the individual that they form,
generalized and brought to the level of the type [...] Naturally, in such cases we are talking about describing the features
and qualities of an ideal type, which inevitably misses the diversity of cultural and social reality. But the construction
of an ideal type makes it possible to identify the main, system-forming identification characteristics [...] and to trace the
relationships between them. The construction of ideal types creates the basis for a clear understanding of the dynamics of
culture and society, the recording of transitional and stable states” [1, p. 25].

The famous researcher of the relationship between intellectuals and power M. Foucault defines an intellectual
primarily on the basis of criteria that we would classify as economic and socio-structural, through compliance with three
basic features: socio-economic status; material standard of living and conditions of activity; political position taken
in relation to power [2, p. 206]. Within the framework of the functional approach, intellectuals as a group are defined
through the roles and functions, they perform in society. For example, according to the definition given in her article by
Yu.V. Golubeva: “It seems most correct to define an intellectual as a person who, thanks to his education, erudition
and constant observation of socio-political processes, makes judgments about the political situation in the state and the
world, makes forecasts of social development or participates in political activity himself” [3, p. 17]. Thus, not typological
characteristics are brought to the forefront, but mainly the functionality of the group under study.

The functional characteristics of intellectuals as a community are effective for research, since they provide an
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opportunity to reveal the substantive meanings associated with this concept through functionality. For example, researchers
note the mediating function of intellectuals in society. Thus, mediation is the starting point in the definition given by
F. Hayek. He defines an intellectual as follows: “He is not an original thinker, not a scholar or expert in a special branch of
thought. The typical intellectual does not need to have special knowledge of anything in particular, he does not even need
to be particularly intelligent, to fulfill his role as a mediator in the dissemination of ideas. What defines him is the wide
range of objects about which he can actually speak and write, and the attitude or habits by which he becomes familiar with
new ideas sooner than those to whom he addresses himself” [4, p. 372]. Thus, for Hayek, the main thing for an intellectual
is the functionality of a mediator in the dissemination and public propaganda of ideas.

According to L.V. Smorgunov, an intellectual should be defined as someone who is substantially distanced from
politics, closed in his professional activity and strives to separate the scientific and cultural-creative sphere from the
political: “An intellectual could be called a person with broad views, who went beyond the scope of his professional
intellectual work in his reflections on various subjects, while often being guided by the criteria of his own professional
environment. In a political sense, the task of an intellectual consisted in the emancipation of the sphere of science and culture from
politics” [5, p. 28]. At the same time, however, this author notes “the need for politics in value meanings” [5, p. 30], dictating
the need to turn to intellectuals in search of value-semantic legitimation and conceptual justification of certain political
actions. Thus, intellectuals are assigned a value-creating function, as well as a function of socio-cultural reproduction and
cultural legitimation.

The poststructuralist approach practices slightly different criteria for the functional definition of the term «intellectualy.
In a narrow sense [6, p. 21], an intellectual is defined as an author (of a text, i. e. any innovative cultural product that
did not exist before). Thus, to be classified as an intellectual, a person must have realized creative potential, and it is the
creation of cultural innovations that is considered the basic social function of an intellectual. In a broad interpretation,
sociological and cultural poststructuralism classifies educated people engaged in project and transformative activities in
a variety of areas as intellectuals. According to the definition of J.-P. Sartre, these are: “Scientists, engineers, doctors,
lawyers, attorneys, professors, etc. As individuals, these people are no different from other people: each of them, no
matter what he does, exposes and supports the being that he surpasses with his project of transforming it” [7]. Within
the framework of this very broad definition, intellectuals are all those who are engaged in meaning-making, creating and
transmitting both life-meaningful values, and scientific knowledge, and ideologies.

In addition, it is necessary to separately mention the role of intellectuals as interpreters of new meanings created
for society. The social functions of intellectuals also include interpretative and communicative activity in transmitting
meanings created by various cultures and communities [6, p. 24]. Here again, as we see, the mediating role of intellectuals
is highlighted, promoting mutual understanding and the interconnectedness of various cultural languages and, ultimately,
social integration due to the dialogical, discursive nature of intellectual activity. Intellectuals in society are agents of
public dialogue and disseminators of the value of dialogue as a way of solving problems.

Specific features and functions of intellectuals are thus identified and studied within the framework of a variety of
approaches, which indicates the multidimensionality and versatility of their social role. Generalizing and systematizing
the role functions and group characteristics of intellectuals, the Russian philosopher I.V. Narsky identified a number of
key characteristics that unite them. According to I.V. Narsky, such characteristics include the role functions performed by
intellectuals in modern societies — social reflection — classification and typology of social groups, comprehension, cultural
legitimation and criticism of the established social order; the presence of group self-identification, the basis of which is
involvement in the storage and transmission of special knowledge that has the status of sacred or sacralized and is not
publicly available; a complex and dual position in relation to the elite, simultaneously independent and isolated, critical,
and dependent, since intellectuals are interested in cooperation with the authorities and their ideological service, since
it is the authorities that act as the group that orders their theoretical activity. Furthermore, according to 1.V. Narsky, the
key group-forming character is also the positioning of intellectuals in relation to the mass layer of the population — the
“people”, separated from intellectuals by their “profane” status in relation to elite knowledge, but permanently being the
“addressee” and “beneficiary” of their activities, simultaneously honoring and rejecting them. In addition, as [.V. Narsky
asserts, there are institutional structures and mechanisms in society that ensure the social functioning of intellectuals and
their group integration [8].

N.N. Yarosh writes about the reconfiguration of the functional and typological characteristics of intellectuals,
emphasizing that without the initiating role of intellectuals, further modernization of society and the economy is impossible,
requiring innovative development and intellectual breakthroughs [9, p. 99]. Thinking in this vein, it is obvious that we
are talking here not so much about the value-creative role function in society and not about social reflection, but about
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developed creative intelligence, the ability to pose and solve fundamental scientific, technological and social-managerial
problems by innovative methods. This suggests that the functional aspect of the social existence of intellectuals currently
has a prevailing social significance. The importance of the expert function of intellectuals is also growing, which is
associated with the increased technological and social risk-taking inherent in high modern society, generating interest in
risks among the masses and the need for the activities of professional experts who would explain to society the degree of
danger of certain phenomena [10].

Thus, from a functional point of view, the role of intellectuals in modern society has become incomparably more
significant, their social authority, the prestige of the positions they occupy in society have increased significantly, as has
the material remuneration of their professional and social functioning. This fact determines the comfortable existence
of intellectuals in modern society, a high level of security, social demand and the willingness of society to listen to the
opinion of the epistemic community on significant issues, including those beyond purely professional activities. Intensive
intercultural and scientific communications on a global scale give intellectuals broad opportunities for professional mobility,
the formation of strong contacts with colleagues in different countries, and the receipt of various support from them. In
developed modern societies, a significant portion of intellectuals are organically integrated into the market economy, are
characterized by professional and social success, well-being in life, are socially conformist, pragmatic, financially secure,
integrated into academic and creative communities, have a high social status and public influence, as well as influence on
the authorities. At the same time, some intellectuals are characterized by non-conformism, independence of convictions
and views, and protest social positions.

Many authors clarify the definitions of such concepts as “intelligentsia” and “intellectuals”. For example, E.S. Chichin
writes about this as follows: “To designate the concept of «intelligentsia» in both Russian and foreign studies, two terms
are often used: «intelligentsia» and «intellectual». The reasons for such a loose terminology are, firstly, the tradition of
translating concepts describing the same social phenomenon from one language to another, and secondly, the social group
itself, which performs an intellectual function in society and simultaneously demonstrates heterogeneity and historical
variability, which provokes the application of both terms to it” [11, p. 56].

As S.M. Usmanov writes, one of the influential concepts of the relationship between the concepts of “intelligentsia”
and “intellectuals” connects them with theories of modernization, in the paradigm of which the intelligentsia appears
“as a product of unfinished or deformed modernization” [12, p. 42]. If in the course of classical Western modernization,
which found completion in developed modern societies (high modern societies), a socio-cultural group of intellectuals
was formed, naturally fitting into the economic and cultural context of a market society, then the intelligentsia in its
characteristic Russian form arose and developed in the conditions of permanently unfinished and recurrent modernization.
This is precisely what explains, from the point of view of these concepts, the internal contradictions of both the group
consciousness of the intelligentsia and the attitude of society towards it. The intelligentsia is characterized by a socio-
cultural duality, since, being the bearer of the values and models of modern rationality, it feels partly “outsiders” in a
society with strong traditionalist elements, but at the same time it feels its duty to the people and its connection with them.

As S.M. Usmanov rightly notes, the “cultural studies of the intelligentsia” [12, p. 41] allows us to reveal deeper
differences between the intelligentsia and intellectuals, while “both the “sociology of the intelligentsia” and the “cultural
studies of the intelligentsia” definitely differentiate between intellectuals and intellectuals by their position in society, by
their value orientations, and by their purpose” [12, p. 41]. The same is true for the sociology of culture, which combines
both perspectives and particularly emphasizes the difference in the value-cultural component of the intelligentsia and
intellectuals. In this regard, the position of V.I. Abrosimov is interesting, according to whom the Russian intelligentsia,
in particular, represents, first of all, a cultural community that, due to the action of historical and socio-cultural factors,
has combined a specific axiology with a distinct orientation toward modernism and social rationality. He writes: “The
typological features of the intelligentsia characterize it as a cultural community, which is a distinctive feature of Russia and
is identified by the following features: 1) a specific axiology based on the syncretism of secularized values of Orthodox
culture (selflessness, non-acquisitiveness, priority of supra-personal goals, collectivism and mutual assistance, everyday
asceticism, constant spiritual search) and the values inherent in this group as an intellectual elite and contrasting it with
all other social groups in Russia (rationality as a principle of thinking and organizing social order, civic consciousness,
professionalism, freethinking, social criticism); 2) a model of behavior that combines civic, political and cultural activity
with a high level of individual reflection and existential anxiety (“sick conscience™); 3) the value-ideological nature of the
sensation and manifestation of social subjectivity” [1, p. 25].

In our opinion, Abrosimov’s study exhaustively reveals the cultural ambivalence of the intelligentsia of non-Western
societies. This explains the discomfort of social existence and self-positioning of the intelligentsia, which is unable to
radically break away from the value foundations of traditional culture with its ethos of service and collectivist behavioral
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patterns, but at the same time bases its activities to promote social rationality on these axiological constructs. This position
is in principle consistent with S. Usmanov’s opinion that “it is necessary to increase attention specifically to the cultural aspects
of the analysis of self-awareness and activities of both the Russian intelligentsia and Western intellectuals™” [12, p. 43].

Discussion and Conclusion. There is a research tradition of contrasting two ideal-typological constructs: the
intelligentsia has been firmly and long associated with the Russian cultural tradition, which developed under conditions
of a long-term absence (or weakness) of civil society, unfinished and constantly renewed modernization, an obvious or
latent socio-cultural split of society into a minority (the intelligentsia), oriented toward social rationality and individual
development, and the majority (the mass layer of the population), living according to traditional stereotypes. Intellectuals
are considered as an ideal type that meets the conditions of the Western cultural world, integral, free from internal
contradictions, integrated into a developed civil society, using the established system of institutional mechanisms that
ensure freedom of expression of ideas and cross-border professional communication, a high level of material security and
social comfort.

However, at present such an ideal-typical division no longer corresponds to the changed situation. Nevertheless,
modern society still needs the participation of intellectuals in the process of production and promotion of values and
ideas, including political ones, in overcoming the value vacuum and cultural disintegration that arose during the reforms.
Society needs values that are viable in the modern globalizing world, which could become new historical reference
points. There is also a need for the legitimizing function of intellectuals, for them to perform an expert role not only in
professional activities, but also in the civil sphere.

This determines the necessity and prospects of further research into intellectuals as a modern Russian and global reality,
their functionality in the changing social conditions of their interaction with society and the state, and the ruling elites.
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