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• EVALD ILYENKOV THE IDEAL

It is not a mental 
representation or subjective 

idea, but a form of social 
objectivity embodied in 

human activity and material 
practices (through labour). 

It exists in the historically 
developed forms of culture, 
objects, and social relations 

through which human beings 
collectively organize and 
reproduce their world.



CENTRAL QUESTION: 
WHO SHAPES THE 

IDEAL?

Technofeudal (platform capitalism) power is not 
merely a struggle over information or ideology.

It increasingly operates through the material and 
algorithmic organisation of the Ideal itself 

Ilyenkov helps us explain the objective, socially 
embodied character of the Ideal. 

Gramsci helps us explain the political organisation of 
how Ideal and reproduce itself through hegemony



THE MEETING THAT NEVER TOOK PLACE

• Gramsci and Ilyenkov developed in separated intellectual 
genealogies and political geographies.

• Gramsci remained marginal to Soviet philosophical orthodoxy 
during Ilyenkov’s active years (50s-70s)

• Ideologically „wrong” and problematic („western”, „revisionist”), 
politically dangerous

• Ilyenkov position in Soviet Philosophy was already precarious 
and problematic



TWO HALVES OF 
HEGEL 

Gramsci and Ilyenkov each focus on one side of 
Hegel’s system  

Ilyenkov -  onto-epistemological dialectic

Gramsci – historical-sociopolitical dialectic

They complete each other, but historical contingency 
kept them apart.

Together: the material constitution of the Ideal and 
the political struggle over its social organization



GRAMSCI’S 
„HALF” OF 

HEGEL 

(The Ideal) as a place of struggle  

(Lenin: Весь вопрос—кто кого опередит?

The whole question is—who will overtake 
whom?

(The Ideal) - historical and political praxis 



• Antonio Gramsci’s Prison 

Notebooks: “The crisis consists 

precisely in the fact that the 

old is dying and the new 

cannot be born; in this 

interregnum a great variety of 

morbid symptoms [fenomeni 

morbosi] appear.”



ILYENKOV’S HALF OF HEGEL 

Revitalisation of dialectic (back to Lenin from 
„Philosophical Notebooks), 

critic of Soviet Ortodoxy 

The Ideal - objective, social-material form of 
Things and reality transformed by human 
activity, objective, socially embodied form, 
(Spinoza+Hegel)  

Missing piece: a theory of political struggle 
and organization and consent



ILENKOV’S  IDEAL CAN BE UNDERSTOOD AS SITUATED, SOCIALLY 
MEDIATED SYSTEMS-HOLISTIC THINKING: 

A MODE OF THOUGHT THAT RECONSTRUCTS A CONCRETE WHOLE 
THROUGH ITS RELATIONS, CONTRADICTIONS, AND DEVELOPMENT









«Мы видим и слышим глазами и ушами всех наших друзей, 

всех людей, всего рода человеческого...»

“We see and hear through the eyes and ears of all our friends, 

of all people, of the entire humanity.”





ILYENKOV NEEDS GRAMSCI ….



ILYENKOV SPEAKS „GRAMSCI” BUT 
DIDN’T REALIZE IT



WHY WE NEED THEIR DIALOGUE?
AND WHERE THEY MEET?

Ilyenkov critique of cybernetic and Gramsci critique of 
Fordism and discussion with futurism are good departing 
point for critique of technofeudalism/platform capitalism  

Together they provide: Complete ontoepistemology and 
sociopolitics of Ideal   



ILYENKOV WAS 
RIGHT—BUT WHAT 

ABOUT MIGHT?

Ilyenkov explains the social and 
material constitution of the 

Ideal.

Gramsci adds hegemony, 
organization, consent, and the 
formation of collective actors.



WHY WE NEED THEIR 
DIALOGUE?

AND WHERE THEY 
MEET?

Both provide activist approach, treating philosophy, dialectic as a form 
of pedagogy

Learning as a contradiction as the condition of development 
of  thinking (Ilyenkov)

The pedagogy for moving from Senso commune (common sense)  
toward senso buono (a cohesive, critical consciousness) is an active, 
transformative process designed to overcome hereronomy and 
transform it into autonomy (Gramsci).

Active and Transformative Research (Pedagogy) (Self) education and 
self-emancipation of potential subaltern groups. 

„Organic intellectuals” as „organ” of Ideal (Ilyenkov in Zagorsk)





WHY (RE)THEORIZE 
„THE IDEAL” 

TODAY?

Politics in technofeudalism increasingly 
operates through algorithmic 
procedures

Algorithms organize perception and 
actions and materiality

We need a framework which brings 
together „Ideal” and „Hegemony” to be 
able to grasp this new ontohegemonic 
reality of technofeudalism



G R A M S C I : ( T H E  I D E A L )  -  
H I S TO R I C A L  A N D  P O L I T I C A L  

P R A X I S  
C O M M O N  S E N S E   A S  
P O L I T I C A L  P RO B L E M

Hegemony works through 
reproduction of common sense

Senso comune can make a historically 
specific social order appear natural.

The pedagogical task is to transform 
fragmented common sense into a 
more coherent, critical consciousness.





ILYENKOV VS 
CYBERNETICS





THERE IS NO GOFAI ANYMORE



THE APPROPRIATION 
/PLATFORMISATION 

OF THE IDEAL

LLMs and digital platforms increasingly appropriate 
the socially produced forms of knowledge, language, 
and collective intelligence. 

By controlling the infrastructures through which these 
forms are reproduced, circulated, and transformed, 
platform capitalism turns the collective intellectual 
capacities of society into privately owned and 
managed resources. 

The struggle over the Ideal thus becomes a struggle 
over the technological conditions of thought itself.



THE ALGORITHMIC ORGANISATION
OF THE IDEAL

 IDEAL: ILYENKOV UPDATE

Algorithms stabilize, scale and 
automate human practices

Ideal becomes at least partially 
computationally programmed

The cybernetic reduction 
becomes ontological fact



PLATFORMS AS 
HEGEMONIC 

APPARATUSES

Ranking, recommendation, visibility, and 
interface design shape public attention.

Subjects as algorithmic objects

Platforms can amplify, normalize, or marginalize 
particular interpretations.

Consent manufactured through infrastructures

These mechanisms interact with economic 
power, institutions, and existing common 
sense.



IDEAL AS A PLACE OF STRUGGLE

How move from  „Ilyenkovs notion of Ideal” from just 
mere  Philosophy  to became a as form of collective 
knowledge?

How to learn „The Ideal” to overcome alienated 
representations of itself?



ALGORITHMIC AGNOTOLOGY

Reduction and  epistemic 
narrowing leads to 
ontological erosion (anti 
Zagorsk)
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