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There is a growing cultural movement, especially in some Western intellectual and Ukrainian circles, to 
critically re-evaluate—or even "dismantle"—Fyodor Dostoyevsky’s status as a towering figure in 
world literature, and this shift does appear to combine literary critique with political and emotional 
undercurrents. 
 
1. Literary vs. Political Reassessment 
Traditionally, Dostoyevsky has been revered for his psychological depth, philosophical insight, and moral 
probing. But recent critiques argue that his works reflect a worldview rooted in authoritarianism, 
religious nationalism, and anti-Western sentiment—all values that have become increasingly 
contentious in the context of: 

• Russia’s invasion of Ukraine 
• The resurgence of Russian imperial narratives 
• The broader critique of colonial or chauvinistic tendencies in classic literature 

 
2. Emotional and Political Drivers 
These reassessments are not purely academic; they are often driven by current geopolitical realities: 

• Ukrainian scholars and cultural critics have pushed back against Russian literature being 
positioned as universal or morally authoritative, especially when figures like Dostoyevsky are 
seen as part of a cultural apparatus that undergirded imperialism. 

• Some critics point to Dostoyevsky’s own writings, where he expresses pan-Slavist, anti-
Catholic, and anti-European views, which they argue mirror some of the ideological 
foundations of modern Russian aggression. 

 
3. Key Criticisms 

• Nationalism and Slavophilism: Dostoyevsky was a vocal advocate of Orthodox Christian Slavic 
unity, often positioned against Western liberalism and rationalism. Critics say this fosters a 
chauvinistic worldview. 

• Anti-Polish, anti-Semitic, and xenophobic elements: These appear in some of his essays and 
characters, which are now being revisited with less tolerance. 

• Messianism: His idea of Russia having a divine mission to save humanity is seen as a precursor 
to modern Russian exceptionalism. 

 
4. Counterarguments 
Many scholars and defenders argue that: 

• Dostoyevsky’s fictional characters often debate and challenge these ideologies, and he presents 
them with nuance, not simple propaganda. 

• The moral and spiritual depth of his novels transcends politics and continues to offer universal 
value. 

• Reducing his work to ideology risks flattening its complexity and using contemporary politics as 
a blunt instrument of cultural judgment. 

 



5. Wider Context: De-Russification 
This movement is part of a broader “de-Russification” of culture, especially in Eastern Europe, where 
Russian literature, language, and influence are being re-examined, removed, or marginalized in reaction 
to Russia’s recent actions. 

 
 
Summary: 
The movement to dismantle Dostoyevsky’s literary status stems not only from literary critique but from 
deep emotional and political responses to Russia’s contemporary actions and the ideological roots 
found in its cultural icons. It’s not just about Dostoyevsky the writer, but what he is seen to represent—
a symbol of Russian imperial thought wrapped in spiritual and psychological genius. The debate now is 
whether great literature can—or should—be separated from the ideology of its author and time. 
  



SUMMARY of current academic and public voices involved in the movement to re-evaluate or 
dismantle Dostoyevsky’s legacy, along with their key arguments and contexts. 
 
��� Leading Voices and Arguments in Dostoyevsky Reassessment 
🇺🇺🇺🇺 Ukrainian Intellectuals and Cultural Institutions 

• Context: Since Russia’s 2022 invasion, Ukrainian thinkers have led a push to decolonize 
education and culture by removing Russian imperial figures from schools, libraries, and public 
life. 

• Key Voices: 
o Volodymyr Yermolenko (Ukrainian philosopher and writer): 

 Argues that Dostoyevsky’s ideas helped justify Russian imperialism. 
 Highlights Dostoyevsky’s belief in Russia’s moral superiority and divine mission, 

calling it dangerous and foundational to today’s Russian aggression. 
o Ukrainian Institute (Kyiv): 

 Supports initiatives to remove Russian authors from curriculums, including 
Dostoyevsky, citing cultural occupation. 

 
��� Western Academics and Writers 
1. Postcolonial and Decolonial Critics 

• Argument: Russian literature has historically occupied a colonial role in Eastern Europe and 
Central Asia, often suppressing local cultures and voices. 

• Key Voices: 
o Ewa Thompson (Polish-American scholar, Rice University): 

 Points out that Russian literature, including Dostoyevsky, functioned as an 
imperial tool by shaping the “center” while marginalizing the “periphery.” 

 Argues that the reverence for Russian classics in the West often ignores this 
power dynamic. 

o Madina Tlostanova (postcolonial theorist from the Caucasus): 
 Explores how Russian writers like Dostoyevsky express imperial nostalgia and 

cultural chauvinism. 
2. Progressive and Left-Wing Literary Critics 

• Some younger literary voices (especially on social media and in leftist journals) highlight 
Dostoyevsky’s: 

o Sexism and problematic portrayals of women 
o Anti-Semitic and xenophobic undertones in some characters and essays 
o Elitist spiritualism that can verge on reactionary politics 

 
��� Public Figures and Media Commentary 

• Public critics include some journalists, writers, and influencers from Ukraine, Poland, and the 
Baltic states who associate Dostoyevsky with: 

o Cultural hegemony of Russia 
o Spiritual justification for violence ("Russia suffers for the world") 
o The myth that Russian culture is inherently deep, soulful, and superior 

• Example: In 2022, some Ukrainian universities and cities began banning Dostoyevsky’s works in 
public education and public spaces, aligning him with colonial oppression, much like how some 
Western institutions reconsider Confederate monuments. 

 



������� Counterarguments by Defenders of Dostoyevsky 
• Orlando Figes (British historian): 

o Warns against instrumentalizing literature for current political agendas. 
o Emphasizes Dostoyevsky’s universal moral questions and existential themes. 

• Gary Saul Morson (Northwestern University): 
o Notes that Dostoyevsky's characters often challenge his own ideology. 
o Points out the moral ambiguity and philosophical exploration in his works. 

 
�� In Summary: 

• The criticism of Dostoyevsky today is part of a larger cultural realignment—especially in post-
Soviet states—toward decolonizing education, rejecting imperial narratives, and asserting 
suppressed identities. 

• His detractors argue that he served as a literary architect of Russian exceptionalism. 
• His defenders argue that reducing him to politics misses the complexity and enduring moral-

philosophical power of his work. 
 


