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OpurnuHaIHU HAy4HU paj

JAEMOI'PAOUYECKHUE U COIUAJIBHO-9KOHOMHWYECKHUE JIETEPMUHAHTDBI
3THOKYJIBTYPHOI'O JJUAJIOTA B COBPEMEHHOM POCCHUU:
B3IUIAAl TEOT PA®A-OBIIECTBOBEJIA

Aunexcanap leoprueBuy J{pyskunun’

! Acconmarn poccuiickux reorpados-odimectBoBenoB (API'O) u Cesepo-Kaskazckuit HUM sxoHOMUUeCKuX u
conuaibHbIX pobiiem KOxHOro denepanbHOro yHusepcurera, Poccus

AnHoTanusi: PaccMoTpeHbI BakHEHIIHE 1eMOTrpadUIecKie U COIMATbHO-3KOHOMUYECCKOE (PAKTOPBI AITHOKYJIBTYPHOTO
JMaora B CoBpeMeHHOM Poccuu: penomynsius, (BKJIF0YAast OTIEPEIKAIOIICe COKPALICHUE YACICHHOCTH PYCCKOIO 3THOCA)
u TpaHchopManus STHOIEMOrpaUUICCKOW CTPYKTYpPbI, PETHOHAIM3ANUS W POCT TCPPUTOPHAIBLHOTO COIHANIBHO-
9KOHOMHUYECKOTO HEPABEHCTBA, MHO3THUYCCKHE (B TOM YHUCIIC U TPAHCTPAaHUYHBIC) MUrparun. [loka3zaHo, 4T0 TCHICHIUS
pocTa MOJUMATHUYHOCTH PoccuM HOCHUT YCTOWYMBBIM XapakTep, a €€ Y4€T JO/DKEH CTaTh OCHOBOW JIOJTOCPOYHOM
MHOTOBEKTOPHOW T'€OIMOIIMTUYECKON, TEOIKOHOMUYECKOM U T€OKYJIBTYPHOU CTpaTeruueckol akTMBHOCTH Poccuiickoit
®enepanuu B Metaperuone EBpazus.
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Abstract: The paper discusses relevant demographic and social-economic factors of ethno-cultural dialogue in modern
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BBEJIEHUE

CoBpemennasi Poccust — crpana OonbIInx
(MacmTaOHBIX 1O CBOUM aMIUIUTYAaM H
CJIEJICTBUSIM) M3MEHEHUH M CYILIECTBEHHEHIINX
TEPPUTOPUATIBHBIX COLIMAIBHO-3KOHOMHYECKHUX
koHTpactoB (/[pyxxunun, Konocos, [llyBainos,
2012, c. 336). IIpocTpaHcTBEeHHAss OpraHU3ALIUS
POCCHICKOT0 00IIIECTBA AMHAMUYHA, HepapXUIHa
U KpallHE YCIIOXHEHa, 4YTO IPEeaoNpeaeiseT
MHOT000Opa3ue pPEeruoHAJIbHBIX M JIOKAJIBHBIX

INTRODUCTION

Modern Russia is a country of vast (by
its amplitudes and results) changes and
significant territorial social-economic contrast
(Apyxunun, Konocos, Illysanos, 2012, c.
336). Spatial organization of Russian society
is dynamic, hierarchical, and most complex,
which determines the diversity of its regional
and local ethno-cultural dialogue contexts of
which most relevant are as follows:
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CUTyallUd OSTHOKYJBTYPHOTO JHajiora,
BOXXHEUIIUMHM COCTaBJISIOUIMMU KOTOPOrO B
HACTOSIIIEE BPEMSI BBICTYTAIOT:

- B3aMMOJECHUCTBUE PYCCKOW KYJIBTYpPbI C
ATHOKYJIBTYPHBIMHU KOMIUIEKCAMU IPYTHX HAPOJIOB
MHOTOHaIMOHAIbHOM Poccuu (qaHHble nepenucu
2010 roma BmMermarot rHbopMmaruro o 200 Hapoiam;
JIOJISL PYCCKUX B OOLIEH YUCICHHOCTH HACEICHUS
cocTtaBisieT 1oyt 78 %, B COBOKYIIHOCTHU C
OCTaJIbHBIMU CJIaBSHCKUMH HApPOJIAMU JOCTHUTas
80 %; B aTHOIEMOTpahUUECKON CTPYKTYPE CTPAHBI
TaKKe BECOMA JIOJIS «TEOPKCKOM COCTABIISFOLIEN
— 8,4 %, aBTOXTOHHBIX HapojoB CeBepHOro
KaBkaza — 4,5 %; B HECKOJILKO MEHBIIIEH CTENEHU
MpeACTaBICHbI ATHOCH 3akaBka3bs — 1,4 %, a
TaKXe MPEeICTaBUTENHN (PUHHO-YTOPCKUX HAPOJIOB
- okoJ10 2 %);

- MEXKOH(ECCHOHATHHOE B3aMMOJCHCTBHE
(MCXO0/1s1 M3 ITHUYECKOTO COCTaBa HACEJICHUS, A0S
MOTEeHIMATbHBIX NpuBepskeH1eB [IpaBociaBus Ha
Tepputopuu Poccutickoit Deneparyiv MOKeT ObITh
otieHeHa B 84 %, Mcnama —10,5-11,0 %, byyiuzma
—0,6 %, Ilporecrantusma — 0,2 %, Katonummszma
u Uynausma —no 0,1 %).

bynyun gpunsa Poccum TpaauMIIMOHHO
(byHIaMEHTAIBbHOM, «CTEP)KHEBOID, POOIEMaTHKa
STHOKYJIBTYPHOTO auajora oOpena ocolyro
AKTyaJbHOCTh B TIOCTCOBETCKHMH TEPHUO/I.
Pacnan CCCP, nosiBieHME HOBBIX TPAHUIl U
TEONOJIUTUYECKUX CYOBEKTOB (MOBJIEKIINX 32
c000#l TMepeopHEHTAINI0 XO3SUCTBEHHBIX U
TYMaHUTAPHBIX CBS3EH, PACUJICHEHUE MPEK]IEe
€MHOTO T'€O3THOKYJIBTYPHOIO MPOCTPAHCTBA),
MAacCOBBIE MUTpAllMU, POCT 3THUYECKOTO U
KOH(peCCHOHAILHOTO CaMOCO3HAHUS, KOPPEKIIHS
MO3UIUI CTPaHbl B MEXTyHAPOTHOM Pa3/IeJICHUU
TpyZa ¥ pOCT IEHTPO-Tiepr(epUHHBIX TPATUCHTOB,
JOMUHUPYIOIIAsi YCTAHOBKA Ha SKOHOMUYECKYIO
BBIrOAY (mpuuéM, B NOAABIAIOLIEH Macce
CUTYalluH, TPYMIIOBYIO, IEPCOHNU(DUITUPOBAHHYO)
— BCE 3TO OIArONPHUSITCTBYET TEPPUTOPHAIBHOM
COLMATbHO-9KOHOMUUYECKOW (parMeHTannu
(B TOM umMclie M aHKJIaBU3AlUH), CYyIIECTBEHHO
MoaudUIpys 6a30BbIC YCIOBHUS XO3SIHCTBOBAHUS,
COIMAIILHO-/IEMOTPa(pUueCcKoro 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
STHUYECKOTO BOCIIPOU3BOACTBA U MEXKKYIIBTYPHOTO
Jaliora.
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- relationship between the Russian
culture and other peoples’ ethno-culture
within the multinational Russian state
(2010 census provides information for 200
peoples; Russians make almost 78 % of
total population and 80% with other Slavic
nations; “Turkish population” makes a large
portion of the ethno-demographic structure
in the country - 8,4%, and the autonomous
peoples of North Caucasus make 4,5%; other
peoples of Caucasian region make 1,4%, and
Finno-Ugric peoples make around 2% of total
population),

- and relationship among different
religions (from the ethnical affiliation of the
population point of view the structure is as
follows: Orthodox population makes around
84%, Islamic — 10,5-11,0%, Buddhist — 0,6%,
Protestant — 0,2%, Catholic and Judaist — 0,1%
each).

Traditionally, Russia has had crucial
problems with ethno-cultural dialogue, which
were in the limelight during the post-Soviet
period. Breakup of USSR, new boundaries
and geopolitical subjects that caused shift
in commercial and human relationships,
disintegration of the previous uniform geo-
ethno-cultural space, mass migrations, rise of
ethnic and religious awareness, shift in the
country’s position at the international labor
distribution scene and growth of central-
peripheral components, as well as the finance-
oriented interests (mostly group-oriented
and personified) — all these favored the
territorial social-economic fragmentation (and
enclavization) and crucially modified basic
conditions of commerce, social-demographic,
and ethnic formation, including intercultural
dialogue.
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AHAJIMTUYECUM 1 CUHTE3HBIN
[IOAXO/I K OIIPEJIEJIEHHOM
[TPOBJIEMATUKE

Baxueimum ¢aktopoMm (M TPEHIOM)
MOCTCOBETCKUX 3THOIEMOTPaUIECKIX N3MEHEHUI
BBICTYIIAET, B YaCTHOCTH, YCTONUMBAs IETIOMYIISALNS
MOABJIAIOLIEN YacTh Teppuropun Poccuiickoit
®eneparmu. C 1989 no 2010 rr. Hacenenue Poccun
cokparuiock Ha 4117 Teic. (wnu Ha 2,8 %), npuuém
MHTEHCUBHOCThH mpouecca B 2002 - 2010 rr
0Ka3aJlach CyIIECTBEHHO BbIIIE (283 ThIC. YETIOBEK,
B CPEIHEM, €KETOHO), YEM B IIPEILIECTBY O
MexrepenucHoi nepuon (142 teic.). 3ameTum,
KCTaTH, 4YTO POCCUICKas NENOMyISIUs (IIPOSIBIISs
ce0st Kak JTOJrOBPEMEHHbI MHEPLIUOHHBIN TPEH]T C
NPUCYIIMMH €My KOHKPETHBIMU reorpa(puaecKumMu
CJICZICTBUSIMU U MPOSIBIICHUSIMH ) UMEET HE TOJIBKO
a0COJIFOTHOE, HO M COOTHOCHUTEIbHOE, OoJjiee
MacITabHOE MO CBOEH PETPOCTIEKTHBE U3MEPEHHE.
3a 1900 - 2010 rr. nonst Poccuu (B €€ COBpeMEHHBIX
TEPPUTOPHUAIBHBIX «paMKax») B MHPOBOM
HacejgeHuu cHu3uiaack ¢ 4,5 go 2 %. K 2050
rojly JJaHHBIM IOKa3aTejlb, CONNIACHO aBTOPCKUM
pacuéram, He npeBbIcuT 1,5 % (Apyxunun, 2012,
c.3-16).

Becb nocrcoBerckuii neprosi 00JIBIIMHCTBO
peruoHoB llentpansHoir Poccum m VYpana
WHTEHCHUBHO TEpsUIO HacelieHue (PUCYHOK). 3a
1989 -2010 rr. va 3,5 mutH. (w14 %) cokparunach
YHCJICHHOCTh JXuTedeil pernoHoB Cubupu u
Hanbaero Bocrtoka, 3HaMeHys coOoi oOmImii
«CIIBUM» IeMOorpaduueckoro NoTeHIMaa Ha 3amna/,
B €BPOIICUCKUI METapEruOH CTPaHbI. YIEIbHBIN
BEC a3MaTCKUX PalilOHOB B YHCIIEHHOCTU HACEJICHUS
Poccun, HEyKIOHHO pOCHIMII Ha MPOTSKEHUU
IOYTH BCEM COBETCKOW 3IOXU U JOCTUTIIMK B
1980-¢ ronp! (ot urora no roraamuein PCOCP)
MOYTH Y4, 32 IBA/ILIATH JIET COKpaTuiics 1o 1/5.

ANALYSIS AND SYNTHESIS OF THE
PROBLEM APPROACH

The crucial factor (and trend) of post-
Soviet ethno-demographic changes was the
somewhat constant depopulation on most
Russian Federation territory. From 1989 to
2010, Russian population decreased per 4,
117 people (or 2, 8%) and the process was
intensified during 2002 — 2010 period (283,
000 annual average) in comparison with
the previous census period (142,000). It is
noticeable that Russian population (a long-
term inert trend of specific consequences and
manifestations) had not only absolute but also
relatively bigger retrospective figures. For
1989-2010 period, Russian population ratio
within total global population decreased from
4,5 % to 2 % (within the country’s modern
borders). The indicators for 2050 are in
compliance with the author’s calculations of
1,5 % (Apyxunun, 2012, c. 3—16).

During the post-Soviet period, most
central Russia and Ural region intensively
lost population (see the map). During
1989 — 2010 period, population of Siberia
and Far East decreased per 3, 5 million (or
14%) and the general ,,shift” of demographic
potential was westward into European mega
region. Population growth in Asian region
kept growing during Soviet rule and in 1980
reached Y of total population but in the next
20 years it decreased per 1/5.
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Kapma 1. H3menenue uucnennocmu nacenenus pecuornos Poccuu sa 1989-2010 ze.
Map 1. Changes in population number of Russia region for 1989 -2010 period

Ha ¢one BbIpa)keHHOTO «00€3/I0AEeBaHUM
MIOAABJIAIONIEN YacTH TEPPUTOPUHU CTPAHBI,
HaceJleHue (BHE 3aBUCMMOCTH OT €TI0 STHUUECKOM 1
KOH(pecCHoHaIbHOM MPUHAIEXHOCTH) YCTOHUMBO
KOHIIEHTPUPYETCSI B HEMHOTUX JIUAMPYIOLINX
B COLIMAJIbHO-DKOHOMUYECKOM OTHOLIEHUHU
peruoHax u ypOoaHUCTUYECKHX LEHTpax (KPYIHBIX
TOPOJICKHX arfioMeparysx), BcE B Oosee 3aMEeTHOM
Mepe BBICTYMAIOIINX, B 3TON CBA3H, «(HOKycaMm»
MOJIMAITHUYECKUX B3aUMOAEHCTBUI.

Cnenyer y4MThIBaTb, YTO B COBPEMEHHOMU
Poccun nputArarensHOCTb I HACEIEHNs TOM Win
MHOM KOHKPETHON TEPPUTOPUH ITPEAOTIPEAEIISIOTCS
HanuuueM y He€ 3((EeKTUBHBIX NMPOU3BOJCTB
(OprEeHTHPOBAaHHBIX, IPEXE BCETO, HA IKCIOPT),
e€ oOmeil «aemorpaduyeckoit Maccon»,
JIOKaJIM3alye KpyIHbIX TOPOJICKUX arioMepali,
Pa3BUTOCThIO HH(ppacTpyKTypbl. CTonb xe
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Aswe speak of the intensive ,,depopulation®
of most of the country’s territory, the
population (regardless of the ethnical and
religious affiliation) keep concentrating in
several regions with predominant social-
economic relations and large urban centers
(huge city agglomerations) in which poly-
ethnical relations prevail.

It should be taken into account that
inhabitation in modern Russia depends on
a territory’s efficient production (export-
oriented), the general “demographic mass”,
localization of large city agglomerations,
traffic availability of capital cities, and
infrastructural development. Furthermore,
it is crucial that a territory is rich in traffic
availability of capital cities and logistic
centers (Sankt-Petersburg, Vladivostok,
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CYLIECTBEHHbl TPAHCIOPTHAsI TOCTYNHOCTb OT
CTOJIMLBI U JAPYIMX Ba)KHEHIINX JIOTUCTUYECKUX
ueHTpoB (Cankr-IletepOypra, BnaauBocroxa,
Kamuuunrpana, Hosopoccuiicka, PoctoBa-na-/Iony
U JIp.), a TaKXKe JIMHUWA BHEIIHEIKOHOMUYECKOM
KOMMYHHKaIUH, 3Q()EeKTHBHOCTh MEHEPKMEHTA,
UMUK Tepputopun. BosMokHOCTH pasBuTHS
SKOHOMMKH U COCTOSIHUE CHUCTEMBI PACCEJICHUSI B
OoJ1ee 3HAYUTETBHOM Mepe (YeM paHee B COBETCKHI
IIEPUO/T) 3aBUCAT U OT IPUPOAHO-KIUMATUUECKUX
YCJIOBH, UMEIOLIENCS] peCypCHOM 0a3bl, BKIIOYAs
IIPOTYKTUBHOCTB CEJIbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX 3eMeb. B
MOCTCOBETCKOI Poccuu cyiecTBeHHBIM (pakTopom
COLIMAJIbHO-3KOHOMHUYECKOIO ycIiexa TEpPUTOPUN
SBIISIETCS U €€ CTaTyC, YTO HanOOJIee XapaKTepHO JUIs
T'OPOJIOB: B HOBOM apXUTEKTOHUKE TEPPUTOPHAILHOM
OpraHu3alliy POCCUICKOro OOILIECTBA B BHIMIPHIIIE
OKa3aJMCh TIJAaBHBIM OOpa3oM CTOJHUIBI, B
nepByl0 odepenpr ¢enepanbHbie. He ciydaiino,
OCHOBHBIM JIEMOTpa(UUECKUM aTTPaKTOpPOM B
obmiepoccuiickom MacTade BeicTymaet I. Mocksa,
4Yb€ HACEJIEHUE 32 JIBA MEKIIEPENUCHBIX MEPUOA
BbIpociio Ha 30 %; ¢ 1989 roga MockBUYaMu CTau
He MeHee 4,5 MJIH. MUTPAHTOB, YTO SKBUBAJIEHTHO
40 % naceneHus ropoja.

KonTpacTtHa (B cONOCTaBIE€HHUHU CO
CPEIHEPOCCHICKON ) U CUTYAIHA B Psi/IE PECITyOIHMK
Cesepnoro KaBka3za, ub€ NpenMyIIECTBEHHO
arpapHO€ HaceJeHHe Oarogapsi COXpaHsoOLIEMycs
BBICOKOMY €CTECTBEHHOMY IPHUPOCTY
(mocturaromemy B PecnyOnuke Murymerus u
UYeuenckoii Pecrryomuke 27-30 %o) 32 TOCTCOBETCKMIA
niepro] Beipociio Oonee uem Ha 30 %.

Bxnrouenne B coctaB PO HOBOCO31aHHOTO
(u, GesycnoBHO, Tsarorerouiero k IOry Poccum)
KpeiMckoro ¢enepansHoro okpyra (2,3 MIH.
xKHUTenel) emé penbeHee BBICBETHIIO FOTO-
3ara/IHbI BEKTOP «IIepeToKa» HaceneHus Poccun,
OJTHOBPEMEHHO YCWJIHMBAs aucOaIaHC MEXIY
COLMAJIbHBIMU IIPUOPUTETAMU (M OXKHJIAHUSIMU)
FO’KHO-POCCHHCKHX TEPPUTOPHIA U MX (DAKTUYECKUMH
SKOHOMUYECKHUMHU TPEHIAMH ¥ BO3MOYKHOCTSAMU.

B nocnenHee gecATHIETHE  TEMIIbI
€CTeCTBEHHON YOBUIM HaceleHUus (OCHOBHOM
IPUYMHBI JETIONY/ISALUN) B OOLIEPOCCUICKOM
MaciITade MOCTENEHHO CoKpaluarrcsa. Tem He
MeHee, JaXXe B OTHOCHUTEIBHO OJaronoiydHble

Kaliningrad, Novorossiysk, Rostov, etc.)
including foreign economic communications,
management efficiency, and territory’s image.
Economic growth and migration system now
depend more on the natural-climate conditions
than they used to during the Soviet period
(resource bases, productivity of agricultural
land). In post-Soviet Russia, a key factor of
the social-economic success of a territory
was its status, which was most typical of
cities. The recent architecture of territorial
organization of Russian society was most
favorable for federal capital cities. It is not by
chance that the key demographic attractor was
Moscow, the population of which between the
two censuses grew per 30%; and ever since
1989 Moscow has had more than 4,5 million
migrants, i.e. 40% of total city population.

In comparison with central Russia, the
situation is quite opposite in a whole range of
North Caucasus republics, where population
is mostly agricultural and birth rates are high
(up to 27-30%0 in Ingushetia and Chechen
Republic) as they grew per more than 30%
in post-Soviet period.

Russian Federation now covers the
territory of Crimea federal county (which
undoubtedly belongs to southern Russia,
with 2,3 million people) and the south-east
population migrations became even more
diverse. At the same time, the misbalance
among social priorities has grown in south
Russian territories, including the economic
trends and options.

Over the last decade, the natural loss of
population (the key reason for depopulation)
has generally decreased. Still, during the
relatively successful period of 2010 — 2013,
22 regions in the country have suffered natural
loss coefficient of 5%0, and nine other regions
it was more than 3%0. Besides, the second
decade of 21st century is facing the natural fall
(affected by ,,demographic wave®) that will
surely grow, and depopulation (prolongation
of modern social-demographic conditions of
»Zero” age) will reach its previous peak along
with the corresponding process of ,,ethnical
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2010-2013 rr. B 22 pernonax crpanbl KO3 HuIueHT
€CTECTBEHHOU yOBLTH MPEBBIIIAI 5%o; B €IIE TEBATH
—ocrasajics Belle 3 %o. Bripouem, k KOHILy BTOpOro
necsituneTust XXI Beka ectecTBeHHast YObLIb (1071
BoznelcTBueM 3(ddexra «aeMorpapuueckoi
BOJIHBI») BHOBb HEH30€KHO BO3pacTéT, a
Jenonyysauus (Ipu IOpOJIOHralluyd COBPEMEHHBIX
COLIMATBHO-TIEMOT pa(pUUEeCKIX YCIIOBHI «HYIEBBIX»
TOJIOB) TIPAKTUIECKH IIOBCEMECTHO 0OPETET OBLTYIO
CHJIy, PAaBHO KaK U KOPPECIOHAMPYIOIINN C HEH,
II0CJIE/IOBATENbHO Pa3BOPAYMBAIOIIMIACS MTPOLIECC
«3THUYECKOTO 3aMELICHUsA», B CBOK OYepellb
YpeBaThblii STHOKYJIBTYPHBIMH TPaHC(HOPMAIUSIMH
Y 3THOMNOJIUTUYECKUMH PUCKAMU.

Baknenmmii, HaIIpsIMyIo IPOELHUPYIOLIUICS
Ha MacmTad U reorpaduio BHYTPUPOCCHIICKOTO
STHOKYJIBTYPHOIO JHAiora acnekT pOCCHUCKOMN
JENOMYIISALMY — OEPEKAOLLIEE (32 MEKIIEPEUCHON
nepuoa — Ha 4,4 %) coKpalleHue YUCICHHOCTU
rocygapctsoobpasyromero 3THOca  —
COOCTBEHHO PYCCKOTO HAacelIeHHs. 3a MOCIEIHUMA
MesxnepenucHoi nepuof (2002-2010 rr.) yactuuHas
«aepycuukanus» STHUYECKOH CTPYKTYpPHI
HAaceJICHUsl OKa3ajach XapakTepHOW mis 72
peruonoB Poccun (Hpyxunun, 2013, c. 3—15).
[Tpruém, ecim B LIEJIOM 110 CTpaHEe A0JIs PyCCKUX B
3THUYECKON CTPYKTYpE HACEJICHUS 3a MOCIIEIHUN
MEXKIIEPENUCHON TMepuoj COKparuiaach Ha 2,1
IIPOLICHTHBIX IIYHKTA, TO, K Ipumepy, B Karyxckoit
obnactri—Ha 7,5, Pszanckoii oonactu— 5,5, Tepckoit
—5,9, Hoeroposckoii — 5,3. Pecrryomike MopaoBust
— 7,7, Kuposckoii obmactu — 8,0, AcTpaxaHCKOM
obnactu — 8,6 %. Tem He MeHee, COOCTBEHHO
PYCCKMH 3THUYECKUUA KOMIIOHEHT ITPOJIOJIKAET
ocraBarbcs npeodnanaromum (6onee 50%) B 77
cyobekrax P®; B 58 pernonax ynenbHbIA Bec
STHUYECKUX PYCCKUX B HACEJICHUH MPEBBILLIAET 75
%. U Tonbko B 12 cyobekTax denepaiinul (MMEIOIINX
CTaTycC «peciyOIIMKI)) PyCCKHE COCTaBIIAIOT MEHEE
50% nHacenenus, NpUYEM, MUHUMAJIEH YAEIbHBIN
BEC PYCCKOI'O HACEJICHNUS B FOTO-BOCTOYHOM CEKTOPE
Cesepnoro Kagkaza: Pecriyonuke [larecran (3,2%),
Yeuenckoit Pecnybnuke (1 %) n PecnyOnuke
WNurymerus (0,5 %).

Pazymeercs, B conocrasnenuu ¢ CCCP (B ero
CTPYKTYpE 107151 STHUYECKUX PYCCKHUX COCTaBIIsLIA
50,8 %) coBpemeHHas Poccusl B LIETIOM CyLIECTBEHHO
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replacement®, burdened by ethno-cultural
transformations and ethno-political risks.

The most important aspect (the one which
directly affects the space and geography of
intra-Russian ethno-cultural dialogue) is the
aspect of Russian depopulation, i.e. sudden
decrease (4, 4% between two censuses) of
ethnos that make up the country — Russian
population. During the latest period
between two censuses (2002 — 2010), partial
,,derussification” of the ethnical structure was
typical of 72 regions in Russia (/[IpyxuHus,
2013, c¢. 3-15). Therefore, if Russian
populations ratio decreased per 2,1 percent, In
Kaluska region it decreased per 7,5, Ryazan -
5,5, Tverska — 5,9, Novgorod 5,3, Mordovia —
7,7, Kirovska region — 8,0, Astrakhan - 8,6%.
Still, it is Russian ethnical component that
remains predominant (more than 50%) in 77
subjects of Russian Federation; in 58 regions
Russian population makes 75%. Only in 12
regions with the status of a republic Russians
make less than 50%, and the minimum average
of Russians is in southeast North Caucasus:
Dagestan 3,2, Chechen Republic 1% and in
Ingushetia 0,5%.

In comparison with USSR (in which
ethnical Russian made 50, 8%), modern Russia
is ethnical less diverse. Still, taking into
account the historical development of Russian
ethnos, modern location, and specificity
of federal organization of the country — it
is not realistic (it is even dangerous!) to
consider it as an exclusively mono-national
country, especially if we say that ratio of
Russian population keeps decreasing: in
2002. — 79, 8%; in 2010. - 78%. Up to
2050, unless the trend changes, the figures
will be down to 68% (or even 55% in south
Russia, including north Caucasus republics
and Kalmikia) (Apyxunun, 2012, c. 3—-16).
The poly-ethnicity growth in Russia displays
long-term tendency, and geographically this
means a complex division of mono-ethnical
(and multi-religious) and poly-ethnical
territories, followed by growth of ino-ethnical
diaspora with broad ethno-contact zones and
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6oJ1ee OTHOPOJTHA 110 ITHUYECKOMY cocTaBy. OTHaKO
C y4€TOM BCEU MCTOPUU COPA3BUTHUS POCCUNCKUX
THOCOB, UX COBPEMEHHOHN JIOKAJIM3ALUUU U
cietpukn enepaTiBHOTO YCTPOUCTBA CTPAHBI
— e€ He BepHO (M omacHO!) BOCHPUHUMATH
HUCKJIIOYUTEIbHO KaK MOHOHAIMOHAJIbHOE
rOCyAapCTBO, TEM O0JIEE, YUUTHIBAS, UTO YCIbHBIN
BEC PYCCKUX B HACEJICHUHU CTAOMIIBHO COKPAILACTCS:
B 2002 — 79,8 %; B 2010 — 78 %. K 2050 rony
(eciu TpeHI HE M3MEHUTCS) COOTBETCTBYIOLIAS
mudpa cHu3uTCs 10 68 % (HEemoCcpeaCcTBEHHO Ha
IOre Poccum, BKIIIOYAOIIEM CEBEPOKaBKa3CKHE
pecryomuku 1 Kanmvbikuro — 10 55%) (ApyxuHuH,
2012, c¢. 3—16). Poct nonmuytHryHocty Poccuu, B
9TOM KOHTEKCTE, OOpETaeT YepThbl JOJITOCPOUHON
TEHJCHLHUH, TeorpauyecKku TMpPOSBISAICH B
CJIOKHOM 4epecrnojOCUIle MOHOATHUYECKUX (U
MOHOKOH()ECCHOHANBHBIX) U MOIMITHUYECKUX
TEPPUTOPUIL, POCTE U «YKOPEHEHNID MTHOAITHUUECKUX
JIMACTIOp, HATWMYUU OOLIMPHBIX 3THOKOHTAKTHBIX
30H U pa3HOMAcIITaOHBIX apeaJioB ¢ HHTEHCUBHOM
TpaHchopmanueil dTHOAEMOTrpadUUIECKOH
CTPYKTYPBIL.

BaxxHo, mpu 3TOM, OCO3HaBaTh, YTO KaK B
1990-e, Tak u B nepByto nojaoBuHy 2000-x rogoB
«aepycuuKanum» STHUYECKOH CTPYKTYpPHI
HacesieHust Poccun B 11€710M IIPOTUBOIECHCTBOBAIIN
XapaKTepHbIE Ul TOTO MEPHO/ia MUTPALMOHHBIE
BEKTOpBI. 3a nepsbie 15 nocrcoBerckux et (1991-
2005rT.) TUTYIIBHBIE [UTS CTPAH «HOBOTO 3aPyOSKbsD)
HaIMOHAJILHOCTH YBEIUYWIN HaceneHue Poccun
BCero Ha 542 TbIC. YEJIOBEK, TOIJIa KaK 3a CUET
UMMUTPAHTOB PYCCKOW HAIIMOHAJIBHOCTH OHO
Bo3pocio Ha 5231 Teic. (PeibakoBckuii, 2009).
NMeHHO TpaHCrpaHuWuyHas MUTpALUsl BCe
IIPEILIECTBYIOIINE TO/IbI HE TOJILKO MOIEPKUBAIIA
nemMorpaduyeckuii MOTEHUUaN CTPaHbl, HO H
crabunusupoBana €€ 3THOAEMOrpaduyecKyro
CTpyKTypy. Ecnu, abcTparupysick OT peanui,
MOJTHOCTBIO MCKIIOUUTH U3 Pacu€ToB «(pakTop
Murpauum», o u3 147 mus. poccuss (1989 ) k
2002 r. Ha teppuropuu Poccuiickoit ®deneparmu
JOJDKHO OBLTO OBI «ocTarbes mopsiaka 139 mun.;
nepenuch xe 2002 . «1oKa3ana» HaJIu4ue OKOJIO
145 mun. wenosek. [udpa 3ra mox Bo3neiicTBreM
CYILIECTBEHHBIX TEMIIOB €CTECTBEHHOIO CIaja
(ocobenno B iepByto nonosuHy 2000-x 1) k 2010

areal with intensive transformation of ethno-
demographic structures.

It is crucial to comprehend that 1990s
and first decade of 2000s witnessed
,derussification” of ethnical structure of
Russian population. In first post-Soviet
years (1991 — 2005) official nationalities
from countries of ,,new borderline area“
increased Russian population per only 542
thousand people, and at the same time the
population grew per 5231 Russian immigrants
(Pri0akoBckmii, 2009). It was precisely the
trans-boundary migrations that helped the
demographic potential in the country and
stabilized its ethno-demographic structure. If
we decided to exclude ,,migrations factor*, it
would mean that out of 147 million Russians
(1989), in 2002 Russian Federations should
have around 139 million. 2002 census still
showed figures of around 145 million people,
which, influenced by fast natural decline,
could have been 140 million in 2010. But
the facts were according to the census that
Russia had the population of 142, 9 million.
As 2 million citizens left the country in 1989,
it is only the ,,superficial” statistical data that
indicate not less than 14 million immigrants
to Russian Federation during the 1989 —
2010 periods. This practically means that
each tenth citizen included in 2010 census
was a post-Soviet immigrant. Therefore,
despite the large Russian diaspora all over the
world (Germany, USA, UK, Israel, etc.) and
the country’s depopulation, modern Russia
simultaneously tends to be actively populated
by people from abroad.

At the moment of USSR breakup, out
of 145 million Russian, 25, 2 million lived
outside the Russian Federation borderline
(Kaby3an, 1996). Migration input of ethnic
Russian decreased in time and according to L.
L. Ribakovski in 2000 post-Soviet countries
released 2, 6 times less people in comparison
with 1995 to Russian Federation, and in 2005
it was 2, 1 times less in comparison with
2000 (Ppi6axoBckuii, 2009). Starting with
first decade of 2000s, the basic resource

9
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I. Momia mpeBparuThes B 140 MiH., HO (hakTHUecKu
(comacHo utoram repenucu) B Poccun okazanoch
3apuxcupoBano 142,9 MiTH. sxuTeNeH. YUUTBIBAS, UTO
crpaty ¢ 1989 . okuHyI0 10 2 MITH. TPKAH, TOIBKO
CTATHCTHYECKH «YJIABITMBAEMBIID) JeMOrpapuuecKuii
notok B Poccuiickyro @eneparpro 3a 1989 - 2010
IT. OKa3zajicsi He MeHee 14 mutH. yenosek. To ecTb
MPAKTUYECKU KAXKJIbI JECATHIA M3 MPOLLEAIINX
npouenypy nepenvicd B 2010 rogy — UMMHUTpaHT
nocTcoBeTckoro nepuoza. ChopMupoBaB, TP ITOM,
JI0OCTAaTOYHO MHOTOUYHCIIEHHYO, PACCPEIOTOYCHHYTO IO
MHOTHM CTPaHaM U METapervoHaM IUIAHEThI IUAacTiopy
(Fepmanmsi, CLLIA, BenmkoOpuranust, V3pars u 11p.)
Y UCTIBITHIBAS JETIOMYISIHIO, COBpeMeHHas Poccus,
TakuM 00pa3oM, OIHOBPEMEHHO BBICTymana (u
IPOJIOJKAET BBICTYNATh) U KaK aKTUBHO 3acesisieMast
W3BHE CTpaHa.

Nummmposanseiid pacniagiom CCCP — k Tomy
MOMeHTy u3 145 MiH. pycckux 25,2 npoXuUBaIi 3a
npenenamu PO (Kabyzan, 1996), MurparoHHbIH
TIPUTOK STHUYECKHX PYCCKUX B PoccHio, B TO ske Bpems,
071 OT ToJ1a CTa0MIIbHO cokpartaics (o oreHke JLJI.
Pri6axoBckoro, B 2000r. 3 TIOCTCOBETCKHUX CTpaH B
Poccuiickyro @eneparmro npuObUIO PyccKux B 2.6
paza MeHblle, yeM B 1995t a B 2005 — B 2.1 paza
MeHblie 1o cpapHeHuro ¢ 2000 1) (PpibakoBckwid,
2009). Co Bropoit nosioBunbl 2000-X IT. OCHOBHBIM
PecypcoM BOCTIONTHEHHS IeMOrpa(uyecKux moTephb
Poccun BBICTYNArOT MPEMMYIIECTBEHHO TIOPKCKUE
(1 mcnmamMckue Mo JIOMHHHUPYIOIEH KoHpeccuu)
rocynapctBa LleHTpanpHOU A3sum (ObIBIIHE
COIO3HBIC PEeCIyONIMKH), YTO YKe ceiuac mpuaaét
POCCHIACKON JICTIOMYJISIIIAU  YePThl  MACIITaOHOM
KyJIbTYpHOU (TIOBEICHUECKOM, IIEHHOCTHOM)
TpaHc(hopMaLK, CTaBs €€ B IPSMYIO 3aBHCHMOCTb
OT JMHAMUKH ¥ HANPABICHHOCTU MHTETPAIMOHHO-
JC3UHTErPAllMOHHBIX  TPOLIECCOB B  OBICTPO
BUJIOM3MEHSIOLIEH CBOM COLMAIbHO-OKOHOMUYECKUM
U sTHOZeMorpaduueckuii «wianmuahT» EBpazun
(Xpy>xunun, M6parumos, bamekan, 2013, c. 78-87).

V4Y€T CIOKMBIIECHCS K HACTOALIEMY MOMEHTY
BO3pPAcTHOM CTPYKTypbl HaceneHuss Poccum u
psila CONpEICNBHBIX C HEl TOoCyJapCTB (BKIFOUAs
TIOCTCOBETCKHE, aKTHBHO BOBJICYEHHBIE B IPOLIECC
MUIpaLoHHOro ooMeHa ¢ Poccuiickoit deneparyeii)
U OCYILECTBIEHHBIM Ha 3TOW OCHOBE IIPOTHO3
(METOIOM «TIOJIBMKKIY TE€HEpaLfii) YMCICHHOCTH
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of filling demographic holes in Russia
mostly originated from Turkey (Islam-
dominated) and Central Asia states (former
federal republics), which made Russian
depopulation culturally diverse (dynamic
and valuable) and there was a direct inter-
dependence between dynamics and direction
of integration-disintegration processes and
fast changes of social-economic and ethno-
demographic ,,space* of Eurasia ([IpyxunuH,
HNo6parumos, bamexkan, 2013, c. 78-87).
Taking into account the Russian population
age structure and neighboring countries
(including post-Soviet ones which actively
participate in the migration exchange with
Russia Federation) along with the population
(generation “movement” method), we might
expect that modern “demographic donors”
of Russia (Uzbekistan, Kirgizia, Tajikistan —
prolonging the center-periphery components
formed in Eurasia) in the next three and a
half decades may offer our country not more
than 7-8 million immigrants, which is 20 %
of Russian “natural” demographic losses.
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HACEJICHHS, TIO3BOJISIET TI0JIArarh, YTO COBPEMEHHBIE
«aemorpadrgeckue 1oHOpbD» Poccnu (Y30ekucTaH,
Kuprusus, Tamkukuctan) HOpu MPOJOHIALUN
CIOXUBIIMXCS B EBpazum nieHTpo-neprdepuitHpx
TPAJIICHTOB B TPSUIYILME TPH C IOJIOBUHOM JICCSTUIICTHS
OyIyT CIOCOOHBI TMPEJIOKUTh HAaIIeH CTpaHe B
COBOKYITHOCTU He Ooriee 7 - 8 MJIH. MUTPAaHTOB, YTO
b Ha 20 % BOCTIONTHUT POCCHUICKHE «ECTECTBEHHBIE
JieMorpaguUeCcKre MOTEpH.

Tab. 1. I[Ipoenos uucnennocmu nacenenust Poccuu u e€ «egpasutickux coceoeiy
(6e3 yuéma ¢paxmopa mexcoyHapoOHOU Muepayu)(CocmaesieHo asmopom)

Tab. 1. Prevision of Russian population forecasts including “Eurasian neighbors”
(Without the factor of international migration) (designed by the author)

T'unorernyeckas
. (Ha ocHOBE yuéra
Unesenoers | roronoy enepaiun | 20 (epeseno) |y o | Goraman
Haceneny, 2013 r. B rarasone 25-54 TO/I0BO} reHepaiii renepanuu 3a 2012 TeHeparuii)
. N . B qmanaszone 0-14 p 21(1) 45 pan
ThIC. Yell. roza B Haa/ieneﬂnu, fet B Haceenm, % - IT. qgggz}e;:)g )
HaceJsieHus k 2045-
50
Hypothetic
Ratio (mean value) | Ratio (mean value) Changes in es{;r:ilagc;n r(;lfb .
Population in 2013 | of annual generation | of annual generation | generation portion p Oglr 202 5 21(1) 50 ©
(thousands) portion within 25- | portion within 0-14 for 2012-2045 period (ba-se don
0, 0, .
54 range, % range, % period expected generation
changes)
Poceis 142500 1,53 1,06 0,69 98325
Azepbaitmxan
Azerbaijan 9590 1,50 1,51 1,01 9685
Nmenis 3064 1,53 15 0,75 2298
Adranucran
Afghanistan 31108 0,99 2,84 2,87 89279
Georgin 4942 141 102 0.72 3558
Hpas 79853 1,51 1,57 1,04 83047
Khasastan 17736 1,42 1,65 116 20573
Kupruzus
Kyrgyzstan 5548 1,31 1,98 1,51 8377
Tamxukucran
Tajikistan 7910 1,28 2,23 1,74 13763
TypkmeHuCTaH
Turkmenistan 5113 1,39 1,78 1,28 6544
TT%?EEI; 80694 1,42 1,72 1,21 97639
V36ekucran
Uzbekistan 28661 1,42 1,69 1,19 34106
Ulraine 44573 1,5 0,93 0,62 27635
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K cepenune XXI Beka MOXHO TakKxke
YBEPEHHO IIPOrHO3UPOBATh OLIYTUMBIA «IIPUPOCT
nemorpaduueckoi «macchdy Mipana u, B eié OomnbIei
Mmepe, Typuuu (rocyaapcTsa, KOHIIEHTPHPYHOILETO
IIOJIOBUHY TIOPKOSI3bIYHOIO HACEJIEHUSI IJIAHEThI
U, B 3TOH CBf3U, O0JAJaOUIETO CYIIECTBEHHBIM
IIOTEHLMAJIOM BIIMSHUS BO MHOTHMX pEruoHax
MOCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTpaHCTBa) (ibidem), mowcTrHe
«B3PBIBHBIC» TEMITBI IEMOTPAPUIECKOI THHAMUKA
CMOXET MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBaTh AdraHucTan
(Tabmuma). MurpammoHHOE «IIOBEJICHUE)
HaCEJIEHUsI 3TUX CTpPaH, UX I€0IKOHOMHYECKOE
TIOJIOKEHHUE, TEOONUTUYECKAs! TTO3ULIMS, PAaBHO KaK
Y T€OKYIBTYpHAasI CIIELA(HKA — yIKE B CPEIHECPOUHOM
MIEPCIEKTHUBE CTaHyT OKa3bIBaTh BCE BO3PACTAOLLIEE
BIIMSHME HA XapakTep 3THOKYJIBTYPHOIO JUajiora
BO MHOTHMX permoHax M cyopermoHax Poccum,
IIPEAONpeENeNsis IPUOPUTETHOCTb B HEM PYCCKO-
TIOPKCKOT'O MEKITHUUECKOTO B3aUMOJICHCTBUS, a
TAKKe COPA3BUTHS KOH(PECCHOHATIBHBIX CHUCTEM
[IpaBocnasus u Mcnama.

HaGmronaemplii 3THOAEMOTpadUUecKuil TpeHsa
IIPOELUPYETCS] Ha 3THOKYJIBTYPHYIO CUTYalMIO,
NpEeONpPENEIISET €€ NePCHEKTUBY (TIPeLyralaHHyo,
B YAaCTHOCTH, ITOYTH IIOJITOPA CTOJIETUSI TOMY Hazaz M.
lacriprHCKIM, TIONAraBIINM, 9TO «. . .B OyITyIIeM, ObITh
MOXeT, HefrasiekoM, Poccru cykaeHo OylieT caenarsest
OJIHHMM U3 3HAUUTENIBHBIX MyCYJIBMAHCKUX TOCYAAPCTB,
YTO... HUCKOJBKO HE YMAaJMT €€ 3HAYEHUsS Kak
BEJIMKOI XpUCTHAHCKOM JiepkaBbDy) (I'acripuHCkui,
1881), 4T0 HE TOJIBKO AKTYAITU3UPYET MPOOIEMATHKY
MEXKYJIBTYpPHOIO JIMAJIOra, HO U CYLIECTBEHHO
pacumpsieT ero 00IIeCTBEHHO-TeorpaduiecKuit
KOHTEKCT, 0OpETAIOIINI CBOMCTBA TPAHCTPAHUIHOTO,
MEKCTPAHOBOT0, MIHTEPLIMBIIN3ALMOHHOIO0. BCE 210,
KaK TpeJICTaBIsIeTCs], TpeOyeT CKOOPAMHUPOBAHHOM
aKTMBHOCTH POCCHHCKOTO OOIIecTBa IO PSIy
IIPUOPUTETHBIX HAIIPABIICHUI:

- Bo-nepBbIX, CBEpX UyTKOIO OTHOILEHMS K
9THUYECKON COCTABIIAIOIIEW TEPPUTOPUATIBHOU
COLMAJIbHO-ODKOHOMUYECKOM U  KYJIbTYpPHOHU
JUHAMUKHU, JEUCTBEHHBIX YCHIMHA IO
rapMOHU3AIMM MEX3THUYECKUX OTHOILIEHUH, B
TOM YMCJIE MEPAMH COLMATIBHO-3KOHOMHYECKON U
peruoHaiibHOM nonmThky. Jlymas o Poccun u BCE B
BO3pacTaroIiell Mepe 0co3HaBasi €€ OOIIeCTBEHHO-
reorpaUyecKre peaau Kak eIMHCTBO PA3HOTO (TI0
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We may also forecast that in mid-21st
century there shall be a reasonable “growth”
of demographic “mass” in Iran and Turkey (a
country in which more than half of Turkish-
speaking world population is concentrated
and which has a large potential influence
on any post-Soviet regions) (ibidem),and
we may also expect a ,,powerful” tempo of
demographic dynamics that might also affect
Afghanistan (see table). Migration ,,behavior*
of the population of these countries, their
geo-economic position, geopolitical location,
and the geo-cultural specificities in close
future may affect the nature of ethno-cultural
dialogue in many region and sub regions in
Russia giving the priority to Russian-Turkish
inter-ethnical relations and development of
Christianity and Islam.

The observed ethno-demographic trend
affects the ethno-cultural situation and
predetermines its perspective, so we may now
say that there is something prophetic in the
assumption of I. Gaspinski made a century
and half ago that ,,in not so distant future,
Russia will become one of the crucial Moslem
countries, which (...) will not minimize its
relevance as a country of Christianity at all*
(Facupunckuii, 1881). This does not only
actualize the problem of intercultural dialogue
but it also expands its social-geographic
context, which adopts trans-boundary,
interstate, and inter-civilizational features.
All this call for coordinated activities of
Russian society according to the priorities
as follows:

- Firstly, a sensitive handling of ethnical,
territorial, social-economic, and cultural
dynamics, effective efforts to harmonize
inter-ethnic relations, and measures of social-
economic, and regional policies. As we think
of Russia and raising awareness of its social-
geographic reality as a unique diversity (due
to ethno-demographic structure, dominant
manner of production, lifestyle, geographic
features, etc.), and focus on problems and
tendency that the country is facing, it is
important to take the general Eurasian
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STHOIEMOTPahHIECKOI CTPYKTYPE, TOMUHUPYIOIIEMY
XO3SICTBEHHOMY YKJI]Ty, YPOBHIO M 00pa3y KU3HH,
JaHMUAQTHEIM OCOOCHHOCTSM U T.11.), (POKYCHUPYSICh
Ha MPUCYILIUX CTPaHe TEHIACHIMAX U MpolieMax,
BAYKHO, OZTHOBPEMEHHO, BUJIETh MX IPEUMYILIECTBEHHO
oOmIeeBpa3suiiCKUil TeHEe3WC M Macimrao.
KyneruBupoBaHue afganTUBHBIX (YUMTHIBAIOLIMX
PETMOHANIBHBIN U JIOKAJIBHBIA XO34MCTBEHHBIMN,
cenuTeOHbI, NPUPOAHO-TAHAMADTHBIH,
MEHTAJIbHBII 1 NTHON KOHTEKCT) ITO/IXO/I0B U PELLICHUIH
B ITOJIUTHKE U B 3KOHOMHUKE HEOOXOIMMO COYETaTh C
MHOTOBEKTOPHOH (BEPHO cKa3aHo — Poccus — cTpana
MHorococesickoro mnosnoxenust) (Tperisum, 2009,
c. 372) reononMTUYECKON, T€OIKOHOMUUYECKON U
T€OKYJIETYPHOU CTPAaTern4eCKOl aKTUBHOCTBIO B
Meraperuose Eppazun.

-Bo-BTOpBIX, NPOAOILKEHUS LIETIEHAIIPABICHHOM
PEKOHCTPYKLIMH PYCCKOIO (BEIMKOPYCCKOI0) 3THOCA
KaK OCHOBBI POCCHMCKOHW TI'OCYIapCTBEHHOCTH
(YyuuThIBasi, 4TO B IPOILIOM CTOJIETMH HMEHHO
accummisinus obecneunna g0 50 % mpupocra
4HCIeHHOCTH pycckoro Hacenenus) (KaOyszaw,
1996) u Bocco3nanusi (B HOBBIX, HPOAOJIKAFOIINX
CTPEMUTENIHO MEHATHCS YCIIOBMSX) a/IeKBaTHOM
Poccun cynepatauueckoit nenoctHoctu. Crienyer,
IIpY 3TOM, YYUTbIBaTh, YT0 B Poccuu mpoucxomur
HEYKJIOHHOE COKpAILEHUE T'OMOTE€HHOCTH Kak
PYCCKOI0, TaK U HEPYCCKOIO HACEJIEHUs. 3a MEPHO
OZIHOBPEMEHHOM JKU3HU TPEX MIOKOJICHUH STHUYECKU
TOMOTEHHBIMU MOTYT ce0st cunrtath 60% PyCcCKHX U
40% HepycCKuX (3THMYECKU HEOIPEICIICHHBIMMU,
coorBercTBeHHO, 17 u 20%). Ilourm 1/10
IeTEPOreHHBIX JIML[ PYCCKOM HAalMOHAJIBHOCTU
y4YacTBYEeT B MEXKITHHUECKOM OOMEHE IpPH CMEHE
OJTHOTO MOKOJICHHUS IPYTHM. BeposiTHO, ToHao0uTCst
MEHEE CTOJETHs, YTOObI JOJ ‘‘YMCTOKPOBHBIX
pyccKux omycTiach 10 S0% YMCIeHHOCTH PYCCKOTO
stHoca (PwiOakoBckuii, CurapeBa, XapiaHOBa,
2001). B a0l cBA3M BaKHEMILIEW CTpAaTEruuecKon
3a/1a4el CTAaHOBUTCS 00ECTIEYEHNE TEPPUTOPUATILHON
(paBHO KakK M TIOJMTUKO-PKOHOMUUYECKOMH,
COLIMO-KYJBTYpHOM) 1enocTHocTH Poccuiickoii
®denepai U NIPOTUBOJAECHCTBUE NE€CTPYKTUBHOM,
pazpymmTensHoi it Poccun (4, K coXkayeHuto,
KaK CBHJETEIbCTBYIOT UTOTU COLIMOJIOTMUYECKUX
OIPOCOB, A0CTaTouHO momyisipHoid) (http:/www.
levada.ru/archive/mezhetnicheskie-otnosheniya/

point of view regarding the genesis and
standards. Cultivation of adaptive (regional
and local commercial, urban, natural
landscape, mental, and any other context)
approaches and solutions in both politics and
economics, it is crucial to harmonize them
with the multidirectional (as Russia has many
neighboring countries) (TpeiBum, 2009, c.
372) geopolitical, geo-economic, and geo-
cultural strategies in Eurasian metaregion.
-Secondly, continuation of reconstruction
of Russian (all-Russian) ethnos as the
foundation of Russian statehood (we should
hereby take into account the fact that in the
last century assimilation provided up to 50
% of Russian population growth) (Ka0y3aH,
1996) and creation of adequate Russian
super-ethnic homogeneity (which quickly
change under the new conditions). We should
hereby mention that there is constant decrease
of homogeneity of both Russian and non-
Russian population in the state. In the time
when three generations live simultaneously,
ethnically homogeneous are 60% of Russian
and 40% of non-Russian population (17 and
20% respectively are declared as neuter).
Almost 1/10 of heterogeneous Russian
citizens participate in inter-ethnical exchange
as generations shift. It will probably take less
than a hundred years for pure Russians ratio
to decrease down to 50 % (PwibakoBckuid,
CurapeBa, Xapnaunosa, 2001). Thus, the
most pertinent strategic task is to secure
territorial, political-economic, and social-
cultural homogeneity of Russian Federation
and prevent the destructive (and according
to some socialist questionnaires a rather
popular) (http://www.levada.ru/archive/
mezhetnicheskie-otnosheniya/kak-vy-otnosit)
idea of organizations of a “national” Russian
mono-ethnical state. Only a territorially
compact, economically efficient, politically
stable, and socially prosperous, trans-
boundary-oriented Russia can provide the
stable “presence” of Russian culture both
within post-Soviet space and worldwide.
Furthermore, Russian jurisdiction as well
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kak-vy-otnosit) umee TOCTPOCHHUS PYCCKOTO
«HALMOHAILHOT0», MOHO3THUUYECKOIO TOCYAapCTBa.
Benp TONbKO TEppUTOpHAIbHO EMHASL, 3KOHOMUYECKU
3(pheKTIBHASL, TIOUTHYECKH YCTONUHBAS F COITAATBEHO
OJaromoy4yHasi, OTKpPbITas JJIsi TPAHCTPAaHUIHBIX
B3aUMOJICUCTBHH (B TOM YHCJIC U I MTHO3THUICCKUX
murparmii) Poccust Mmoxer obecrieunts cTabuibpHOe
MOJTHOIICHHOE «IPUCYTCTBUE» PYCCKOM KYJIBTYphI
U Ha IOCTCOBETCKOM IPOCTPAHCTBE, U B MUpE B
tiesiom. [Ipu 3toM, hakTop pocCHICKOTo rocyIapCTaa,
€ro FOPUCIUKLUHN, PAaBHO KaK M BKIIOYEHHOCTU
TOW WIA HHON TEPPUTOPUU B SKOHOMUYECKOE
U KyJIbTYpHO-MH(OPMALIMOHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO
Poccun — BbICTymaer BechbMa CyIIECTBEHHBIM
JUI.  BOCIPOM3BOJICTBA PYCCKOW KYJIBTYpbI
oOcrosTenbcTBOM. IlokazaTenbHa, B ATOH CBS3H,
cutyaiyst Ha poccuiickom Kapkaze. CraOunmsarus
COLIMAJILHO-TIOJIMTUYECKON OOCTAHOBKH, PAaBHO Kak
u Oojee TecHas MHTErpaIsi COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX
TEePPUTOPHATIBHBIX OOLIHOCTEW B POCCHUCKYIO
SKOHOMHUKY (TIOCPEACTBOM OFOPKETHOIO MEXAHU3MA,
«OTXOIHUYECTBA», PA3BUTHS peKpealuu U JIp.) —
OIIaronpUsTCTBOBAIIM YKPETICHHIO IO PYCCKOM
KYJIBTYPbI B JAHHOM MaKpoperuoxe. CUMIITOMATU4HO,
YTO 3a IOCJICJHUN MEXKIIEPEIUMCHON IIEPUON B
Jokanm3oBaHHbIX Ha FOre Poccuy HalmoHaIbHBIX
pecityOimKax 105151 ML, HE BIAJACIOIINX PYyCCKUM
SI3BIKOM, COKpaTHiIach ¢ 9,6 10 6,8 %, T.e. 6oree yem
Ha 160 ThICSY yesloBeK (I YEUEHIIEB MOI00HOE
M3MEHEHHE OKA3aJI0Ch HauOosee CylIeCTBeHHbIM —
¢ 19,1 1o 8,1 %). KimoueBbiM 1151 Oymyiero Poccrm
BOIIPOCOM CTAHOBUTCSI TAKXKE aAlTAallMOHHBINA U
ACCUMWIALIMOHHBIN MTOTEHIMAJI PYCCKOM KYJIBTYPBI,
e CcrocoOHOCTh CaMOCOXPAHUTHCS (M, OTYACTH,
W3MEHUTKCS), BOCIPHUHSB, «OT(QHIBTPOBAB» H
«aiepepaboTaBy OOIIMPHEHIIINE «BOIHBD) KYJIBTYPHBIX
WHHOBAIMH, MPUBHOCUMBIX U ¢ 3araia, u ¢ Boctoka,
U U3 CONpEeNbHbIX rocyaapcts EBpazun (kak 31o
M3YMHUTEIIBHO YETKO W TOYHO COPMYIHPOBAIT B
HeZlaBHeM oO1IeHnH co MHOM B CeBacTorione ofuH
MOJIOZIOM KPBIMCKHI TaTAPUH «ECJIA HE COXPaHUM
PYCCKUX, CaMH BC€ MOTOHEM...»). CToib xe
HEOOXOMMBI, BIIPOYEM, M aJIeKBaTHbIC, YETKHUE,
paszernsieMble MOJABIIIOIIEN YaCThI0 POCCUICKOTO
o0ImiecTBa MpencTaBICHUsT 00 HIEHTUYHOCTH
HaIllei cTpaHbl (BOMPOC TOT JI0 CUX TIOP HE PELICH)
(Hatmonanenas unes Poccum, 2012, c. 372)
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as the inclusion of a territory within the
economic and cultural-informative Russian
space is crucial for the extensive reproduction
of Russian culture. In this regard, the Russian
Caucasus situation is evident. Stabilization of
social-political affairs and the tight integration
of certain territorial units within the Russian
economy (via budget mechanisms, “renewal”,
recreation development, etc.) both contribute
the reinforcement of Russian culture within
the given macro-region. The fact is that during
the last inter-census period in southern Russia
in national republics number of non-Russian
speaking citizens decreased from 9,6 to 6,8,
i.e. more than 160 thousands of people (the
change was most obvious with the Chechens
— from 19,1 down to 8,1%). The key question
for the Russian future is the adaptive and
assimilative potential of Russian culture, its
ability to preserve itself (and partly change),
and to ,.filtrate” and ,,refine” broad ,,waves”
of cultural innovations from both East and
West, including the neighboring countries of
Eurasia (as a young Crimean Tartar recently
told me in a quite clear manner in Sevastopol:
»1f we don’t keep the Russians, we ourselves
shall submerge...“). We also need an adequate
idea of what Russian population think of the
country’s national identity (the matter remains
unsolved) (Haunumonanbnass umes Poccum,
2012, c. 372), including its civilization and
geographic aspect.

- And thirdly, bearing in mind that the
planet population is growing and the deficit
basic resources are becoming an object of
geo-economic competition, a long-term
prolongation of Russian ethno-genesis, i.e.
a stable renewal of an adequate geo-ethno-
cultural system of great Russia (ApyxunuH,
1996, c. 3—10) is impossible without the
realization of a consistent strategy of
territory perseverance, which nowadays
practically means a re-conquest and crucial
increase of capitalization and decrease
of economic, traffic-communications and
cultural obstacles among groups of regions.
The chances for this are currently poor (in
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BKJTIOUast €€ MMBUIM3AIIMOHHEIHN, a CIIC0BATEIHHO,
1 reorpaIeCcKuii acTieKT.

-B Tperbux, yuuThIBas, uyTO IUIaHETa BCE
OLIyTUMEE TepeHacerneHa, a e€ 0a3oBbIe pecypehl
B IEJIOM JCe(PUIUTHBI U SBISIFOTCS OOBEKTOM
BO3pacTaoLIEe T€0IKOHOMUYECKON KOHKYPEHIIMH,
JOJITOCPOYHAsl M YCTOMYMBas IPOJIOHTalus
PYCCKOT0 3THOTeHe3a (CTaOIbHOE BOCIIPOM3BOICTBO
COOTBETCTBYIOLIEH I'€O3THOKYJIBTYPHOU CHCTEMBI
Benukopoccun) (Apyxunun, 1996, c. 3-10)
(HembICIMMa BHE pealli3alliM M0CIIEA0BaATEIbHON
CTpaTeruy yepyKaHus TEPPUTOPHH, UTO IIPAKTHIECKU
HBbIHE O3HAa4yaeT €€ pEOCBOEHME, CYLIECTBEHHOE
TOBBIIIIEHUE KAITUTAIN3AL1H, CHY)KEHUE (HACKOJIIBKO
9TO BO3MOKHO) 3KOHOMMYECKHUX, TPAHCIIOPTHO-
KOMMYHHKAIIMOHHBIX M KYyJIBTYpHBIX OapbepoB
MEXJ1y TpyIlIiaMyd PErMOHOB. Bo3MoXHOCTEN Ui
sroro y Poccun (rae, B cuily npenMyIIeCTBEHHO
MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIBHBIX OOCTOSATENBCTB, BCE
TUIIEP3aTPaTHO — CTPOUTEIBCTBO U COXPAHEHUE B
pabodeM cocTosTHIN HH(PACTPYKTYPBIL, 00ECTICUCHHE
TPAHCI'PAHUYHBIX IIOTOKOB CBIPbsl, TOBapoOB,
MOJIEPKAHUE KUBHEAEATEILHOCTH T'OPOAOB U B
LIEJTIOM CHCTEMBI PACCEIIEHHS) B HACTOSIIIIMI MOMEHT, K
COXAJICHHIO, KaracTpoduuecku Majio. [ Ipakrinyecku
YcYepIIaHa SHIOTEHHAs pecypcHasi 0a3a peoCBOEHUS
(TpeOyroIIero BEICOKOM MOTHBAIH, MOOMITH3AIIN
U CBEPX)KEPTB); OHO YK€ HE MOKET BECTUCh HU 32
CUET POCCUMCKOM JIEPEBHU, HU B CYLIECTBEHHOU
MEpe JerpagupoBaBIIEld B IOCTCOBETCKUU
NEpHOJl MHAYCTpUaJIbHOM 0a3bl. CoxpaHstoimuecs
UCTOYHUKHU IPUPOIHON PEHTHI («pa3BEPHYTHIE)
B CTOPOHY KPYIHEHIINX POCCUMCKUX TOPONOB H
IOOATBHBIX YPOAHUCTUYECKHX CETEH ) TIO TIOJTUTHKO-
SKOHOMUYECKUM U COIMAJIbHBIM MPUYMHAM
TaKKe MPAKTHYECKU HEIOCTYNHBI. B momoOHbIX
YCIJIOBUSIX, KOITIa JTF000€ yXY/ILIEHNE SKOHOMHYECKON
KOHBIOHKTYPbI YPEBATO 3CKAIALMEN pETHOHATIBHOIO
ATOM3MA M CenapaTh3Ma, mpooieMaTKa COXpaHeHHsI
TeppuToprn Poccin He MOJKET He KOppECTIOHIMPOBATh
C CYIIHOCTHBIMHU TOABUXKAMU B TOJUTHKO-
SKOHOMMYECKUX OTHOLIEHHSIX «T10 [IOBOJLY» OCBOSHUS
TEPPUTOPUM, MCIIOJIB30BaHUS €€ IOTEHLHUajia.
Kpaiine akrtyanusupoBaHa, IpU 3TOM, HE TOJILKO
«pecoupanu3anys» 0a30BBIX PECYpCOB CTpaHBI,
HO U «HeopernoHanuzauus» Poccun Ha ocHoBe
Pa3BUTHS MOIMMACHITAOHOW M MHOTOIOJIIOCHOM

a Russia where everything is extremely
expensive — construction and perseverance
of infrastructure, trans-boundary flow of
goods, stimulation of city activities, and
the total migration system). A re-conquest
of an exhausted endogen resource basis that
demands motivation and sacrifice cannot be
led for the sake of either Russian rural area or
degraded post-Soviet industrial foundations.
The preserved natural resources “distributed”
around big cities and global urban networks,
from both political-economic and social
reasons are practically unavailable. Under
similar conditions, when deterioration
of economic conjuncture is burdened by
regional egoism and separatism, the problem
of Russian territory and its preservation
must correspond with essential movements
in political-economic relations due to the
conquest of the territory and its potentials.
In the end both «re-socialization» of basic
resources and «neo-regionalization» would
take place based upon the development of
a multifactorial and multipolar network,
which arranges the territory of urban centers
focusing on national and corporative support
from regional capital centers. This would be
followed by «connection» among aerials and
their impact on investment, infrastructure,
and tax policy, along with synchronization
of processes of economic modernization
via necessary (and «improved» depending
on a territory’s specificity) structural and
institutional changes in all regions of poly-
ethnical Russia (with no exceptions).
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CETH OPTraHM3YIOLIMX TEPPUTOPHUIO YPOAHUCTHIECKHX
LIEHTPOB C AaKIIEHTOM Ha TOCYIAPCTBEHHYIO U
KOPIOPAaTUBHYIO MOAAEPKKY pEruoHalbHBIX
CTOJIUL, «CMBIKAaHHE» apeajioB MX BIMSHUA (3a
CYET IIEJICHAINIPABICHHOW WHBECTUIMOHHOM,
UHOPACTPYKTYPHOU W Tapu(HOW TOIUTHKH),
CUHXPOHHU3ALMIO IPOLECCOB 3KOHOMMUYECKON
MOJIEPHU3ALINH, pEATU3ANNI0 HE0OXOIUMBIX
(c «mompaBKoi» Ha cCrenU(HUKy TEPPUTOPUH)
CTPYKTYPHBIX U MHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHBIX U3MEHEHHI
BO BCEX 0€3 MCKITIOYEHNS] PErHOHAX MOIMITHIYECKOM
Poccun.
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