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Abstract: The study considers various projects of the formation of all-Russian identity as the factor of national
mtegration. In today’s Russia a multiethnic political nation has formed. It umtes the citizens of the Russian
federation where national-state identity has become dominant. However, the identity “we are the citizens of
Russia” m polyethnic Russian society 1s experiencing some competition from the ethnonational identity. In this
regard, various projects aimed at the formation of a Russian nation-civilization and all-Russian identity of a

civilizational nature as well as trans-ethnic Russian nation as a multiethnicsociety of Russia and accordingly
an all-Russian identity based on the national idea and values that consolidate Russian society are proposed.
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INTRODUCTION

In multiethnic statesglobalization posing a serious
challenge to national and cultural differences and
localization in the framework of which ethmie communities
are able to reconstruct their identity and cultural
uniqueness are followed by the crisis of national 1dentities
(Huntington, 2004). Re-ethnicization processes in the
Russian society the increased role of ethnic and religious
identities also actualized the problems associated with the
search for those common ideological and value grounds
that can become a space for the formation of national
identity. In the course of these searches mtellectual elite
in Russia was engaged in the development of the projects
aimed at the formation of Russian national identity. The
difficulties faced by the researchers of these projects were
due on the one hand to the fact that intellectual discourse
concerns very different ideas about the nature of this
identity; on the other hand to the fact that in discursive
practices the concept of the all Russian identity is
constantly “loaded” with various 1deological and political
connotations. In this regard, discursive practices being a
space for the opposition of value judgments become a
field for designing ideologically engaged models of the
all-Russian identity. As a result the projects of thus
identity formation proposed in the discourse are not
unplemented, since they do not always correspond to the
mental programs of Russians (Lubsky et al., 2016).

Literature review: In discursive practices, the all
Russian identity 1s often equated with national or civil

identities. In this case, the concept of “national 1dentity”
in relation to the Russian society is used primarily in the
Western sense, suitable as the researchers note to
describe completely different social realities (Sanina,
2011). In the Western sense, the concept of “national
identity” is associated with society and state while in the
Russian sense with ethnos or nation In this regard,
“national identity as some Russian researchers note can
be defined as the basic 1dea set by the national vision of
the world and national history, the one for which a society
lives in a concrete historical epoch and therefore
acceptable for its majority. Thus, identity holds the
answer to the question about the nature of its people, its
place, role and tasks in the world history and ideal forms
of its existence” (Gorshkov, 2016).

Scientific discourse also engages different ideas
about civil identity with reference to the specifics of its
formation in Russian society. At the same time, some
researchers believe that the emergence of such an 1dentity
is a matter of the future sincethe country lacks civil
society. Other scholars believe that in modern Russian
society, two models of civil identity formation can be
distinguished: state-civil and national-civil. The basis of
state-civil identity is the state self-consciousness of
individuals and statist culture, suggesting loyalty to
the state. The basis of national-civil identity is civil
self-consciousness and civil culture which suggests the
identification of the individual with the civil community as
a civil political nation. At the same time, researchers
emphasize that in the Western Furopean tradition,
state-civil and national-civil identities began to coincide
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at a certain stage, therefore in relation to the West they
often speak of a civil political nation. In the Russian
tradition, the concept of the state and civil consciousness
are not the same so the Russians, answering the question
about their citizenship, civil identity, mean their
nationality (Drobizheva, 2012).

The researchers wusually detect the specific
features of Russian national identity in the slow nature of
the Russian nation formation and unformedness of
full-fledged nation-statein Russia (Zvereva, 2009), unique
by its multi-ethnic composition a single state with the
state-forming role assigned to the Russian people as well
as the special role of politicians, media and education in
the process of formation this identity (Pantin and Lapkin,
2004).

The question of the all-Russian identity levels 1s
debatable. Thus, single out the
following levels: macrolevel mcluding the national-state
and civilizational identities, mesolevel represented by
social-group identity and microlevel that shows the
individual as uniquely relatedto the society. Other
scientists distinguish in the Russian national identity
civilizational, ethnic, religious, regional and socio-group
levels (9). On the whole, it can be noted that the issues
related to the definition of the concept of the all-Russian

some researchers

dentity, its specifics, the factors of its formation,
structure and 1deological basis are currently the
subject of discussions hampering its development and
umplementation of its various projects in Russian society.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Scientific studies of Russian national 1dentity, being
mostly of disciplinary nature are based on different
paradigm grounds in the frameworks of which there are
different concepts of identity in general (Lubslky, 2013).
These ideas were formed as a rule, in line with essentialist
or constructivist approaches to the mterpretation of
identity. The supporters of essentialist approach believe
that the identities sought by individuals or social groups
are set “in a natural way”. Therefore, according to
essentialist approach, they are assigned an mvariable set
of identification characteristics. This 1dentity 1s unique
and stable, it requires a fundamental identity of “strong
feeling” as well as the basis for identification.

The constructivist approach interprets identities
as discursive constructs which turn out to be mobile and
dependent on the context. Tn this regard some researchers
emphasize that “identities aremobile not only in time and
space but even when they relate to the same subjects in
the same pomt of time and space” (Neumann, 1998).

The interpretation of identity as a discursive
construct entailed the conclusion that the notions of
identity are the result of the symbolic struggle or
competition of different narratives for identity. However,
some researchers note that there are always several
narratives about identitythat coexist competing with each
other and “people can chooseone of them” (Martin, 1995).
As a result, some identity narratives can be predominant
while the other will be sidelined but “victory” can never
be considered as ultimate.

Thus, thanks to constructivists in the scientific
discourse, the notion that the identities dependent on the
information context are always plural, relative and
changeable became firmly established. At the same time,
1t has now become evident that the concepts of identity
developed within the framework of the essentialist and
constructivist approaches by virtue of their paradigmatic
one-sidedness are heuristically inadequate and the very
modem notion of identity needs to be rethought. At the
same time, researchers note that constructivism and
essentialism shouldn’t be contrasted, since in everyday
discourse essentialist identities continue beingadverted
and deeply felt at the level of everyday life practices. In
this connection, it is necessary to extend the field of
possible identities researchstudy strategies using other
methodological tools (Calhoun, 1995).

Overcoming the paradigmatic one-sidedness n the
study of the all Russian identity presupposes the
development of the multidimensional methodological
construct of its scientific research as an integral social
reality on the basis of a synthesis of the methodological
guidelines of the
approaches, keeping in focus not only stable (“naturally”
preset) and changeable (as discursive constructs)
parameters of identities but also the ways of their
interaction. This can be achieved through constructive
realism as a methodological principle of the neoclassical
model of scientific research (Lubsky, 2017). From the
standpoint of constructive realism identity 1s considered
as a “process of constructing the sense based on a
certain cultural property” (Castells, 1997).

Thus, from the standpoint of constructive realism,
the all Russian identity is the result of both cultural
actualization and information impact. Therefore, it is
simultaneously interpreted as “natural” (cultural), unicque
and stable and as “artificial” (designed), plural and
changeable. At the same time, “natural” identity is
non-reflexive, it is formed in the process of cultural
socialization, “artificial” identity is of a reflexive nature it

essentialist and constructivist

15 formed as a result of information impact and an
informed choice of socially sigmificant referents.
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Within the framework of the multidimensional
methodological construct of the all Russian identity
scientific study, paramount importance is attached to the
study of the universal and the particular therein. However,
some researchers believe that in today’s society “which
15 mncreasingly shaped by information and determined by
cultural dimensions™ (Melucci, 1996), there is no
particularism that would not use the more general
principles in the construction of its identity and therefore
the particularexists only in the contradictory movement
for the simultaneous proclamation of distinctive identity
and 1ts elimination (Laclau, 1995).

Within  the multidimensional methodological
construct of scientific research, the all-Russian identity
can be viewed as social and collective one. Social identity
15 the result of identifying the mdividual with Russian
society. Collective identity is the identity of “We” as an
imaginary national community (nation). I't should be noted
that the all Russian identity is formed as a result not only
of constructivist efforts (information impacts) but also of
cultural predisposition as well as the social readiness of
mndividuals to perceive 1mages and ideas about the
national community (nation) as the basis of this identity.

RESULTS AND DSICUSSION

The deconstruction of wvarious projects for the
formation of the all Russian identity allows concluding
that they interpretit, first of all as a collective or “We”
identity of an imaginary national community (Russian
nation). However, the question of what the Russian
nation 1s currently becomes a matter of debate. This 1s
largely due to the fact that discursive practices use
different approaches to “nation” notion. In the
framewaork of one of them, formed under the influence of
nation-building practices n Western European countries,
nation is viewed as a social community with common
national interests and civil values, united by a common
political system. At the same time in the understanding of
the nation, the French tradition in which the nation 1s
viewed as a political and civil community and the German
tradition associated with understanding it as an
ethnonation, i.e., community of cultural originare singled
out. Another approach to the understanding of nation 1s
associated with “nation-building " practice in the TJSA as
an unmigrant country. According to this approach, the
concepts of the American people and the American nation
are 1dentified as a political commumnity based on allegiance
to the US government and commitment to American
values, constituting the core of the political culture of
American Society (Inozemtsev, 2013).

Within the framework of cognitive modeling
methodology, several variants of nations and national

identities formation can be identified. First, it 13 the
formation of monoethnic nation based on the
commonness of ethnic origin, religion, language,
economic interests and the umity of the political system
(nation-state). On the basis of this nation, national-ethnic
identity 1s formed. Secondly, it 1s the formation of
polyethnic nation based on the commonness of state
(national) interests and values (political nation). On the
basis of this nation, national-state identity is formed.
Thirdly, it 1s the formation of multiethnic nation based on
civil society (civil nation). On the basis of this nation,
national-civil 1dentity 1s formed. Fourthly, it 1s the
formation of trans-ethnic nation based on the
commonness of state interests and ideological values
(an ideological nation). On the basis of this nation,
national-ideological identity 13 formed. Fifthly, it 1s the
formation of trans-ethnic nation based on the
commumty of state interests and civilizational
codes (nation-civilization). On the basis of this nation,
national-civilizational identity 1s formed.

In the 1990’s the modernization efforts of Russian
reformers were aimed at changing the vector of society
development in line with “catching-up development” in
the liberal direction. In connection with tlus a liberal
project for the formation of civil nation and civil identity
1in Russia was proposed. However, due to the specifics of
the Russian state-organized society and the peculiarities
of the Russian mentality, this project was not realized. In
the early 21st century a new project aimed at forming the
Russian nation simultaneously as a political and civil
nationwas developed. This project resulted inthe
formation of the Russian multiethmic political nation
uniting the citizens of the Russian Federation. The results
of sociological studies show that in today’s Russian
soclety national and state identity is dominant (“We are
the citizens of Russia™) (Gorshkov, 2016). In Russian
discourse this identity is often called state-civil, the basis
of which as the researchers note, consists of the public
consciousness of individuals and statist culture, implying
loyalty to the state (Drobizheva, 2012).

However, the existence of Russian polyethnic
political nation uniting the citizens of the Russian
federation and the domination of national-state identity in
Russian society do not remove the item of the relevance
of ethnic identity in modern Russia from the Russian
“agenda”. Moreover, this identity 15 predominant in
ethnic regions among the representatives of titular ethnic
groups. In this regard, some researchers believe that the
national and state identity formed in Russiais experiencing
strong competition from ethnic identity and therefore
the national and state identity formed turned to be in
capable of “relieving” the society from nterethnic and
interfaith contradictions (Avksentiev and Aksyumov,
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2013). However, other researchers point out that the issue
of ethnic identity opposition, despite the high level of its
distribution in the Russian society as well as national and
state 1dentity currently becomes irelevant. Moreover,
case studies, they believe, confirm the possibility of
compatibility in the context of Russian national identity
(Gorshkov, 2011). However, the question of how to
combine state-civil and ethno-national identity in the
context of Russian national identity is still as researchers
believe, open (Volkov and Lubsky, 201 7).

Contemporary discourse offers a variety of
options for the formation of nation and the Russian
national identityin the Russia. Firstly, it is the formation of
nations-civilizations within the framework of the models
of Russia as state-civilization or nation-civilization. The
catalyst for special attention to the model of Russia as a
state-civilization was the “Message of the President of the
Russian Federation Russian to the Federal Assembly” in
December 2012 in which he pitched an 1dea that “Russia
has evolvedas a multinational state, state-civilization for
centuries”. Speaking in September 2013 at a meeting of the
Valdai Club President of Russia, developing the idea, said
that “Russia as philosopher Konstantin Leontyev vividly
put it has always evolved in “blossoming complexity™ as
a state-civilization, reinforced by the Russian people,
Russian language, Russian culture, Russian Orthodox
Church and the country’s other traditional religions. It 1s
precisely the state-civilization model that has shaped our
state polity. Tt has always sought to flexibly accommodate
the ethnic and religious specificity of particular territories,
ensuring diversity i unty” (VIDC, 2013).

Another civilizational model of Russia as a
state-civilization was proposed in October 2013 by
Patriarch Kinll of the Russian Orthodox Church in
the speech at the opening of 17th world Russian
people’s Council dedicated to the theme “Russia as a
country-civilization. Solidary society and the future of the
Russian people”. The Patriarch emphasized that Russia is
an independent civilization “with its own set of values, its
own laws of social development, its model of society and
state, its system of historical and spiritual coordinates™
and then he added that “the value of any civilization is
that 1t brings to humamty™. In this connection he stressed
that “Russia as a country-civilization has much to offer to
the world”. Firstly, it is the experience of building just and
peaceful international relations, secondly, it is the
experience of multipolar and multiform existence; thirdly,
it 18 the tradition of self-restraint, so important in a
situation of impending scarcity of resources and acute
environmental crisis; fowrth, it is the concept of moral
values; fifth, the idea of human solidarity as a particular
national idea that permeates our history and culture for

many centuries. Emphasizing the special importance of the
spiritual part, the Patriarch said that “perhaps the highest
stage of the establishment of the Russian sovereignty as
a unique state-civilization 1s spiritual sovereignty™.

Thus, the modern two models of Russia are the
model of Russia as a civilization-state, proposed by the
President of the Russian federation and the Model of
Russia as a country-civilization, proposed by his Holiness
Patriarch. However, the statist and church models of
Russia as a civilization are not alternative but as if
complementary to each other in the spirit of “authorities
symphony”. Both models emphasize that Russia as a
civilization is a multinational local-historical community
but the state-civilization model emphasizes that this
comimunity 1s state-organized while the state-civilization
model that this community is solidary and spiritual.

The relevance of the project of constructing national
and civilizational identity based on the image of Russia as
a state-civilization or country-civilization 1s now stipulated
by the fact that the conservative wave that has captivated
the mass mentality of Russians at the turn of the century
strengthened the doubts of many of them, “about the
very fact of Russia’s civilizational affiliation to Europe™
(Gorshkov, 2011). As a result, thedoubts about the
legitimacy of Russia’s civilizational identity disappeared
in the public consciousness.

However, the implementation of nation-civilization
project n Russia and accordingly the construction of
national and civilizational identity is now associated with
great difficulties caused by the fact that firstly, in the
intellectual discourse there are various images of Russia
as an independent civilization (Lubsky, 2005) and
secondly, civilizational identity matrix is still at the
periphery of the Russian’s mass consciousness. The
project of the construction of trans-ethnic Russian nation
as the multinational people of Russia and consequently,
of Russian national identity on the basis of national idea
and public values, consolidating Russian society now
appears to bemore realistic.

Researchers noticed that it 1s not easy to promote the
concept of united Russian people as the Russian nation
and the formation of Russian national identity because it
15 as they emphasize not so much about “respecting
parity” between belonging to the Russian people and a
certain ethnic group as about the synthesis of state-civil
and ethno-national consciousness not depersonalizing
national languages and cultures (Gorshkov, 2011).
Basedon what such a synthesis can be realized? In
Russian society it can be realized basedon the transition
of the state management to the value policy in which the
synthesis of state-civil and ethno-national consciousness
1s possible, first of all due to a umtive national idea and
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the general public values. In this regard, it should be
noted that the national idea, set by the state, plays a
special role in the functiomng and development of the
Russian state-centered society, consolidating it and
setting the “common cause”. That is why the Russian
authorities and apart of the Russian intellectuals affiliated
with them are in constant search of the national idea. In
2015-2016, Russian society was proposed the idea of
patriotism as such (Volkov and Lubsky, 2016). Will this
idea take root in the Russian mass consciousness and ifit
will in what mterpretation (Volkov, 2016).

The results of sociological studies show, firstly that
the greatest support among Russians enjoys primarily the
idea of the Russian peoples unity with a view to its revival
as a great power (42%). In the second place 1s the idea to
make Russia a law-governed state (38%), the third the
unification of nations to address global problems (26%).
Other variants of the national idea including the creation
of a common European home, return to socialism,
establishment ofliberalism principles enjoyed little support
among Russians (Gorshkov, 2011). As for patriotism as an
idea, it is as noted by sociologists, quite positively
perceived by the mass consciousness of Russians but
Russian patriotism 1s not too critical and self-critical
(Gorshlkov, 2011). Tn this regard in the Russian society the
national idea of patriotism as a love for the country
should be combined with the idea of citizenship as a
person’s readiness to actively participate mn the life of the
community and the responsibility for his deeds and
actions. However, citizenship is a problematic aspect of
the Russian society, since according to sociological data,
“only 11% of the Russian population mentioned the
desire to be useful to society and to contribute to the
development of the country as one of their three main
wishes” (Gorshkov, 2011).

The synthesis of state-civil and ethno-national
consciousness presupposes not only a unitive national
idea but the common public values, consolidating Russian
soclety. Public values are inherent in different social
mcluding ethnic groups, diverse and variable. Therefore,
the value policy as a management activity should be
carried out not just relying on the current state of public
values as social preferences but also purpose fully
diversifying the structure of these values in the context of
dialogue between the government, national community
and ethnic groups.

It should be noted that the formation of the Russian
nation as an imagmary community and hence of Russian
national identity should be the result of not only state but
also social construction based on the values that have
been established in the Russian society under the
mfluence of moral and spiritual traditions, first of all,

under the influence of such basic values as justice, peace,
freedom, unity, morality, dignity, honesty, solidarity,
family, good, diligence, self-restraint, sacrifice, faith,
homeland, freedom (SG, 2011, 2013).

CONCLUSION

The formation of Russian national identity 1s one of
the most significant “challenges” for today’s Russia
because this identity is seen on the one hand as a factor
in the consolidation of Russian society and national
integration as well as a necessary condition for Russia’s
entry into the international community and promotion its
influence in the international arena, on the other hand as
a basis for setting the general life goals and developing a
sense of security as part of the Russian society.

The liberal project proposed under the conditions of
modernization that began in 1990's was aimed at the
formation of civil nation and civil identityin Russia but
however, it was not realized due to the social and cultural
specifics of the Russian society and the peculiarities of
the Russian mentality.

The early 21st century marked theformation of
Russian multi-ethmc political nation, uniting Russian
citizens and in the Russian society national-state or
state-civil identity became predominant. The basis of such
identitywas composed by public awareness and statist
culture, mvolving, primarily, loyalty to the state.

At the same time, the dominance of nation-state
identity in the modern Russia (“we are the citizens of
Russia™) does not remove from the Russian “agenda” the
item of the relevance of ethmc identities which are
predominant in the national regions among the titular
nationalities. Despite some compatibility of the national
government and ethnic identities, it was not enough to
reduce the potential disintegration of ethno-national
differences in the Russian society. In this regard, the
question of strengthening Russian national identity
became more urgentin line with the mtensification of the
national policy aimed at the harmonization of interethnic
relations in today’s Russia.

As a result, the scientific discourse has increased
interest 1 the problems associated with the
formation of national civilizational identity in Russia as
astate-civilization (or country-civilization). However,
various options for designing this kind of identity faced
with a number of difficulties which are due to the facts
that, firstly at the present tume, there are different views
about what is civilizational identity; secondly, different
civilizational images of Russia as an identity matrix are
offered; thirdly, civilizational identity matrix is on the
periphery of the mass consciousness of Russians.
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In this regard, a project of the formation of
trans-ethnic Russian nation as multinational people of
Russia and consequently of Russian national identity on
the basis of national ideas and wvalues, consolidating
Russian society currently appearsto be more realistic.
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