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Abstract. Mutual intercultural relations between the dominant population and representatives
of ethnic minorities or migrants have been studied in sufficient detail by both foreign and Russian
researchers. However, some minorities have a special status and are referred to by Russian researchers
as ‘indigenized’ ones. Armenians belong to such ethnic groups. In this regard, it is of interest to study
the mutual intercultural relations between representatives of the ethnic majority and Armenians as
an indigenized ethnic minority. This study was conducted in the context of J. Berry’s ecocultural
approach. The purpose of the study was to test three hypotheses of intercultural relations (multicul-
turalism, contact and integration). The sample included Russians (N = 198; men — 50%; Mage = 19.7)
and Armenians (N = 186, men — 43%, Mage = 23.3) from the Krasnodar territory, the total sample
N = 388. The research methods included scales from the MIRIPS questionnaire adapted to the Rus-
sian sample. Using structural equation modeling, the results indicating that the perceived security of
the Russian and Armenian respondents predicted their attitudes to support a multicultural ideology
were obtained; for the Armenians, this was also positively associated with the integration strategy
and negatively associated with the assimilation attitudes. Intercultural friendly contacts among Rus-
sians and Armenians were positively associated with ethnic tolerance; however, among the Arme-
nians they were also associated with the integration and assimilation strategies. The Armenians’
preference for the separation strategy predicted their life satisfaction; for the Russians, however,
their expectation of the Armenians’ separation did not contribute to their self-esteem. In general,
the results of the study had shown that the perceived security and especially intensive intercultural
friendly contacts lead to the mutual integration of the non-indigenous ethnic minority and the ethnic
majority. The historically determined features of the Krasnodar territory, multiculturalism and multi-
confessionalism, as well as the absence of assimilation imposed by the ethnic majority, are important
conditions for the successful mutual acculturation of the Russians and representatives of the ‘in-
digenized ethnic minority’, i.e., the Armenians of the Kuban.
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Sociocultural context of the study

Russia is a multiethnic state, where more than 190 ethnic groups live.
Among them are indigenous and non-indigenous peoples. Armenians belong to
non-indigenous peoples; their number is 1182 thousand people (0.83%) of
the number of Russians (Leontieva, Mkrtchyan, 2020). Armenians in Russia as
an ethnic minority are sufficiently consolidated and organized, which allows
them to be considered as a diaspora (Leontieva, Mkrtchyan, 2020).

The Armenian diaspora is quite active in the South of Russia, especially in
the Kuban (Shapovalov, 2015; Berberyan, Tuchina, 2018). The regional group of
Kuban Armenians has been formed over the past thousand years as a result of
large migration flows.?2 There are several hundred Armenian villages and about
two dozen active Armenian churches in the Krasnodar Territory. Currently, Ar-
menians make up 3.62% (211,000) of the region’s population.® This is the second
largest ethnic group after the Russians. A significant part of the Armenian diaspo-
ra in the Krasnodar Territory is a fully integrated old-timer population, which is
actually recognized here as ‘indigenous’.*

As noted by a number of researchers (Dmitriev et al., 2017), the Armenian
diaspora in the Kuban is distinguished by its openness and readiness to interact
with other ethnic groups. The Armenians are actively involved in the life of
the region; Russian is native language for the majority of them. The Armenian
community makes a great contribution to the development of the Krasnodar Terri-
tory. In 2022, a monument to I. Aivazovsky was created and donated to the city at
the expense of the Armenian community. One of the main charitable organizations
of the region, the ‘Armenian Charity’, provides social support and protection to
citizens regardless of their ethnicity, and also contributes to “strengthening peace,
friendship and harmony among peoples, preventing social, national, religious con-
flicts”.> Kamo Hayrapetyan, Chairman of the Regional Branch of the All-Russian
Public Organization ‘Union of Armenians of Russia’ in the Krasnodar Territory,
noted in his interview that “Armenians are part of the multinational people of
the Russian Federation and are united by a common destiny on this land.”®

On the other hand, as studies have shown (Berberyan, Tuchina, 2018),
the Armenians of the Krasnodar Territory represent an internally consolidated

L All-Russian population census 2020. The national composition of the population (vol. 5).
(In Russ.) Retrieved April 29, 2023, from https://rosstat.gov.ru/folder/56580

2 Savva, M.V. (2009). Armenians of the Krasnodar territory: Persons of Kuban nationality.
(In Russ.) Retrieved November 17, 2021, from https://www.isc-s.ru/istoriya-armyan-
kubani/nauchnye-raboty/armyane-krasnodarskogo-kraya.html

3 All-Russian population census 2020. The national composition of the population (vol. 5).
(In Russ.) Retrieved April 29, 2023, from https://rosstat.gov.ru/folder/56580

4 Savva, M.V. (2009). Armenians of the Krasnodar territory: Persons of Kuban nationality.
(In Russ.) Retrieved November 17, 2021, from https://www.isc-s.ru/istoriya-armyan-
kubani/nauchnye-raboty/armyane-krasnodarskogo-kraya.html

> Armenian Charity. Retrieved from https://www.kuban-arm.ru/abo/about/

6 Airapetyan, K.D., & Dvinov, A. (2023, April 30). Armenians of Kuban for a united and great
Russia. Yerkramas. (In Russ.) Retrieved April 30, 2023, from https://yerkramas.org/article/190903/armyane-
kubani-za-edinuyu-i-velikuyu-rossiy

198 PERSONALITY AND CONTEMPORARY CHALLENGES



Tansnuna B.H., Tyuuna O.P., Anomnonog U.A. Bectunk PYJTH. Cepust: Ilcuxomnorus u neparoruka. 2023. T. 20. Ne 2. C. 197-210

community along ethnic lines, their level of loyalty to ‘insiders’ is higher than to
representatives of the ‘broad’ society.

Based on the definition of acculturation (Redfield et al., 1936), we can say
that intercultural interaction between the Armenians and Russians of the Kuban
can be considered as ‘mutual acculturation’, since the representatives of these
groups are in direct and continuous contact, which resulted in changes in the ele-
ments of the original culture of both groups.

Study of mutual acculturation of ethnic groups in Russia

The problem of mutual acculturation of the peoples of Russia has been suf-
ficiently studied by researchers (Galyapina, Lebedeva, 2016; Galyapina et al.,
2021; Galyapina, 2017; Kodzha et al., 2019; Lepshokova, 2017, and others).
Basically, their research was carried out in the national republics or through the
prism of migration processes, for example, Mutual Acculturation of Russians and
Migrants from Central Asia and the South Caucasus (Lebedeva, Tatarko, 2013;
Ryabichenko, Lebedeva, 2017). This study showed that both Russians and migrants
from the countries of Central Asia and the South Caucasus prefer integration atti-
tudes. In all the groups studied, the perceived security predicted their multicultural
ideologies and integration attitudes, and integration was positively associated
with self-esteem among members of all these groups. These similarities support
the reciprocal nature of intercultural relations. However, some differences were
also revealed. For example, the contact hypothesis found partial confirmation
among the Russian majority and the migrants from Central Asia, but was not con-
firmed among the migrants from the South Caucasus.

Studies conducted in the republics of the North Caucasus (Galyapina et al.,
2021; Lebedeva et al., 2017) showed the importance of the sociocultural context
in the mutual acculturation of ethnic groups. For example, in the context of North
Ossetia-Alania, ‘culturally close’ for the Russians and the ethnic majority group
(Ossetians), integration attitudes increased the positive effect of perceived security
and intercultural contacts on the well-being of Ossetians, but in the context of
the Kabardino-Balkarian Republic, ‘culturally distant’ for the Russians and the
ethnic majority groups (Kabardians and Balkars), such a role was played by atti-
tudes towards assimilation.

Also, the research data showed that the conformity/discrepancy between
the acculturation preferences of the minority groups and the majority defines
problematic or even conflict zones. For example, a study of intercultural relations
in Kabardino-Balkaria showed that the Russians there preferred the integration
strategy, while the Kabardians and Balkars preferred segregation. The discrepan-
cies between one group’s acculturation preferences and their preferences as to ac-
culturating the other group predicted a lower level of life satisfaction and nega-
tive intergroup attitudes (Lebedeva et al., 2017).

That is, we can say that intercultural relations have been studied in sufficient
detail among the ethnic majority groups and ethnic minorities in national repub-
lics. However, non-indigenous minorities have almost never been the subject of
separate studies. Moreover, in the Krasnodar Territory one can observe an inte-
resting phenomenon that requires analysis: the Armenians (representatives of
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an ethnic minority) behave like an ethnic majority in certain areas of the region’s
life, while the Russians (representatives of an ethnic majority) use behavior
patterns characteristic of ethnic minorities’ (Koryakin, 2007).

All of the above actualizes the study of the problem of mutual acculturation
of the Russians and Armenians in the Krasnodar territory.

Theoretical foundations of the study

The theoretical basis of our study is J. Berry’s ecocultural approach (Berry,
2019). This author proposed a model that included acculturation attitudes, changes
in behavior or lifestyle in a new society, and acculturative stress (Berry, 1990).

In the course of this study, we tested three hypotheses of intercultural rela-
tions (multiculturalism, contact and integration hypotheses) proposed in the
framework of the acculturation model (Berry, 1990). According to this model,
the multiculturalism hypothesis is based on the postulate that the reason for ac-
cepting people from a different culture and reducing discrimination is a sense of
cultural, economic and physical security (Berry, 2017). Several studies conducted
in Russia and abroad have proven the positive relationship between perceived
security and multicultural ideology or ethnic tolerance (Ward, Masgoret, 2008;
Lebedeva, Tatarko, 2013; Galyapina, 2017, and others).

The contact hypothesis proves that intercultural friendly contacts promote
mutual acceptance of cultural groups. However, it is very important that this con-
tact should take place under certain conditions, including equality of the contact-
ing individuals or groups, voluntariness of contact, support for intercultural con-
tacts by politics, social norms and laws prohibiting discrimination, etc. (Tropp,
Pettigrew, 2005). Previous studies in Russia have proven that intercultural friend-
ly contacts promote tolerance, attitudes towards integration and assimilation
(Ryabichenko, Lebedeva, 2017; Galyapina, 2017; Lepshokova, 2017).

The integration hypothesis proves that the integration strategy, which as-
sumes the involvement of groups and their members both in preserving their own
culture and in adopting another one, contributes to the achievement of greater
psychological and social well-being than participation in the life of only one cul-
tural group (Berry, 2017; Lebedeva, Tatarko, 2013, 2017).

Based on the theoretical analysis, we formulated the hypotheses of this study:

1. The multiculturalism hypothesis: among the Russians and Armenians in
the Krasnodar territory, perceived security is positively associated with the sup-
port of multicultural ideology, ethnic tolerance, and integration and assimilation
attitudes.

2. The contact hypothesis: among the Russians and Armenians in the Kras-
nodar territory, their intense intercultural friendly contacts are positively relation-
ship with ethnic tolerance, integration and assimilation attitudes.

3. The integration hypothesis: among the Russians and Armenians in the
Krasnodar territory their integration attitudes are positively related to self-esteem
and life satisfaction.

7 Konovalova, E.N. (2007, December 2). Armenians in the Kuban: Migrants or locals? Yuga.
(In Russ.) Retrieved September 25, 2021, from https://www.yuga.ru/articles/society/4760.html
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In addition, taking into account, on the one hand, the fairly strong consolida-
tion of the Armenians of the Kuban, and, on the other hand, the high ethnic mosa-
ic of the Krasnodar territory, we assumed that the separation strategy can play
a significant role in intercultural relations. It can be weakened by both intense in-
tercultural contact and increased perceived security (Kodzha et al., 2019). In addi-
tion, the analysis shows that the separation strategy is positively associated with
life satisfaction (Galyapina, Lepshokova, 2017). Based on the above, we put for-
ward additional hypotheses:

4. Among the Russians and Armenians their perceived security and the inten-
sity of intercultural friendly contacts are negatively related to separation attitudes.

5. Among the Armenians, their separation strategy is positively associated
with their self-esteem and life satisfaction.

6. Among the Russians, their separation expectation of the Armenians is
negatively related to their self-esteem and life satisfaction.

Research methods

Sample. The participants of the study were Russian and Armenian residents
of the Krasnodar territory. The total sample size was 388 persons. Table 1 pre-
sents the age and gender characteristics of the participants.

Table 1
Gender and age characteristics of the sample
Ethnic Number Age Gender
groups N=384 M Min - Max SsD Male, N, % Female, N, %
Russians 198 19.7 18-30 25 99 (50%) 99 (50%)
Armenians 186 23.3 17-43 7.8 78 (43%) 108 (57%)

Note: N — total sample size; M — mean value; Min — minimum age; Max — maximum age;
SD - standard deviation.

An analysis of the level of education in the Armenian sample showed that
17 respondents (9.1%) had incomplete secondary education, 79 respondents (42.4%)
had secondary education, 21 respondents (11.3%) had specialized secondary edu-
cation, and 69 respondents (37%) had higher education. In the Russian sample,
one respondent (0.5%) had an incomplete secondary education, 10 respondents (5.1%)
had secondary education, 72 respondents (36.4%) had secondary specialized edu-
cation, and 117 respondents (59.1%) had higher education.

Research procedure. The participants completed a socio-psychological sur-
vey in person in the Krasnodar territory in 2019-2020. Convenient sampling
(‘snowball” method) was used. The participants did not obtain any reward.

Measure. In this study, we used scales from the MIRIPS questionnaire,
which were translated into Russian and adapted to the Russian sample (Lebedeva,
Tatarko, 2009). All the responses were given on a 5-point scale from 1 (absolutely
disagree) to 5 (absolutely agree). The reliability and consistency of the scales were
assessed using the reliability coefficient (Cronbach’s o).

Perceived security: 6 questions, for example, “There is room for a diversity
of languages and cultures in the Kuban” (for the Russians, a = 0.54; for the Ar-
menians, o = 0.59).
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Intercultural friendly contacts: this scale included 2 questions: “How many Rus-
sian/Armenian close friends do you have?” and “How often do you meet with your
Armenian/Russian friends?” (for the Russians, a = 0.67; for the Armenians, a.= 0.52).

Multicultural ideology: 10 questions, for example, “We must help cultural
and racial minorities preserve their cultural heritage in the Kuban” (for the Rus-
sians, oo = 0.65; for the Armenians, a. = 0.56).

Ethnic tolerance: 6 questions, for example, “We must strive for equality of
all groups, regardless of their racial or ethnic origin” (for the Russians, a = 0.62;
for the Armenians o = 0.59).

Acculturation expectations: for the Russians: integration (4 questions, for exam-
ple, “Representatives of other ethnic groups (non-Russians) living in the Kuban
must be fluent in both their native and Russian languages™) (a = 0.58); assimila-
tion (4 questions, for example, “Representatives of other ethnic groups should
participate in those activities where only Russians participate”) (o = 0.56), separa-
tion (4 questions, for example, “I believe that representatives of other ethnic
groups should, above all, preserve their cultural traditions™) (o = 0.56).

Acculturation strategies: for the Armenians: integration (4 questions, for exam-
ple, “I believe that Armenians should be fluent in both their native and Russian
languages™) (o = 0.64); assimilation (4 questions, for example, “I believe that it is
more important for Armenians to be fluent in Russian than in their native lan-
guage”) (o = 0.67), separation (4 questions, for example, “I believe that Armeni-
ans should make friends only with Armenians”) (o= 0.81).

Self-esteem: 4 questions, for example, “I believe that | have some good quali-
ties” (Rosenberg, 1985) (for the Russians, o = 0,80; for the Armenians, o = 0.66).

Life satisfaction: 5 questions, for example, “I have everything | need in life”
(Diener et al., 1985) (for the Russians, a = 0.81, for the Armenians, o = 0.79).

Sociodemographic characteristics: gender, age, education.

Mathematical statistical data processing. The data were processed using
the SPSS 26.0 statistical software package. The following methods were involved:
the differences between the groups were measured using multivariate analysis of
variance (MANOVA); the hypotheses were tested using SEM (structural equation
modeling).

Results

Results of comparison of means of all the variables. The results showed
that the Russians and Armenians of the Kuban significantly differ from each other
in the studied variables (Table 2): Wilks A =0.517, F (23.011) = 1.98, p < 0.01,
Partial n?= 0.048.

Structural equation modeling results. Further, to test the main hypotheses,
we analyzed the data using structural equation modeling. We controlled for the
gender and age of the respondents. However, since they did not have significant
effects on the variables under study, we did not display them in the model.

At the first stage, we conducted a multigroup analysis. The results indicated
the absence of invariance (A CFI > 0.01; A RMSEA > 0.01). Therefore, we car-
ried out further analysis separately for each group.
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Table 2
Results of the survey of the Russian and Armenian respondents
Russians Armenians
Variables F(3,381) Partial n?
M SD M SD
Perceived security 3.15 0.46 3.56 0.51 25.183*** 0.061
Intercultural friendly contacts 3.22 1.11 4.80 0.86 79.282*** 0.170
Multicultural ideology 3.34 0.55 3.71 0.80 66.763*** 0.147
Ethnic tolerance 3.60 0.62 3.78 0.50 49.814*** 0.114
Integration 3.85 0.69 4.42 0.59 80.470*** 0.173
Assimilation 2.35 0.67 2.83 0.63 5.988** 0.015
Separation 2.65 0.61 2.45 0.68 6.139** 0.016
Self-esteem 3.89 0.63 4.1 0.88 31.300*** 0.075
Life satisfaction 3.62 0.86 4.19 0.48 51.256*** 0.118

Note: M — mean value; SD — standard deviation; F — Fisher’s F-test; Partial n? — partial eta squared
(non-linear correlation coefficient). * effects are significant at p < .05. ** effects are significant at p < .01.
*** gffects are significant at p < .001.

To test the hypotheses, we built path models for the Russians and the ethnic
minority group, the Armenians (Figure). The characteristics of the models corre-
spond to the requirements for models in structural modeling: y¥df =1.4/2.1;
SRMR =0.03/0.05; CFI = 0.98/0.94; RMSEA = 0.07/0.08; PCLOSE = 0.43/0.31.

R2=0.05/0.02

Multicultural
ideology

R*=0.02/0.13
0.07/-0.03

Ethnic tolerance
W J R2=0.03/0.04

R2=0.01/0.12
Integration J

[ Perceived security

0.05/-0.08 Self-esteem
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0.12%/0.36%
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RI=0.01005 0/111/-0.02

Assimilation

Intercultural
friendly contacts

0040099 \y gosg oGk

R*=0.01/0.01 R*=0.01/0.11

Separation Life satisfaction

Path model for testing the hypotheses of intercultural relations among the Russians and Armenians
of the Kuban (coefficients are presented through a slash: Russians/Armenians)

Note: *p < 0,05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001; + p = 0.06.

The multiculturalism hypothesis was partially confirmed in both samples:
for the Russians, their perceived security predicted attitudes towards maintaining
the multicultural ideology; for the Armenians, their perceived security was posi-
tively associated with attitudes toward maintaining the multicultural ideology and
integration strategy, but negatively associated with assimilation attitudes.
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The contact hypothesis was partially confirmed in the Russian sample and
completely confirmed in the Armenian sample: for the Russians, the intensity of
intercultural friendly contacts was positively related only to ethnic tolerance; among
the Armenians, the intensity of intercultural friendly contacts was positively associ-
ated with ethnic tolerance as well as integration and assimilation strategies.

The integration hypothesis was fully confirmed in the Armenian sample and
partially confirmed in the Russian sample: for the Russians, their expectation of
the Armenians’ integration predicted their self-esteem; for the Armenians, the in-
tegration strategy was positively associated with both their self-esteem and life
satisfaction.

The additional hypothesis (4) about the negative relationship of the per-
ceived security and intercultural contacts with separation attitudes was not con-
firmed in both samples.

However, the additional hypotheses (5 and 6) were partially confirmed:
the Armenians’ separation strategy was positively related to their life satisfaction;
for the Russians, the expectation of the Armenians’ separation reduced their self-
esteem (at the level of trends).

Discussion

The multiculturalism hypothesis was partially confirmed in the sample of
the ethnic majority (Russians of the Kuban): their perceived security predicted atti-
tudes towards maintaining the multicultural ideology. In the ethnic minority group
(Armenians of the Kuban), the hypothesis was also partially confirmed: their per-
ceived security was not associated with the ethnic tolerance; however, it was posi-
tively associated with attitudes towards maintaining the multicultural ideology and
the integration strategy. These data can be interpreted in the context of the hypothe-
sis of ideological asymmetry proposed by the social dominance theory, according to
which multiculturalism is more beneficial for an ethnic minority than for a group of
the host population, since multiculturalism allows the minority to preserve their cul-
ture and receive a higher social status in society, whereas the host population may
perceive the minority and their desire to preserve their culture as a threat to their
identity and status (Schalk-Soekar, Van de Vijver, 2008).

Interesting in this study was the result that the perceived security of the eth-
nic minority (Armenians) was negatively associated with their assimilation atti-
tudes. Accordingly, for the representatives of this group, security is seen as a fac-
tor in preserving themselves as an ethnocultural community. The Armenians see
the problem not in the imposition of other traditions and rules of conduct, but ra-
ther in the gradual loss of their own national traditions. Consequently, they do not
feel anxiety in relation to their acceptance by the majority; on the contrary,
they want to demonstrate their cultural characteristics and their influence on
the life of the region.

The contact hypothesis was partially confirmed in the sample of the ethnic
majority: the intensity of intercultural friendly contacts was positively associated
only with the ethnic tolerance of Russians. Given the rather high level of ethnic
tolerance both in the ethnic minority group and in the ethnic majority group, as well
as the high level of intercultural contacts, it can be assumed that these results are
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due to the low level of interethnic tension in the multicultural society of the Kras-
nodar territory, as well as long-standing historical relationship between the indi-
genous population and the “indigenized” Armenian diaspora.

The contact hypothesis was fully confirmed in the Armenian sample: their
friendly contacts with Russians were positively associated with ethnic tolerance
and preference for the integration and assimilation strategies. The representatives
of the Armenian diaspora of the Kuban are characterized by a large number of
intercultural contacts, openness in communication and active interaction with re-
presentatives of other ethnic groups. This feature suggests that intercultural con-
tacts are a powerful factor in effective interethnic relations.

The integration hypothesis was partly confirmed in the sample of the ethnic
majority: their expectation of the Armenians’ integration in the Krasnodar territory
predicted their self-esteem. This is consistent with the results of numerous previous
studies, namely, the ethnic majority most often expects the minority to be integrated
or assimilated (Barrette et al., 2004; Jasinskaja-Lahti et al., 2003; Ljujic et al., 2010).
Migrants who choose the assimilation or integration strategies are perceived by most
as less threatening to the host society (Berry et al., 2006; Kosic et al., 2005).

The integration hypothesis in the ethnic minority group was fully confirmed.
Their preference for the integration strategy was positively associated with the
measures of psychological well-being (self-esteem and life satisfaction). The high
level of self-esteem and life satisfaction in this group demonstrates that the Arme-
nians of the Kuban are a fairly adapted and psychologically prosperous ethnic
group within the region, and one of the predictors of their well-being is the orien-
tation towards integration into the host society.

The additional hypothesis about the negative relationship of the perceived
security and intercultural contacts with the attitudes towards separation was not
confirmed in both samples. This is apparently due to the fact that the Kuban is his-
torically a multiethnic region, with a high frequency of intercultural contacts.
However, the additional hypothesis about the relationship between the separation
strategy of the Armenians and their life satisfaction was partially confirmed.
Therefore, we can say that the orientation of the Armenians to preserve their cul-
ture and language, maintaining contacts with members of their ethnic group, par-
ticipating in the diaspora events contributes to their life satisfaction (Galyapina
et al., 2022). Thus, “closure” within one’s own ethnocultural community can be
a factor in life satisfaction, but does not contribute to an increase in self-esteem.
That is, it can be said that in the multiethnic Krasnodar territory, intensive inter-
cultural contacts of the Armenians lead to the blurring of ethnic boundaries,
to their assimilation, which does not contribute to their well-being, since the Ar-
menians of the Kuban are quite consolidated and focused on preserving their cul-
ture. Their life satisfaction was promoted by the strategy of separation rather than
that of assimilation. This is consistent with the results of a number of other studies
(e.g., Lebedeva, 2017).

For the ethnic majority group (Russians of the Kuban), the following trend
was revealed: their expectation of the Armenians’ separation reduced their self-
esteem. This is a rather disturbing trend demonstrating that the Russians perceive
the Armenians as a rival group, potentially threatening the status of the Russians

JIMYHOCTDH U BBI3OBbI COBPEMEHHOCTHU 205



Galyapina V.N., Tuchina O.R., Apollonov I.A. 2023. RUDN Journal of Psychology and Pedagogics, 20(2), 197-210

in the region, since low-status groups are more sensitive to subtle status differences
in the contact situation than representatives of larger high-status groups (Dixon et al.,
2005; Tropp, Pettigrew, 2005).

A number of studies have shown that the leading role in intercultural relations
in the region belongs to the ethnic majority, which sets the tone and atmosphere of
interaction (Lebedeva et al., 2017). In general, if a hypothesis is completely con-
firmed in the majority group, then, as a rule, it is confirmed at least partially in
the minority group. If it is partially confirmed in the majority group, then most likely
it is partially or not confirmed in the minorities. In our study, on the contrary, the hy-
potheses were fully or partially confirmed in the minority group (Kuban Armenians),
and partially confirmed in the majority group (Kuban Russians). This may indicate
that the Armenians in the Krasnodar territory are becoming not only a numerous but
also influential group that largely determines intercultural interaction in the region.

Conclusion

The results of the study of mutual acculturation of the Russians and Arme-
nians in the Krasnodar territory allow us to conclude that intercultural relations
between these groups are successful and fruitful. This is, first of all, due to the co-
incidence of acculturation preferences of the Armenians and Russians of the Ku-
ban: integration is seen as the most preferable strategy, it positively affects both
the psychological well-being of the ethnic minority (Armenians) and the self-
esteem of the ethnic majority (Russians). However, a rather disturbing trend has
also been revealed, the expectation of the separation of the Armenians negatively
affects the self-esteem of the Russians, which demonstrates their concern in rela-
tion to this group but, at the same time, this strategy contributes to life satisfaction
of the Armenians.

The perceived security and especially intense intercultural friendly contacts
lead to mutual integration. The specifics of the socio-cultural context of the Kras-
nodar territory, namely multiethnicity and multiconfessionalism, historical back-
ground, as well as the absence of assimilation imposed by the ethnic majority, are
important conditions for the successful mutual acculturation of the Russians and
Armenians of the Kuban.

In general, the results obtained show that it is important to actively involve
representatives of the Armenian diaspora, especially young people, in citywide
and regional public and cultural events, providing them with the opportunity to
position themselves as representatives of the Kuban.

It is equally important for national public organizations to more actively involve
representatives of other ethnic groups in their activities, to focus not only on their ethnic
characteristics, but also on value, cultural and ideological similarities with them.
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NcecnepoBaTenbckaa cTaTbs

B3aumMHas akkynbTypauus pycCKUX n apMsiH
B KpacHoaapckom Kpae

B.H. laasimunal®®" ', O.P. Tyunna®”, U.A. AnoJ10H0B?

'HanmonansHelit HccIen0BaTeNbCKNH yHUBEPCHTET «BEICIIAs KO YKOHOMUKHY,
Poccuiickan ©@edepayus, 101000, Mocksa, yr. Macnuykas, 0. 20
2Ky6aHcKuii rocy1apCTBEHHBIIH TEXHOJIOTHYECKHi YHHBEPCHTET,

Poccuiickas @edepayus, 350072, Kpacnooap, yn. Mockoeckas, 0. 2

vgalyapina@hse.ru

AnHOTanms. B3auMHbIe MEKKYIBTYpHBIC OTHOIICHUS MEXIY JOMHHHUPYIONINM Hace-
JCHUEM U TPEICTABUTEISIMHA STHHYECKUX MEHBIIMHCTB HJIM MHTPAHTOB JOCTATOYHO ITOAPOO-
HO HCCIIEJIOBAINCH KaK 3apyOC:KHBIMH, TaK M POCCUACKUMHU yueHbIMH. OJHAKO HEKOTOPHIC
MEHBIIHMHCTBA UMEIOT OCOOBI CTATYC U OTHOCSATCS POCCHHCKHUMH HCCICHOBATEIIMH K «YKO-
PCHUBIIEMYCsl MEHBITMHCTBY». B 9acTHOCTH, K TaKoi rpyIie MpuHAIUIeKAT apMsiHe. B 3Toit
CBA3HU MPEACTABIACT UHTECPEC U3YUCHUEC B3aUMHBIX MEKKYJIbTYPHBIX OTHOILIEHUN npeacraBu-
TEeIeH 3THUYECKOIO 6OJ'H>HJI/IHCTBa 1 apMAH KaK YKOPCHUBIICTOCA 3THUYECKOTO MECHBIINMHCTBA.
HccnenoBanue mpoBOAMIOCH B KOHTEKCTE 3KOKYIbTypHOTO moaxoaa /. beppu. Lens — mpo-
BEpKa TPEX TUIOTE3 MEXKYIbTYPHBIX OTHOIIECHUN (MyIBTHKYJIBTYpaIU3Ma, KOHTAKTa U HHTE-
rpammn). Berbopky coctaBmmm pycckue (N = 198; u3 Hux 50 % My>X4nHBI, CpeIHUI BO3pacT
19,7 net) n apmsae (N = 186, u3 HuX 43 % MyX4UHHEL, cpeqauit Bo3pact 23,3 roga) KpacHo-
Japckoro kpast, obmas Beioopka N = 388. B kauecTBe METOJIOB UCCIICOBAHUS HCIIOIB30Ba-
TUCh Kbl U3 onpocHuka MIRIPS, ananTiupoBaHHbIC Ha pocCHiicKOl BhIOOpKe. Ha ocHOBE
MOZEIUPOBAHMS CTPYKTYPHBIMA YPaBHECHUSIMH TIOMYYCHBI PE3YJIBTAThl, TO3BOJIIONINE 3aKIIO-
YHTh, YTO Y PYCCKHX M apMSH BOCIIPHHUMAaeMast 0€30MacCHOCTh MPEACKa3hIBaeT YCTAHOBKH Ha
NOJJEp>KaHUuE MYJIbTUKYJIBTYPHOU MIEONOTHU; y apMsIH OHA TAaKKE MOJIOKUTEIBHO B3aUMO-
CBsI3aHA CO CTPATETHEH WHTETPalliil W OTPUIATEIBFHO — C YCTAaHOBKAMH Ha ACCHUMIIISIIHIO.
MeXKyITbTYpHBIC IPYKECKHE KOHTAKTHI U Y PYCCKUX, H Y apMSH MOJOKUTECIBHO CBS3aHBI
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C OTHHYECKOW TOJIEPAHTHOCTHIO; a Y apMsIH TaKKe CO CTpATeTUsIMU MHTETPaIllui U aCCHMMUJIS-
uuu. [IpennoyreHue crpateruy cemnapauuu y apMsH MpeIcKa3bIBaJI0 UX YJIOBIETBOPEHHOCTh
JKU3HBIO; a Y PYCCKUX OKMJIaHUE Cenapaldi apMsH He CIOCOOCTBOBAJIO UX CaMOYBa)KEHHIO.
B 1menom BBISBICHO, YTO BOCIpPUHUMaeMas 0€30MacHOCTh U 0COOEHHO MHTEHCHBHBIC MEX-
KYJbTYpHBIE IPY’KECKHE KOHTAKTHI IIPUBOJAAT K B3aUMHOI MHTErpaliii HEKOPEHHOIO dTHUYE-
CKOTO MEHBIIMHCTBA M ATHUYECKOTO OOJBIIMHCTBA. McTopuuyecku 00yciOBIeHHbIE 0COOEH-
Hocth KpacHomapckoro kpasi — MOJUKYJIBTYPHOCTh M MOJMKOH(PECCHOHATBLHOCTh, 8 TaKXkKe
OTCYTCTBHE HAaBSI3aHHON ACCHMIUISIIMUA CO CTOPOHBI ATHHYECKOTO OOJNBIINHCTBA SIBIISIOTCS
BAXHBIMH YCJIOBUAMHU YCIEUIHOM B3aMMHOM aKKyJIbTypalHUHW PYCCKUX M IpeAcTaBUTeNeit
«YKOPEHUBIIETOCS 3ITHUYECKOTO MEHBIINHCTBAY — apMsiH KyOaHu.

KiroueBble cioBa: B3auMHasl akKyJbTypalusl, TUIOTE3a MYJIBTUKYJIbTYpalu3Ma, I'H-
MoTe3a KOHTAKTa, TUIIOTe3a HHTErpalluy, pycckue, apMsne, KpacHonapckuii kpait

Baarogapnocru n ¢gunancuposanue. Mccnenosanue ocyuiecTsieHo B pamkax IIpo-
rpaMmbl (hyHIaMeHTanbHBIX uccnenopanuiit HUY BIID (mpoekT «3epkanbHble 1a00paTopum»).
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