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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. 

Key words: mutual acculturation, multiculturalism hypothesis, contact hypothesis, in-
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Russia is a multiethnic state, where more than 190 ethnic groups live.1 

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.3 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’.4 

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”.5 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.”6 

On the other hand, as studies have shown (Berberyan, Tuchina, 2018), 

the Armenians of the Krasnodar Territory represent an internally consolidated 

 
1 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 
5 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 
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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.  

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 minorities7 (Koryakin, 2007).  

All of the above actualizes the study of the problem of mutual acculturation 

of the Russians and Armenians in the Krasnodar territory. 

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. 

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. 

 

‒ 

–

–

‒ ‒ ‒ ‒
‒

 
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 α). 

Perceived security: 6 questions, for example, “There is room for a diversity 

of languages and cultures in the Kuban” (for the Russians, α = 0.54; for the Ar-

menians, α = 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, α = 0.67; for the Armenians, α = 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, α = 0.65; for the Armenians, α = 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, α = 0.62; 

for the Armenians α = 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”) (α = 0.58); assimila-

tion (4 questions, for example, “Representatives of other ethnic groups should 

participate in those activities where only Russians participate”) (α = 0.56), separa-

tion (4 questions, for example, “I believe that representatives of other ethnic 

groups should, above all, preserve their cultural traditions”) (α = 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”) (α = 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”) (α = 0.67), separation (4 questions, for example, “I believe that Armeni-

ans should make friends only with Armenians”) (α = 0.81). 

Self-esteem: 4 questions, for example, “I believe that I have some good quali- 

ties” (Rosenberg, 1985) (for the Russians, α = 0,80; for the Armenians, α = 0.66).  

Life satisfaction: 5 questions, for example, “I have everything I need in life” 

(Diener et al., 1985) (for the Russians, α = 0.81, for the Armenians, α = 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 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’ Λ = 0.517, F (23.011) = 1.98, p < 0.01, 

Partial η²= 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 (Δ CFI > 0.01; Δ RMSEA > 0.01). Therefore, we car-

ried out further analysis separately for each group. 
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η²

‒ ‒ ‒ ’ η² ‒

 

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: χ²/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. 

 

† 

 

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).  

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 



Галяпина В.Н., Тучина О.Р., Аполлонов И.А. Вестник РУДН. Серия: Психология и педагогика. 2023. Т. 20. № 2. С. 197–210 
 

 

ЛИЧНОСТЬ И ВЫЗОВЫ СОВРЕМЕННОСТИ                                                                        205 

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 
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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. 

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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Аннотация. Взаимные межкультурные отношения между доминирующим насе-

лением и представителями этнических меньшинств или мигрантов достаточно подроб-

но исследовались как зарубежными, так и российскими учеными. Однако некоторые 

меньшинства имеют особый статус и относятся российскими исследователями к «уко-

ренившемуся меньшинству». В частности, к такой группе принадлежат армяне. В этой 

связи представляет интерес изучение взаимных межкультурных отношений представи-

телей этнического большинства и армян как укоренившегося этнического меньшинства. 

Исследование проводилось в контексте экокультурного подхода Д. Берри. Цель ‒ про-

верка трех гипотез межкультурных отношений (мультикультурализма, контакта и инте-

грации). Выборку составили русские (N = 198; из них 50 % мужчины, средний возраст 

19,7 лет) и армяне (N = 186, из них 43 % мужчины, средний возраст 23,3 года) Красно-

дарского края, общая выборка N = 388. В качестве методов исследования использова-

лись шкалы из опросника MIRIPS, адаптированные на российской выборке. На основе 

моделирования структурными уравнениями получены результаты, позволяющие заклю-

чить, что у русских и армян воспринимаемая безопасность предсказывает установки на 

поддержание мультикультурной идеологии; у армян она также положительно взаимо-

связана со стратегией интеграции и отрицательно ‒ с установками на ассимиляцию. 

Межкультурные дружеские контакты и у русских, и у армян положительно связаны 

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3885-1455
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5525-7645
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1926-8213
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с этнической толерантностью; а у армян также со стратегиями интеграции и ассимиля-

ции. Предпочтение стратегии сепарации у армян предсказывало их удовлетворенность 

жизнью; а у русских ожидание сепарации армян не способствовало их самоуважению. 

В целом выявлено, что воспринимаемая безопасность и особенно интенсивные меж-

культурные дружеские контакты приводят к взаимной интеграции некоренного этниче-

ского меньшинства и этнического большинства. Исторически обусловленные особен-

ности Краснодарского края ‒ поликультурность и поликонфессиональность, а также 

отсутствие навязанной ассимиляции со стороны этнического большинства являются 

важными условиями успешной взаимной аккультурации русских и представителей 

«укоренившегося этнического меньшинства» – армян Кубани. 

Ключевые слова: взаимная аккультурация, гипотеза мультикультурализма, ги-

потеза контакта, гипотеза интеграции, русские, армяне, Краснодарский край 
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