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O0bl K PACKPLIMUIO OUACIOPHO20 80NPOCA 8 OMe4eCmEeHHOU U 3apybedicHotl ucmopuoepaguu. Ocge-
Warmes U Xapaxmepusyiomcs, 0CHOGHbIE IMANbL UHCMUMYYUOHATLHO20 PA3GUMUSL YKPAUHCKOU Ou-
acnopel 8 cmpane npodscusanus. Ananusupyemes noaumuxa Poccuiickoiu @edepayuu no omuoute-
HUIO K 21A6HbIM YKPAUHCKUM opeanuzayusim cmpansl. Onucvleaemcs coO8pemMenHoe cOCmosnue u
danvHeliue NePCneKmuebl pa3eumus YeHmpaibHblXx YKpAunckux uncmumyyui 6 Poccuu.
Knrwueewvie cnoea: yxpaunckas ouacnopa, uncmumyyus, Poccuiickas @edepayus.

Summary. Volkov V. Institutional development of the Ukrainian diaspora in Russia 1991—
2010. The article is devoted to the research and meaningful theme, named the history of Ukraini-
an-Russian relations, the main trends of development in modern times. Despite the existence of
some scientific works, the problem of formation of the Ukrainian diaspora in Russia remains less
explored. The author analysez literature and the use the source to identifiy the key stages of
institutional development of the Ukrainian diaspora in Russia. It is pointed out that the formation
of the Ukrainian communities in Russia was entirely dependent on the political atmosphere of the
country of residence. Also important is the conclusion on the gradual fading of social activity
Ukrainian diaspora in Russia. This process was associated with the gradual assimilation of Ukrai-
nian Federation, direct proof of which is a permanent reduction in their numbers in the country.
The article discusses the Ukrainian diaspora in the light of the formation of its organizational
structure. A quick study approaches to disclosure diaspora issues in domestic and foreign histori-
ography. In the context of Ukrainian organizations in Russia author highlights and describes the
main stages of institutional development of Ukrainian Diaspora in the country of residence. The
policy of the Russian Federation in relation to the main centers of Ukrainian country is analysed.
The current state and future prospects of the central Ukrainian institutions in Russia is described.
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ARMENIAN COMMUNITY IN CHERKASSY REGION IN THE CONTEXT OF
THE PROBLEM OF LANGUAGE IDENTITY (1990s — beginning of the 21* century)

Anomauin. bepexcna H.O. Bipmencoka zpomaoa Hepkacvkoi oonacmi ¢ konmekcmi npoone-
Mu MoeHoi idenmuunocmi (1990-i pp. — nouamox XXI cm.). Llicto cmammero asmop e0pyee mop-
Kaemuvcs npodremu MoBHOI i0eHmMuyHoCmi 8ipMeH, wo Mmewkaiomos Ha mepumopii Yepracvkoi
obnacmi 6 ocmannio ueepmo cmoaimms (3 kinys 1980-x pp.). Ilposedenuii ananiz 3aceiouye: MoeHI
acuminayiuni npoyecu na mepumopii Yepxawunvl oxonnioiomos Hacamnepeo 8ipMeH CilbCbKOi
Micyesocmi, wjo, Midic THWUM, He € XapakmepHum Oas 8ciei HO8ImHbOI YKpainu.

Knwuoei cnosea: nayionanvna menwuna, gipmencoka epomada, Hepracoxa obaacme, ioen-
MUYHICMb, MOBHA [0eHMUYHICMb.

Problem description. We have analyzed the historiography of the problem (as a component of
modern Ukrainian Armenology) and came to conclusion that the problem wasn’t made clear enough in
historic science. Moreover, as it is seen in rare publications, the language identity ofthe representatives
ofnational minorities (except the Russian and Jewish ones) isn’t conceptually formulated. At the same
time the researchers have been traditionally concentrated on the history of appearance and primary
settling of Armenian national minority on the territory of modern Ukraine [ 1, 233].

Analysis of latest researches and publications.Regional ethnographers also paid little attention
to this problem. The main reason for this is lack of sources, more precisely the absence of published
latest population census data in Ukraine. Evidently one ofthe most important sources which can be used
for more profound scientific research is statistical data.

Aim of this paper. The author has already dealt with the problem of Armenian community in
Central Ukraine (in particular in Cherkassy region) in the context of language identity. In this case the
author aims to clarify this phenomenon more profoundly.

Statement of the main material. The basis for the proposed vision of the problem is the analysis
of' materials from the census of the years of 1989 and 2001. That is the main statistical data whichhad
been found by the author in the manuscript of specific ministries and departments of Ukraine (they are
indicated as «personal archive»). They give us the opportunity to watch the dynamics of the number of
this national minority in the regions of Ukraine, in particular in Cherkassy region. Considering the
technological problems ofthe both census, new opportunities appear for analyzing the sex, education,
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age and other differences of Armenian community. The specificity of migration processes, some
circumstances of preserving, forming and transforming the language (in a more broad sense — national)
identity. Moreover, the usage of these statistical data may be the basis for further profound research.
The aim of'the article is to reproduce virtually and in words the general «statistical portrait» ofthe
Armenian community of Cherkassy region on the eve of the collapse ofthe USSR, as well as during the
first decade since the appearance on the political map of two independent states Ukraine and Republic
of Armenia. Most of all the attention should be paid to the changes in language identity of the people.
As aresult of the conducted statistical analysis we have official data demonstrating that from 1989
to 2001 the number of Armenians in Cherkassy region increased from 636 to 1749 (2.75 times). We
have found the statistics about Armenian population distribution in districts and towns of the region.
This statistics is represented in the following table (table 1). [2].
Table 1
Distribution of constant population of Armenian nationality in districts and towns

of Cherkassy region according to sex and type of locations (2001)

As we can see it was not possible to reproduce the whole picture of the presence and resettlement
of Armenian population in the region, since out of all number (1749 persons) there are only 961 people
according to the census which makes only 55% of all community. But even these data let us understand
that in 2001 relatively more Armenians lived in such towns as Talne, Hrystynivka and Zhashkiv. At the
same time the rural settlements of this national minority were more numerous in Horodyshchenskyi,
Zolotoniskyi, Cherkaskyi and Chornobaivskyi districts.

We have also the data of the two censuses about the quantitative characteristic of Armenian
population after native language. This lets us say about certain type of their identification. In 1989 the
Armenian language was considered as a native language by 54,7% of the Armenians in the region, in
2001 it was 68,7%. Ukrainian-speaking and Russian-speaking Armenians made accordingly: 9,4%
and 34,6% in 1989 and 11,2% and 19,2% in 2001. The tendencies of the changes are seen quite
definitely. Among other things the number of Ukrainian-speaking Armenians in rural area increased. In
1989 they made 7,5% of the local Armenian community, in 2001 they made already 12,9% (table 2)
[3-4].

71



ISSN 2076-5908. Bicauk Uepkacokoro yHiBepeutery. 2014. Ne29 (322)

Table 2
Distribution of Armenian population according to the native language (1989)

Distribution of Armenian population according to the native language (2001)

On the whole at the beginning of the 21 century among city inhabitants of Cherkassy region 709
Armenians (63,7%) considered Armenian as their native language, 116 (10,4%) — Ukrainian, 288
(25,8%) — Russian. The Armenian population according to the native language in rural area is as follows:
for 484 (78,8%) persons Armenian was native, for 81 (13,2%) — Ukrainian and only 49 Armenian
(8,0%) considered Russian as their native language. The decrease of the number of Russian-speaking
Armenians was well observed in the villages of the region. Despite all the modern influences they remain
Ukrainian-speaking.

By the way, a similar tendency is observed in the neighbouring Kiev region where during the 12
years the number of Ukrainian-speaking Armenians in rural area increased to 5%. At the same time the
number of Armenians who consider Russian as their native language decreased almost to 10%. Despite
these significant changes, Russian dominates among city population in Kiev region [5]. The same is in
another region of Ukraine. This is the heritage of the Soviet time.

This way the significant majority of the representatives of the Armenian community which in Cherkassy
region at the beginning of 2000s made 1749 people, preserved their national, that is the Armenian
language identity. Considering the fact that almost two third ofthe community lived in towns (64,4%) in
the time of the second census (2001), another tendency became representative. Among the Armenians
who went through the language assimilation and continued living in the urbanized microenvironment,
relatively more numerous were those who considered Russian as their native language. We have serious
assumptions to think, that this group which evidently belonged to those who lived here for a very long time as
well as to those who arrived recently, overcame in their life one assimilation degree. In fact, these people
preserved the degree of adaptation to the «non Armeniany» environment, which they inherited from the
Soviet epoch when Russian was native for almost all population of the multinational Soviet Union.

The situation with the Armenians who had to live in rural area of Cherkassy region, is a little bit
different. First of all it is necessary to indicate that they made more than one third of all number —
35,6%. More or less long stay of the representatives of this ethnic group in the Ukrainian environment
demonstrated its relatively «more flexible» disposition to cultural mutual influence. Preserving their loyalty
to the national language identity Armenians, who were able to adopt the local language practice, were
not unambiguous.

Of course «Ukrainization», mentioned above and demonstrated by the statistics, doesn’t need any
exaggeration. Because it concerns several dozens of people, moreover the life of each of these Armenians
was tightly connected with the traditional mode of life and culture of Ukrainian village. Unfortunately we
don’t have any precise data about how much time the Ukrainian-speaking Armenians needed to form
anew language identity.

What concerns the problem of the language identity of the Armenian population in a broader context,
interesting is the fact that at the beginning ofthe 21* century in a neighbouring Poltava region, unlike
Cherkassy and Kiev regions, the number of Armenians who indicated Russian and Ukrainian as their
native language, was almost the same.
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The author thinks that the problem oflanguage adaptation (assimilation) ofthe Armenian population
in the Ukrainian ethnical environment, which in this case is represented by the absolute majority ofcity
and rural localities of central regions of Ukraine, needs a more detailed analysis. In particular it would
be reasonable to compare the degree and consequences of this process in the context of similar adaptation
of'the representatives of other national minorities, including the Russian one.

Conclusion. This way, according to statistical data, language assimilation processes on the territory
of Cherkassy region encompass first of all the Armenians of rural area. We can see this not only in
Cherkassy region but also in the neighbouring Kyiv region. At the same time this phenomena is not
characteristic for the Armenian population of all Ukraine. For example, in Poltava region the mentioned
tendency has significant peculiarities. In any case there are serious arguments to think that the language
identity of Armenians not always and not fully coincides with the national identity. The representatives of
the Armenian ethnos preserve traditionally their national identity that is they «remain Armenians», despite
the fact that in a multicultural environment they quite easy start using common Russian or, to a greater
degree in Cherkassy region, master the Ukrainian language.
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Annomauus. bepexcnaa H.O. Apmanckoe coooujecmeo Uepkacckoii oonacmu 6 KoHmexkcme
npoonemol azvikoeoi uoenmuynocmu (1990-vie 2e. — nauano XXI 6.). Hacmosuweti cmamoeti ag-
mMop 60 6MOPOU pa3 KaAcaemcs npooiemvl A3bIKOGOU UOESHMUYHOCMU APMSH, KOMOpble NPOICUBA-
fom nHa meppumopuu Yepracckoi obracmu 8 nocieonioo yemseepmov 6exa (¢ konya 1980-x 22.).
Ilposedennsviii anaruz 00Kasvlaem: SA3blKOGble ACCUMUNAYUOHHbIE NPOYeCcChl HA MePPUumopuu
Yepracuunvl oxeamvigarom 6 nepeyro ouepedb apMsH CenbCKOU MEeCHMHOCHU, YMo, Mexucoy npo-
YUM, He ABAAemCcs XapakmepHolM 015 8cell Hogelulell YKpaunol.

Kniouesvle cnosa: nayuonaibHoe MeHbUUHCMEO, apMAHCKoe coobwecmeo, Yepracckasn ob-
1Acmyv, UOEHMUYHOCTD, S3bIKOBAsL UOEHMUYHOCD.

Summary. Berezhna N. Armenian community in Cherkassy oblast in the context of the prob-
lem of language identity (1990s — beginning of the 21° century). The author studies the problem of
language identity of Armenians who lived on the territory of Cherkassy oblast during the last
decades of the 20" century (since the end of 1980s). The conducted analysis shows that language
assimilation processes in Cherkashchyna encompassed first of all the Armenians of rural area.
This was not characteristic for all Ukraine in the newest history. In a broader context it concerns
the not fully studied processes of the newest adaptation and assimilation of the Armenian popula-
tion in the Ukrainian ethnocultural environment. In this paper the main aspects of this problem
have been described. The author did not restrict her research to Cherkassy oblast, she also made
solid comparing characteristics. As a result not only regional but also some all-Ukrainian pecu-
liarities and dynamics of language-identity transformations have been clarified (in Kiev and Pol-
tava regions this tendency had significant peculiarities). On the whole the representatives of the
Armenian community managed to preserve their national identity.

Key words: national minority, Armenian community, Cherkassy oblast, identity, language identity.
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