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HOBBIE METO/IbI U3YYEHMSI CTABSIHCKOM YTHUYHOCTH /
NEW APPROACHES TO THE STUDY OF SLAVIC ETHNICITY

«Teppuropueit uCTOpHKay Beerna ObUIM TEKCTHI U BEIU. VIMEHHO U3 HUX yUYEHBIE Yeprain
OCHOBHOI Marepuan i cBoux noctpoenuil. B XXI B. uctopus pacmmpsier Kpyr ucTou-
HHKOB, Bce 0osiee MpUBIEKas MEKANCIMIUIMHAPHBIC UCCICIOBAHNS U BTOPTasiCh B 00IACTh
MEIUINHBI, OMOJIOTUHU, ICUXOJIOTUH, SKOJIOTUHU U T.A. YCIIEXU FeHETHKHU C/IeIali BO3MOXKHOI
[IOCTaHOBKY BOIIPOCA: €CJIM MOXKHO C MAKCUMAIIbHOI TOUHOCTBIO yCTAaHOBUTD POACTBO JIFOJCH,
TO MOYKHO JIX TO K€ CaMO€ CJIeNaTh ¢ ITHOCAMU?

HccnenoBaHus 0 MPOUCXOKACHUN HAPOJIOB JOJITOE BPEMs CTPOMIIUCH HA COOOIIECHHSIX
MMCbMEHHBIX NaMSITHUKOB, JaHHBIX MaTepUalIbHON KyIbTYpbl, JOOBITBIX apXeojoramMu, u
CBEJEHUSAMU aHTPOIIOJIOIMH, KPaHUOJIOTMH U T.A4. HecoMHEeHHa 3aBUCUMOCTb HapaTUBOB
OT JIUCKYPCOB 3IOXH, U (PParMEHTAPHOCTh MCCIETOBAHUN apXeoJIOTOB U aHTPOIIOJIOTOB,
KOTOpBIE B CHITy OOBbEKTUBHBIX MPUYUH HE MOTYT MPOBECTHU TOTAIBHOTO HCCIEIOBAHUS
n3zydaeMmol tepputopuu. To €cTb 3ITHOr€HETUYECKHUE KOHLEIIUY CTPOSITCSl HA MHEHUSX U
(parMeHTapHBIX MpUMEpax, YTO BBI3BATO B MOCICAHUE IECATUICTUS KPU3HC IPUMOPIU-
ajJu3Ma M 3aBOEBaHHE BCE HOBBIX M HOBBIX MO3ULMH HUCTOPUYECKUM KOHCTPYTHUBU3MOM.
OmnpelesieHre HALIMU, J]a ¥ JIFOO0H STHOKYJIBTYPHON OOITHOCTH KaK MPEXIe BCEro «BOOO-
paskaeMoro coo0IeCTBa» UMEET, [0 KpaiHell Mepe, IPOYHYIO OMopy B 00pa3ax KyIbTyphI.
715t MHBIX TOJXOJ0B HYKHO OTBICKaTh B MPOLUIOM ClieAbl STHUYHOCTH, HE UCKAKECHHbIE
JUCKYPCHUBHBIMHU IIPAKTUKaMHU.

OpuH U3 BapHaHTOB TaKUX MOAXOMOB MPEIaracTcs CETOJHs yUCHBIMHU, N3yUYaOMIUMU
ranjaorpyInsl HACENEHUs, JOJIT0e BpeMs MPOKUBAIOLIETO HA ONPEAEICHHON TeppUTOPUH.
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MO>XHO BBILAEIUTH UX YCTOMUYMBBIE 3HAYEHUS], KOTOPBIE IIPEAJIAraeTCsl CBSA3aTh ¢ KOHKPETHBIMU
STHUYECKUMH OOIIHOCTAMH. Jlasbiie OTKphIBaeTCsl OOMIMPHOE TIOJIe [UIS TUCKYCCHIA: O 4eM
FOBOPHT BBISIBIEHHOE ¢X0ACTBO raminorpynn? Kak Onosornyeckue nokasareian CBsI3aHbI
¢ 3THUYHOCTHI0? Kak MX MOKHO MCIIONIB30BATh JJIsl U3yYEHUs] STHOT€HE3a, MUTpaLlUii, B3au-
MOJIEWCTBUN HACEJICHHS B HCTOPUUYECKOM PETPOCTIEKTUBE?

OTO HE MOTYT OBITh AUCKYCCHH «TOJIBKO UCTOPUKOBY» MU «TOJBKO T€HETHUKOBY. TOIBKO
Ha MEXIUCLUILTHHAPHOM T0JIE, C BBIPAOOTKOH €IMHOT0 KOHBEHIIMOHAIBHOTO S3bIKa MOXKHO
MOJIY4YUTh HAYyUHBIC PE3YIbTAThl, CIOCOOHBIE MOBIMATH HA CYLIECTBYIOIINE STHOIEHETHYE-
ckue KoHuenuuu. CerofHs 04eBUHO, YTO TAKOH MEKAUCIIMIUINHAPHBIN IUAIOr HEOOXOANM.
Ms1 OyzneM pajsl IPOAOIKUTE 00CYXKICHHE TTPOOIEMBI M TIPHUITIAIIAEM K pa3roBOpy IMyTeM
MyONIMKAINY CTAaTeH, COIePKALIIX HOBBIEC, COBPEMEHHBIC ITOIXOABI K H3yUCHHIO HICHTHYHO-
ctu HapozoB IlenTpanbHo-BocTounoii EBpornbl. IX aBTOpEI IpeAaratoT ruoTe3bl, KOTopble
MOT'YT [10Ka3aThCsl CIIOPHBIMU ¥ HEOJHO3HAYHBIMU — HO MMEHHO B JUAJIOI€ YYEHBIX MBI
npuOAMKAEMCS K OCTHXKEHHIO IPOLLIOTO.

skskok

Texts and things have always been “the historian’s territory”. They are the sources from
where the scholars have drawn their material.In the 21st century, history has extended
the range of sources, drawing upon interdisciplinary research and entering the spheres of
medicine, biology, psychology, ecology, and etc. Advance in genetics has enabled us to put the
question: If it is possible to establish relationship between people with a maximum precision,
can the same be done for ethnic groups?

The studies of ethnogenesis have long been based on written records, artefacts found
by archaeologists and the data of anthropology, craniology, etc. Obviously, narratives are
dependent on the discourses of the time, and the research of archaeologists and anthropologists
is fragmentary, since a comprehensive investigation of a territory is impossible for objective
reasons. This means that ethnogenetic concepts are based on opinions and fragmentary
examples, which has led to the crisis of primordialism in recent decades and the advance
of historical constructivism. Defining the nation, or any ethno-cultural community, asan
“imaginary community” is at least strongly based on cultural images. Other approaches require
finding in the past the ethnicity traces undistorted by discursive practices.

One possible approach has been suggested by scholars studying haplogroups of population
that has long been living on a certain territory. Their stable values can be determined
and then related to certain ethnic communities. This opens a wide field for discussion:
What does the likeness of haplogroups mean? What is the connection between biological
features and ethnicity? How can they be used in the study of ethnogenesis, migrations, and
interactionsbetween people in historical retrospective? These issues cannot be discussed among
“historians only” or “geneticists only”. Results that can influence the existing ethnogenetic
concepts can be obtained only in the interdisciplinary field with the elaboration of a uniform
conventional language.Today the necessity of such interdisciplinary dialogue is evident. We
are looking forward to further discussion of the problem and welcome publications concerning
new, modern approaches to the studies of the identity of the nations of Central and Eastern
Europe. Their authors suggest hypotheses that may seem controversial and ambiguous — but
it is in the dialogue of scientists that we approach the understanding of the past.
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