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Abstract: The information presented in the article describes the results of the sociological survey of ethnic and cultural
relations in the Ethnic Republics of the Volga Federal District, namely the Chuvash Republic and the Mari El Republic.
The purpose of the research was to highlight issues concerning some aspects of ethnic culture, specifically intercultural
communication among young people (of 16—30 years old) in Cheboksary (the capital city of the Chuvash Republic) and
Yoshkar-Ola (the capital city of the Mari El Republic). The research was focused on revealing the tolerant or intolerant,
respectful or disrespectful attitude of native young people (representatives of the prevalent ethnicity) to other ethnic groups.
The study was conducted using the methods of interviewing by means of computer-assisted web questionnaire. The answers
were collected from university students. In conclusion, it was established that in general, native people from the Chuvash
Republic and the Mari El Republic are non-conflict, tolerant and friendly.
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STHOKYNbLTYPHbI€ OTHOLUEHUSA
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ApecToBa B.10.

BOY BO «YyBaLuckuin rocyaapCTBEHHbIN MHCTUTYT KyNbTYPbl U UCKYCCTBY»

MuHuCcTEepcTBa KyNbTYpbl, MO AenamM HaunoHanbHOCTEN 1 apxnBHoro gena Yysatuckon Pecny6nuku,
Yebokcapbl, Poccuiickaa ®egepauusi.
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Pestome: B cTaTbe npeacTaBneHbl pe3ynbsraTbl COLMONMOrM4eCcKoro NCCNeaoBaHUst 9THOKYNLTYPHbBIX B3aUMOOTHOLLIEHWNIA
MeXay MoabMU pasHbIX HALMOHaNbLHOCTEN, MPOXMBAKOLWMX (8 TaKkke BPEMEHHO HaxoOSALIMXCS) Ha Tepputopun Yysalu-
ckon n Mapwurickon Pecny6nuk. Ljesis nccnegoBaHus — BbiSIBIIEHWE XxapakTepa MexXKyNsTypHOro obLuieHus cpean Monoge-
W, @ UMEHHO TONEepPaHTHOrO UMM HETEPNMMOrO, YBaXUTENbHOMO NN HEYBaXXNTEMNbHOMO OTHOLLEHNS KOPEHHbIX XUTenen
K NIOAAM APYrnx STHUYECKUX rpynn. ViccnegoBaHve NPOBOAUIOCE C UCTONb30BaHMEM Memod08 KOMMBIOTEPHOrO NHTEp-
HeT-aHKeTUpOoBaHWs. [laHHble (OTBETbI HA aHKeTY) BbINK NonyyeHbl OT cTyaeHToB By3oB (oT 16 oo 30 net), cpean KoTopbIX
He TONbKO KOPEHHbIE XWUTENW, HO M BPEMEHHO Haxo4sLMecs Ha TeppuTopumn pecnybnvk Monoaple nan U3 Apyrmx rocy-
[apcTB. B 3akrroyeHue yCcTaHOBMNEHO, YTO KOPEHHbIE XUTenu (NpeactaBuTenn TUTYNbHON HaUMOHanbHOCTW) YyBaLuckown
Pecny6nukn n Pecnybnvkm Mapuin On B LenoM HeKOHMMUKTHbI, ToNepaHTHbl U ApYXXentoOHbl N0 OTHOLLEHWIO K NIOAAM
APYrX HauMoHanbHOCTEN.

Knroyeenlie criosa: OTHOKYIbLTYPHbIE B3aMMOOTHOLLEHNA, MEXKKYIbTypHOe obLLeHwe, yyBaLLKW, MapURLLbl, STHUYECKME rpynMbl.

Ans yumupoeaHusi: ApectoBa B.KO. OTHOKyNbTYpHbIE OTHOLLIEHWSI B HALMOHanbHbIX pecnybnvkax Bomkckoro pervo-
Ha // OTHu4eckas kynbtypa. — 2021. - T. 3, Ne 4. — C. 38-41. DOI:10.31483/r-99742.

Introduction

The territory of the Volga Region is historically formed as
a multi-ethnic region. At present, students of other ethnicities
study at universities in this region. These are mainly
Turkmens, Uzbeks, Tajiks and other representatives of Central
Asia ethnic groups. Our current research is a follow-up to the
research conducted in 2015, the results of which are presented
in the articles «OCHOBHBIE TCHICHIIUH STHOKYJIETYPHOTO BOC-
MTUTAHKS Ha COBPEMEHHOM JTarle: PEernOHAIbHBIN acriekT [1]
and «CoBpeMEeHHOE COCTOSTHHE MEKHAIMOHATBHBIX OTHOIIIE-
Huit B UyBamickoii Pecrryomukey [2].

The research was focused around the following aspects:

— toleration and tension in the intercultural
communication between persons and groups;

— attitude towards the culture, traditions and customs of
native and foreign ethnicities among young people;

— ethnic mentality and problems of ethnocultural
interaction.
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Materials and Methods

The survey was conducted according to the
«Diagnostics of personality tolerance» psychological test
method, developed by G.U. Soldatova, S.V. Ryzhova [3].
The respondents were university students. They were
asked to agree or disagree with the following statements:

— I believe that all rights to local natural and social
resources belong to native people (statement No.1);

— I believe that foreign ethnicities should be limited in
residence rights on my territory (statement No.2);

— I love my nation and respect language and culture of
foreign ethnicities (statement No.3);

— 1 do not mind accepting a person of another ethnicity
as a member of my family (statement No.4).

The method of computer-assisted web questionnaire
allowed us to collect data rapidly from 204 students.
The ethnicities of the students are as follows: Chuvash —
53 (26%); Mari — 18 (8,8%); Tatar — 16 (7,8%); Russian —
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101 (49%); other ethnicities — 16 (7,8%). In the Chuvash
Republic, the ethnic composition of respondents is as
follows: Chuvash — 63 (69,2%); Mari — 2 (2,2%); Tatar —
7 (7,7%); Russian — 18 (19,7%); other ethnicities —
1 (1,1%). In the Mari EI Republic, the ethnic composition
of respondents is as follows: Chuvash — 4 (3,5%); Mari —
16 (14,16%); Tatar — 9 (8%); Russian — 69 (61%); other
ethnicities — 15 (13,3%).

First, for each mentioned republic (the Chuvash
Republic and the Mari El Republic), we analyzed the
answers of all respondents as a whole, and then we
analyzed the answers of representatives of the prevalent
ethnicity exclusively.

Results and Discussion

The following pie charts illustrate relations between
people of different ethnicities; the results of sociological
survey are given as percentages. The charts are divided
into 3 segments representing the following answers: agree,
disagree, no definite answer.

Fig. 1-4 show the difference of percentages between
answers to the statement No.1:

— I believe that all rights to local natural and social
resources belong to native people.

The most popular answer was «disagree», 53% in the
Chuvash Republic and 51% in the Mari EI Republic. On
average, approximately one third of the total respondents
gave no definite answer, and about one quarter of them have
agreed with the statement. The distribution of answers of
native residents of the Chuvash republic (Chuvash) and the
Mari El Republic (Mari) was roughly the same.

M agree
M disagree

M no defenite
answer

Fig. 1. Answers to question No. 1 (the Chuvash Republic)
Puc. 1. OtBerst Ha Bonpoc Ne 1 Uysamickast Pecriy6inka)

M agree
M disagree

1 no defenite
answer

Fig. 2. Answers to question No 1 (the Mari El Republic)
Puc. 2. OtBetsl Ha Bonpoc Ne 1 (Pecry6nuka Mapwii D)

M agree
M disagree

™ no defenite
answer

Fig. 3. Answers to question No. 1 (Chuvash)
Puc. 3. OtBetsl Ha Bonpoc Ne 1 (uyBamin)
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Fig. 4. Answers to question No. 1 (Mari)
Puc. 4. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 1 (MapHiIis!)

Next pie charts show distribution of the answers to the
statement No. 2:

— I believe that foreign ethnicities should be limited in
residence rights on my territory.

5%
M agree

M disagree

1 no defenite
answer

Fig. 5. Answers to question No. 2 (the Chuvash Republic)
Puc. 5. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 2 (UyBamickas PecmyOmika)

5%

M agree
M disagree

¥ no defenite
answer

Fig. 6. Answers to question No 2. (the Mari El Republic)
Puc. 6. OtBets! Ha Bompoc Ne 2 (PecmyOnuka Mapwuii D)

5%
M agree

M disagree

 no deferent
answer

Fig. 7. Answers to question No. 2 (Chuvash)
Puc. 7. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 2 (qyBamin)

6%

M agree
M disagree

 no diferent
answer

Fig. 8. Answers to question No. 2 (Mari)
Puc. 8. OtBetsr Ha Bompoc Ne 2 (MapHHIIbT)

OTHnyeckas kynetypa / Ethnic Culture
(2021) Vol. 3 No. 4, 38-41


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

OTHOIPA®UA, STHONOTMA N AHTPOIONOI A

Far more than a half of answers to the statement No.2
were negative. This indicates tolerant attitude of native
young people in relation to other ethnic groups. The share
of negative answers to statement No.1 is comparable to the
share of negative answers to statement No.2.

Fig. 9—12 indicate the choices of respondents regarding
the following statement:

— I love my nation and respect language and culture of
foreign ethnicities (statement No.3).

H agree
M disagree

M no definite
answer

Fig. 9. Answers to question No. 3 (the Chuvash Republic)
Puc. 9. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 3 (Yysamuckas PecmyOiuka)

M agree
M disagree

m no definite
answer

Fig. 10. Answers to question No 3 (the Mari El Republic)
Puc. 10. OtBets! Ha Bompoc Ne 3 (PecmyOmika Mapwuii D)

11%
M agree

M disagree

= no definite
answer

Fig. 11. Answers to question No. 3 (Chuvash)
Puc. 11. OtBersr Ha Bonpoc Ne 3 (qyBamin)

6%
M agree

M disagree

= no definite
answer

Fig. 12. Answers to question No. 3 (Mari)
Puc. 12. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 3 (MapuifIis!)

The share of positive answers to statement No. 3 is
fairly high. In fact, this shows respectful attitude of native
respondents to other ethnic groups.

The number of respondents who chose the «I do not
mind accepting a person of another ethnicity as a member
of my family» option is high (Fig. 13; Fig. 14).
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M agree
M disagree

M no definite
answer

Fig. 13. Answers to question No. 4 (the Chuvash Republic)
Puc. 13. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 4 (UyBarmickas Pecmy6imika)

M agree

7% M disagree

M no definite
answer

Fig. 14. Answers to question No 4 (the Mari El Republic)
Puc. 14. OtBets! Ha Bonpoc Ne 4 (Pecmy6mnmka Mapwuii D)

M agree
M disagree

™ no definite
answer

Fig. 15. Answers to question No. 4 (Chuvash)
Puc. 15. OtBets! Ha Boripoc Ne 4 (dyBarim)

M agree
M disagree

 no definite
answer

Fig. 16. Answers to question No. 4 (Mari)
Puc. 16. OtBets! Ha Borpoc Ne 4 (Mapuiiner)

Conclusion

As a whole, the above-mentioned charts show that the
number of tolerant and respectful oriented young people
in the Chuvash Republic and the Mari El Republic is more
than half of total number of the respondents.

The Figure 17 clearly shows general trends over time.
In general, the distribution of answers collected in 2015,
2016 and 2021 is similar, with the exception of answers
to statements No. 1 and 4, the former showing decrease
in the number of tolerant answers, and the latter showing
increase — the number of tolerant answers to statement No.
4 has risen to almost two times.

In our opinion, the number of tolerant answers to
statement No.l has decreased in 2021 due to difficult
international situation and migration, not to mention the fact
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that in the Chuvash Republic and the Mari El Republic there
were public protests against attracting foreign investors for
land lease. This fact was regarded by native people as morally
and legally wrong and caused general public outrage.

The statement «I do not mind accepting a person of
another ethnicity as a member of my family» received the
largest number of positive answers. The number of tolerant
answers has risen almost two times because the number of

foreign students has increased in recent years, thus leading
to active intercultural communication among young people.

In general, our survey shows a tendency of increase in
respectful attitude of young people towards different ethnic
groups and, furthermore, in tolerance to people of different
culture. Therefore, we can assume that in seven years span,
the number of tolerant answers remains high.

90
80
70
60

2015
50

82016
40

30 M 2021
20
10
0

statement No. 1 statement No. 2 statement No. 3 statement No. 4
Fig. 17. The number of tolerant answers to statement No. 1, 2, 3, 4 in the Chuvash Republic
and the Mari El Republic in total over the period 2015-2021
Puc. 17. KonndecTBo TONEpaHTHBIX OTBETOB Ha yTBepkaeHus Ne 1, 2, 3, 4
B Uysarickoii Pecrryomuke u Pecrryonuke Mapwuii Oi 3a neprox 2015-2021 .
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