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Executive summary 
  

Ideology has always played a decisive role in Russian life, not only reflecting, but often 

determining the political reality of the country. Over the past 25 years ideological models 

of the state and the nation have been created and dismantled on an unprecedented 

scale. The crash of Soviet ideology, Yeltsin’s public call on intelligentsia to find a unifying 

idea for Russia, and recent attempts by President Putin to put the concept of common 

vision for Russia back on the political agenda offer fertile ground for reflection on Russia's 

ideology and national identity. 

The research first concentrates on the initial nation-wide national idea discussion in 

contemporary Russia (1996-2003), based on the analysis of newspaper articles in 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta and Rossiyskaya Gazeta as well as Yeltsin’s and Putin’s addresses to 

the Russian parliament in 1999 and 2000. It then analyses why Putin has recently come to 

the conclusion believes Russians “don't have and there can't be any other unifying idea, 

apart from patriotism” (The Moscow Times, 04.02.2016) and what implications it may 

have for the business and the society long-term. 

It is argued that ‘national idea’, a term so widely used in Russia, may be defined as a 

temporally fluid multi-dimensional idea aimed at either clarification and combination or a 

self-sufficient coherent structuring of the elements of discursive construction of national 

identity, namely a national spirit, historical memory, anticipation and future orientation 

(Kolakowski 1995: 54), myth of origin (Hall, 1996a) and imagining the national homeland 

(Billig, 1995: 74-76). 

Key Findings 

1. The early discussion of the National Idea (in 1996-2003) varied greatly depending on 

different social and political context. It was hardly to be reduced to a single 

element that would be accepted by the overwhelming majority of Russians. The 

artificial ‘resolution’ of identity crisis at that time, especially taking into account 

the fact that national idea has been fragmented into several irreconcilable 

concepts, could have been disastrous for the future of the country. 

2. Russian Presidents has always appealed to the ideas of nationhood to legitimise the 

existing state power.  

3. It is oversimplification to assume that Vladimir Putin’s call to acknowledge 

‘patriotism’ as unifying idea for Russian citizens only reflects an unprecedented 

rising of patriotic attitudes following ‘secession of Crimea from Ukraine’ and 

Russia’s successful military mission in Syria. As several sources in the Presidential 

Administration suggest, Putin’s ‘patriotism’ has a deeper forward-looking 

interpretation: 
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 Putin quoted scholar Dmitry Likhachev’s "Nationalism is hatred of other peoples, 

while patriotism is love for your motherland," (Itar-TASS, 07.04.2016; Likhachev 

1999) specifically to distance his understanding of the unifying idea from any 

attempt of glamourizing Russia at the expense of other nations or/and states. 

 From an international perspective it means that the Kremlin is ready to take 

national interests of any foreign country in the account, provided these interests are 

truly representative of the people of that nation. Russia won’t do anything to any 

other legitimate state it wouldn’t have done to itself in a similar situation. The 

principle of respect for other state’s interests and multipolar approach will become 

a cornerstone for the renewed foreign policy being developed by the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs; 

 The political and expert elite is expected to come up with an overarching concept 

of ‘patriotism’ cascaded down into concrete ideological constructs  to legitimise the 

statehood in its present form and shape; 

 The society is expected to take part in the public discourse initiated by the political 

and expert elite. A nation-wide consensus is yet tacit but needs to be spoken 

through and internalised; 

 For business ‘patriotism’ is hardly new. The Russia First concept or import 

substitution policies and plans have been implemented through since 2008 and are 

to fundamentally change the Russian economy by the year 2023. The most important 

consequence from Putin’s interpretation of ‘patriotism’ for foreign business is that 

Russian authorities are expected to create level playing field with Russian business 

as long as foreigners localise their production in Russia. In practice, however, the 

Russian Ministry of Industry and Trade, responsible for import substitution and 

localisation across various industries, cannot make any formal commitment to the 

foreign business to this end. A new vehicle for guaranteeing agreed terms for 

foreign investment in the form of a special investment contract is still being tested, 

and it is not clear whether it will be effective in the long run. 

 

 



 

 5 

Introduction 
 

A perpetual search of what is in Russia called the National Idea dates back to the Middle Ages, 

when after the failure of Constantinople an influential Orthodox monk, Philotheus of Pskov, 

proclaimed Moscow "the third Rome - and a fourth there will never be." This dictum served as 

a national idea until Tsar Nicholas I replaced it in the 19th century with the triad Orthodoxy, 

Autocracy and Nationality. This new national idea was quite vague to many Russians which 

made Count Alexander Benkendorf, the chief of the secret police, to issue clarifying 

interpretive guidelines: "Russia's past was amazing, its present is more than marvellous, and 

as for the future, it is greater than anything the wildest imagination could picture; that is the 

point of view for examining and writing Russian history." Nicholas I's formula proved so 

durable that it was adopted by Joseph Stalin in the 1940s by modifying the triad into Marxism, 

Iron Rule and Nationality (Volkov, 2002). 

After the collapse of the Soviet Union Russians found themselves in an ‘ideological vacuum’. 

In June 1996 the first Russian President Boris Yeltsin, made a public call on intelligentsia to 

find a new national idea - a shared ideology - that would replace the one lost when 

Communist dogma was shattered (Wines, 2002). The call was timely: by June 1996 a tangled 

knot of unsolved social and political problems had been formed that might have led to 

another putsch. Yeltsin attempted to distract people’s attention from everyday struggling for 

survival to discussing a new overarching project that would make the nation become ‘a ‘faith-

achievement’ group, able to surmount obstacles and hardships’ (Smith, 1991:16-17).  

Russian intelligentsia answered Yeltsin’s call by setting up numerous conferences typically 

called ‘On the Main Principles of National Idea’. Nezavisimaya Gazeta, a leading Russian 

newspaper targeted at intellectuals, launched a special supplement NG Scenarios – an 

ideological ‘laboratory’ where national idea and future scenarios for Russia started to be 

created. Rossiyskaya Gazeta, a leading national pro-governmental newspaper, announced a 

contest ‘Idea for Russia’. Those who would create the most popular national idea were 

promised financial remuneration (equivalent to $3000 at that time).  

The discussion of ‘ideas for Russia’ gained a significant prominence in the country’s political 

landscape. Although the ideological discourse on the pages of the national press sometimes 

‘resembled the discussion of physics with lyric poets’ it was, arguably, ‘the only true large 

discussion over the recent years’ in Russia (Rubtsov, 1997). However, as it will be argued in 

the findings of this research, instead of moving towards creating one common vision of 

Russia’s future the national idea, thanks to this ‘rigorous search’, it has been fragmented into 

several irreconcilable concepts. It made Yeltsin to claim during his last year in power that it 

was useless to ‘think up some abstract national ideas’ (Yeltsin, 1999).  

Yeltsin’s successor, Vladimir Putin, put the concept of the national idea back on the political 

agenda, using the same argument of the need to fill the ‘ideological vacuum’ in the country. 

"I am convinced, he said in March 2000, that reaching the necessary level of growth is not just 

an economic problem. It is also a political problem and in a sense - I'm not afraid to use this 

word - an ideological problem. That is, an idea problem, a spiritual problem, a moral 

problem." (Reynolds, 2000). Putin was less hesitant than Yeltsin to lead the discussion of a 

national vision for Russia. 

In February 2016, enjoying unprecedented support of the Russian population and on the 

background of rising patriotic sentiment, President Vladimir Putin claimed he considers 

patriotism the only national idea in Russia (The Moscow Times, 04.02.2016). 
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Conceptual framework 
 

At best the idea of the nation has appeared sketchy and 

elusive, at worst absurd and contradictory. 

Klausner (1960) 

 

What is the relation between the notion of ‘national idea’, so widely used in contemporary 

Russia, and ‘national identity’, a term which is more familiar to European and American 

scholars? Are they interchangeable? There is no simple answer to these questions. A search of 

three major Russian broad-sheets Rossiyskaya Gazeta, Nezavisimaya Gazeta and Kommersant 

in the period of the most active public discussion of a unifying concept for Russia (from 1996 

to 2003) yielded 36 articles mentioning ‘national identity’ and 753 articles mentioning 

‘national idea’. As it is clearly seen, the notion of ‘national idea’ is a way more popular in the 

Russian press than that of ‘national identity’. A quick analysis of the articles revealed that in 

overwhelming majority of cases ‘national identity’ is mentioned in reference either to 

European countries or to former Soviet republics seeking to re-establish contacts with Europe 

(Ukrainian ‘national identity’ in the context of Ukraine’s relations with the West has been 

mentioned six times). On the contrary, the majority of articles mentioning ‘national idea’ 

refer to inner Russian problems of finding a unifying idea that would fill in the ‘ideological 

vacuum’ resulted from the collapse of Communist ideology and serve as a basis for societal 

integration in the country. Only in very few articles authors used terms ‘national idea’ and 

‘national identity’ interchangeably in the same context.  

The vagueness of the publicly recognised similarity or difference, if any, between ‘national 

idea’ and ‘national identity’ in Russia complicates the implementation of the research. 

Nonetheless, I will attempt to theoretically define national idea in its relation to national 

identity by drawing on contemporary concepts of nation and national identity as well as 

Russian philosophy and media representations of Russian idea. 

 

Nation as an ‘imagined’ community 

There is no generally accepted definition of a nation. Peter Alter (1985, p.19), for example, 

questions the very possibility of a systematic definition of the term. According to Bauboeck 

numerous ‘subjective definitions of nations… tautologically determine in advance what is to 

be explained – the formation of a national idea of community’ (1991, p. 43). This socially 

psychological understanding of the nation as shared mental constructs of those who constitute 

the nation was first developed by Benedict Anderson who proposed to define the nation as ‘an 

imagined political community’ (1983). Nations are imagined, says Anderson: 

because the members of even the smallest nation will never know most of their 

fellow-members, meet them, or even hear of them; yet in the minds of each lives the 

image of their communion…The nation is imagined as both inherently limited and 

sovereign… Imagined as limited, because even the largest of them has finite, if elastic 

boundaries, beyond which lie other nations… Imagined as sovereign because the 

concept was born in an age in which Enlightenment and Revolution were destroying 

the legitimacy of the divinely-ordained, hierarchical dynastic realm. 

(Anderson, 1983: 15-16) 
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Anderson argues that the nation is to be imagined as a community stretching through time, 

with its own national history, which is no ones else’s, and its own future. It is ‘imagined 

across space, embracing the inhabitants of a particular territory’ (Billig, 1995).  

The process of ‘thinking up’ a nation is a complex one. Poole writes that ‘when we imagine 

the nation we do not merely construct an object of consciousness, but we also form a 

conception of ourselves as existing in relation to that object’ (1999). If the nation is an 

imagined community, it is simultaneously a form of identity, which exists as a mode of 

individual self- and other-awareness.  

In an argument similar to Anderson’s, Stuart Hall describes nations as ‘systems of cultural 

representations (1996, p. 612) through which an imagined community is interpreted: ‘People 

are not legal citizens of a nation; they participate in the idea of the nation as represented in 

its national culture. A nation is a symbolic community’ (ibid). 

For Stuart Hall a national culture is a discourse – a way of constructing meanings which 

influence and organize both our actions and our conception of ourselves.   

Anderson’s and Hall’s ‘subjective’ ways of conceiving nationhood are, however, an 

oversimplification. According to Billig ‘psychological identity, on its own, is not the driving 

force of history, pushing nation-states in their present shapes. National identities are forms of 

social life, rather than internal psychological states; as such, they are ideological creations, 

caught up in the historical processes of nationhood’ (1995: 70).  

 

National identity as a discursive construct and a form of life 

Taking into account Anderson’s and Hall’s arguments and Billig’s criticism we may disperse 

the concept of national identity into two important elements. On the one hand an identity is 

not a thing; it is a description for ways of talking about the self and the national community. 

On the other hand these ideological discourses do not develop in social vacuums, but they are 

related to forms of life (Billig, 1995). Thus, national identity is both a discursive construct 

and a form of social life.  

From cultural and social perspective fundamental features of national identity (Smith, 1991: 

14) are: 

1. An historic territory or homeland. 

2. Common myths and historical memories. 

3. A common, mass public culture. 

4. Common legal rights and duties for all members. 

5. A common economy with territorial mobility for members. 

A discursive construction of national identify has been the object of various scholarly 

studies (see, for instance, Bhabha, 1990; Hall, 1996a; Kolakowski, 1995; Martin-Barbero, 

1988; Parker et al., 1992; Schlesinger, 1991a; Wodak et al, 1999). From a discursive 

perspective elements of national identity may be described in the following way: 

1. The vague idea of a national spirit which expresses itself in certain cultural forms of 

life and particular collective manners of behaviour, especially in moments of crisis. It 

is a metaphysical entity that floats in the minds of many people (Kolakowski 1995, 

p.54). 
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2. Historical memory. It is not important whether the content of historical memory is 

true, partly true or legendary. The further into the past the real of imaginary 

memories reach, the more securely nation identity is supported.   

3. The foundational myth or myth of origin has a great significance in the invention of a 

national culture. The origin of a nation is often set so far back in time that it is lost in 

the fog of time and becomes a legend (Hall, 1996a).  

4. Anticipation and future orientation. ‘A nation is just  as future oriented as person; 

both worry about what may become of them, both try to survive and to make 

preparations for potential adversity, both think of their future interests’ (Kolakowski 

1995, p.54). 

5. Imagining the national homeland. ‘The imagining of ‘a country’ involves the imagining 

of a bounded totality beyond immediate experience of space’. (Billig, 1995). 

Although parts of the above dissection of categories of national identity may seem 

problematic the division as such, in my opinion, possesses a certain degree of plausibility.  

 

Conceptualising national idea 

Commonsensically, based on its representation in the Russian press, national idea may be 

defined as formulation of the bonds that members of a population should share (Sperling, 

2003).  

According to Dostoevsky, who was first to coin the term ‘Russian idea’ in his journal Vremya 

in 1861, and based on the works of such Russian philosophers as Solovyov and Berdyaev, 

national idea may be described as a shared understanding of a common vision for the country 

in its past, present and future.  

In this respect we may link national idea with the notion of national identity as a discursive 

construct. In doing so we may observe that in Russia the idea of the nation is experiencing 

major disjunctures, such as: 

1. The vague idea of a national spirit is in a state of turmoil due to interruption of 

traditions, persecution of religion and inculcation of communist values under the 

Soviet regime that fell not quite long ago (in terms of a human lifetime) leaving 

people in ‘ideological vacuum’.  

2. Individual and common historical memory is also going through a major overhaul that 

sometimes involves a complete re-consideration of Soviet and pre-revolutionary 

history. 

3. The myth of origin is also being reconsidered in a new light. For example, in line with 

a ‘new orthodox tradition’ the origin of the nation is attributed divine characteristics.  

4. Anticipation and future orientation is one of the main concerns of Russian people, who 

yearn for predictability in the present state of economic uncertainty and political 

muddle. 

5. Imagining the national homeland is also fraught with major difficulties since many 

Russians, especially elder generation, were brought up in the tradition of imperial 

thinking. 

These disjunctures are, for example, manifested in the confusion of Russians’ 

identification of themselves as a people. Depending on the political context and different 

understanding of the above elements of the discursive construction of national identity 
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Russians may call themselves: ‘Russkie’ or ‘Rossiyane’. Ethnic ‘Russkiy’ has been formed from 

ancient Rus’. A word-formation ‘Rossiyanin’ is based on the word ‘Rossia’ imported from the 

West by Pyotr I. ‘Rossiyanin’ was re-introduced by the first Russian President Boris Yeltsin to 

emphasise non-ethnic, political nature of the Russian state1.  

The absurdity of the confusion of different identities was well captured by Radyshevsky in his 

ironic remark on Russian ORT TV channel: 

The word ‘Russkiy’ is disappearing from the press. The people have started to identify 

themselves as ‘Rossiyane’. This is a huge step forward. However, it will take some 

time until people will start identify themselves as ‘Tellurians’. 

D. Radyshevsky, Press Express, ORT, 15 January 1997 

It is small wonder that many Russians are often unable to link the aforementioned elements 

in a coherent concept. This failure to create an understanding of a vision for Russia in its 

past, present and future makes many political scientists in Russia and scholars in Europe and 

America to conclude that Russians are experiencing a crisis of identity. 

 

National idea as a temporally fluid multi-dimensional construct 

The discursive construct of national identity, revolves around the three temporal axes of the 

past, the present and the future. National identities, therefore, are not just imagined or 

assumed once, but are continually reinvented. For Schlesinger national identities should not 

be seen as fixed and static, ‘rather, national identities are continually reconstituted through 

strategies of exclusion and inclusion in the face of perceived threats from without and within’ 

(Schlesinger, 1991b: 299–300).  

It is a delusion to believe that people belong to a solid and unchanging collective unit because 

of a specific national history which they supposedly have in common, and that as a 

consequence they may feel ‘obliged to act and react as a group when they are threatened’ 

(Wodak et al, 1999). Given the assumption of homogeneity and constancy, the term in this 

case cannot do sufficient justice to the complexity of the relationships in a real world. 

According to Martin (1995), due attention must be paid to the dynamic, relational complexity 

of identificational processes.  

National idea should thus be viewed as an ever-changing concept, influenced by internal and 

external events, ‘constantly evolving, often as a result of contradictory experiences’ (Hall, 

1983). That is why in our analysis it is important to take into account political and social 

context in every particular stage of the discussion of national idea. The evolution of the 

discussion is bound to follow the external and internal transformation of social life which 

brings us back to Billig’s remark that ideological discourses do not develop in social vacuums 

(1995) and are contingent on institutional and other social conditions in a given period.  

                                                 

1
 The process of linking the elements of the discursive construct of national identity into a fluid coherent and 

often commonsensical concept is ideological process or ‘process of  making sense of, figuring out and rendering 

intelligible the way society works’ (Hall 1996b: 26) in its temporal and spatial dimensions.  

For some Russian people national idea may be just expressing a general idea that would clarify or link any of the 

above elements. For others, especially for publicists and political scientsists (see p. 27), national idea is ideology 

that links these elements into one coherent structure.  

Thus national idea may be described either as clarification and linkage of one or more elements or a self-sufficient 

coherent combination of all the elements of the discursive construction of national identity. 
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For Smith (1991) ‘a national identity is fundamentally multi-dimensional; it can never be 

reduced to a single element, even by particular factions of nationalists, nor can it be easily or 

swiftly induced in a population by artificial means’. Therefore, in an essential sense there is 

no such thing as one national idea. I believe rather that different ideas are constructed, 

according to audience, setting, topic and substantive content. 

 

National idea in the state- and nation-building processes 

National idea, especially conceptually coherent in the form of ideology, does not simply 

contribute to formation of national identity; it may also regulate social practices. Both Hall 

(1981) and van Dijk (1998) support the view that ideologies organize, maintain and stabilise 

particular forms of power and dominance (Hall, 1981). Ideologies are capable of ‘ironing out’ 

the contradictions, dilemmas, and antagonisms of practices in ways that are consistent with 

the interests and projects of domination (Chouliaraki and Fairclough, 1999). Eurasianism in 

Russia may be seen as an example of an ideology. It upholds the supremacy of Eurasian values 

as opposed to Western values. 

If the state seizes upon or imposes national idea in the form of ideology it may have a 

cascade of negative effects on the prospects for democracy in that state. If nations or 

nationalities, in their turn, form and agree on their national ideas, their next logical step will 

be to use or obtain state power to ‘fix’ them. In this sense the nation and the state may 

become each other’s project: ‘while nations (groups with ideas about nationhood) seek to 

capture states and state power, states simultaneously seek to capture and monopolise ideas 

about nationhood’ (Appadurai, 1990). Accordingly, paraphrasing Cameron (1999: 15), many 

powerful political entities have engaged in the construction of ‘appropriate’ national 

identities and many nations have sought political power in order to protect or reconstruct 

their identities. This game is unavoidable in modern states. However, as soon as the game is 

over or identity crisis is ‘resolved’ and a certain ideology is proclaimed to be dominant, it 

may ‘lead to nationalism making people surrender their own liberties and curtail those of 

others’ (Smith, 1991) or what Arjun Appadurai calls ‘predatory nationalism’ (2000: 131).  

National ‘overidentification’ may manifest itself at its ‘crassest level in the undistanced 

oversocialisation of entire peoples under charismatic leaders in ideological systems. It is the 

source of the most and the worst crimes against humanity’ (Saner, 1986: 50)  

On the other hand, if there is too much disagreement on a common vision for the country’s 

past, its present and future, state- and nation-building processes may eventually disintegrate. 

That is why ‘the appeal to national identity has become the main legitimation for social order 

and solidarity today’ (Smith, 1991: 16).  

Appadurai (2000: 130-131) sees three major problems connected with state and nation 

relations today: the problem of legitimation pertaining to some ‘durable form of consent to a 

state or regime’; the problem of integration, which is essentially the problem of power and 

procedure; and the problem of what Appadurai calls ‘full attachment’ (or patriotism, in more 

common terms), which appeals more strongly for modern citizens ‘to their hearts and minds 

than the ideas of popular sovereignty and human rights’ (Habermas, 1998). 

Whereas legitimation is connected with ‘the issues of consent, compliance and the procedural 

recognition of the modern state by its citizens’ (Appadurai, 2000: 130), full attachment 

involves a mobilization of patriotic feelings which can make people ‘die or kill’ for their 

nation. 

Scholarship explores the ways in which people become mobilised into ‘die or kill’ state for 

the sake of their Motherland (Gordy 1999; Goldhagen 1996; Gourevitch 1998). The idea of 
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patriotism in contemporary Russia is important, because the content of patriotism may well 

determine in which direction (civic or ethnic) the Russian national idea may turn (Sperling, 

2003), especially taking into account the growth of patriotic feelings during the second 

Chechen war (see p. 29).  

 

National idea from a global perspective 

‘The international consciousness is integral to the modern consciousness of nationalism’ 

(Billig: 1995). Nations must be imagined or assumed amongst other nations. One is a Russian 

to the degree to which one is not a Russian.  

As will be seen in our analysis some of the ideological concepts, namely Russian National Idea 

and Eurasianism, emphasize the difference of Russia from the West most prominently. What is 

shocking about these type of developments, says Seyla Benhabib, is ‘the atavistic belief that 

identities can be maintained and secured only by eliminating difference and otherness’ 

(1996). 

To understand how the notion of national idea has evolved over the period of seven years in 

Russia global or international processes, that have been criss-crossing political, economic and 

social terrain of this country over this period, should be taken into account. As Appadurai has 

put it, ‘the world in which we live is formed of forms of consociation, identification, 

interaction and aspiration which regularly cross the national boundaries’ (2000). 

 

Statement of research questions 

Based on the reviewed theories and developed conceptualization of national idea I would like 

to introduce several hypothesis which underlie my research and to which I will frequently 

have occasion to recur on the course of the research: 

Hypothesis I  

Discussion of national idea in Nezavisimaya Gazeta and Rossiyskaya Gazeta from June 1996 

till June 2003 varied considerably depending on different social and political situation.  

Hypothesis II  

National idea is hardly to be reduced to a single element that would be accepted by the 

overwhelming majority of Russians. Rather, national idea was eventually fragmented into 

several irreconcilable concepts over the period of 1996-2003, at least judged by publications 

in Nezavisimaya Gazeta and Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 

Hypothesis III 

The Russian state appealed to the ideas of nationhood to legitimise the existing state power. 

In part, this may be justified by examining the addresses of two Russian Presidents to the 

Parliament in 1999 and 2000 published in Rossiyskaya Gazeta. 

Hypothesis IV 

President Putin’s suggesting ‘patriotism’ as a national idea in Russia has more chances to be 

accepted a unifying concept by the majority of Russians amid the rise of patriotic feelings and 

unprecedented support for the President. However, political and expert elites are yet to find 

suitable interpretation of the ‘new’ national idea to legitimise the existing power, and the 

society is yet to enter a nation-wide public discourse on this subject. The business already 

experience impact of ‘patriotism’ or Russia First concept and is deemed to adapt to the 

changing economic environment in the meantime. 
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Research Design and Methodology  
 

I was once speaking to the audience comprised of physicists 

in Pushchino. Nice people. But they usually divide 

themselves into separate groups before watching a film: 

one group analyses sound, the other group analyses the 

plot, still other group analyses colour, and so on. Having 

watched my film they summarized their opinions and then 

asked me: in such and such scene there was a broken 

window, what did it mean? Funny people. I just wanted to 

show Russia as is, having in mind self-respect, self-

sufficiency and breadth of mind and soul of people who live 

and work in Russia. 

Nikita Mikhalkov, film director of Oscar winning 

Siberian Barber (claimed to be embodiment of 

national idea in Russia), in his interview to 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta (Molodtsova, 1999)  

 

Methodology for analysis of the national idea discussion in 1996-2003 

Deprived of semiotic content, national idea hardly exists, condemned to play a similar role to 

that which Volosinov (1973: 19) reserved for ‘social psychology’: ‘Removed from this actual 

process of verbal communication and interaction (of semiotic communication and interaction 

in general), [the nation] would assume the guise of a metaphysical or mythic concept – the 

“collective soul” or “collective inner psyche”, the “spirit of the people”, etc.’ 

Daily newspapers may perform a crucial semiotic role (Law, 2001) in making sense of ideas 

and concepts discussed nationwide. Benedict Anderson (1983: 62) argues that from the very 

beginning newspapers created ‘an imagined community among a specific assemblage of 

fellow-readers’ to make intelligible the vast variety of conditions created by the disparate 

social and business needs of capitalism and colonial administration. For Volosinov (1973: 95), 

newspapers both constitute and anticipate national audiences: ‘the printed verbal 

performance engages, as it were, in ideological colloquy of large scale: it responds to 

something, objects to something, affirms something, anticipates possible responses and 

objections, seeks support and so on’ (Volosinov, 1973: 95). 

The discussion of national idea on the pages of the leading national dailies in Russia, 

therefore, seem to provide a fertile ground for analysing reaction and interaction of 

politically active people to Yeltsin’s initial call to find an idea for Russia and how this 

discussion evolved over time. It was the national press that provided unhurried deep 

analytical investigation and dissection of national idea. It was national press that provided a 

real forum for debating every ‘new’ view on ‘Russian idea’.  

There is a large grain of truth in the above statement but with important stipulations. 

National newspapers in Russia are not widely read throughout the country any longer 

compared with the popularity of Izvestia and Pravda under the Soviet regime. The circulation 

of daily newspapers in Russia ‘has dropped to the level of Italy, Spain and some Latin 

American countries’ (Pietilaeinen, 2002: 124). In fact, ‘the post-Soviet development 

transformed the pyramid model of the press into a regional model of the press. This 
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development becomes even clearer if the regional level and readership choices are analyzed: 

the audience of many national newspapers is small and infrequent in comparison to the local 

press’ (ibid: 449). 

The only nationally pervasive medium in Russia is TV that reaches every household in every 

corner of the vast Russian territory. ‘National idea’ has become one of the favourite themes 

for TV commentators and even gave name to several TV talk-shows. 

However, as acknowledged by many Russian public relations specialists, including Russian TV 

commentators, arguments used by TV commentators and analytics, especially pertaining to a 

complex discussion of national idea, in overwhelming majority of cases were originated on 

the pages of leading national newspapers. Politicians and public opinion leaders in their TV 

presentations and interview, when referring to ‘national idea’ often used newspapers as a 

source of their arguments. I realise that this claim needs validation in the form of interviews 

with TV commentators, politicians and public opinion leaders. However, the validation of the 

above claim may well constitute a separate dissertation. The time and space limitations do 

not allow me to do it in this paper.  

Sampling 

For my analysis I have chosen two national dailies: Nezavisimaya Gazeta and Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta. The choice was not based on their circulation (Rossiyskaya Gazeta has a circulation of 

circa 500,000 copies and Nezavisimaya Gazeta circa 100,000 copies per day). Rather, the 

decision was made based on the paper’s engagement in the discussion and their influence on 

political life in Russia. 

Both Rossiyskaya Gazeta and Nezavisimaya Gazeta are influential national newspapers that 

have differing but complementary political preferences and readership. Whereas Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta is pro-governmental and widely read by politicians, cultural elite (film-makers, 

writers, actors and artists) and ordinary people, the targeted audience of Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta is Russian intelligentsia. 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta (RG) was the first from the Russian media to answer Yeltsin’s call to find 

a common national vision by organising a contest ‘Idea for Russia’ which I already mentioned 

in the introduction.  

My choice of Nezavisimaya Gazeta (NG) is not only justifiable by its influence over 

intelligentsia, who Yeltsin asked to elaborate national idea, and the fact of the deep 

engagement of NG’s staff and its editor-in-chief in the discussion which resulted in launching 

a special supplement NG-Scenarios.  This choice is also justifiable by the very history of NG as 

a reflection of the evolution of the Russian society (Zasursky, 2001: 35). The aversion to the 

soviet journalism and distancing from the opposition to the Russian authority as well as from 

the politicians in power ‘makes Nezavisimaya Gazeta really unique’ in its influence ‘on those 

who think in Russia’ (ibid: 37). NG’s editor-in-chief Vitaly Tretyakov strived to reach the ideal 

of the independent quality newspaper from its foundation in 1990. Below are the principles 

that were created by Tretyakov and followed by NG, even after it was taken over by 

ONEKSIMbank and later by Boris Berezovsky in 1995-1996 (ibid: 39): 

1. Comprehensive information 

2. Freedom of commentary and representation of all points of view 

3. ‘No’ to editorials with one view. The paper should publish the views of experts and 

witnesses in the first place. It should not, except under very rare circumstances, 

declare its own ‘unified’ editorial view. 
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4. Independence not only from the state. The independence from official authorities is not 

independence but opposition. True independence is that from the opposition, too. 

Tretyakov’s striving to reach the above ideals is unique in the history of the Russian press – 

‘as fighting with dragons, a self-sacrificing battle – almost till his last issue in summer 2001’ 

(ibid: 53). NG still continues to have a serious impact on Russia’s political life. 

Forty nine articles in NG and sixty one articles in RG have been selected over the period of 

June 1996-June 2003 by the following criteria: 

1. Direct reference to the problems of ideology in Russia in general and the quest for ‘the 

national idea’, in particular. 

2. Expression of opinion by authors of the articles or interviewees in regard to national 

idea or any of its manifestations (Russian idea, idea for Russia, Eurasianism, etc.). The 

participants of the discussion were divided into three groups: politicians, experts 

(scholars and publicists) and ordinary people.  

Categorisation and use of counting techniques 

To illustrate the flow of the discussion on the pages of Nezavisimaya Gazeta and 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta over the seven years four stages have been singled out: 

1. June 1996 - August 1997 

Initial diverse reaction to Yeltsin’s suggestion of finding an Idea for Russia. Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta starts a contest ‘Idea for Russia’. Nezavisimaya Gazeta launches a supplement 

NG-Scenarios. A great variety of ideas is suggested by ‘intelligentsia’. The stage ends 

with the presidential advisor Georgy Satarov’s publication of analysis of the discussion 

in which he makes ‘provisional conclusions’ of the quest for a unifying idea. 

2. August 1997 – September 1999 

The discussion continues despite ‘conclusions’ of the Kremlin advisors and attempts of 

the editor-in-chief of Rossiyskaya Gazeta to close the contest ‘Idea for Russia’. 

Scepticism in regard to a possibility to find a national idea by artificial means is 

noticeably growing during this stage. President Boris Yeltsin in his address to the 

Russian Parliament in March 1999 officially states that ‘there is no need to invent 

some abstract national ideas’. The stage ends with the breaking out of the second 

Chechen war in September 1999. 

3. September 1999 - March 2001 

Growth of patriotism and nationalism during ‘the active phase’ of the Chechen war. 

Vladimir Putin was appointed prime-minister in September 1999 and elected President 

in March 2000. In his address to the Russian Parliament in July 2000  Putin 

demonstrated confidence that a national idea was ‘ripening in the Russian society’. 

The stage ends with withdrawal of Russian troops from Chechnya. 

4. March 2001 – June 2003 

The discussion subsides. NG-scenarios ceased to exist. NG’s editor-in-chief leaves the 

paper. However, interest to Eurasianism is growing. 

To illustrate the scope of the discussion both in Nezavisimaya Gazeta and Rossiyskaya Gazeta 

and diversity of expressed views I have divided it into three big sections: 

1. Need for searching a unifying idea.  
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The very necessity to find a certain national idea was questioned by some participants 

of the discussion while the others were convinced that there was a need to define a 

common vision that would consolidate Russian society.  

2. Directions and methods of the search for a national idea. 

Those in favour of the search for a national idea suggested a variety of mechanisms to 

find it. 

3. Versions of a national idea. 

Different, sometimes contrasting, national ideas have been suggested. 

The latter section has been categorized as follows:  

1. Concepts 

The typology of the concepts evolved in the discussion of a national idea in the Russian 

media was suggested by Nina Shchetinina (2002). All the concepts mentioned below 

may be regarded as ideological projects attempting to link all of the aforementioned 

elements of the discursive construction of national identity into coherent concepts. All 

of them have a long history in Russian philosophy.  

 Imperial Idea 

The idea of recreating the Russian empire – whether in soviet or pre-revolutionary 

variants. The ‘imperialists’ are convinced in the uniqueness of Russian imperialism: 

the Russian empire did not suppress the nations, the argument goes, but provided 

them with ‘radiant future’. One of the well-known proponents of re-building Russia in 

pre-revolutionary terms is Solzhenitsin. It is small wonder that re-creation of the 

Soviet empire is actively being exploited by contemporary communist party and its 

leader Gennadiy Zyuganov. 

 Russian Nationalist Idea  

This is a nationalistic concept declaring Russian people to be the only ones who are 

entitled to carry unifying ‘national idea’. Russian Nationalists with imperial ambitions 

may be called ‘Slavophiles’. 

 Rossiyskaya Idea 

The opposing to Russian Idea is Rossiyskaya Idea. Proponents of Rossiyskaya  Idea 

deliberately avoid ethnic questions by referring directly to the necessity of building a 

western-oriented ‘civil society’ or ‘jural state’. The underlying principle of 

Rossiyskaya idea is therefore not ethnic but state-legal. Many of them underline 

democratic values as a foundation for the development this state-legal system. 

Proponents of Rossiyskaya idea gravitate more to the position of ‘Westernisers’.  

 Eurasianism 

 Eurasianism revives to some extent the ideas of the Eurasianist movement of the 

1920s. This concept resembles imperial approach by viewing Russia as ‘gatherer of 

peoples’ and Russian Nationalist Idea by being resolutely anti-Western. However, 

Eurasianism is distinctly different from the above concepts by placing Christian as well 

as Muslim values at its centre. It must be noted that there are significantly different 

understanding of Eurasianism among its proponents. Neo-Eurasianism represents a vast 

spectrum, one that does not correspond entirely to the spectrum of the ethno-

nationalists, who have imperial pretensions. 
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2. General Ideas  

The authors of these ideas often deliberately alienate themselves from any of the 

concepts mentioned above and suggest general ideas to be treated as a foundation for 

the societal integration. ‘Patriotism’ and ‘Economic prosperity’ may be sited as an 

example. General ideas offer ‘explanation’ of different aforementioned elements of 

the discursive construction of national identity not necessarily linking them together in 

a rigid, coherent concept. 

3. Specific Ideas 

These are the ideas connected with the implementation of concrete projects, such as 

building Kursk-2 submarine or organizing a space flight to Mars. 

4. Formulas 

These are concrete triads or slogans as a national idea. As we will see in the analysis 

section the suggestion of formulas was confined only to Stage I. 

A further categorization of the articles was not carried out according to certain pre-set 

criteria. Rather, the categorization was arrived at empirically as a result of several readings 

of the articles. The aim of such a categorization is to illustrate scope, flow and structure of 

the discussion. This categorization has also allowed to reduce the corpus of the data to tables 

reproduced in Appendix II. Omitting the stage of categorization or straightaway radical 

reduction of the original articles to the tables would have been prone to a great number of 

limitations due to a complexity and variety of expressed opinion on national idea.  

A cross-table ‘Stages of the discussion’ by ‘Versions of national idea’ allowed me to present 

the data in a condensed form. A third variable ‘Authors/interviewees’ was later introduced to 

trace how politicians, experts and lay people ‘conceptualized’ national idea.  

Such categorization, tables and application of simple counting techniques enable me to test 

Hypothesis I (discussion of national idea varied) and Hypothesis II (national idea is hardly to 

be reduced to a single element). 

To test Hypothesis I (the Russian state appealed to the ideas of nationhood to legitimise the 

existing state power), however, I need to use a more sophisticated type of analysis – discourse 

analysis. 

Discourse analysis 

Yeltsin and Putin symbolise different eras in contemporary Russian history. The first Russian 

President is notorious for week support of Russia’s citizens especially during his second term 

in office (1996-1999), while the second one seems to continue to enjoy popularity among 

Russian people thanks to his efforts to ‘pull the state together’ and ability to sense what the 

public wants. Analysing two presidential addresses to the State Duma and the Federation 

Council (address to the parliament is the most prominent annual public statement of the 

President in Russia) during the last year of Yeltsin’s rule and Putin’s first year in Kremlin may 

help understand how both Presidents viewed national idea themselves and, perhaps, most 

importantly, how they appealed to the ideas of nationhood to legitimise the existing state 

power. To do this I will employ discourse analysis2.  

                                                 
2
 Note, that both Yeltsin’s and Putin’s addresses under discourse analysis were published in Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta on 31 March 1999 and 11 July 2000 respectively. Both publications, therefore, are included in 

our general analysis of 61 articles in Rossiyskaya and 49 articles in Nezavisimaya Gazeta over the period 

of seven years from 1996 till 2003.   
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For Fowler ‘discourse’ is ‘speech of writing seen from the point of view of the beliefs, values 

and categories which it embodies’ (cited in Hawthorn 1992: 48). There are many 

methodological approaches to discourse analysis. The approach I have chosen is indebted to 

Fairclough (1989, 1992, 1995), who combines linguistic analysis and social and political 

contexts. Such combination is of utmost importance when we deal with the statements 

reproduced in the annual address made by the President to the Parliament and citizens of the 

country. Discourse analysis approach will allow us to avoid physicists’ syndrome described by 

Russian film director Nikita Mikhalkov in the epigraph to this chapter. 

In Fairclough’s approach, discourse analysis is threefold: 

1. Textual analysis concerns itself descriptively with the formal properties of a text.   

2. The second stage of analysis is concerned with the relationship between the text and 

processes of production and interpretation.  

3. The third stage of analysis focuses on the shaping influence of social conditions of 

production and interpretation. 

Discourse is determined by social structures, though those structures are partly also a product 

of discourse, and continue to be reproduced by discourse. There is therefore power in 

discourse and power behind discourse (Deacon, 1999).  

It must be noted that my application of discourse analysis to examining the addresses of the 

Presidents to the Russian Parliament was made with limitations outlined in the next section. 

Limitations 

It must be noted that arbitrary decisions intruded at all stages of my research process: how 

much is the sample, how data is categorised, what is counted, what presidential addresses 

are to choose, etc. All of these decisions are produced by my subjective judgment of what is 

significant.  

As for discourse analysis it is also not problems free. Ideological strategies (that discourse 

analysis turns inside out) may not necessarily be formulated in any deliberate fashion. 

Furthermore, ideologies or believe found out as a result of discourse analysis ‘are fraught 

with their internal contradictions; with the contradictions between what is claimed about the 

social world and the experience of the material realities of this world, with the contradictions 

between ideology as ‘lived’ and ideology as a specifically formulated philosophy of ‘how the 

world is’; and with contradictions between opposed ideologies and the different, antagonistic 

interests to which they stand in relation’ (Deacon, 1999: 152-153).  

It should be also noted that the research was originally conducted in Russian. Translation of 

the excerpts of the texts to English inevitably resulted in distortion of meaning. Since the 

articles were in Russian such software as Atlas or NudIst could not be used and, therefore, 

their categorisation was carried out manually.  

It must be pointed out that a discourse analysis of Yeltsin’s and Putin’s addresses to the 

Russian Parliament was a limited one due to lengthiness of both documents and my 

concentration on ideological constructs pertaining to national idea. 

To address the above limitations and increase the validity of my findings I will refer to other 

researches and surveys at different stages of my analysis.  
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Methodology for analysis of Putin’s ‘patriotism’ as national idea  

In-depth interviews 

I conducted three extended interviews with sources close to and working in the Presidential 

Administration who asked to stay anonymous. Moreover, the interviewees asked not to 

disclose their answers in full as it would have otherwise clear who the sources were. 

Anonymity was granted in exchange for more in-depth information on how President Putin 

arrived at the idea of ‘patriotism’ and what was implied from the point of view of the 

interviewees which is not in the public domain yet. 

Each interview was asked two open-ended questions: 

1. How has President Putin arrived at the idea of ‘patriotism’? 

2. What is implied in ‘partriotism’ as a national idea?  

3. How would you interpret what Putin said on ‘patriotism’ vs ‘nationalism? 

The following principles of conducting in-depth interviews were observed: 

 Each conversation must stay open. The above questions may not be asked in a 

straightforward manner and their order may vary depending on the status of an expert / 

government official and his/her knowledge / attitude towards the issue. 

 Each question will entail more specific question depending on the course of the 

conversation with each target. For example Question 2 has the following specific 

questions to ask depending on the status of the interviewee and readiness to talk: 

 What implications this concept may have on society? 

 What implications this concept may have on business? 

 What does ‘patriotism’ mean in international relations? 

Limitations 

The best person to ask is President Putin himself; however it is not that easy to get access to 

the President of Russia. Also when such important questions arise, President Putin prefers to 

answer them publicly, since he always prefers direct (or indirect via the media) 

communications with Russian citizens on important conceptual issues.  

Due to the time pressure I only had three in-depth interviews. On the one hand more 

interviews among political analysis and experts would have provided more information, on the 

other hand, unlike sources close to or in the Presidential Administration, they would not 

really concentrate on conveying the original idea as it was conceived by President Putin but 

rather provide their very subjective interpretations.  

All of the main questions were based my subjective judgment of what is significant.  

My analysis of answers also had serious limitations: firstly, the interviewees added their 

subjective view on what was originally meant by President Putin; secondly, my analysis of 

their answers was also based on my subjective preconceptions.  
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Findings 
 

Analysis of the national idea discussion in 1996-2003 

After a long and painful search for the national idea it has at 

last been formulated: survival of existing state authorities.   

Yuri Furmanov (1998) 

Scope, structure and flow of the discussion 

A detailed categorised report on the discussion of national idea in Rossiyskaya Gazeta and 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta may be found in Appendix I. For convenience, the report is followed by 

two tables presenting the structure and flow of the discussion in big strokes accompanied 

with analysis (Appendix II).  
 

Stage I. June 1996 - August 1997 

Initial reaction to Yeltsin’s suggestion of finding a unifying Idea for Russia 

1. Political and social context 

In June 1996, shortly after his victory in the election, President Boris Yeltsin convened a 

meeting of top Kremlin advisers, academicians and other prominent members of society to 

come up with visions for a possible "Idea for Russia".  

Yeltsin realized the need to search for a new ideology during the election campaign, when 

Georgy Satarov, then senior Presidential Administration adviser, alerted the president to the 

recurring pattern in the letters from the public, received during the election campaign, 

suggesting one of the reasons for Russia's morbid state was the lack of a mobilizing ideology. 

Yeltsin’s call was timely: by June 1996 a tangled knot of unsolved social and political 

problems had been formed that might have led to another putsch. Yeltsin’s call was an 

attempt to distract people’s attention from everyday struggling for survival to discussing a 

new overarching project that would make the nation become ‘a ‘faith-achievement’ group, 

able to surmount obstacles and hardships’ (Smith, 1991:16-17).  

The exploratory group's first step was to analyze information on other countries' national 

ideas. As Satarov, who headed this group, said in his interview to Russia Journal "We studied 

foreign experiences, because this is a universal cultural phenomenon. For example, in post-

war Germany it was the idea of national penitence that allowed the nation to survive." 

(Larina, 1999). Then the president's group organized numerous meetings, which included 

discussions with political scientists and journalists.  

Russian intelligentsia answered Yeltsin’s call with enthusiasm and became very busy with 

setting up discussion forums “Forming National Idea in Russia: Problems and Perspectives’ and 

the like. It was during this time when film director Nikita Mikhalkov made his imperial 

Siberian Barber. Every public opinion leader at a local, regional and national levels thought it 

was his or her duty not only to add a tangible ingredient to the cauldron of national ideology 

but find ‘the right’ recipe the whole ‘dish’.  

Rossiyskaya Gazeta and Nezavisimaya Gazeta provided a forum for the discussion of a 

national idea. Moreover, leading political analysts of these newspapers became heavily 

involved in the discussion themselves.  



 

 20 

Already on July 30, 1996 the editor-in-chief of Rossiyskaya Gazeta V. Yurkov announced the 

contest ‘Idea for Russia’ asking the readers of the paper to send in their ideological projects. 

Yurkov’s call was met with great excitement: ordinary people and celebrities, writers and 

film directors, political scientists and politicians began to discuss the Idea of Russia nearly in 

every issue of Rossiyskaya Gazeta during this stage.  

In September 1996 the editor-in-chief of Nezavisimaya Gazeta Vitaly Tretyakov together with 

leading journalists and political experts of the paper decided to start a new supplement NG 

Scenarios that would deal solely with the discussion of a national idea and elaboration of 

future scenarios for Russia. This is how Vitaliy Tretyakov and analysts of the future NG-

Scenarios described their vision of this project (Editorial, 1996): 

Yuri Byalyi (political analyst): ‘…there are no other real players of the political process 

besides political elites in Russia. If we want to have any results we must consider them 

to be our target audience. … One of our main tasks is to motivate the elites to reflex 

and educate them how to set the right goals and objectives’. 

Andranik Migranyan (political analyst): ‘We will create a social organ that would 

attract attention of politicians as well as 40 million of Russians with higher education 

to three major questions: 1) What is Russia today? We must understand where we are; 

2) What Russia do we need?; 3) How do we turn our today’s Russia into the Russia we 

need?   

Vitaliy Tretyakov (editor-in-chief of Nezavisimaya Gazeta): ‘In this room we have 

managed to collect the biggest part of the ‘nation’s brain’, I daresay. I want NG-

Scenarios to be a leading intellectual - philosophical, political and futuristic - paper in 

Russia. …NG-Scenarios will be an intellectual storm of Russia’s problems and an 

intellectual reserve for those who rule the country. 

Editorial, 1996 

On August 9, 1997 Yeltsin’s advisor Georgy Satarov (1997) presented the analytical paper 

‘Russia in the Search of An Idea’ in which he and his colleagues – political scientists – made an 

attempt to sum up the first results of the quest for the national idea. Georgy Satarov claimed 

that the goal set by Yeltsin was almost achieved. 

The Kreml analyst emphasized that the most animate and deep discussion was seen in 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta and Nezavisimaya Gazeta which was very representative of the general 

discussion in the country (Shatskoy, 1997). Satarov gave a special attention to Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta which publications in some occasions took the lead of the expert and public discussion 

of the national idea (Ilmus, 1997). He also pointed out that while in Rossiyskaya Gazeta (RG) 

a national idea was seen as unifying one, writers to Nezavisimaya Gazeta (NG) connected a 

national idea with ideology more often which may be explained by differences in their target 

audiences. Note, that the above Satarov’s statements coincide with my arguments in the 

preceding chapter and give more validity to my decision to concentrate on the above Russian 

dailies. 

The publication of the Presidential Administration’s analysis of the discussion of the national 

idea marks the end of Stage I in our research. 

2. Analysis of the publications 

The initial reaction to the President’s call for finding the Idea for Russia was contradictory 

and diverse. Scope, flow and structure of the discussion are clearly illustrated by the 

categorised articles and matrices followed by analysis in Appendix I and II. 
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The participants of the discussion divided into two, almost equal in number, irreconcilable 

camps form the very beginning of the discussion in regard to the need for a national idea. 

Some participants fiercely argued against any idea or ideologies that may be suggested as 

unifying for the whole society. Evgueni Sagalovsky, for example, argued that: 

…a citizen who is not in favour of the national idea that has become adopted by the 

majority of his or her peers becomes a potential social outcast… Any national idea is 

originally depraved since it has to be based on a dangerous delusion that, for example, 

the nation is “unique” or superior to other nations… 

Sagalovsky, E. ‘More Temples, Good and Different Ones!’   

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, November 19, 1996 

Many other participants of the discussion backed up Sagalovsky’s position by arguing that, 

inter alia, national idea might cause discord and political distemper in the country (Yuri 

Bobrov from Balakovo, Saratov Region, RG); national idea imposed by the state limited 

people’s freedom (Andrey Zagorodnikov, political scientist, professor, Moscow, NG); and 

finding a national idea ‘would endanger Russia as a state’ (Lev Anninskiy, political scientist, 

Moscow, NG). The others opposed the idea of finding one common vision for Russia by 

pointing that Russians need not search for one unifying idea but be satisfied with the present 

combination of historically developed values and existing social norms (Yakov Plyays, 

professor, Moscow, NG) or, on the contrary, Russians should not be ‘modest’ and come up 

with a global idea instead (Vladimir Sibirtsev, kandidat in economy, Novosibirsk, RG). 

The proponents of a unifying national idea, in their turn argued that the absence of a unifying 

idea called into question ‘maintaining of the state’ (Yegor Stroev, Chairman of the Federation 

Council of the Russian Parliament, Moscow, RG) or that without a unifying idea Russians 

would not ‘be able to surmount the increasing disintegration of the state’ (Gennady 

Zyuganov, Leader of the Communist Party, Moscow, RG). Others insisted that national idea 

would harmonize the relations between a person and the state (Yuri Ratner, Sochi, RG) 

because it was capable of integrating the society (Tatyana Solovey, researcher at Moscow 

State University, and Valery Solovey, expert at Gorbachyov-Fund, Mosow, RG). Otherwise, 

such ‘anti-values as nihilism, anarchism, clanship, etc.’ would flood the ideological vacuum if 

Russians did not find a common vision for their country (A. Kiva, political scientist, Sochi, RG) 

and Russians would not be able overcome the economic crisis (Vadim Pechenyov, doctor in 

philosophy, professor, Moscow, RG). 

It is noteworthy that the articles favouring the need to find a unifying national idea in 

overwhelming majority of cases were published in RG whereas opponents were more 

frequently found among authors of articles in NG. This distribution may be explained by pro-

governmental and pro-Yeltsin position of RG and independent position (both from the state 

and from the opposition) of NG. Another explanation is that while writers to RG associated 

national idea with just a clear idea that Russia should expect in the future depending on her 

past and the present, writers to NG tended to connect national idea with ideology, pointing 

out thereby that fixing an ideology as a national or state ideology would either bring the 

country to another revolution or totalitarian regime. 

Those who backed the need to find a unifying national idea often suggested directions and 

methods of the search as well. Some argued that the national idea should be sought in the 

Russian history and culture (Vladimir Tolstoy, great grand-son of Lev Tolstoy, director of the 

Lev Tolstoy’s Museum in Yasnaya Polyana, Tula, NG); or, otherwise, not in the history but in 

the ways to solve ‘real’ problems which have to be resolved in the future (Vladimir 

Mordashev, Moscow, RG). Others suggested to find it in ‘a party’s or an opinion leader’s 

ideology’ Nikolay Ovsyannikov, Ryazan, RG) or in someone’s ‘lucid mind’ (Vyacheslav Nikonov, 
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political scientist, chairman of ‘Politics’ fund, Moscow, NG). Some participants even 

suggested to convene the All-Russian Zemskiy Sobor (Viktor Aksyuchits, Chairman of Russian 

Christian Democratic Movement, Moscow, NG) or set up a distinct branch of science that may 

be called ‘Study of Russia’ or ‘Complex (Interdisciplinary) study of Russian Civilisation’ to deal 

solely with the search for national idea (Viktor Shapovalov, professor at Moscow State 

University, NG). 

Among the concepts of national idea suggested by the participants of the discussion the 

leading was imperial ideology. Aleksey Firsanov (RG) pointed to some ‘creative sources 

somewhere deep in Russia capable of making Moscow the Third Rome. Writer Vladimir 

Soloukhin’s (RG) believed that Monarchy would do Russia good in terms of re-constructing 

Russian empire, while historian Viktor Kudryavtsev (NG) pointed to the necessity to upheld 

Russians’ imperial thinking as an antidote to growing ethno-nationalism.  

Eurasianism is quite a popular concept in Russia as we will see from our further analysis that 

defies Western values. In Stage I Eurasianism was also repeatedly named as a potential 

ideology that would consolidate Russian society. Sergey Rogov from Moscow (NG), for 

example, argues that Eurasianism is ‘natural’ for Russia and it has become ‘a reaction to 

disillusion in the West and overcoming of naïve western euphoria immediately after the 

disintegration of the USSR’. 

During Stage I a diversity of general ideas of national idea were suggested in the sense that 

they did not offer a rigid coherent and self-sufficient concept (like Eurasianism, for example) 

but offered general, sometimes vague, understanding around which values Russian society 

might consolidate.  

Patriotism and economic prosperity were the leaders among general ideas in Stage I. It may 

be explained, in part, by economic hardships experienced by the country in 1996-1997, 

weakness of the Russian state and envy of American patriotism propagated via American 

movies that were still very popular during this stage. The sense of Russia’s uniqueness of 

Russia and the corresponding need to find a unique idea for this country also dominated in the 

discussion. Other ideas included common welfare of people, idea of communication that 

would help reach mutual understanding, moral duty, etc. 

Specific ideas (for example, genetic re-construction of Russian elite) and formulas (for 

example, Health. Sobornost’. Mercy) were also suggested during this stage as many authors of 

the articles probably hoped that it was enough to name the right ‘recipe’ and the search for 

the national idea would be over. Such yearning for quick resolving the identity crisis, 

however, was soon wearing thin. In later stages we can see a sharp drop in suggestions of 

concrete recipes of national idea. In fact, offering formulas as a universal solution was 

confined to Stage I only.  

It is interesting that politicians kept quiet during this stage being careful not to suggest their 

conceptual views on national idea getting off only with vague idea of patriotism. On the 

contrary, intelligentsia were active during this stage, busy in producing concepts, general 

ideas and formulas of national idea. This tendency may be explained by Yeltsin’s neutral 

position not favouring any particular idea throughout this period which was not encouraging 

for politicians to conceptualise their views on national idea. At the same time Yeltsin publicly 

laid hopes on intelligentsia to find idea for Russia which made many experts answer Yeltsin’s 

call. 

Ordinary people were very active during Stage I when the discussion of national idea became 

very intense and editor-in-chief of Rossiyskaya Gazeta even offered £ 2000 to a person who 

would come up with the most popular national idea. It may well be that the latter incentive 

seemed to play an important role in encouraging ordinary people write about national idea  
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To enhance the validity of my above analysis I am now drawing on Satarov’s similar analysis in 

his analytical paper ‘Russia in the Search of An Idea’ (1997). Satarov concluded in his report 

that the responses to Yeltsin’s call were in many cases cancelling each other out. Political 

experts and ordinary people suggested a great variety of ideas. To many people, Satarov, 

argues, the very setting of the task to find a unifying national idea seemed to be illegitimate 

and the possibility to elaborate a common idea within a concrete period is called into 

question. On the one hand there were many views supporting the need for a unifying national 

idea. Satarovs’ analysis reinforces my aforementioned interpretation of the discussion during 

Stage I. 

However, I strongly disagree with Satarov who, having made a similar type of analysis, arrived 

at an illogical and bewildering conclusion that ‘Russian people already believe in the 

necessity of a unifying national idea. The emergence of such an idea is just the matter of 

time’ (Shatskoy, 1997). As we will see from the analysis of subsequent stages such a unifying 

idea will never be arrived at, but, rather, a trend of the emergence of a variety of 

irreconcilable ideas and ideologies observed in this stage will continue. This is what’s called a 

difference administrative research and critical research. Whereas  Satarov’s analysis was 

aimed to please Yeltsin, my analysis was driven by nothing but a desire to get an MSc at the 

London School of Economics. 

The analysis of the discussion was quite detailed in Stage I which allowed to see how it began 

to unfold. However, analysis in subsequent stages will be shortened to save space. 

 

Stage II. August 1997 – September 1999 

Growth of scepticism about finding a unifying national idea 

1. Political and social context 

Despite Georgy Satarov’s claims, the discussion of national idea continued well through this as 

well as subsequent stages. 

The discussion was so engaging that attempts of Mr. Yurkov, RG’s editor-in-chief, to sum up 

the results of the contest in February 1997 were met with resentment: the readers demanded 

to go on with the discussion. For example, Dr. Voronkov, director of World Institute, warned 

Yurkov:   

The approach - finding a unifying national idea that would allow setting long-term 

goals of Russia’s development and means of their achievement - is terribly attractive. 

However, whatever experts take part in the contest of Rossiyskaya Gazeta and 

whatever philosophical exercises are carried out and historical examples cited a 

unifying national idea will not be born in this way. … I would avoid concluding the 

contest ‘Idea of Russia’ and naming ‘winners’. 

Voronkov (1998) 

2. Analysis 

Stage II is marked by growth of scepticism about the possibility to find a unifying national 

idea, especially by artificial means. As Aleksandr Rubtsov, Doctor in philosophy, wrote in NG:  

Over the last twelve months of the discussion of national idea many writing and 

thinking people have been enlightened: ideas can not be conceived in test-tubes. It 

has been repeatedly proved that creation and promotion of a certain ideological 

product would bring nothing but harm and disgrace. 
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Aleksandr Rubtsov (doctor in philosophy), ‘Expecting an Idea’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 4 November 1997 

A noticeable trend of this period is re-orientation of experts who called to return to priorities 

set up and followed by governments of leading developed countries and concentrate on 

strategic development (Mark Rats, expert of Strategic Assessment Centre, Moscow, NG) to 

look into the future rather than revive ideologies oriented towards the past (Serguey Popov, 

director of Vremya Analytical Centre, NG) or to apply a broad ‘civilised’ approach to enhance 

the living standard in a ‘humane’ state (Anatoly Golubev, kandidat in economy, Moscow, RG). 

Boris Yeltsin himself in his address to the Parliament had to admit that there was no need to 

‘invent some abstract national ideas’, rather there was a need to concentrate of welfare of 

people (Yeltsin, 1999). 

The discussion by itself is, however, useful: 

…It [vainness of the search for a national idea] does not, however, mean that the 

discussion of the national idea was fruitless. On the contrary: it was more than useful. 

The question is what we should expect of it and what place should it take in our 

general permanent search of values. 

Having set the search for an Idea as a major task we could not miss a period of 

newspaper discussion as a necessary stage of ‘washing brains’ of each other. What has 

been said is said. Although the discussion resembled the discussion of physics with 

lyric poets it was a true discussion, perhaps the only true large discussion over the 

recent years. The discussion will be part of history and we will be judged by what we 

wrote on the pages of newspapers. 

Aleksandr Rubtsov (doctor in philosophy), ‘Expecting an Idea’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 4 November 1997 

There is an urgent need for the continuation of the discussion of the national idea. 

The discussion may be very fruitful if, of course, we live in the interest of our country 

and our people and not in the interests of our clan or a corporation. 

Aleksey Kiva (doctor in history), ‘A Trick in the Spirit of Old Good Days’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 9 December 1997 

Versions of the national idea 

1. Concepts 

 Russian Nationalist Idea 

As sagaciously wrote I. Ilyn: ‘The future is hidden from a human gaze. We do not know 

what kind or state power will establish itself in Russia after Bolsheviks. But we do 

know that if it is anti-national and anti-state, fragmenting the country and politically 

non-ideological the true revolution will stop then and the country will enter the stage 

of a new demise… But the time will come when the Russian national forces will come 

into power to save Russia on our way” (I. Ilyin (1993) ‘Our Tasks’, v. 2, p. 14) 

Anticipating a negative reaction to my proposal of Russian Idea as the national idea I 

must say all the attempts to detach the national idea and the nation will be in vain. 

Historically the national idea of Russia is connected with the soul and the fate of the 

Russian nation with their national character. It is not a manifestation of chauvinism, it 

is a historical fact. Russia without Russians is not Russia, it is something different: may 

be the zone of American of Chinese interests?  
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Dmitry Merkulov (chief expert, National Institute of Development) ‘One’ Daily 

Bread and Ideological Corn’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 1 August 1998 

 Rossiyskaya Idea 

Thinking about the national idea it is worthwhile noting that there are evolutional 

concepts and theories, including the theory of sustainability and the theory of post-

industrial society. The main accent should be on the development of a person, 

improving his capabilities, harmonization of a person with other people and nature. 

The means for this end is the socio-humanitarian state or the state with controlled 

market economy oriented at social development of a person.  

Vladimir Golubev (academician of the Russian academy of Science) ‘On an Old 

Political Cart Into the 21st Century?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 16 February 2000 

2. General Ideas  

 Patriotism 

Russian Idea is the idea of patriotism. This is the idea of sustaining the nation and 

finding a decent place among decent states. Russian idea is the idea of the 

responsibility of Russians as the largest people, the ‘gatherer’ and the ‘backbone’ of 

Russia to maintain the state along with its cultural diversity. 

…the national idea has a powerful mobilizing potential. You could not have made 

several generations of Russian people to fight for the expansion of the country’s 

territory.  

Dmitry Rogozin (head of the Congress of Russian Communities), ‘The Authorities 

Lack Real Perception of Time’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 21 January 1998 

 Economic Prosperity 

…Strategic concept of reforms analogous to some ‘national idea’ in economy is known 

in many countries. For example the Japanese programme Sunshine was aimed at 

radical resource saving and enhancing the international competitiveness of Japanese 

products.  

Andrey Nesterneko, ‘National Idea’ and the Concept of Reforms’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 24 January 1998 

The national idea should be ‘Economic growth and growth of welfare on the basis of 

social relations development’. Economic and social development should be developed 

simulteniously and complexly.  

Aleksandr Belyakov (expert of the State Duma, doctor of economy), ‘Economy 

May Not be Replaced by Ideology’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 18 April 1998 

…an optimal model of future Russia may be democratic state with market economy 

and social security of its citizens.  

Viktor Anfilov (doctor in history, professor at Moscow State Institute of 

International Relations), Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 4 February 1999 

 Human Rights and Civil Society 

At the end of the twentieth century we have been given a chance (perhaps, for the 

first time in Russian history) to put a person at the centre of public and private life 

and proclaim the idea of human rights as the main idea of the Russian state and civil 

society.  
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Anatoly Sobchak (doctor in law, professor) ‘Imperial Nostalgia’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 13 February, 1998. 

 

Stage III. September 1999 –March 2001 

National idea is back on political agenda 

Growth of patriotism during the second Chechen war 

1. Political and social context 

In September 1999 apartment houses were bombed in Moscow with many people killed. A 

newly appointed Prime Minister Vladimir Putin quickly responded to these terrorist acts by 

sending overwhelming military force to Chechnya. The outbreak of the second Chechen war 

marks the beginning of Stage III in our research. 

Putin put the concept of a national vision for Russia back on the political agenda. At a 

meeting between Putin and the heads of Russian universities and institutes in November 1999, 

Putin told the academics he believed reform had left Russia without a unifying theme. He said 

to fill the ideological vacuum, a new national idea should be constructed, one based on 

‘patriotism in the most positive sense of the concept’ (Larina, 1999). Georgy Satarov noted 

that ‘Putin's declaration concerning the national idea has been inherited from Boris 

Nikolaivech [Yeltsin], but his interpretation has nothing in common with ours. Raising national 

ideda logically corresponds to the prime minister's activity in Chechnya’ (Larina, 1999).  

During his premiership Putin frequently aired his view on what national idea should be. On the 

eve of the presidential elections in March 2000 during his visit to Volgograd he said in an 

answer to the question about the national idea: ‘Patriotism and welfare of citizens 

guaranteed by the state. Observance of rights and freedoms’ (Grigoryeva et al, 2000). 

After Putin was elected President he ceased to give away the fixed recipes of national idea. 

In fact, in his address to the Russian Parliament in July 2000 Putin repeated Yeltsin’s 

statement of ‘no need to think up any abstract national ideas’. However, he did not hesitate 

to name the ‘fundamental features’ of national idea which in his opinion were state power, 

patriotism and social solidarity’ (Volkova, 2001). Also, Putin showed  outstanding confidence 

in the perspective of the emergence of the national idea without any help from the state 

(Putin, 2000).  

Analysis of Yeltsin’s address to the Russian Parliament 

As the Chechen war went on the danger of heavy nationalist overtones was growing. 

Proponents of Russian nationalism grew from 10-12% in the mid-1990s to 16-18% in 2000. 

However, among those 16-18% there were few radicals. Although radical Russian nationalism 

remained largely marginal the elements of nationalism and patriotism used in mixed political 

ideologies were capable to reinforce them to a great extent (Editorial, 2000).  

Withdrawal of Russian troops from Chechnya and the end of ‘active phase’ of Chechen war in 

March 2001 mark the end of Stage III. 

2. Analysis 

Growth of nationalist and patriotic feeling influenced the discussion of national idea. 

The most noticeable and fierce discussion of Russian Nationalist Idea unfolded in NG-

Scenarios, a supplement to Nezavisimaya Gazeta.  

The discussion was started by Russian nationalist Aleksandr Sevastyanov.  
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Stage IV March 2001 – June 2003 

‘Yesterday’s attempt to come up with the Russian idea had 

ended, for the first time in Tatarskii’s career, in utter 

failure. At first, the task had seemed easy to him, but, 

having sat down at the desk, he understood in horror that 

nothing, absolutely nothing, was coming to him’  

Viktor Pelevin (2001: 218),              

Generation ‘P’ 

Eurasianism gained a lot of popularity among the nomenclature of former Soviet Union during 

this stage. An example has been the Kazakh president Nursultan Nazarbayev, who has openly 

praised Eurasianism. In the new capital of Kazakhstan, Astana (former Aqmola), the "Eurasian 

University" has been named after Lev Gumilyov, and when Putin recently visited Kazakhstan, 

the walls of the university were decorated with Eurasinist slogans. 

In Russia, however, the discussion of the ‘national idea’ subsides. No further concepts are 

discussed at this stage. 

 

Analysis of Putin’s ‘patriotism’ as national idea  

…one of the key components of our self-consciousness, one 

of the values and ideas is patriotism 

V. Putin (Itar-TASS, 2016) 

President Putin calling ‘patriotism’ a national idea at his meeting with leaders of Russian 

business in February was widely covered in Russia.  

However, few journalists and experts remember that during Putin’s premiership back in 2000 

he already aired the same view: ‘Patriotism and welfare of citizens guaranteed by the state. 

Observance of rights and freedoms’ (Grigoryeva et al, 2000). His idea of ‘patriotism’ was not 

widely supported then. After Putin was elected President that year, in his address to the 

Russian Parliament he said there was ‘no need to think up any abstract national ideas’ 

expressing hope that the national idea would naturally emerge without any help from the 

state (Putin, 2000). 

However, as we demonstrated in the analysis of the discussion of the national idea, the 

explicit public search for national idea has been gradually transformed to ‘banal nationalism’ 

(Billig, 1995) or implicit re-enforcement of national belonging on an every-day basis. The 

open search for an elusive national idea has largely been brought to an end. One of the 

reasons for that is that President Putin has been legitimised to speak for the state and the 

Russian people given unprecedented rise in his popularity. Experts and public opinion 

formers, including thought leading journalists, government officials, deputies and 

representatives of think tanks, have strongly felt that shaping Russia’s national identity has 

become ‘safe’ in the hands of Putin. 

The interviewees from the Presidential Administration note that the President felt last year it 

was the right time to gradually promote his original idea of the national idea. In October 

2015, following the successful launch of military operations in Syria, Putin claimed that 

patriotism and love for the motherland should be “moral guideline” for teenagers in Russia, 

the TASS news agency reported at the time. In 2016 calling ‘patriotism’ as a national idea 
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became a recurring theme in public statements of the Russian President. Understanding that 

‘patriotism’ has many connotations, Putin quoted scholar Dmitry Likhachev’s "Nationalism is 

hatred of other peoples, while patriotism is love for your motherland," (Itar-TASS, 2016; 

Likhachev 1999) specifically to distance his understanding of the unifying idea from any 

attempt of glamourizing Russia at the expense of other nations or/and states. 

Deliberation model of agreeing ‘patriotism’ as a national idea 

President Putin specifically pointed out that in order to implement patriotism as a national 

idea, it is not enough if “the president or anyone else has only once said it,” the RBC news 

website reported (The Moscow Times, 1996). 

The latter notion is paid a lot of attention to by the interviewees from the Presidential 

Administration. They expect the political and expert elite to come up with an overarching 

concept of ‘patriotism’ cascaded down into concrete ideological constructs. The society is 

expected to take part in the public discourse initiated by the political and expert elite. A 

nation-wide consensus needs to be spoken through and internalised. 

The idea is that rational discussion of ‘patriotism’ as a national idea would turn individual, 

possibly selfish or irrational, preferences into informed and socially-oriented unanimous 

preferences (Habermas, 1992). 

This is an ideal scenario, however, in real world:  

1) people’s concern for politics is hardly evenly distributed across all social strata which 

would seriously impede rational discussion, 

2) arguing often leads to competition. Parties aim to win the argument, not to achieve mutual 

understanding (Young, 1995),  

3) unanimous and rational agreement might not be reached. If a final decision is reached 

despite strong differences of opinion it may be to the disadvantage of some arguing parties or 

may lead to conformity (Elster). 

4) it might well be the case that people may be made even more selfish or irrational by 

interacting politically (‘hunting witches’ is a good historical example).  

5) the general interest may coincide with the interests of some specific groups, which can 

make every effort to promote their ideas under disguise of the general interest (e.g. political 

parties etc.). 

To tackle some of these deficiencies Iris Young suggests acknowledging ‘the Otherness in the 

other’ and indicating an equal privilege of any forms of communicative interaction where 

people aim to reach understanding (1995).  

Modes of deliberation may differ but it is important to state that a public sphere of 

deliberation is essential to the legitimacy of decisions affecting all people in the country, 

especially when the discussion of a national idea is on the table.  

Implications of ‘patriotism’ as a national idea for the business and international relations 

The interviewees from the Presidential Administration all note that for the business 

‘patriotism’ is hardly new. The Russia First concept or import substitution policies and plans 

have been implemented through since 2008 and are to fundamentally change the Russian 

economy by the year 2023. The most important consequence from Putin’s interpretation of 

‘patriotism’ for foreign business is that Russian authorities are expected to create level 

playing field with Russian business as long as foreigners localise their production in Russia. In 
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practice, however, the Russian Ministry of Industry and Trade, responsible for import 

substitution and localisation across various industries, cannot make any formal commitment 

to the foreign business to this end. A new vehicle for guaranteeing agreed terms for foreign 

investment in the form of a special investment contract is still being tested, and it is not 

clear whether it will be effective in the long run. 

The interviewees note that Putin’s meaning of ‘patriotism’ has a lot in common with 

interpretation of this notion by Russian philosophers, including Vladimir Solovyov. In his book 

The Justification of the Good (Opravdanie Dobra) Solovyov claims that ‘true patriotism is 

when I wish all the good to other peoples and treat them as my people’ provided moral high 

ground is gained in the home country first (Solovyov, 1992). In other words, the true patriot 

should not only respect other nations but be extra demanding for his or her own country 

expecting the leadership to constantly raise standards of living while adhering to high moral 

principles.  

From an international perspective, therefore, ‘patriotism’ as a national idea may mean that 

the Kremlin is ready to take national interests of any foreign country in the account, provided 

these interests are truly representative of the people of that nation. Russia won’t do anything 

to any other legitimate state it wouldn’t have done to itself in a similar situation. The 

principle of respect for other state’s interests and multipolar approach will become a 

cornerstone for the renewed foreign policy being developed by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
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Conclusion and implications                       

for further research 

Yeltsin’s call on Russian intelligentsia to find an idea for Russia in 1996 at first looked like a 

well-known Russian political technique of launching an idea by the state power via public 

opinion leaders and the media to be disseminated and ‘discussed’ in ‘the masses’ with state 

authorities making a ‘final decision’. The plan was that such a public discussion would allow 

the state to arrive at an agreed understanding of what ‘national idea’ was. It would have then 

allowed the state to utilise this understanding for its different propagandistic purposes and 

exploit it more fully during election campaigns.  

A year later, in August 1997, Yeltsin’s advisor Georgy Satarov in his analytical paper claimed 

that emergence of national idea was just about to happen (Satarov, 1997). It was not deemed 

to happen, however:  the ‘national idea’ that meant to be unifying was eventually split into 

several distinguished irreconcilable concepts. From a brief description of Imperial idea, 

Rossiyskaya idea, Russian nationalist idea, and Eurasianism it may be clearly seen that these 

ideas are fundamentally different: whereas some of them are grounded in Russian culture or 

imperialistic aspirations, the others are either of ethnic or state origin. These ideas are not 

complementary and a conceptual mix of such ideas may be highly explosive. At best it may 

lead to offensive articles, at worst it may lead to civil war.  

We may keep sneering at the task set by Boris Yeltsin in 1996 to ‘find and describe’ a 

national idea. It is, however, obvious for me that: 

1. Yeltsin intuitively understood the intellectually strategic demand for such an idea 

in the society. 

2. The ruling elite partly could not and partly did not want to answer the question 

about the national idea. 

3. The ruling elite did not want to answer the question about the national idea 

because the emergence of such an ideological imperative would have taken the power 

from the state authorities in our radically chaotic and atomized Russian society.  

 Tretyakov (2002) 

However, following an unprecedented rising of patriotic attitudes following ‘secession of 

Crimea from Ukraine’ and Russia’s successful military mission in Syria President Putin felt in 

2015 that it is now the right time to launch the discussion of a national idea again. Enjoying 

unprecedented popularity he did not hesitate to firmly suggest ‘patriotism’ should be a 

unifying concept. It is now expected that the political and expert elite should come up with 

an overarching concept of ‘patriotism’ cascaded down into concrete ideological constructs. 

The society is expected to take part in the public discourse initiated by the political and 

expert elite. A nation-wide consensus is yet to be reached. 

Further research into implications of ‘patriotism’ for the Russian business and society, 

international relations of Moscow with the rest of the world is required based on expert 

discussion and interviews in Russia and abroad. 

How a national idea, be it Putin’s ‘patriotism’ or other similar concepts, should be further 

discussed through deliberation with civil society is a separate area for research.  
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Appendix I 
 

Categorised discussion of national idea in Nezavisimaya Gazeta  

and Rossiyskaya Gazeta. June 1996 – June 2003 

 

Stage I. June 1996 - August 1997 

Initial reaction to Yeltsin’s suggestion of finding a unifying Idea for Russia 

 

Need for a national idea 

1. There is no need for a unifying idea  

 The imposed state ‘national idea’ limits people’s freedom 

‘National idea’ has been suggested according to Mussolini’s formula: ‘one nation = one 

state’ confining the spectrum of people’s freedoms to the minimum. 

In our contemporary country Russians may feel they belong to the nation not because 

they share the imposed state ‘national’ idea but because everyone of them conceives 

and interprets his or her idea of the nation through one’s experience, social norms, 

rituals, culture and tradition of the country… 

Whereas for the state ‘national idea’ the nation and the state are the same, the idea 

of the nation is its self-identification or unification of the characteristics of the 

Russian nation in one ethnic entity which is different from other nations…  

Andrey Zagorodnikov (doctor in political science, professor), ‘National Idea’ or 

‘Idea of Nation’? Nezavisimaya Gazeta, October 19, 1996 

I would not mix a state ideology with a unifying national idea the President talked 

about. They have different functions: the ideology maintains the current policy 

whereas the national idea gives a perspective and sense of common existence to 

people… The ideology should be a complex system of values whereas the national idea 

is just an idea, a clear, transparent, accessible and attractive idea. 

Any attempt to stuff the national idea with some content is dangerous and limits the 

freedom of choice. The national idea may become an ideological system in this case… 

…To conclude I believe that there is no need for any national idea. The most 

important thing is that our society should be open towards the future and provide 

maximum of freedoms to the citizens.  

Mark Rats (professor, deputy director of the Strategic Developments Institute), 

“The Policy of Forming Open Society’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 11 February, 1997 

 Any ideology should be consigned to oblivion. 

Yearning for freedom and peace is within us regardless of any suggested (or imposed) 

ideologies, tasks and goals. Any ideology should be consigned to oblivion… - this is 

what the Russians really need. 

Aleksandr Fomenko, ‘Can Russia be back again?’ Nezavisimaya Gazeta, November 

21, 1996  
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 A national ideology is inevitably aggressive and therefore dangerous. 

... our twice re-elected President, our Guarantor of the Constitution, asked Russian 

intellectuals to elaborate not a state ideology but a national one. Do you see the 

difference? Not quite? Can’t you see: a state ideology supposes to be mandatory for all 

the citizens, which is a pure totalitarianism? A national ideology, however, is meant to 

be voluntary and consciously adopted by the citizens… 

But a citizen who is not in favour of the national idea that has become adopted by the 

majority of his or her peers becomes a potential social outcast… 

Any national idea is originally depraved since it has to be based on a dangerous 

delusion that, for example, the nation is “unique” or superior to other nations… 

Evgueni Sagalovsky, ‘More Temples, Good and Different Ones!’ Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, November 19, 1996 

 Any national idea may cause discord and political distemper in the country. 

Any national idea, especially a Great Russian one, is dangerous and may cause discord 

and smuta in or multi-layered society… 

Yuri Bobrov (Balakovo, Saratov Region) ‘Why Do We Need a New Political 

Distemper For?’ Rossiyskaya Gazeta, October 17, 1996  

 The emergence of the national idea would be premature.  

… the quest for the national idea was launched prematurely and untimely. Firstly, the 

new historical commonness of Russian people has not been formed yet. Secondly, our 

society is still going through the transition from controlled to market economy. 

Thirdly, the socio-economic crisis in Russia is still deep. The emergence of the 

national idea may therefore be inadequate to the potential perspectives of our social 

and economic development. 

Anatoly Khokhlov, ‘Why Hurry?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, January 16, 1997 

 There is no such thing as ‘the national idea’; this is just an invention of sick ‘Great 

Russian People’. 

Great country, great people, great history, great language, inconceivable Russian 

character, miraculous Russian soul, unique role of Russians in the history of humanity 

and other great and  super great bollocks! In reality Russia is not a great country but a 

huge medieval empire and Russian people are ‘ordinary’ people to put it mildly. On 

the threshold of the centuries the Russian people entertain themselves with Greatness 

and Uniqueness that bores other people to death. We are now witnessing a vivid 

discussion of some ‘national idea’ in the press. There is no such thing as ‘the national 

idea’; this is just an invention of sick ‘Great Russian People’. 

Pavel Sidarenko (mining engineer, Shakhty, Rostov Region) ‘What is in the 

imperial glass without Ukrainian lard?’ Rossiyskaya Gazeta, December 5, 1996 

 finding a national idea would endanger Russia as a state 

…The Russian national ‘body’ and the Russian state are not the same. I doubt they will 

ever concur with each other. That is why to suggest a national idea to Russian is to 

endanger Russia as a state.  

Lev Anninsky (political scientist), ‘Who Would Ever Have Thought..!’ 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 20 August 1997 
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 Just let people live their lives. 

The main idea is: less politics, otherwise we will have no time to live our lives. 

Mikhail Ulyashov (Kargopol’, Archangelsk Region), ‘Who Will Work Then? 

Pushkin?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 10 April 1997 

2. Russians need not a unifying idea but…  

 complex interaction of different ideologies  

There are different ideologies of parties, political movements and social groups that 

may complement or contradict each other. The complex interaction of these 

ideologies determines the state policy in its every activity and regulates social 

relations. This is a normal civilized country without any unique national ideas 

identifying itself as an equal partner with other countries in the world community. 

Evgueni Sagalovsky, ‘More Temples, Good and Different Ones!’ Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, November 19, 1996 

 a democratic ideology. 

Our reformers need a democratic ideology, not a national one.  

Yuri Bobrov (Balakovo, Saratov Region), ‘Why Do We Need a New Political 

Distemper For?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17.10.96 

 something similar to western patriotism 

Before creating a unique national idea Russian should familiarize themselves with 

national ideas of their neighbours (I mean civilized western countries). Their national 

idea is to be independent and create and maintain such a state which its citizens may 

be proud and foreigner may be envious of. 

Pavel Sidarenko (mining engineer, Shakhty, Rostov Region) ‘What is in the 

imperial glass without Ukrainian lard?’ Rossiyskaya Gazeta, December 5, 1996 

 a combination of historically developed values and existing social norms 

…the ideology should rather be a combination of moral and spiritual values historically 

developed by the nation, a combination of moral and ethical norms that are followed 

by the majority of the nation.  

Yakov Plyays (professor), ‘Every Civilization has its Own Way of Development’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 16 November 1996  

 need to create a Global Idea  

A national idea for Russia? Isn’t it too modest and down to earth? In contemporary 

circumstances there is a need for the idea for the whole world. The idea of Russia 

should be a part of this global idea. 

…it may be better to take advantage of the absence of a specific idea for Russia and 

occupy the first carriage in the world train going into the future. 

Vladimir Sibirtsev (kandidat in economy, Novosibirsk), ‘In the Last Carriage of A 

Train Again’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, December 5, 1996 

3. There is a need for a unifying idea, because…  

 ‘we’ need to overcome the crisis 



 

 40 

Undoubtedly, there must be such an idea in the society. Otherwise Russia will never 

rise from her knees. 

Vladimir Obolensky (writer), ‘With One’s Tsar in the Head (means ‘to be wise’)’, 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 31 October, 1996 

…as a result of the real social and political process the country faces an inescapable 

problem: how, on the basis of which ideas and values, to stop disintegration and 

proceed to renaissance. 

Igor Chubais (kandidat in philosophy, elder brother of the then Head of the 

Presidential Administration Anatoly Chubais), ‘New Russian Idea’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 19 Sep 1996. 

..A very simple idea has long been in the air: to overcome a national crisis we need a 

unifying big national idea. 

Vadim Pechenyov (doctor in philosophy, professor, Moscow), ‘Union of Peoples, 

Not ‘Subjects’’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 October 1996 

If we succeed to revive the thousand-year Russia’s spiritual culture, we are saved, if 

not, we will cease to exist as a nation. 

Vladislav Zorin (Yekatirenburg), ‘On the Crossroads of Opinions’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 19 December 1996. 

 the absence of a unifying idea (ideology) calls into question maintaining of the state 

You cannot maintain the state with an empty soul and without an ideology. 

Yegor Stroev (Chairman of the Federation Council of the Russian Parliament), 

‘The Main Thing is Love for the Motherland), Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 26 October, 

1996  

… without an inspirational unifying ideology directed to the future, through which 

people of different nationalities, age, social groups and professions will identify 

themselves with our Motherland, we will not be able to surmount the increasing 

disintegration of the state. 

Gennady Zyuganov (Leader of the Communist Party, doctor in philosophy), 

‘Torments of Centralism’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 30 January 1997 

 if there are no ideals Russians will turn into animals 

The author of the book about the Russian idea L. Karsavin convincingly illustrated that 

if a Russian begins to doubt national ideals he or she may eventfully become ‘a swine’ 

and be indifferent to everything, he or she may even turn from ‘a law-abiding citizen 

to an irrational rioter’. 

Evgueni Troitski (chairman of the Complex Russian Nation Study Association, 

doctor in philosophy) ‘One is Complemented by the Other’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 

16 January 1997 

 where the system of humanitarian values is disintegrated the fascism wins. 

In a stable prospering country the national idea… harmonizes the relations between a 

person and the state… We need to understand simple things: priority of a person’s 

interests, priority of law and priority of culture. This is our ideology. Where the 

system of humanitarian values is disintegrated the fascism wins. 
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Yuri Ratner, ‘Children From Sochi are Clever Ones’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 

September 1996 

 such anti-values as nihilism, anarchism, clanship, etc. have flooded the ideological 

vacuum that resulted from the collapse of the Communism 

We have been left with no national ideology and ideals. Such anti-values as national 

and state nihilism, anarchism, aggressive cosmopolitanism, clanship and corporatism 

have begun to fill this vacuum. It even came to the regions of the Russian Federation 

who have put in doubt the integrity of Russia… 

A. Kiva (political scientist), ‘Russia I Know. And Believe In’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta,                  

24 October 1996 

 ideology is capable of integrating the society 

…In contemporary Russia we are witnessing the crisis of three meta-ideologies: 

liberalism, communism and Russian nationalism (the crisis of the latter was caused by 

the Chechen war to a great extent). There are, however, many doubts to consider ‘de-

ideologisation’ of the society and ‘ideological vacuum’ to be good in themselves. 

…One of the main functions of ideology is its capacity to integrate the society on the 

basis of consciously formulated objectives and common values.  

…theoretical model of ideology is formed and developed by intellectuals. Then, the 

principles of this ‘high’ ideology are translated to the commonly understandable 

language of political programs, slogans and political claims which are used by current 

elite and/or oppositional elite who indoctrinate them into the masses to justify their 

political strategies.  

Tatyana Solovey (researcher, faculty of history, Moscow State University) and 

Valery Solovey (Gorbachyov-Fund expert), ‘Is Russia in Need for Ideology?’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 19 September 1996 

 such an idea may ‘rectify’ the society and contribute to social and spiritual stability 

It is interesting to note that Russia’s national idea identifies itself exclusively as a 

response to the West and not to China or Muslim world which have always been 

treated in a haughty manner. The West has always been ahead and its material 

challenge has always demanded a spiritual answer. In this respect the Russian national 

idea is similar to Islam fundamentalism in particular and Islam philosophy in general. 

Islam also tries to compensate the economic, military and political defeat to the West 

by special spiritual constructions. 

…The existence of a Russian idea in the Russian society is something expected; it is 

something necessary. Explicitly or implicitly we can trace this kind of an idea in all 

Russian ideologies of the XXth century. A new emergence of this idea is natural. Why? 

Because in the era of radical reforms conservatism or desire to conserve the 

convenient and habitual psychological stereotypes and social norms… is a certain 

‘rectifier’ of society. It is a factor of social and spiritual stability. In this respect the 

search for a national idea has a positive importance.  

Alleksey Malashenko (doctor in history), ‘The State in the Search of Equilibrium’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 14 June 1997 

 a system of values is crucial to the functioning of the society and existence of the 

human being 
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…There has always been, is and will be a system of values necessary for a society or a 

person who is not insane and who thinks about future generations. 

Anatoly Karpychev and Serguey Trunov, ‘United by One Destiny on One Land’, 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 9 October 1996. 

 this idea will raise the Russia’s international prestige 

Russia has always been economically more powerful than her CIS neighbors. That is 

why the national idea will contribute to enhancing Russia’s international prestige. 

D. Belokopytov (kandidat in philosophy), ‘We Will Not Be Split’, Rossyiskays 

Gazeta, 31 October 1996 

 the national idea is up to ‘our’ expectations: Russian people have always been 

dreamers and philosophers 

...throughout the history Russian people have been dreamers and philosophers and it 

will always be so. The national idea is not socially bespoke, it is what we expect. The 

foundation of the idea is a nostalgic love for our Motherland. 

A. Lisitsin (World War II veteran, Pavlovsk, Voronezh Region), ‘On the Crossroad 

of Opinions’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 31 October, 1996. 

 ‘we’ need to bridge contemporary Russia with pre-revolutionary Russia 

The main national task now, which is no way connected with ‘uniqueness’ and 

humiliation of others, is to reconstruct the national identity or, in other words, to 

bridge our era with the era when Russia was Russia, not a Soviet Union. Russia was not 

the fairest society, she was what she was, and she was herself.  

Andrey Zubov (historian), ‘The Idea Has Been Freed’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 26 

October, 1996 

 

Directions and methods of the search for a national idea 

1. The search for national idea should be without the state’s interference 

 The national idea should not be imposed by the state. 

The national idea should not be equated with the mandatory state ideology that is 

quite familiar to us taking into account the soviet ideology. Imposed state ideology is a 

characteristic of totalitarian society. Coming back to the state ideology is going in the 

opposite from democracy direction. The national idea is not ideology in a narrow 

sense. This is the common project of free citizens in a democratic state. The project 

should be based on the country’s history and its peculiarities and determine the place 

of the country internationally. 

Viktor Shapovalov (professor, Moscow State University) ‘Meaning of the National 

Idea’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 23 August, 1996 

 ‘The national idea’ is not to be taken out of the hands of incompetent bureaucrats. 

Even more dangerous to take it out of the president’s hands… to take the idea from 

the president is to take it from the state. 

Andrey Zagorodnikov (doctor in political science, professor), ‘National Idea’ or 

‘Idea of Nation’? Nezavisimaya Gazeta, October 19, 1996 
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I believe all the attempts to formulate the national idea on paper will have no more 

effect than a ‘Code of Communism Builders’ had and numberless resolutions of 

Communist Party Central Committee.  

…The national idea for Russia is not a declarative combination of speculative slogans 

but a realistic strategy of speedy overcoming the crisis of identity. 

Sergey Rogov, ‘Eurasian Project of Russia’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 29 August, 

1996 

 The cognition of the national idea should be a voluntary and free process for all the 

citizens.  

...the idea cannot be imposed by force. People should be given the opportunity to 

cognize unifying values and ideals independently and voluntarily.  

Gennady Zyuganov (Leader of the Communist Party, doctor of philosophy), 

‘Torments of Centralism’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 30 January 1997 

2. The national idea should be sought…   

 in the national history and culture (‘we’ need to recollect the national idea, not 

‘search’) 

.. we should not search for the idea in the strict sense but remember it – genetically, 

socially or in some other way.  

Andrey Kanavshchikov (Velikiye Luki, Pskov Region), ‘What is This Noise About, 

Brothers?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 September, 1996 

Mister President, 

You are looking for a national idea, aren’t you? 

It is not difficult for a careful reader to find it when reading Lev Tolstoy and Fyodor 

Dostoyevsky, Ivan Bunin and Ivan Ilyin… The idea should be sought in the great 

national culture and not in the political swamp. 

Vladimir Tolstoy (great grand-son of Lev Tolstoy, director of the Lev Tolstoy’s 

Museum in Yasnaya Polyana), ‘No Need to Search for the National Idea’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 24 December, 1996 

 not in the history or in ‘our’ minds but in the ways to solve real problems  

We do not need to search for the national idea in the history or in our minds but in the 

real problems our country is now faced with and which have to be resolved in the 

future. 

Vladimir Mordashev, ‘We Are Certainly Not Americans. But Not Sillier Than They 

Are’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 September, 1996 

 in the international experience 

The idea on Enlightenment - Freedom, Equality Brotherhood – has become the 

international value. On this basis the new state was built: the United States of 

America… 

Rasim Agayev (political scientist), ‘You Need to Return to Your Roots’, 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 31 October, 1996  

 in a party’s or a opinion leader’s ideology.  
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The technology of the birth of the national idea, in my opinion, is as follows:  

Some association of people, it will most likely be a political party, elaborates a new 

fundamental ideology, goes to elections and wins. Thus Russia obtains the Idea. The 

citizens either sympathise with this idea or argue against it by creating new ideas and 

so on.  

Nikolay Ovsyannikov (Ryazan), ‘The First Step is the Hardest’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 17 September, 1996 

All the national ideas are born in someone’s lucid mind. The national idea is ripening 

in the people’s head and then is picked up by a lucid mind, pronounced and approved 

by the people. This lucid mind exists somewhere…  

Vyacheslav Nikonov (political scientist, chairman of ‘Politics’ fund) in his 

interview to Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 24 January, 1997 

 by creating a specific political institution 

…the state will not be revived by neither wars nor dictatorship unless its soul – soul of 

its people – is called to life. The most effective and direct way to revive the state is to 

cure the spiritual constitution of the nation, to create a national idea. 

… To this end the convention of the All-Russian Zemskiy Sobor is needed that will be 

able to reconstruct the continuity of  the legitimate state power broken by the 

revolution in 1917. The Sobor will serve as an act of national realization. The All-

Russian Zemsky Sobor can represent the united will of the peoples and classes in 

Russia…  

Viktor Aksyuchits (Chairman of Russian Christian Democratic Movement), ‘In 

Search for the National Idea’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 23 July, 1996 

 by creating a specific branch of science 

Vladimir Solovyov made the first theoretical thorough elaboration of the national idea 

for Russia. In 1988 he gave a series of lectures named ‘The Russian Idea’ in Paris. 

There and then he posed ‘the most important for… any intellectual person’ question 

about meaning of Russia’s existence in the world history’. According to Solovyov ‘idea 

of the nation is not what it thinks about itself in time but what God thinks about it in 

eternity’.  

The question about the Russian Idea is not the question of short-term campaigns, 

although they might be useful in some sense. It is more important to maintain a 

constant study and discussion of this theme… It may be worth while thinking of setting 

up a distinct branch of science that may become part of school and university 

curricula. The branch of science may be called ‘Study of Russia’ or ‘Complex 

(Interdisciplinary) study of Russian Civilisation’. 

Viktor Shapovalov (professor, Moscow State University) ‘Meaning of the National 

Idea’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 23 August, 1996 

 

Versions of the national idea 

1. Concepts 

 Re-construction of Empire 

- Third Rome 
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Somewhere deep in Russia there are creative sources capable of making the most 

daring dreams come true. The Third Rome Idea was killed by Bolsheviks in its 

nascence. In the time when many peoples say farewell to their past Russia may 

welcome it. 

…Only then we can say: ‘Two Romes fell, the third – Moscow – is here; and there will 

be no fourth Rome’. 

Aleksey Firsanov (Moscow), ‘Do Not Mix the Empire of Feelings, Banks and Lard 

with the Great Country’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 5 December, 1996  

- Monarchy 

… The Monarch in contemporary world is a symbol around which the national self-

consciousness may be created.  The Monarch may not be a bright politician. He (sic) is 

not required to be so. As a symbol the monarch would play a huge role.  

Vladimir Soloukhin (writer) in his interview to Rossiyskaya Gazeta: Andrey 

Shcherbakov, ‘Will the Monarch Unite Us?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 11 February 1997 

- Imperialism as an antidote to ethno-nationalism 

…The recent events show that the pressure of ethno-nationalists has become more 

salient as a reaction to the loss of ‘imperial thinking’. However, they have not gained 

a high ground yet. We should take this opportunity and consolidate the nation-state 

(where Russians have an absolute domination in terms of nationality (81.5%), Russian 

as native language (86.6) and Russian as a fluently spoken language (92.6%) on the 

basis of the unconditional unity of the state territory, equality of citizens, free flow of 

capital and people and Russian as the state language. 

Seeing the process of ‘dying out of imperial thinking’ in Russia as advantageous for the 

country is dangerous. The only alternative to the ‘imperial thinking’ will be ethno-

nationalism of people fighting for the territory of for their LIVING SPACE in general.  

Viktor Kudryavtsev (historian), ‘Russian Self-Identification’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 9 July 1996 

 Eurasianism 

Historically Russia has drawn many national groups, peoples and states. That is why I 

believe the idea of ‘Russia as a gatherer of peoples or creator of Eurasian 

Confederation’. 

Vyacheslav Tyun’kin (publicist, Chelyabinsk Region), ‘On the Crossroad of 

Opinions’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 31 October, 1996  

Not eliminating collectivism for the sake of individualism but their synthesis, 

convergence of the Slavophile’s and the Westerner’s ideologies and amalgamation of 

cultures and civilizations will lay the foundation for the reviving of the Eurasian Union 

as the only successor of the Soviet Union. 

A. Ryazanov (Novokuzhetsk), ‘With the Mother’s Milk’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 30 

January, 1997  

…Eurasianism in Russia may be explained by the fact that, geographically and 

historically, we have vitally important interests both in Europe and in Asia. 

…Ideas of Eurasianism gravitate to substantiation of Russian uniqueness and 

isolationism. It is an attempt to argue that Western order is not good for Russia , be it 

market economy or political democracy (‘what is right for a Russian is death to a 
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German’)… Eurasianism has become a reaction to disillusion in the West and 

overcoming of naïve western euphoria immediately after the disintegration of the 

USSR. 

Sergey Rogov, ‘Eurasian Project of Russia’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 29 August, 

1996 

2. General Ideas 

 Patriotism 

Pride for one’s Motherland is the basis of the national idea...  

Yegor Stroev (Chairman of the Federation Council of the Russian Parliament), 

‘The Main Thing is Love for the Motherland), Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 26 October, 

1996  

...Children should be taught to be proud of their Motherland and their people... This is 

the most humane idea ever.  

Galina Vasina (Moscow), ‘I am Sorry for My Grandson’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 

September 1996 

If we look back at Russia’s history and the history of other countries we will see that 

ideas of patriotism have always been in demand and have always been functional.  

…Ideas of patriotism would enable us to re-think ourselves in out history, culture, 

literature, to re-think our economic situation and life of our country in general.  

Valentin Rasputin (writer) in his interview to Rossiyskaya Gazeta: Georgy 

Marokhovsky, ‘Valentin Rasputin Suggests to Move Russia’s Capital to 

Novosibirsk’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 13 March 1997 

 Economic Prosperity 

Our national idea is clear to many Russian and may be formulated as follows: ‘We will 

make Russia highly developed prospering country with a high living standard based on 

hi-tech processing industry and developed electronic and light industry…”  

Leonid Pisarenko, ‘…With Aleksandr Zagorodnikov’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 30 July 

1996 

…our national idea should be our yearning for the creation of an economic miracle. 

This is a goal. What about means? They are market culture and market psychology.   

D. Kotlyarov, ‘Sotvorim Rossiyskoe Chudo’ (let’s create a Russian miracle), 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 5 March, 1997 

I believe that any national idea is aimed, explicitly or implicitly, at reaching an 

economic prosperity of the nation.  

Serguey Fateev (adviser to the ‘Reform’ Fund), ‘Myths of Liberal Economy’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 15 January, 1997 

 Idea of Uniqueness  

…The Idea is not to eloquently talk about the future. The Idea is in the PREPARENESS 

to go to every expedient in the name of some goal.  

The national idea is the idea of uniqueness… 
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Andrey Kanavshchikov (Velikiye Luki, Pskov Region), ‘What is the Noise about, 

Brothers?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 September, 1996. 

We do not need to fence ourselves from the West. But we also have to understand that 

Russia is unique in the sense that it is too big and full of inertia… 

Yuri Vasil’kov, ‘Moved to the West and Found Themselves Trapped’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 31 October, 1996  

We do not need to fence ourselves from the West. But we also have to understand that 

Russia is unique in the sense that it is too big and full of inertia… 

Yuri Vasil’kov, ‘Moved to the West and found themselves trapped’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 31 October, 1996  

 Welfare of People 

Which idea do I suggest to Russians today? The idea that would unify us all is the idea 

of common welfare of people. 

…Today’s slogan is ‘Reforms are For People’, not people for reforms.  

Eleonora Martynova (professor, doctor in philosophy, Krasnoyarsk), ‘Where is a 

human being for whom all this mess is being made?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta,  12 

November, 1996  

 Idea of Renaissance 

In the past the symbols of changes in the society used to be Purification and Penance. 

Later Renaissance joined in. The Idea of Russia’s Renaissance has not played out yet. 

It may still work on unifying the great country. 

Anatoly Karpychyov and Serguey Trunov, ‘United by One Destiny on one Land’, 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 9 October, 1996   

 Idea of Natural Development 

Russia has been influenced by different ideas. She lived by them but did not achieve 

sustainability and prosperity just because these ideas did not correspond to the laws 

of Nature. The ideas ignored the dialectics of the Nature. Russian should take the 

natural way.  

A. Levenyuk (Bryansk Region), ‘On the Crossroads of Opinions’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 31 October 1996  

 Idea of Communication 

I would suggest as a national idea to teach our people to communicate with each 

other… and how to reach mutual understanding. 

Yuri Grechishkin (engineer), ‘Hey, Bloke, Let’s Communicate!’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 10 September 1996 

 Development of Work Culture 

We are convinced that the Russian national idea is to stimulate Russian citizens to 

express themselves in work and obtain material and moral satisfaction from work.  

Svyatoslav Fyodorov and Boris Slavin (professors) ‘From Egalitarianism to 

Equality’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 10 April, 1997 

 Moral Duty 
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Almost one hundred years ago Vladimir Solovyov wrote that the true national idea for 

Russia ‘is not an abstract idea or a blind fate but first and foremost a moral duty’. This 

is the basis for social integration.  

Mikhail Fedotov (doctor in law, professor), ‘Order and Decency’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 5 May 1997 

The meaning of morality has been being formed by world religions. The national idea 

of Russia will continue to be formed by criminals until our ruling elite begin to follow 

common moral principles. 

Yuri Zvyozdochkin (Ryazan), ‘Who Will Work Then? Pushkin?’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 10 April 1997 

 Democratic socialism 

I believe the citizens of our country would accept the idea of democratic socialism and 

a unifying national idea. It is convenient for ‘the whites’ since it proclaims its devotion 

to the multi-structural economy, equality of all forms of property and democratic 

freedoms… It is convenient for ‘the reds’ since it will provide the reforms with the 

social direction that would be aimed at enhancing the standards of living and 

minimizing welfare disparity.  

Pyotr Tiflov, ‘Give a Word to the ‘Left’ as Well’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 

14November 1996 

3. Formulas 

 Faith. Jural State. The Citizen  

We, Russians, have not ceased to be Orthodox, Muslims, Buddhists, Judaists, etc… 

Without faith our reforms are destined to fail.  

In contemporary Russia… the basic laws of life are market, order and democracy. 

.. I suggest to transform Graf (Earl) Uvarov’s formula ‘Orthodoxy. Samoderzhavie 

(autocracy), Narodnost’ (nationality)’  into ‘Faith. Jural State. The Citizen’. 

Yuri Lazarev (Saint-Petersburg), ‘There is Failure Without Faith), Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 5 December 1996  

 Health. Sobornost’. Mercy  

…the national idea may be ‘Health. Unification (Sobornost’, as a variant). Mercy’. This 

idea is not contrary to the idea of the state, nor to the idea of international 

integration which is underway in Europe. It is fine with both democrats and their 

critics. 

Vladimir Mordashev, ‘We Are Certainly Not Americans. But Not Sillier Than They 

Are’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 17 September 1996  

 Freedom, Prosperity, Dignity and Spirituality 

Freedom, Prosperity, Dignity and Spirituality: the Motherland of these ideals the new 

Russia should proclaim herself. Great Motherland for Great People!  

Leonid Zhegalov (Smolensk), ‘Not Everyone is Destined to be Sakharov’, 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 16 January, 1997 

 Russia for me. I am for Russia 
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…I suggest the formula of the national idea to be as follows: ‘Russia for me. I am for 

Russia’. This idea puts an equal obligation on the state as well as on the citizen. This 

idea emphasizes the mutually saving unity as an all-sufficient prerequisite for the 

revival of Russia.  

Guriy Sudakov (professor, Vologda State University; winner of the contest ‘Idea 

for Russia’ in 1996), ‘Property of the uneasy Russian Soul’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 

11 Feb 1997 

 Work. State Power. Spirituality. 

…the contemporary ‘Idea for Russia’ may be represented by a triad: Work. State 

Power. Spirituality.  

Valery Korobeynikov (doctor in philosophy), ‘This is Not Our Formula: ‘It is Our 

Motherland Where Feels Good’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 5 March 1997 

 Fairness. Solidarity. Spirituality 

…For an average Russian an idea of fairness is superior to the ideas of democracy. 

…Sincere search for fairness is the foundation of the national idea. Every person 

should be involved in this process. For this we need social solidarity -  a second 

component of the national idea. The third component of the idea is spirituality. The 

triad – Fairness. Solidarity. Spirituality – is given. It is our fate. 

Svyatoslav Ivanov (publicist, Voronezh), ‘A Village Can Not Stand Without a 

Righteous Person’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 10 April 1997 

3. Specific ideas 

 Genetic re-construction of elite 

The main task of our society is to reconstruct elite: the most active and functional 

part of our society determining prosperity of the nation. Not only talented 

intellectuals – scientists, writers, politicians and actors – may belong to this elite but 

also ingenious craftsmen and peasants who would satisfy the material needs of 

intellectuals. 

This is the national idea: to re-construct the previous [pre-revolutionary] social 

structure and let the true elite take its place.  

Al’bert Valentinov, ‘Russian Genes: From a Genius to a Nobody’, Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 6 June 1997 

 Creation of training and production of agricultural centres. 

The symbol of the coming new century and the national idea may be the creation of 

training and production agricultural centers.  

Viktor Eren’kov ‘Why Does The Farmer Have a Skinny Cow?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 

9 July 1997 
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Stage II August 1997 – September 1999 

Growth of scepticism about finding a unifying national idea.  

Yeltsin leaves the political stage 

 

There is no reason to continue the search for a national idea… 

 a national idea cannot be born artificially 

To editor-in chief of Rossiyskaya Gazeta 

Dear Mr. Yurkov, 

Having found out that you want to conclude the contest ‘Idea For Russia’ I decided to 

write to you immediately…  

… The approach - finding a unifying national idea that would allow to set long-term 

goals of Russia’s development and means of their achievement - is terribly attractive. 

However, whatever experts take part in the contest of Rossiyskaya Gazeta and 

whatever philosophical exercises are carried out and historical examples cited a 

unifying national idea will not be born in this way.  

The logic of Russia’s development as part of the world civilization demands to 

withstand any attempts to find a unifying national idea for our country.  

… I would avoid concluding the contest ‘Idea of Russia’ and naming ‘winners’. 

L. Voronkov (doctor in history, director of International World Institute), ‘...A 

ring Does Not Have an End or a Beginning”, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 11 April 1998 

Over the last 12 months of the discussion of national idea many writing and thinking 

people have been enlightened: Ideas can not be conceived in test-tubes. It has been 

repeatedly proved that creation and promotion of a certain ideological product would 

bring nothing but harm and disgrace. 

…The spectrum of ‘national ideas’ of produced in different times and by different 

people shows that these ideas are not only different in their meaning but they are 

different in their genres. Russian Idea (from Phelophei and Uvarov to soviet concepts); 

British imperial conservatism, Victorianism and anglocentrism; American Dream and 

American Exceptionalism; ‘Canadiana’; Japanese Uniqueness and Nihonron; mobilizing 

ideas of ‘young eastern tigers’, etc., etc. are not simply different solutions but 

answers to different questions formulated in different styles and ‘types of ideological 

art’.  

...Another extreme is keenness on producing formulas, specific triads (Uvarov’s triad 

is the most common) or combination of words. Academicians and peasants, political 

scientists and film makers have been engaged in the production of these formulas. The 

vainness of such efforts is obvious, especially when you compare them with each 

other. None of the formulas are really catchy; none of them raise any emotions. Such 

formulas worked well as slogans of the self-content Russian empire, they worked 

averagely as slogans of candidates during contemporary election campaign, but they 

are unnatural in everyday communication. 

Aleksandr Rubtsov (doctor in philosophy), ‘Expecting an Idea’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 4 November 1997 

  ‘we’ should rather look in the future and follow global trends 
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We need to abandon a fruitless search for a national idea and return to priorities set 

up and followed by governments of leading developed countries and biggest non-

governmental foundation. We need to concentrate on our concept of strategic 

development. 

Mark Rats (expert of Strategic Assessment Centre) ‘National Idea or National 

Interests’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 7 October, 1997 

In the middle of our century many philosophers, psychologists and specialists in 

evolutionary theories clearly showed that political institutions should be guided by 

global trends and ‘challenges of the future’ rather than by national historic continuity. 

The contemporary ideology of Russia’ development should be oriented towards the 

future.  Different ideologies oriented towards the past – monarchic, socialist or 

religious past – find few followers of Russian people and do not contain a real energy 

for promoting Russia towards sustainable development. Moreover, these ideologies 

have a corporate nature and may, therefore, bring confrontation between different 

layers of our society, ethnic and religious groups of contemporary Russia.  

…The main task of our sate-partner is to secure the return of the Russian society to its 

natural way of development. A state policy should be aimed at freeing the people 

from stereotypes, contributing to emergence of more initiative and active people.  

Serguey Popov (director of Vremya Analytical Centre) ‘Development of a Person 

as a Priority of the New Policy’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 25 October, 1997 

There is no need to search for a specific national idea for Russia. A broad approach 

common to all mankind is quite suitable that is being implemented in civilized 

democratic countries… It is very obvious that to enhance the living standard in a 

humane state a highly developed effective economy is necessary. This economy should 

be based on all types of property and civilized market relations.  

Anatoly Golubev (kandidat in economy), ‘We Have Ceased to be Small Screws’, 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 15 September 1999 

 the search for a national idea is not feasible 

… There is no need to search for a new idea. Unless Russia will be replaced by another 

state.  

Valery Kachayev (deputy chief representative of Sakha (Yakutia) Republic in 

Moscow), “Did Levsha Have a National Idea?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 10 March 1999  

There is no need to invent some abstract national ideas. Our real national task is 

‘saving’ the people, as A. I. Solzhenitsin precisely pointed out. Because Russia is not 

only a territory and it is not only a state. Russia is first and foremost her people. 

Thanks to the people the fabric of History being torn apart has been reconstructed 

over again and the country has overcome crisis and catastrophes. Rossiyane created a 

great world power. The power of Russia will be growing thanks to her people. 

Annual Address of the President of the Russian Federation Boris Nikolayevich 

Yeltsin to the Federation Council and the State Duma of the Federation 

Assembly. ‘Russia at the Turn of a Century’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 27 March 1999 

Do we really need a new national idea? If think about it for a while we will arrive to a 

conclusion that there are mundane and simple things we should rather stick to. The 

national idea in Russia is faith, work, family, love and devotion to Motherland.  
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Nikita Mikhalkov (film director, chairman of the Russian Culture Fund), ‘How and 

What Shall We Live For in the Future?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 13 March 1999 

The discussion by itself is, however, useful 

…It [vainness of the search for a national idea] does not, however, mean that the 

discussion of the national idea was fruitless. On the contrary: it was more than useful. 

The question is what we should expect of it and what place should it take in our 

general permanent search of values. 

Having set the search for an Idea as a major task we could not miss a period of 

newspaper discussion as a necessary stage of ‘washing brains’ of each other. What has 

been said is said. Although the discussion resembled the discussion of physics with 

lyric poets it was a true discussion, perhaps the only true large discussion over the 

recent years. The discussion will be part of history and we will be judged by what we 

wrote on the pages of newspapers. 

Aleksandr Rubtsov (doctor in philosophy), ‘Expecting an Idea’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 4 November 1997 

There is an urgent need for the continuation of the discussion of the national idea. 

The discussion may be very fruitful if, of course, we live in the interest of our country 

and our people and not in the interests of our clan or a corporation. 

Aleksey Kiva (doctor in history), ‘A Trick in the Spirit of Old Good Days’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 9 December 1997 

Versions of the national idea 

1. Concepts 

 Russian Nationalist Idea 

As sagaciously wrote I. Ilyn: ‘The future is hidden from a human gaze. We do not know 

what kind or state power will establish itself in Russia after Bolsheviks. But we do 

know that if it is anti-national and anti-state, fragmenting the country and politically 

non-ideological the true revolution will stop then and the country will enter the stage 

of a new demise… But the time will come when the Russian national forces will come 

into power to save Russia on our way” (I. Ilyin (1993) ‘Our Tasks’, v. 2, p. 14) 

Anticipating a negative reaction to my proposal of Russian Idea as the national idea I 

must say all the attempts to detach the national idea and the nation will be in vain. 

Historically the national idea of Russia is connected with the soul and the fate of the 

Russian nation with their national character. It is not a manifestation of chauvinism, it 

is a historical fact. Russia without Russians is not Russia, it is something different: may 

be the zone of American of Chinese interests?  

Dmitry Merkulov (chief expert, National Institute of Development) ‘One’ Daily 

Bread and Ideological Corn’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 1 August 1998 

 Rossiyskaya Idea 

Thinking about the national idea it is worthwhile noting that there are evolutional 

concepts and theories, including the theory of sustainability and the theory of post-

industrial society. The main accent should be on the development of a person, 

improving his capabilities, harmonization of a person with other people and nature. 

The means for this end is the socio-humanitarian state or the state with controlled 

market economy oriented at social development of a person.  
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Vladimir Golubev (academician of the Russian academy of Science) ‘On an Old 

Political Cart Into the 21st Century?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 16 February 2000 

2. General Ideas  

 Patriotism 

Russian Idea is the idea of patriotism. This is the idea of sustaining the nation and 

finding a decent place among decent states. Russian idea is the idea of the 

responsibility of Russians as the largest people, the ‘gatherer’ and the ‘backbone’ of 

Russia to maintain the state along with its cultural diversity. 

…the national idea has a powerful mobilizing potential. You could not have made 

several generations of Russian people to fight for the expansion of the country’s 

territory.  

Dmitry Rogozin (head of the Congress of Russian Communities), ‘The Authorities 

Lack Real Perception of Time’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 21 January 1998 

 Economic Prosperity 

…Strategic concept of reforms analogous to some ‘national idea’ in economy is known 

in many countries. For example the Japanese programme Sunshine was aimed at 

radical resource saving and enhancing the international competitiveness of Japanese 

products.  

Andrey Nesterneko, ‘National Idea’ and the Concept of Reforms’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 24 January 1998 

The national idea should be ‘Economic growth and growth of welfare on the basis of 

social relations development’. Economic and social development should be developed 

simulteniously and complexly.  

Aleksandr Belyakov (expert of the State Duma, doctor of economy), ‘Economy 

May Not be Replaced by Ideology’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 18 April 1998 

…an optimal model of future Russia may be democratic state with market economy 

and social security of its citizens.  

Viktor Anfilov (doctor in history, professor at Moscow State Institute of 

International Relations), Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 4 February 1999 

 Human Rights and Civil Society 

At the end of the twentieth century we have been given a chance (perhaps, for the 

first time in Russian history) to put a person at the centre of public and private life 

and proclaim the idea of human rights as the main idea of the Russian state and civil 

society.  

Anatoly Sobchak (doctor in law, professor) ‘Imperial Nostalgia’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 13 February, 1998. 
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Stage III September 1999 –March 2001 

Putin brings national idea back on political agenda.  

Growth of patriotism during the second Chechen war 

 

There is no reason to continue the search for a national idea… 

… there is no need to search for a national idea. It is already being ripening in our 

society. What’s important is to understand what Russia we believe in and what Russia 

we want to see.  

Annual Address of the President of the Russian Federation Vladimir Vladimirovich 

Putin to the Federation Council and the State Duma of the Federation Assembly. 

July 8, 2000. Moscow. ‘What Russia We Are Building’. Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 11 

July 2000 

…We have a lot of discussion about the national idea. For conservatives there is no 

such problem: Russia should be herself. Russia should stand on a solid foundation but 

change her façade in the spirit of changes. From father to son on the basis of healthy 

traditions.  

Serguey Shoygu (chairman of Unity Political Council) in his interview to 

Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 1 December 2000 

 

Directions and methods of the search for the national idea 

The national idea should be sought…   

 by creating a specific political institution 

The state authority is called to become an initiator of the global project of national 

renaissance. 

…There is a need to establish a Commission on Humanitarian Problems Under the 

President (or under the Security Council that would deal with humanitarian aspects of 

national security… and that would be charged with the task of formulating the concept 

of spiritual invigoration of the nation, formulating the national idea.  

Viktor Aksyuchits (philosopher, publicist), ‘Russia in the Search if Herself’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 12 August 2000 

 

Versions of the national idea 

1. Concepts 

 Reconstruction of Empire 

The building of empire in Russia is becoming a reality again. Creation of a new 

federative empire is our task. We may build a certain coalition of states in each of 

which nationalities would live, not only Tatars, Chechens, Armenians but also peoples 

of current CIS countries and Eurasian states. The building a coalition state together 

with Byelorussia is already underway.  
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Vasiliy Bochkaryov (Governor of the Penza Region), ‘We Have Already Obtained 

Democracy of Cheap Populism. What’s Next?’ Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 4 December 

1999 

The Russian state may be strong and united only being imperial. The only alternative 

to the Imperial Federation is a further degradation of the state. We have no future 

without the Empire. 

‘Russia needs Imperial Federation’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 6 April 2000 

… The renaissance of our Motherland may only be achieved by returning to the way of 

socialism. The history leaves us with the same choice as it happened in 1917 and 1941: 

either a Great Power and Socialism or a further disintegration of our country and its 

irrevocable transformation into other countries’ colony. We claim that in its essence 

‘the Russian Idea’ is the socialist idea. 

CPRF (Communist Party of the Russian Federation) ‘Basics of the Ideological 

Concept of CPRF’, NG-Scenarios (supplement to Nezavisimaya Gazeta), 10 

November 1999 

 Russian Nationalist Idea 

… Chechnya is only a prologue for the battle of peoples. National indifference is the 

main factor of our defeat in the 1996 Chechen war. No Russian had a glowing hatred 

towards Chechens as they had towards us, all of them from kids to adults. 

… What Chechens started the other peoples will begin to do sooner or later. We should 

forestall them. There should not be any ‘state approach to national problems’! We can 

not play a game ‘Please them and ourselves at the same time’.  

Aleksandr Sevastyanov (editor-in-chief of Natsionalnaya Gazeta) ‘How and Why I 

Became a Nationalist’, NG-Scenarios (supplement to Nezavisimaya Gazeta), 9 

February 2000 

Re-plantation of accentuated ethnic identity in Russian people is now the question of 

life or death. We need to change ‘the Russian paradigm’ completely. 

…We, Russian nationalists, have formulated our platform. It is called simply: ‘What 

Putin cannot do’. We will do what Putin will never do. For example, ‘transform 

‘multinational’ Russia into a Russian national state, complete the attack on Jewish 

oligarchs, tighten the foreign policy in regard to Israel and the USA up to complete 

severing of diplomatic relations, say ‘No’ to the West and ‘Yes’ to the East generally, 

make it legally mandatory for citizens to specify nationality and sexual orientation, 

and stop the inflow of non-Russian illegal immigrants to Russia. And most importantly 

we need to implement our main goal: acknowledge Russians as the state-forming 

nation of Russia.  

Aleksandr Sevastyanov (editor-in-chief of Natsionalnaya Gazeta) ‘O Russkom 

Faktore Na Chistotu’ (frankly about the Russian factor), NG-Scenarios 

(supplement to Nezavisimaya Gazeta), 11 October 2000 

 Eurasianism 

The sought after national idea should bee the idea of consolidation, ‘gathering’ and 

unification. Such an idea exists, it is called Eurasianism.  There are many serious 

theoretical works of the best minds of Russian emigration in 1920s devoted to 

Erasianism. Nikolay Trubetskoy, Georgiy Vernadsky and Lev Gumilev put Eurasianism 

into Russia’s spiritual arsenal. 
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…Taking into account Russia’s contemporary needs it necessary to elaborate three 

circles of new Eurasianism. 

The First Circle is inner Circle. The Eurasian ideology should harmonise increasingly 

tightening inter-ethnic and inter-religious relations in Russia. 

The Second Circle is post-soviet. The Eurasian ideology may bee driven by a slogan 

‘Re-creation of the Soviet Union But Without Communists’…  

The Third Circle is international… The Eurasian identification of Russia would make our 

country more attractive for those European and Asian states and inter-state 

associations who strive to build a ‘united Europe form Dover to Vladivostok’ or re-

construct the cooperation zone around the Great Silk Way, who hope to prevent our 

world from becoming unidirectional. 

Yuri Tavrovsky (political scientist) ‘Three Circles of the New Ideology’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 8 September 1999 

2. General Ideas  

 Patriotism 

…The national idea is love for Motherland, specifically Russian yearning for 

collectivism and belief in the priority of spirituality, prosperity and freedom. 

Serguey Stepashin, Russian ex-prime-minister, in his interview to Rossiyskaya 

Gazeta, 13 November 1999 

The elements of nationalism in mixed political ideologies may, however, reinforce 

them to a great extent. Patriotism is a great resource. Putin’s concept of 

strengthening the role of the state and state patriotism and forming of political state 

is an attempt to use this resource. 

Migranyan, A. (political scientist), ‘”Russian Factor” In Russian Policy’, NG-

Scenarios (supplement to Nezavisimaya Gazeta), 14 June 2000 

Russia faces the stark choice: either leave the historic scene or turn the history in her 

way. I believe that the only idea capable of turning the history is the national idea of 

Russian patriotism and protection of Motherland. 

Igor Shafarevich (academician of the Russian Academy of Science), ‘Socialist 

Experience of Our Country’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 10 November 2000 

 Economic Prosperity 

We have now no other national idea but the policy of improving the economic 

situation, enhancing the standard of living and forming a free and responsible person 

on this basis.  

Evgueni Velikhov (academician of the Russian Academy of Science) ‘Science and 

Power’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 28 April 2000 

 Human Rights and Civil Society 

We need to formulate the national idea as the idea of civil society.  

Oleg Noskovich (kandidat of physics and mathematics), ‘Civil Society as a 

National Idea’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 9 September 2000 

A new national ideology or a consolidating national idea should be based on the idea 

of the development of civil society in Russia.  
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Sergey Abakumov (chairman of Public Recognition Fund), ‘Civil Society in Russia’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 16 January 2001 

 Development of People’s Capabilities 

Thinking about the national idea it is worthwhile noting that there are evolutional 

concepts and theories, including the theory of sustainability and the theory of post-

industrial society. The main accent should be on the development of a person, 

improving his capabilities, harmonization of a person with other people and nature. 

The means for this end is the socio-humanitarian state or the state with controlled 

market economy oriented at social development of a person. 

Vladimir Golubev (academician of the Russian Academy of Science) ‘On an Old 

Political Cart Into the 21st Century?’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 16 February 2000 

 A Set of Goals Based on Human Instincts 

Highlights of the programme for a new Russia’ President. 

Algorithm of the Leap (National Idea) 

Today’s national idea, i.e. combination of goals shared by the absolute majority of the 

citizens of the country which provides opportunity for unification of actions of all 

groups, social layers, classes, political forces of the society and individuals, cannot be 

expressed in one phrase. Russia is too multidimensional for this. There are too many 

different problems and conflicts that continue to be fragmenting the society. 

Nonetheless, the way to find the right set of goals constituting the national idea may 

prove to be an algorithm of Russia’s leap into the future. In this sense we cannot but 

have to formulate the idea. The main components of Russia’ national idea today are as 

follows:  

 Russia should become a great power again: a patriotic and historical instinct. 

 Russia’s richness in the combination of richness of each of her citizens (slogan: 

“Become Rich and the State Will Help You’): egoistic instinct. 

 The Reforms will be fruitful for you and not only for some elite: altruistic instinct 

and instinct of social equality. 

 There should be more Russians. Russia is the Home for all Russians (slogan: ‘Come 

Back!’): instinct of self-preservation. 

 The state is for people, not people for the state: instinct of freedom. 

 If not now then never: instinct of mobilization or instinct of the last resort. 

Vitaly Tretyakov (editor-in chief of Nezavisimaya Gazeta) ‘Russia: Last Leap into 

the Future’. Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 24 February 2000 

 Messianic Idea 

The embryo of main emotions and ideas encapsulated in the souls of the Russian 

people will form the united multinational hyper-ethnos of tellurians in the future. The 

history of relations of Russia’s peoples and their unification in Russian people is the 

historical fact of the convergence of West and East.  

Bulat Urazbayev, ‘West and East Will Converge in the 21st Century’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 14 July 2000 

 ‘Saving’ the People 
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…We need an order, first an order in politics and then in law. I would name it a 

national goal, a national task, a national idea. I would follow Aleksandr Solzhenitsin by 

saying the national idea for us is ‘saving’ the people. If do not stop the process of 

degeneration what can we talk about? ‘Saving’ the people is caring about health, food, 

housing, jobs and bright moods. As long the state is taking care of the above things, 

everything is functioning.   

Mikhail Gorbachyov in his interview to Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 1 March 2001 

The prosperity of family should be a basic criterion for state decision making. 

Prosperity of people is a true state ideology.  

V. Garifullin and R. Khazhimuratova (Ufa) ‘Strong Family Means Strong State 

Power’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 24 March 2000  

 Common Action/Feeling 

The people shared the tragedy of Kursk submarine  

The search for a national idea, in which our President is engaged in, coincides with the 

thinking of the majority of Russians. The national idea, not being programmed by any 

formula, is being elaborated in the course of unification or solidaristic actions of the 

citizen irrespective of their class, ethnicity, political adherence or religion.  

Karen Khachaturov (professor at the Diplomatic Academy of the Russian Foreign 

Affairs Minstry), ‘The State Authority Has Given Us a Lesson of Immorality’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 22 August 2000. 

 Friendship of Peoples  

In the globalization era approaches similar to Sevastyanov’s bring to the confrontation 

of people influenced by nationalism with the rest of the world. Already in the last 

century Vladimir Solovyov said that in those type of cases a horrible formula began to 

work: ‘national self-consciousness – national self-pride – national self-indulgence – 

national self-destruction’. This is how people may gradually go from patriotism and a 

natural process of national self-identification and self-assertion to a deathly dangerous 

nationalism or Nazism. This way is fatal for the Russian people, for all the peoples of 

our country. 

Lev Tolstoy said that the difference between a patriot and a nationalist is a great one. 

Whereas one loves his or her people, the other hates other peoples...  

I would like to conclude my article by the citing the slogan of the Assembly of Peoples 

of Russia: ‘Friendship of Peoples is the Unity of Russia’. This is our all-national Russian 

idea.  

Ramazan Abdulatipov (Russian Minister for National Affairs, doctor of philosophy) 

‘This Sting is Deathly’, NG-Scenarios (supplement to Nezavisimaya Gazeta), 9 

February 2000 

3. Specific Ideas 

 Construction of Kursk-2 submarine 

It is so important to fill our dream bout the national by concrete deeds. It may be a 

great idea of reconstructing Kursk submarine. Why not collectively raise funds and 

build Kursk-2? 
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Viktor Dvurechenskikh (colonel in reserve, chairman of the Moscow Audit 

Chamber), ‘Transfiguration Through a Tragedy’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 26 August 

2000 

 

Stage IV March 2001 – June 2003: 

Eurasianism gains prominence 

The discussion subsides 

 

There is no reason to continue the search for a national idea… 

…There is no need to invent national ideas! Ideology is imposition of some ideals which 

leads to the collapse of these ideals in the end. It has been proved by history. 

Evgueny Evtushenko (writer) in his interview to Rossiyskaya Gazeta,  28 May 2002 

The national idea can not be created in a test-tube. It is being born naturally 

especially in the face of some external threat.  

Aleksandr Volokov (Doctor of history). ‘Searching for an Idea. Need to 

Understand Risks as Well’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 4 July 2002 

 

Versions of the national idea 

1. Concepts 

 Eurasianism 

Eurasians claim that Russia has its own way of development. This way does not 

coincide with the Western way. Russian and the West are different civilization, they 

are implementing different civilization models, and they have different value systems. 

This is not a propagandist cliché of the Cold War era. The world history testifies to the 

fact that a ‘many-coloured’ the Eurasian civilization has always been in direct 

opposition to the Western civilization… 

The adequacy of our assessment of the evolution of the Russian state was 

corroborated by Putin in his statements during the summit of the Pacific countries. In 

his interview to Strana.ru he unambiguously stated: ‘Russia is a Eurasian country’. For 

those who understand what was said it meant not only a geographical assertion or a 

temporal statement. This phrase meant the whole programme. We – proponents of 

Eurasianism and elaborators of Neo-Eurasian project – understand perfectly what it 

meant.  

Aleksandr Dugin (chairman of ‘Eurasianism’ All-Russian Political Movement), 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 30 May 2001 

Akhmat Kadyrov, head of the Administration of the Chechen Republic: ‘the Russian 

national idea lies within the Eurasian ideology. The Eurasian concept is acceptable for 

Chechnya. 

Ilya Maksakov, ‘Eurasianism in the South of Russia: Convictions and Doubts’, 

Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 8 June 2001 

Chairman of the Political Council of the Eurasian Party Abdul-Vakhid Niyazov: ‘…The 

interest towards Eurasian ideas is growing in our society. First in Brunei and then in 
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Astana and Ufa President Putin emphasized that Russia was a Eurasian country. Nikolay 

Ryzhkov founds the Eurasian Economic Fund.  Nikita Mikhalkov, Ramazan Abdulatipov, 

Olzhas Suleymanov and Chngis Aitmatov talk about Eurasianism. Aleksandr Dugin has 

some exotic understanding of Eurasianism but his ideas are quite sensible on the 

whole. Eurasianism now is a living political symbol that may lay a foundation for the 

national idea and the overall development of political processes. The Eurasian Party 

was the first to register after the President signed the Law on Political Parties. In 

some way we put down a full stop in the development of the old party system’. 

Anna Zakatnova, ‘Eurasianism is not Kreml’s Project’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 31 

July 2001. 

…Eurasianism is the ideology based not on contradictions, negation and intolerance. It 

is based on the consolidation of people of different nationalities, social status and 

religion. This is a key  to the national idea. 

Abdul-Vakhid Niyazov (Chairman of the Political Council of the Eurasian Party) in 

his interview to Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 22 May 2003 

 Russian Nationalist Idea 

…’Russian question’ is a key today’s question. This is the right time to set up a 

Consultative Commission on National and Cultural Development of Russian People 

under the President of the Russian Federation.  

We should understand that the nation is supreme to the state. If the state monopolizes 

the nation it is doomed. To overcome this situation we can promote the idea of the 

unification of all Russian, including Russian Diaspora abroad.  

Dmitry Rogozin (chairman of the International Relations Committee of the State 

Duma, professor in philosophy), ‘It is Time to Gather the Country’, Nezavisimaya 

Gazeta, 16 November 2001 

 Rossiyskaya Idea 

We are living in the 21st century: there are new technologies, new production demands 

and new values, but also new fundamentalism, new impoverishment and old social 

illnesses. Even such a big country as Russia cannot fence herself from what is going out 

outside her borders. There should be a new approach: what is for humanity in the 

global sense must be good for our country. There is no way we can hide ourselves 

besides a ‘Eurasian’ or ‘Russian Nationalist’ fence. 

…The European experience is interesting in the sense that it provides an opportunity 

for a person to show one’s worth in a free and prosperous environment. This is what is 

sought after by Russia’s citizens. What about Asian experience? We may learn from 

them how to preserve traditions and culture in general. Europeans are learning from 

Asia, too, by the way. 

Boris Orlov (Doctor in history), ‘Inevitability of Eurasianism is Inevitability of 

Dead-End’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 12 May 2001 

2. General Ideas  

 “Saving” the People 

…We need an order, first an order in politics and then in law. I would name it a 

national goal, a national task, a national idea. I would follow Aleksandr Solzhenitsin by 

saying the national idea for us is ‘saving’ the people. If do not stop the process of 
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degeneration what can we talk about? ‘Saving’ the people is caring about health, food, 

housing, jobs and bright moods. As long the state is taking care of the above things, 

everything is functioning.   

Mikhail Gorbachyov in his interview to Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 1 March 2001 

In reference to the national idea we need to say a decisive ‘no’ to messianic ideas, 

with which we have been busy for a few hundred of years. And start arrange our house 

in order. In this sense the most suitable is the idea of ‘saving‘ the people formulated 

by Count Uvarov and then maintained by Solzhenitsin.  

Aleksandr Volkov (doctor in philosophy), ‘Some Applaud the State, Some Hiss it 

Off’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 16 May 2001 

 Personal Freedom 

We have our national idea. Gorbachev gave it to us. We got frightened of the tumult 

of freedom, refused it… We just need to remember it. We should return to the idea of 

personal freedom and replace freedom of bureaucracy which is called state interests 

for some reason.  

A.N. Tomofeev (Kozlovka, Republic of Chuvashia) ‘A Russian Had Been Never Free 

As S/He Was Under Gorbachev’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 2 March 2001. 

 National History 

Everybody is busy with searching for a national idea by trying to fill in the ideological 

vacuum. Why search? It’s here. It is our rich history, our roots. Without knowing one’s 

history a person will turn into a rolling stone.  

Svetlana Martynova (teacher of history), ‘The History of Motherland Will be 

Bought on Bazaar?   Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 30 August 2001 

 Abiding by Constitution 

The national idea is abiding by the Constitution. Everything is said there, There is no 

place for nationalism according to it.  

Makkasharip Akayev (federal judge, Babayurt settlement, Dagestan), ‘Letters to 

the State Authorities’, Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 20 February, 2003 

3. Specific Ideas  

 A Space Flight to Mars 

The space flight to Mars should become our national idea. 

Yuri Karash (kandidat in history, Doctor in philosophy), ‘Space Foundation for the 

Nation’, Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 12 April 2001 
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Appendix II 
 

Table 1. Stages of the discussion *  Versions of national idea 

Note: the themes (Eurasianism, Patriotism, etc.) are arranged in decreasing order according to their recurrence in the articles 

 
 

Stage I 
Jun 1996 – Aug 1997 

Stage II 
Aug 1997 – Sep 1999 

Stage III 
Sep 1999 - Mar 2001  

Stage IV 
Mar 2001 - Jun 2003 

Concepts  Re-construction of Empire 

 Eurasianism 

 Russian Nationalist 
Idea 

 Rossiyskaya Idea 
 

 Re-construction of Empire 

 Russian Nationalist Idea 

 Eurasianism 

 Eurasianism 

 Russian Nationalist 
Idea 

 Rossiyskaya Idea 

General 
ideas 

 Patriotism 

 Economic Prosperity 

 Idea of Uniqueness  

 Work Culture 

 Moral Duty 

 Welfare of People 

 Idea of Renaissance 

 Idea of Natural Development 

 Idea of Communication 

 Democratic socialism 

 Economic Prosperity 

 Patriotism 

 Civil Society & Human 
Rights 

 

 Patriotism 

 Civil Society & Human Rights 

 Messianic Idea 

 Economic Prosperity 

 Development of People’s 
Capabilities 

 A Set of Goals Based on Human 
Instincts 

 Common Action/Feeling 

 Friendship of Peoples  

 “Saving” the People 

 Civil Society & Human 
rights 

 National History 

 Abiding by Constitution 
 

Specific 
Ideas 

 Genetic re-constructed elite 

 Creation of agricultural centres 

none  Construction of Kursk-2 
submarine 

 A Space Flight to Mars 
 

Formulas  Faith. Jural State. The Citizen  

 Health. Sobornost’. Mercy  

 Freedom, Prosperity, Dignity 
and Spirituality 

 Russia for me. I am for Russia 

 Work. State Power. Spirituality. 

 Fairness. Solidarity. Spirituality 

none none None 
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Analysis of Table 1 

As is clearly seen from the table the discussion was the most diversified during Stage I or 

the period of initial reaction to Yeltsin’s call to find a unifying national idea. It may be 

explained by initial interest of the participants of the discussion to the topic. During Stage 

I specific ideas and formulas were often suggested as many authors of the articles hoped 

that it was enough to name the right ‘recipe’ and the search for the national idea would 

be over. Such yearning for quick resolving the identity crisis, however, was soon wearing 

thin. In later stages we can see a sharp drop in suggestions of concrete recipes of national 

idea. In fact, offering formulas as a universal solution was confined to Stage I only.  

Stages II and IV are ‘quieter’ than Stages I and III with less themes suggested by the 

participants of the discussion. It is easy to explain by noting that while Stage I was 

characterized by explosion of initial interest to the process of finding the national idea 

and Stage III was marked by Putin’s bringing the discussion of a common vision Russia back 

on the political agenda, Stage II was marked by disappointment with the quest and Yeltsin 

in general and Stage III was the period of relative stabilization of social, political and 

economic life in Russia. 

During Stages I and III the number of participants willing to re-construct Russian empire is 

higher than in Stages II and IV. It may be explained by post-soviet longing for empire in 

Stage I, in part caused by economic hardships (the disintegration of USSR was still very 

recent) and Putin’s political course for building a strong state during Stage III (further 

fragmentation and regionalization of Russia were stopped during this period). 

Note the growth of Russian nationalist ideas coupled with the growth of patriotic feelings 

during Stage III. Bombing of apartments in Moscow in September 1999 followed by ‘the 

active phase’ of the second Chechen War and Putin’s harsh statements and deeds are the 

main reasons for such a tendency.  

The move of ‘economic prosperity’ to the first place during Stage II as general idea may 

be a consequence of economic default in 1998. 

Patriotism and economic prosperity are the leaders in Stages I, II and III which may be 

explained by people’s concern with economic situation, lack of state symbols, envy for 

America’s patriotism, etc. Note that during Stage III and IV the ideas of civil society and 

human rights become among the leaders. Growth of state power, closing down of 

independent TV channels and continuing state spin regarding the war in Chechnya may be 

the reasons for this trend. 

One of the popular concepts gaining the first place in Stage IV is Eurasianism which defies 

Western values and calls for closer integration with Asia as an ‘answer’ to the creation of 

uni-polar world. 
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Table 2. Stages of the discussion * Authors/interviewees * Versions of national idea 

Note: RG stands for Rossiyskaya Gazeta; NG - Nezavisimaya Gazeta. 3RG/etc. means N of articles written in a corresponding newspaper. 

 Stage I 
June 1996–August 1997 

Stage II 
August 1997– September 
1999 

Stage III 
September 1999-March 2001  

Stage IV 
March 2001-June 2003 

Politicians Concepts None  None 1 RG +1 NG (Empire) 4 NG +1 RG (Eurasianism, 
Russian Nationalist Idea)  

General ideas 1 RG (Patriotism) 1 NG (Patriotism) 2 RG (Patriotism, ‘Saving’ 
the People) 

1 RG (‘Saving’ the people) 

Specific ideas None  None None None 

Formulas None None None  None 

Experts Concepts 3 NG + 2 RG (Empire, 
Eurasianism) 

2 RG (Rossiyskaya Idea, 
Russian Nationalist Idea) 

3 NG (Empire, Russian 
Nationalist Idea, 
Eurasianism) 

1 NG (Rossiyskaya Idea) 

General ideas 2 NG + 6 RG (Patriotism, 
Economic Prosperity, 
Welfare of People, Work 
Culture, etc.) 

4 NG (Economic prosperity; 
Human rights and Civil 
Society, etc.) 

8 NG + 1 RG (Patriotism, 
Economic  Prosperity, Civil 
Society, Common Action, 
etc.) 

1 RG (‘Saving’ the people) 

Specific ideas None  None None None 

Formulas 3 RG (Russia for Me. I am For 
Russia; etc.) 

None None None 

Lay people Concepts None None None  None 

General ideas 8 RG (Patriotism, 
Uniqueness, Natural 
Development, Moral Duty, 
Democratic Socialism) 

None 1 NG (‘Saving’ people) 2 RG (personal freedom, 
natural history) 

Specific ideas 2 RG (Genetic re-birth of 
elite, creation of 
agricultural centres) 

None 1 NG (Constructing Kursk-2) 1 NG (a space flight to Mars)  

Formulas 3 RG (Health. Sobornost’. 
Mercy; etc.) 

None None None 

Total 25 RG and 5 NG 2 RG and 5 NG 4 RG and 14 NG 5 RG and 6 NG 
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Analysis of Table 2 

The introduction of the third variable, namely authorship of the articles, allowed us to 

analyse retrospectively around which topics suggestions of politicians, experts and ordinary 

people were concentrated. 

It is noteworthy that politicians kept quiet during Yeltsin’s rule (Stage I and II) being 

careful not to suggest their conceptual views on national idea getting off only with vague 

idea of patriotism. On the contrary, intelligentsia were active during these stages, busy in 

producing concepts, general ideas and formulas of national idea. This tendency may be 

explained by Yeltsin’s neutral position not favouring any particular idea throughout this 

period (until March 1999 when he publicly backed up the idea of ‘saving’ people attributed 

to Solzhenitsin in his address to the Parliament) which was not encouraging for politicians 

to conceptualise their views on national idea. At the same time Yeltsin publicly laid hopes 

on intelligentsia to find idea for Russia which made many experts answer Yeltsin’s call. 

 Lay people were very active during Stage I when the discussion of national idea became 

very intense and editor-in-chief of Rossiyskaya Gazeta even offered £ 2000 to a person  

who would come up with the most popular national idea. Note, that the latter incentive 

seemed to play an important role in encouraging ordinary people write about national idea  

Ordinary people were suggesting specific ideas or general ideas close to everyday life 

throughout all the stages keeping away from any conceptualisations. They seem to stick to 

their own discourse close to life irrespective of what politicians and experts talked about.  

On the contrary, experts and politicians usually followed ‘the fashion’, interacted with 

each other and consciously or unconsciously tried to keep in line within the discourse set 

by both Presidents. 

For example, politicians began to talk about ‘saving’ the people after Yeltsin backed up 

this idea in 1999; they showed an unprecedented interest towards ideas of Eurasianism 

after Putin laconically said during the summit of Eurasian countries: ‘Russia is Eurasian 

country’ and publicly praised ideas of Eurasianism. Experts were often responding to the 

current political and social situation, not necessarily in line with the President’s view. For 

example, experts started a discussion of Russian nationalist idea in response to growing 

nationalist and patriotic feeling of the Russian people during Stage III (second Chechen 

war) or talked about necessity to stick to western democratic values when politicians were 

busy with promoting Eurasian ideas defying the ‘western’ way. 

In Stage IV there was a considerable loss of the experts’ interest in discussing versions of 

national idea. Partly it may be explained by a major change in Nezavisimaya Gazeta (a 

leading national paper for intelligentsia in Russia) marked by Vitaly Tretyakov’s (a fervent 

promoter of the discussion of national idea) resigning from NG’s editor-in-chief post 1990-

2001 in summer 2001. Thus, making  generalisation from our analysis that intelligentsia 

lost their interest in the discussion in the population may be misleading. 
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Appendix III 
 

Excerpt from Annual Address of the President of the Russian Federation Boris 

Nikolayevich Yeltsin to the Federation Council and the State Duma of the Federation 

Assembly.  March 30, 1999. Moscow 

1891 Deep transformations followed by a profound change in every-day life and  

1892 social and moral values for many Russians meant loss of reference points in  

1893 their lives. Some of our fellow citizens developed disbelief and disillusion; they 

1894 felt they lost the sense of life. People sometimes think that at the turn of a  

1895 century Russia found itself in a dark tunnel: you can not go backwards; there is  

1896 no turning to the left or the right; it is frightening to go forward. Nonetheless  

1897 we have to reach for the future only by moving forward. 

1898 We can consolidate and straighten our shoulders only by raising the spirit of the  

1899 nation, by obtaining self-esteem and faith in one’s own strength. Pessimism is  

1900 not characteristic of our people. The role of multi-national culture is of utmost  

1901 importance in this respect which is not just ‘a cure from depression and apathy’.  

1902 It is capable of providing confidence and giving an impulse for renaissance and  

1903 prosperity of the Motherland. 

1904 There is no need to think up some abstract national ideas. Our real national task  

1905 is ‘saving’ the people, as A. I. Solzhenitsin precisely pointed out. Because  

1906 Russia is not only a territory and it is not only a state. Russia is first and  

1907 foremost her people. Thanks to the people the fabric of History being torn apart  

1908 has been reconstructed over again and the country has overcome crisis and  

1909 catastrophes. Rossiyane created a great world power. The power of Russia will  

1910 be growing thanks to her people. 

 

Total Number of lines: 2252 

Source: Yeltsin (1999) ‘Russia at the Turn of the Century’. Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 31 March 1999 
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Excerpt from Annual Address of the President of the Russian Federation Vladimir 

Vladimirovich Putin to the Federation Council and the State Duma of the Federation 

Assembly. July 8, 2000. Moscow 

276 I would to pay your attention to another important theme. 

277 …I am convinced that the development of a society is impossible without 

278 consent to common goals. These goals are not only material. Spiritual and  

279 moral are important as well. 

280 Russia;s unity is maintained by patriotism, cultural traditions and common  

281 historic memory that are inherent in our people. Our today’s art, theatre and  

282 film-making industry show a growing interest in the history of Motherland, in  

283 our roots, in what is precious to us all. This is a start for a new spiritual  

284 development. I, for one, am certain of it.  

285 The democratic structure of the country and openness of Russia towards the  

286 rest of the world are not in contradiction with national originality and  

287 patriotism; they do not prevent us from finding our own answers to the  

288 questions about spirituality and morality. And there is no need to search for a  

289 national idea. It is already being ripening in our society. What’s important is  

290 to understand what Russia we believe in and what Russia we want to see.  

291 Given all the variety of views and opinions and differences between party  

292 platforms we still have common values. The values that consolidate us and  

293 enable us to be called one people. 

 

Total number of lines: 649 

Source: Putin, V. (2000) ‘What Russia We Are Building’. Rossiyskaya Gazeta, 11 July  

 

 

 

 

 

 


