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FOCYZAPCTBEHHAS NMONUTUKA MAMSATH B POCCHHUCKON
OENEPALIUU: BEKTOPbI TPAHC®OPMALIUK
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CTapLUKii Hay4HbI COTPYAHMK AenapTaMeHTa
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B cratbe aHann3npyetcs rocyaapCTBeHHas noamTnka namsti B Poccuy, nog KOTopoi noHUMAaeTcs AesTeNbHOCTh
HALMOHATIbHBIX NONNTUHECKUX QJIUT, YNPABASEMbIX UMY NOTUTUKO-3AMUHUCTPATUBHBIX CTRYKTYD, COTDYAHNYAKOUMX C
rocyAapCTBOM OOLLECTBEHHbIX OPraHn3aLmii v MacCMeana no GOPMUPOBAHMIO U NOAAEPXAHNIO OMPEAENEHHbIX UCTO-
DUYECKNX MPEACTABAEHMI B 00LLECTBE.

CerogHs BeIAESIOTCS ToU CTPATEMNHECKUX HAMPAaBAEHNS TPAHCHOPMALMM OCYAaPCTBEHHON MOMTUKY NaMSTV B
Poccwiickont ®enepauyn. lMepBoe HanpaBneHne — AanbHeLee LeaeHanpaieHHoe GopmMupoBaHne 00LLepoCccmii-
CKOV HaLIMOHAIbHO-TOCYAAPCTBEHHON UAEHTUYHOCTH, B OCHOBE KOTOPOU NIEXUT 0TKa3 OT KOHMINKTHBIX MCTOPUYECKMX
CMbICTIOB U PAKTUK, KOHBEHUMOHAbHBINA 1 MHOFOMEDHBI 00pa3 KOMIEKTUBHOIO MPOLLIOro. BTopoe HanpasieHne —
KOHCTDYMPOBAHWE CUMBOMYECKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA OOLLEHALMOHANbHON NaMsTH, CrioCOOHON KOHCOMMAMPOBATL Pa3-
JINYHbIE MOSUTUYECKUE, COLMOKYIILTYPHBIE U MOKOJIEHYECKNE CEerMEHTbI POCCUICKOro coumyma. Tpetwii BekTop 3a-
KIIO43EeTCS B MOMCKE HOBbIX MEXaHU3MOB BOCTIPOM3BOLCTBA MACCOBbIX MCTOPUYECKMX HAPPATMBOB, CIIOCOOHBIX CTaTh
P OEKTUBHBIM OTBETOM HA MHPOPMALIMOHHO-NICUXOTIOTNHECKNE BbI30BbI «LIMPPOBOI» 3MOXM.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: rnomtika namsimv, HaLMOHa bHO-roCyAapCTBEHHAS WAEHTUYHOCTb, KDUSUC UAEHTUYHOCTH,
MCTOpPUYECKas NOMUTIKA, 00pa3 MPOLLAOro, MOUTUHECKAs COLMATN3ALNS, LIEHHOCTHO-CUMBOIMYECKOE MPOCTPAHCTBO.
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The article is devoted to the state politics of memory in Russia, which is understood as the activity of national political
elites, the political and administrative structures managed by them, collaborating with the state of public organizations
and mass media on the formation of certain historical representations in society.

Today it is possible to outline three strategic directions of the transformation of the state politics of memory in
the Russian Federation. The first direction is the further purposeful formation of the all-Russian national-state identity,
which is based on the rejection of conflicting historical meanings and practices, a conventional and multidimensional
image of the collective past. The second direction is the construction of a Symbolic space of national memory, capable
of consolidating various political, sociocultural and generational segments of Russian society. The third vector is the
search for new mechanisms for the reproduction of mass historical narratives that can become an effective response to
the information-psychological challenges of the «dligital» era.
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