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cal, task) system of work organization and
corresponding report reqirements.
The text “E.L.Schiffers’ heritage: an attempt
of systematic description” has been prepared
by V.Rokitiansky using the family archive of
a theater and cinema director, writer, religious
philosopher and mystic Yevgeni Lvovitch
Schiffers (1934–1997). The purpose of this
publication is not only to give a first view of
the contents and significance of the late think-
er’s doings and to serve as a means for furher
work with it; it does also present those prob-
lems which are to be solved in making this kind
of job and stimulates the discussion thereof.
An article by S.Sokolovski “Twenty Five Years
of Russian Anthropology: 1975 – 2000” is
focused on the critique of anthropological the-
ory and practice in Russia during the last quar-
ter of the XXth c. Its main objective is to pro-
vide the history of the main debates and chang-
es of research agenda of the Russian end-of-
the-century socio-cultural anthropology. The
objective has been pursued through the docu-
mentation of the theoretical schemes forma-
tion in post-Soviet anthropology. The analy-
sis has demonstrated that one of the causes of
continuing parochialism of the discipline is the
narrow definition of its subject as the study of
‘ethnoses’ and ‘ethnic processes’. Another rea-
son of the weak integration of the Russian an-
thropology into the world anthropological
community is the lack of interest of its practi-
tioners to contemporary post-structural philos-
ophy and epistemology. A bibliometric analy-
sis of anthropological publications has been
used to document research trends and chang-
es in research agenda within the period under
study, the most important among which were
the emergence of such sub-disciplines and
fields of research as conflict and ethno-politi-
cal studies, minority and indigenous peoples
rights research, the revitalization of legal and
applied anthropology.
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Editors’ Foreword

In the 9th issue of “Ethnomethodology” two
socio-cultural research directions being tradi-
tional already to our collection are presented.
The first of these is dedicated to issues of con-
ceptual orientation and means of socio-ethnic
processes research (A.Piskoppel,
S.Sokolovskiy). In the second one the accent
is shifted to issues of dynamics of cultural pro-
cesses and their artification, transforming cul-
tural remnants into cultural heritage (M.Rats,
V.Rokitiansky).
A.Piskoppel’s “The nation idea: between
oblivion and rebirth” the relation between the
concepts of nation and ethnos within the
context of modern theoretical disputes on the
general scientific and political science
meanings of nation is discussed. The positions
on this issue of V.Tishkov and K.Hubner who
came to opposite conclusions as to meaning-
fulness of the nation concept and its role are
compared. The main attention is given to
K.Hubner’s interpretation of nation as a
“national set of historical systems”. The
connection is discussed between the ways of
solving the problem of significance of
“national” in social life and of posing the
general question of meaning of social change
artification and of thought-activity organi-
zation thereof as of a special practice.
M.Rats’ article includes two sections: a situa-
tional analysis of the Federal Target Program
“Developing tolerance attidudes and preven-
tion of extremism in Russian society for 2001-
2005” and a discussion of dialogue issue in
the modern world and mass media. An attempt
is made to realize the ideas of tolerance and
dialogue in cuttent work, “here and now” as
opposed to talking about this subjects in gen-
eral, as existing independently of us. The dis-
tinction between dialogue and monologue is
associated with the distinction between prob-
lem organization and task organization of
thinking, on one side, and between program
and planning work organization, on the other
side. It is shown that the use of program work
organization in fulfilling planned tasks is a
problem of itself: the progress is blocked by a
normative anti-program (planned, monologi-


