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EDITORIAL
Imagologiya i komparativistika – Imagology and Comparative Studies, 2017, 1(7),

pp. 71–76. DOI: 10.17223/24099554/7/4
Vitaliy S. Kiselev, Tomsk State University (Tomsk, Russian Federation).
E-mail: kv-uliss@mail.ru
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In this collection the reader is offered papers prepared by the authors on the basis of
the reports at the International Academic Conference “The National, the Imperial, the Co-
lonial in Russian Literature” held on 22–23 September 2016 in Tomsk. More than 30 scien-
tists from various universities and research institutes of Russia (Tomsk State University,
Tomsk Polytechnic University, Siberian Federal University, Novosibirsk State Pedagogical
University, Perm State University, Higher School of Economics, Gorno-Altaisk State Uni-
versity, Institute of History and Archeology of the UrB RAS) and European countries
(Tartu University, University of Basel, University of Tübingen, University of Greifswald,
Ruhr University, Humboldt University of Berlin).

The mission of the conference was to discuss the role, character and tools of Russian
literature in reflecting and modeling the imperial-colonial and nation-building experience
at different stages of cultural evolution, pre-modern, modern and post-modern ones. The
problem is extremely relevant for contemporary literary criticism, as it represents a com-
plex of key issues arising in the construction of the history of literature. At present, the
history of literature increasingly abandons constructions on the basis of national division
only, and is forced to take into account both the historical dynamics of the forms of the pre-
national and post-national literary community and the role of ethnoterritorial variants of
literary identity relevant to heterogeneous cultural entities, such as the Russian Empire, the
USSR or the Russian Federation.

Methodologically, the authors of this issue proceed from a single non-essential postu-
late of literature as a result of collective modeling designed to form a general artistic pic-
ture of the world and to organise cultural interactions in a certain sociopolitical, historically
changing community, thereby legitimising its existence through the modeling of one or
another identity. For Russian literature, this community was represented by an empire,
which was a supranational community of subjects, for which the most important element of
identity was commitment to the state. This determined the limited formation of the nar-
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row ethnic component and the shift of emphasis to imperial universalising problems and
forms of the literary process, implying the active invitation of local ethno-territorial
elites to the nation-wide cultural construction. This did not cancel the possibility of co-
lonial dominance, competition or conflict of local literary identities, but the tiered multi-
layered organization of imperial identity as a whole, assuming no absolute boundaries
between regional-territorial, ethnic, social-group, subcultural communities, became a
distinctive feature of Russian literature. With such a formulation of the problem, it is
possible to create a historically concrete and differentiated picture of the development of
Russian literature not only as local and national, but also as as a dynamic system em-
bedded in literary communication at a supranational scale.

The papers of this issue contribute to the study of imperial imagology and institutional
forms of the participation of Russian literature in imperial cultural construction that on an
updated methodological basis continues the ideas of previous international conferences
organised by Tomsk State University Department of Russian and Foreign Literature or
conducted with its participation: “American Studies in Siberia” (1995–2005), “European
Studies in Siberia” (1998–2004), “Euro-Asian Cultural Dialogue in the Communicative
Space of Language and Text” (2005), “Images of Italy in Russian Literature” (2009, 2011),
“Russia–Italy–Germany: Travel Literature” (2013).

The first series of publications on the results of the conference rightfully opens with
the paper by A.S. Yanushkevich, an outstanding scholar who determined the image of the
Tomsk Philological School, and prematurely passed away in November 2016. The paper
outlines the specifics of the cultural participation of V.A. Zhukovsky in the imperial ideo-
logical construction of the first half of the 19th century. Observing the works and personal
documents of the poet from the 1810s to the 1840s, A.S. Yanushkevich stresses his un-
changing attitude toward the spiritual and aesthetic education and responsibility of the
power. The paper by O.B. Lebedeva (Tomsk State University) continues this thesis, de-
scribing the role of the personality-reflexive principle in V.A. Zhukovsky’s epistle “To
Voeikov”, which became a certain equivalent of the national verse epic, never created by
Russian literature, as a model of the subjective internalization of the imperial-colonial
experience.

The following three articles overview the evolution of the ethno-cultural “imperial
imaginary” in the literature of the mid-19th century. The paper by E.K. Sozina (UrB RAS)
identifies types of documentary narrative in the magazine Zavolzhskiy muravey [Trans-
Volga Ant], indicative of the generally accepted strategy for representing the national
world of the imperial borderlands. The papers by P.V. Alekseev (Gorno-Altaisk State Uni-
versity) and K.V. Anisimov (Siberian Federal University), on the contrary, accentuate
individual artistic and life-building intentions of F.M. Dostoevsky and L.N. Tolstoy respec-
tively, departing from the orientalist-colonial schemes in the comprehension of oriental
motifs (Mahomet’s pitcher) and the life of the Bashkirs.
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Reflections on the fate of the imperial experience in the culture and literature of the
twentieth century continue in the papers by S. Frank (Berlin University) and V.V. Marosi
(Novosibirsk State Pedagogical University). The first part of the voluminous work by S.
Frank outlines the symbolic constants that determined the “Solovki text” of Russian litera-
ture, and offers an overview of its evolution from the 16th to the 20th century. V.V. Ma-
roshi’s paper addresses modern literature in its popular genre variants of journalism, specu-
lative fiction, “historical alternative”, and interprets approaches to the actual reception of
the imperial idea embodied in the image of the Great Mongolian Empire.

The other papers of the International Academic Conference “The National, the Impe-
rial, the Colonial in Russian Literature” will be published in the following issues of the
journal.




