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The purpose of this study is to re-create the story of the development of Livejournal, the most
important service of the Russian Internet. The thesis looks at the history of Livejournal from the year
2001 when the service was created and until 2009. The study is focused on the relationships between

users of the service, its administration and different actors in society.

The research material consists of three kinds of texts. Firstly, these are articles of the leading news
source of the Russian Internet, Lenta.ru that speak about Livejournal. Secondly, the academic works
dedicated to Russian blogosphere. Thirdly, interviews with blogosphere experts are included in the
empirical material. The articles and the academic papers were obtained on-line, while the interviews
were conducted via telephone and with a help of the narrative interview method. The methodology of

the thesis consisted of narrative theory and grounded theory.

The result of the research is the story of Russian-speaking Livejournal, where the relationship between
blogging and various pillars of Russian society is identified. Livejournal has first appeared in Russian
society as communicational tool of the intellectual elite, but soon gained broad popularity and has
attracted businesses, media and political actors. Generally blogging has served as a tool which Russians
have been using in order to overcome the lack of such institutions of society as free media and safety

nets.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the New Year issue of December 2006 Time magazine has praised blogging and other user-
generated content tools of the Internet by nominating “You” as the person of the year. Two years later,
in November 2008, The Economist columnist has announced — blogging is no longer what it was;

because it has entered the mainstream (The Economist, 2008).

Of a similar opinion about development of blogging in Russian was Moscow scientist and journalist
Ivan Zassoursky. During a seminar in Tampere in spring of 2008 noted that Russian blogosphere has
been slowly dying with the arrival of more easy-to-use social networking sites. Now, he said, there is a
need for a media equivalent of a forensics examiner, who would give an account on what has happened
to the patient and, possibly, why did he or she die. In April of 2009, while the writing of this thesis was
ongoing, the president of Russian Federation Dmitry Medvedev has opened his blog within
Livejournal.com', the most prominent service of Russian blogosphere, in order to receive comments to

his entries, previously displayed only at the official Kremlin-hosted blog.’

Livejournal is the first, the biggest and the most important blogging platform in the Russian language
blogosphere. It has proved to be a significant space of horizontal communication, used by millions of
people, including high profile state officials, opposition leaders and pop-culture celebrities. It is present
in media, seems to have potential of influencing ‘off-line” process and recently has been included into
semi state-related ownership structures in the same way as many media outlets. I have been involved
with Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal for nearly six years and also have conducted a research
on discussions within this sphere for my Bachelors thesis. During this time I got very interested in the
speculations on the meaning of Livejournal in Russian society, the development of Russian blogging

and its stages.

Livejournal is no longer the only blogging platform in the Russian Internet. What is more, other
services are as equipped with communicational features as Livejournal and there is no apparent reason
to focus my research on this service. Nevertheless Livejournal has a historical significance in the

Russian Internet since it gave the first taste of blogging to the Russian society and it was only after

! The address of Livejournal blog of Mr. Medvedev is: http://community.livejournal.com/blog_medvedev
* The official blog of Mr. Medvedev, hosted on the Kremlin server is available at: http:/blog kremlin.ru/
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Livejournal that other services appeared. This overall importance alongside with the personal

involvement is my motive to focus on Livejournal in this thesis.’

Blogging in general and Livejournal in particular have been approached from many different angles —
language, social meaning, and customs have been researched. All of these papers account for different
stages and aspects of the development of Livejournal and it is almost impossible to trace back the
general picture of the process, a common story that would be useful for a simple historical record.
What has started the process, what have followed next, what did it all end with? Or did it? A work,
answering these questions would be of a help for future researchers, it would give a general
background and help to contextualize any future research. Nevertheless, such task had not been

undertaken by anyone previously.

Having developed a personal interest in the topic and noting the lack of consistent research on it, I have
decided to devote my Master’s Thesis to the development of the core of Russian-language blogging —
the Russian segment of Livejournal service. The research aim of this work is to construct an overview
of the processes and changes that Livejournal as a tool and it’s ‘inhabitants’ as community have
undergone. The object of study is the story of the development of this segment of the blogosphere.

The result of this research is the story of Livejournal that documents the state of arts as it exists in the
year 2009 and coins the main developments and transformations that have happened since 2001, when

Livejournal has been created.

Development of a blogosphere or a blogging platform can be viewed from different angles. One of the
options is to treat it as a social process, which I am doing in this study. For this reason I choose to take
the constructivist approach and assume that social reality is mainly constructed by individuals. For this
reason I turn to different groups of individuals, melting their perceptions of the process into a general

“historical record” in order to create an account of the development of Livejournal blogosphere.

The empirical material of the research represents different groups of individuals that were/are involved
in this social process. Firstly, these are journalists who have been reporting the news on the
development of Livejournal, assessed thought the most significant on-line publication of Russian

Internet — Lenta.ru. Secondly, these are various researchers, who have published works on Livejournal.

? The rest of the blogging services of the Russian Internet can be viewed at: http://blogs.yandex.ru/services/ .

.



http://blogs.yandex.ru/services/

And, thirdly, these are the experts of Russian blogosphere — first users of the service, most prominent
bloggers and other specialists. The research design is composed of various elements — the grounded
theory is used as way of structuring the research, the theory of narrative helps to approach the
experiences of individuals in a consistent way, while the method of narrative interview is used to

conduct interviews with the blogging experts.

The second and the third chapter of the thesis include the overview of today’s research on blogosphere
and blogging, as well as the description of Russian-language blogosphere and the position of
Livejournal in it in accordance to various quantitative criteria. The third chapter also includes the
description of the structure of Livejournal service and possible ways of behaviour for its users. The
fourth chapter introduces the methodological tools I use to perform the research: the grounded theory,
narratology and the narrative interview. In addition, the research design is presented, where I explain
the way these tools are used. The next chapter includes the stories of the development of Russian
Livejournal, acquired from various sources (articles, academic papers, interviews). The story of each
source is presented separately and the chapter is concluded with the summary of the general story of
Livejournal and the contextualisation of these developments against the backdrop of the state of

Russian society.



2. OVERVIEW OF PRESENT RESEARCH ON BLOGOSPHERE

2.1. Defining blogging and blogosphere

This thesis does not aim to investigate qualities of the phenomenon of blogging, but development of its
aspect. For this reason I will only give definitions to concepts, most used in this work — ‘blog” and
‘blogosphere’. Genres ob blogs, their general meaning from the point of view of communication

studies and so on will not be discussed.

Definition of the word ‘blog’ has been a field of competition between social scientists. The most
general one and, therefore, most usable for academic purposes, I have spotted in the work of economist
Paul Pedley. He defines blog as a form of online diary or regularly updated journal which can take a
number of forms and tends to have a number of characteristics in common, such as: being set up to
display blog postings in reverse-chronological order or with their content arranged by subject; being

updated regularly with new material; and providing a personal viewpoint. (Pedley 2005, pp. 95-100)

As to the blogosphere its definitions are much vaguer. Oxford dictionary speaks about it as ‘informal
personal websites and weblogs collectively’ (Oxford dictionary press release, 2004) while various
researchers from different fields refer to blogosphere as to: ’the world of blogs’(Moorman 2004, pp.
14-16), ‘aggregations of millions of on-line diaries’ (Keren 2006, p. 1), ‘the community of bloggers’
(Tricas et al. 2003, p. 1), ‘a subset of the Web consisting of weblogs’ (Kolari et al. 2006, p. 1).
Definition of blogosphere varies, dependent on the focus of research paper. Since this study is oriented
towards blogging as a social process, I choose to see blogosphere rather as a ‘community of bloggers’,

where belonging to this community is defined primarily by the use of particular language — Russian.

2.2. Literature review: approaches to research of blogging practices

Despite the fact that blogging is a very young genre of communication, for the last few years there has
been a great volume of papers done on the issue. Blog research is an intermediate field — it attracts
academics sociology, journalism, computer science and other backgrounds, which results in a huge

variety of different works.



I propose a classification of the approaches into three major groups: ‘uses and impact of blogs’,
‘blogging in relation to other communicational practices’ and ‘network perspective’. Such grouping
came into my mind long ago when getting acquainted with various articles related to the issue. While
preparing this study I have found similar classification in the work of a senior researcher at the Hans-
Bredow-Institute for media research (Hamburg), Jan Schmidt, which helped me to come to a better
understanding of blog research. Describing these categories of research direction, I will give a limited
number of examples of various works under each category. This chapter helps to place my research in

the context of the general academic field.

Huge body of research focuses on uses and impacts of blogs. It employs mainly qualitative research
methods, uses statistical as well as sociological terms and answers questions on “who and how” uses
blogs. Many papers focus on demography of bloggers and patterns of daily use. For instance, Herring
at al. find out that blog users are predominantly male, young adults, residing in USA, while Lenhart
and Fox have concluded that weblogs are mostly are treated as personal journals, devoted to personal
life experiences and users are less likely to be white then general Internet population while an average
blogger is a person who writes under a pseudonym, treats blogging as a ‘hobby’ and spends few hours

per week on this activity. (Herring et al 2005, pp. 142—-171)

Some attention is devoted to the usage of blogs by males and females. For example, work of Nowson
and Oberlander (2006) has resulted in conclusion, that female blog writers are “to have a significantly
more contextual style of writing than men” and “have more immediate style of writing, use more

pronouns and words reflecting social processes”.

Some other papers in this group, as Scmidt (2007) notes, concentrate on how blogging facilitates
interaction with other bloggers and readers and, thus, leads to creation of communities of shared
interests. As an example a paper on creation and following of norms in the community blogs devoted to
knitting can me mentioned. The latter concludes, that “(...) community designers, such as the
administrators of web rings, can create member guidelines, but actual practice by members will also
shape these communities. As blog communities emerge, understanding how norms form may help

community designers create an environment that satisfies members’ values and cultures” (Wei 2004).



There also exists extensive research on relation between blogs and various different fields of
communication, which, mostly, employs qualitative research methods such as case studies, discourse
analysis etc. Such papers are more likely to provide some practical suggestions and provisions for the

future. This group of research approaches can be divided in three subgroups.

First sub-group focuses on relationship between blogging and journalism. Some of journalism-related
papers are focused on how media adapt blogging as a new tool to attract emerging, more and more

alienated on-line audiences.

For instance, Matheson (2004, pp. 443-468) has conducted a case study of a weblog produced by
British Guardian newspaper. The language of this research includes such terms as online journalism,
interactive journalism. Author’s view the interaction between journalism and blogging as a struggle for
power between genres, where a new medium, blogging, influences the old medium, the press and try to
explain how characteristics of ‘old’ and ‘new’ media are merging in the Guardian blog: hyperlinks,
comment and other options available for readers. The general conclusion is that “journalistic products,
such as the one explored here provide evidence of journalism’s attempts to rethink its values and
relations with its publics in the context of such social change.”
Matheson also creates a very useful classification — he divides three major themes in the academic
discussion around relation between blogging and journalism:

(1) weblogs as a space for journalistic thinking for which institutional journalism provides little

room;

(2) weblogs as a challenge to corporate journalism;

(3) and weblogs as a democratic, interactive space.
His own research falls into the second group, while many others view the question from the opposite
standpoint and try to answer the question whether some blogs can be classified as ‘journalism’ due to

the nature of the content their authors produce. (Haas 2004, pp. 387-369)

Second sub-group is on organizational communication (e.g. so-called ‘corporate blogs’). As an
example, the work discussing discursive practises of participants of Microsoft Longhorn Blogosphere,
in which it is argued, that specific technological feature of weblogs supports the emergence of
passionate conversations on knowledge intensive practices. These discursive practices of bloggers
closely intertwine with the individual as well as with the collective processes of creative work and

software development (Kaiser et al. 2007, pp. 391-412). Slightly different perspective, as Schmidt
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(2007) notes, is employed by looking at blogs as channels for expert communication and personal

knowledge management, for example with regard to academics.

In the third sub-group of blog research on the connection between this phenomenon and other
communicational practices, (possible) relationship of blogging and different knowledge-related
practices is very closely researched. Mainly these are libraries, educational and knowledge
management issues. Here a blog is mainly viewed as a technological tool for improving performance
within a certain sphere. For example, Hyung Nam Kim (2008) from the writes that such research is
highly controversial: “some studies have revealed that blogs successfully contribute to students’ online
engagement; on the contrary, others have claimed that blog technology has failed to motivate students

to become involved in the online activity.”

Some authors view blogs from a network perspective, where, most often, blogs are seen as nodes of the
network while hyperlinks from one blog to another, social relation or other kind of connection (for
instance, the fact of belonging to a particular blogging platform or service) being understood as ties
between nodes. One single blog is viewed as a part of the whole, interconnected with the others and not
being able to exist without them. What is more, authors of papers in this group are more likely to
emphasize the possibility to leave comments and hyperlinks/blogrolls as crucial distinctive features of a

blog as these create ties to other blogs.

The great deal of works of this approach involves analysis of structure of the network and description
of its elements, as well as comparison between different networks/elements of networks, often attention
is paid to nature of connections between the nodes. Within this group academics also devote their

attention to different directions.

As the first one, topical clusters can be named, such as war. One of these works uses network theory to
map what is called ‘war blogosphere’ (Treymane et al. 2006). Unlike other papers in the group, in this
work a ‘blogosphere is not defined by the fact of belonging to either a domain name (e.g. Schlobinski
and Siever) or a blogging platform (Gorny), but by two criteria — topic orientation of a blog (in this

case — war in Iraq) and connection to blogs with the same topical orientation via hyperlinks.

Blogosphere is viewed is the ‘sub network of the Web’ and as a theoretical standpoint a network theory

by Barbasi and Albert, who graphed the network of web pages by the number of link to other web
-7 -



pages and introduced various law of such networking, was used. An interesting point is, that authors of
the research mention, that the network they investigate is actually construction of their own and is
partly determined by the purposes of the research. Authors of the paper aimed at describing what they
call a war blogosphere according to various criteria: (1) features of a blog, that prescribed their
emergence as hubs (nodes of the network with a lot of links to other nodes); (2) the network structure;

(3) major differences between different elements of this structure.

The results appeared to be the following. Two features of blog entries as key predictors of incoming
links were found — incoming links and reporting posts (i.e. those, where author of the blog is reporting
his/her experience, not just expressing opinions). The mapping of the war blogosphere reveals ‘two
distinct spheres of influence with some interaction in the middle’ meaning ideological (‘conservative’
or ‘liberal’) views of a blogger. Differences between these to parts of the blogosphere mostly relate to
information sources — ‘conservatives’ are more likely to provide links to other blogs, while liberals — to
webpages newspapers and other media. This, as Treymane at al. state, correlates with patterns of trust
in media among population of the United States, measured by previous papers.

Another similar research was conducted by Adamic and Glance, who have also found different
clustering patterns for conservative and liberal blogs and suggested that ideology could be a factor in

the blogosphere. (Adamic & Glance 2005, pp. 36-43)

Another direction within a network-oriented approach is a country- or language-specific blogosphere or
blog network within certain hosting platforms. A good example would be a compilation of case studies
on national (Russian, English, German,) blogospheres made by various papers (Schlobinski & Siever
2005). A research of mainly Chinese and English language users of the hosting platform ‘Wallop’ can
also be mentioned, where connections between users of the service are viewed as social ties which may
have different level of strength. Authors of the paper claim also that pre-existing social networks tend

to reproduce in the blogging platforms. (Lehto et al. 2006)

It is worth noting that researchers on the blogging platform Livejournal, that have been found, are
concentrate on the social relations between bloggers and view them as a link between to nodes equal to
technicalities of belonging to the same service. This results from the fact, that Livejournal combines
elements of social networking site and a blogging platform. Thus, it a network of interconnected blogs,

where social relations between bloggers play a very important role. Therefore, research that focus on



Livejournal automatically views it a network, but at the same time concentrate on the distinctive nature

of interrelation between bloggers, that the nature of the platform facilitates.

An interesting work was conducted by Lori Kendall (2007), who has investigated identity and
information management strategies of individuals, using Livejournal. She concludes, that “the model of
a private diary conflicts with the reality of public performance. The convenience of the blended
audience on LiveJournal, often consisting of friends, family, and co-workers, conflicts with desires to
manage and partition that audience. The desire for control of discourse, interaction, and relationships
conflicts with the desire for increased connection and closeness. The desire for autonomy and the belief

in discrete, individual selves conflicts with the desire for feedback and approval from others.”

Fono & Rayens-Goldie (2006) have closely investigated one of the links between nodes of Livejournal
network. They have conducted a research a connection which within the service is called ‘friending’ —
addition of someone to one’s friends list that allows that user to read one’s protected entries. This
activity constitutes the core of interconnection between bloggers of Livejournal and, basically, forms
the main structure of this blogosphere segment. As authors have noted, ““friend” has been integral to

building the strong sense of community that exists on LiveJournal.”

Among the conclusions, researchers note that “there are a number of [different] emerging social norms
which regulate ‘friending’ on LiveJournal” and “consistent interpretations (...) that cause the social
conflict around the articulation of relationships”. According to Fono & Rayens-Goldie, there are two
main vectors of attitude towards friendship with the blogging service — one group of users sees it as a
social act which had to be performed and maintained according to some criteria and rules while others
prefer not to follow any strict guidelines. Mainly these social norms refer to the practise of adding
‘friends’ to one’s friend list within Livejournal or deleting users from that list.

They also suggest that the notion of friendship that exists within the blogging platform is somewhat
comparable with Baudrillard’s ‘hyperreality’, where “the degradation of existing meanings prompts an
exaggeration of signifying characteristics well beyond realistic categories”. They suggest that he same

happens with friendship as a concept within Livejournal.

The logical conclusion of a literature review in a thesis is a summary of what the subject is, providing
its essence. Nevertheless, it is impossible to reach such a result when reviewing literature on blog

research. Blogging is a new communicative practice and language use genre. For this reason the

-9.



research is directed in two flows. Firstly, scientists have been either trying to understand how it fits into
the already known sphere of knowledge about communication -- blogging as or versus journalism,
usage of blogging in certain fields, re-vitalization of certain thought-to-be-dead concepts of normative
thinking such as ‘public sphere’ and ‘democracy’. Secondly, they have been describing the process of

blogging itself, such as demography of bloggers, their understanding of the activity and such.
Blogs have surely changes the field of communication — this tool has been used thought different

disciplines with different level of success. Giving a voice to everyone able to use it, blogging made

communication professionals re-think many basic concepts, from ‘journalism’ to ‘friendship’.
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3. RUSSIAN LANGUAGE BLOGOSPHERE AND LIVEJOURNAL

In this chapter I introduce my empirical material in various terms. Firstly, I place Livejournal blogging
service and its Russian-speaking segment in a context of both Russian and world, i.e. mostly English-
speaking, blogosphere, while also finding the connection between the two latter. In the end of the
chapter I explain specifics the architecture of Livejournal service which, as many argue, pre-determines

the relationships between its users.
3.1. World blogosphere

By 2008 there were 133 millions blogs registered since 2002 with 7.4 millions being updated during
the last four month and only 1.5 millions of bloggers having written an entry within the last week.
Technoraty.com, the world largest blog search engine, has tracked blogs being updated in 81 languages
around 66 countries. (Technoraty report 2009). Given that there are almost seven thousands languages
(Ethonologue) and nearly 200 countries (UN data) in the world; blogging proves to be a rare

phenomenon on the world scale.

The use of blogs is also quite unevenly distributed. Although Technoraty does not provide the statistic
on language use by bloggers, it is known that 75 per cent of them come from North America and
Europe, while only one per cent — from Africa. As Technoraty report states, “bloggers are not a
homogenous group, but they are an educated and affluent one: three out of four U.S. bloggers are
college graduates, and 42 per cent have attended graduate school. They skew male, and more than half

has a household income over $75,000”. (ibid.)

3.2. Russian blogosphere and Livejournal

Prior to the description of the current state of Russian blogosphere and the place of Livejournal in it, it
is necessary to discuss definitions used in this work. As it is noted in the most recent publication about
the Russian blogosphere, neither the blogosphere itself nor so-called Runet* are clear terms. Runet is an

ambiguous label for it refers to a blurry combination of the national and geopolitical “Internet in

* The term “Runet” is an abridgement from a word combination ‘Russian Internet” and also refers to the “.ru’ country-code
top level domain.
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Russia” and cultural and linguistic spaces of Russians and Russian language. These are two distinct,
albeit, overlapping entities. Same applies to the Russian-speaking community of a blog-hosting service
Livejournal. (Aleksanyan & Kolsova 2009, pp. 65—-85) In this work I use terms ‘Russian Internet’,
‘Runet’, ‘Russian blogosphere’, ‘Russian-speaking blogosphere’, ‘Russian Livejournal’ and ‘Russian-
speaking Livejournal’, having in mind both ‘geopolitical/national’ and ‘linguistic/cultural’ meanings of

these terms.

According to the latest (dated by spring of 2009) in the regular series of Russian blogosphere analysis
by Yandex, the leading search engine of the Russian Internet, blogs in Russian account for nearly five
per cent of the world blogosphere. There around 7.4 mil of blogs in the Russian blogosphere, although
only 12 per cent of those are regularly updated. Yandex also notes that while the share of “active”
bloggers has decreased over the past two years, their absolute number grew from 760 till 890

thousands. (Yandex Report on The state of Blogosphere 2009)

Currently, there are 128 blog hosting services in the Russian blogosphere, while 70 per cent of all blogs
in Russian are situated on four biggest platforms — Livejournal, Blogs.Mail.ru, Ya.ru and
Livelnternet.ru. According to the amount of registered journals the leader of the top is Livelnternet,
although that number is hardly significant in terms of importance — 96 pr cent of Livelnternet blogs
have not been updated recently. According to the data of TNS, a Russian statistics agency, the blogging
platform, most visited by non-registered users, is Livejournal. Its monthly audience is 8.7 millions.
Generally, while in the last year audiences of mentioned services have been growing in numbers,

growth of registered blogs tends to decrease. (ibid.)

The latest development of Russian Internet in terms of blogging is the growing popularity of Twitter
(www.twitter.com), a very simple micro-blogging service, where the length of a message can not
exceed 140 symbols. The share of active users there is significantly higher then on other platforms — 80
per cent. Also so-called stand-alone blogs are becoming more popular. In 2009 they amount up to 190
thousands, which is 21 times more then a year ago. Also the share of actively updated blogs is higher

there — 28 per cent. (ibid.)

Geographically, Russian bloggers live mostly in the big cities of the post-Soviet Union countries, top
ten being Moscow, St. Petersburg, Kiev, Minsk, Novosibirsk, Yekaterinburg, Samara, Alma-Ata,

Odessa, Nizhniy Novgorod. It is worth noticing, that the data on the geographical position is taken
- 12 -



from the information from a profile page of each blogger, therefore it might not reflect realty in its full
shape. Nevertheless, this the only available information, so we have nothing left to do but follow it.
There are several more criteria of the Yandex research, according to which Livejournal stands out
among other blogging services. Livejournal bloggers have the highest average amount of “friends”
among all cervices of Russian blogosphere. Users of Livejournal are also more likely to belong to

different communities within the service. (ibid.)

According to the data brought by the Yandex research, Russian blogosphere is growing less rapidly
then it used to, although the amount of interest from other Internet users is still increasing. The
blogging service Livejournal still occupies an important place within the Russian blogosphere and
exactly this quality has attracted my scientific attention to this service. If put in the context of the world
blogosphere, Livejournal is one of the most popular blogging platforms, although not very embraced by
the most popular bloggers, who are more likely to post their entries at so-called ‘stand-alone’ blogs.

(ibid.)

3.3. Dynamics of relationships within Livejournal service

This thesis speaks about the Russian language segment of the blogging platform Livejournal. As it can
be concluded from the information on Russian and world blogospheres, Russian part of Livejournal is
an area, where two blogospheres overlap. Livejournal is an initially USA-based service which now is
owned by a Russian company and used mainly by the Russian-speaking bloggers. At the same time it is

the only foreign blogging service that plays a significant role in the Russian blogosphere.

The terms used in this thesis to describe Livejournal and it’s community of Russian-speaking users, are
various: ‘Cyrillic segment of Livejournal’, ‘Russian Livejournal’, ‘RLJ’. These definitions are mostly

synonyms.

In my previous research on Livejournal, that has been conducted while acquiring a Bachelors degree, |
have assessed the relationships between users of the service. Briefly introduced, the explanation of
these relationships will help to understand terms, mentioned in the work further, as well as provide a

certain context for the research.
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The architecture of Livejournal provides opportunities for linking ones blog with other blogs hosted at
the same platform. The main source of ties between Livejournal users is the activity of adding another
LJ blogger into a “friend list”. In essence it is an RSS feed, where the updates of “friended” bloggers
are displayed in chronological order, which can be viewed when one logs in the service. “Friended”
users can see secure entries of one’s blog, which are marked as “friend only” and are not visible for
other Livejournal users or visitors of the page. If both users have “friended” each other, it gives them a

status of “mutual friends” and a tie is considered to be a stronger one. (Dragileva 2007)

There are two more sources of ties between different users of Livejournal. Firstly, it is the fact of
belonging to the same “interest community” (for instance, fans of Michael Jackson, young mothers or
writers of Harry Potter gay fan fiction). Secondly, it can be the activity of commenting the same blog.
In this case the unifying element is differently motivated interest for the texts, pictures or videos, which
the blogger commonly read publishes as well as possible discussions in the comment field. Through

such activity different bloggers exist in partially shared informational space. (ibid)

It also should be noted, that in some cases all of these ties, offered by Livejournal architecture, are
complemented by ties of “off-line” acquaintance. Some communities of Livejournal users have both
“off-line”, “friending” ties and ties regarding belonging to same interest groups/reading the same
popular blogger. Despite the fact that the existence of such “mixed” groups is, as it was found out while
conducting the empirical research, the result of development of Livejournal (at least within the Russian

speaking part of the service), it is still useful to mention it at this stage of the paper. (ibid.)

> I have coined this term in order to present more precisely the action of adding another Livejournal user into ones
“friendlist”. This English word can be treated as a Russian term “3adpenauts” which means the same.
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4. METHODOLOGY

As Mills et al. (2006) note, “to ensure a strong research design, researchers must choose a research
paradigm that is congruent with their beliefs about the nature of reality”. The methodology chosen to
approach the development of the Russian-language segment of the Livejournal blogging platform was
born out of my personal sympathy towards the philosophy of constructivism as well as from out of my
interest in the history of Livejournal which, it seems, is best approachable from the constructivist

perspective.

I have chosen constructivism as a mode of thinking to approach both the relationship between myself
as a researcher and the research process itself. “Epistemologically, constructivism emphasizes the
subjective interrelationship between the researcher and participant, and the construction of meaning”.
(Millas et al. 2006) I realize that I am a part of the research endeavour rather then an objective observer
and the story of Livejournal, constructed by a different individual might be very unlike the one I will

produce.

Colin Finns (2002, pp. 1-10), debating the nature of constructivism, defines social reality as being
defined by human interaction. It is constituted by the way we think or talk about it, by the way we
explain it to each other and by the concepts we use to grasp it. It is an intellectual activity as such, that

is thought to generate facts.

I view blogosphere in general and any given segment of it as a part of social reality, while its
development is seen as a social process. It is both difficult and perhaps even fruitless to approach the
hard data of the blogosphere development since the binary language that constitutes the undeniable
facts of the development of this on-line space is inaccessible to me as to social scientist. I have rather
chosen to research the development of the Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal through
experiences of various individuals and their ways of talking about this development.

Narratology and grounded theory are tools to deal methodologically with experiences of individuals for

reasons that will be described further in this chapter.
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4.1. Narratology

Contemporary Narratology which Volf Schmidt describes as the “theory of story-telling”, was born
under the influence of Russian formalists, such as Propp, Bahtin and Voloshinov. Firstly only texts
which involved a distant story-teller were regarded as narrative, while later, during the development of
structural Narratology, “narrative” pointed at a certain structure of the text. (Shmid 2003, pp. 9-22)
According to Czarniawska (2004, pp. 17-31), narrative is the main form of social life since it is the
main too with which a meaning can be attached to a social action. At the same time G. Truner wrote

that stories offer a simple and meaningful way of constructing one’s perception. (Truner 1987, p. 49)

In this study I turn to one of the most prominent theoreticians — Mieke Bal. The reason for this is the
very general, although precise, scope of the approach that she provides in her work “Narratology:
Introduction to the Theory of Narrative”, as well as the flexible definition of the narrative text and
various pre-assumptions on the usage of theory, such as an encouragement to apply it also to texts,
having narrative elements, or a permission to use certain parts of narratology, which I am intending to
do. Firstly, I will explain what, according to Bal, narratology deals with and, secondly, provide an

essence of her approach sufficient for this study.

Narratology is a theory of narratives -narrative texts, images, spectacles, events — in other words, the
cultural artefacts that ‘tell a story’. As to the application of the theory, narratology is “a set of tools, as
means to express and specify one’s interpretative reactions to a text.” Interpretation, in its turn is
regarded as unconstrained while the tools which are provided by the theory, can be used in different
ways. The theorist also mentions that usage of this theory does not provide certainty and reading as

such is “an activity of subjective nature”. (Bal 1997, pp. 3-16)

In Bal’s theory ‘narrative’ is considered an adjective, a quality of the text or an element of it that makes
it accessible for research within narratology. Text is defined as “a finite, structured whole, composed of
language signs”. Text being finite means having definable boundaries: “a first and a last word, image, a

frame of painting, even if there boundaries (...) are not watertight”. (ibid.)

The defining concept of Bal’s narratology is the distinction between three layers of a narrative text.
Those notions are explained below in the way which Bal calls inductive although from the point of

view of the reader of a narrative text, the first layer is the most abstract and less obvious (ibid.)
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The first layer is the fabula, the most abstract level of the narrative text, components of which are
called ‘elements’ and are the following: events, actors, time and location. Fabula itself is defined as a
series of logically and chronologically related ‘events’ that are caused or experienced by ‘actors’. And
‘event’ is the transition from one state to another. ‘Actors’ are agents that perform ‘actions’ (not
necessarily human). ‘To act’ is to cause experience or ‘event’. The rules, according to which fabula is
organized, Bal calls ‘logic of events’. ‘“Time’ and ‘location’ are the necessary attributes of an

‘event’.(ibid.)

Story is the next level. It is defined as elements of fabula organized in a way that would produce a
certain aesthetic or emotional effect. Traits which are specific to a given story are named ‘aspects’.
These ‘aspects’ are related to the ‘elements’ of the fabula, in essence being more specific and detailed
‘elements’. As Garsia Landa (2005) notes, story is a fabula which has been given shape, and a specific

opinion has been introduced.

Thus, ‘aspects’ are as follows: characters (actors with distinct features, individualized), places
(locations with distinct characteristics), other relationships between elements (symbolic, allusive etc.),
non-chronological sequence of events, focalization (‘point(s) of view’, from which the story is

presented).

Character is the most vitally category of the narrative. Actor is a structural position, while character is
complex unit, which is individualized, distinct from other characters. Important aspects, that M. Bal
mentions in relation to the concept of character and its construction is “repetition” (of characters’
qualities), the collection of data, relationship with other characters and with itself as well as the
transformation of the character (change of qualities). As a rule, narrative analysis pays attention to the

core characters, which are the most connected with events. (Bal 1997, pp. 42-60)

Narrative text, the third layer, “is a text in which an agent relates (‘tells’) a story in a particular medium
or a story, converted into signs. Various narrative texts “differ from one another even if the related
story is the same”. There are various distinctive features of this level. Firstly, there is a “fictitious
spokesperson” — a narrator. Secondly, non-narrative elements should be taken into consideration; parts
of text can be descriptive or argumentative as well as narrative. All of these types of texts are,

nevertheless, expressed on the part of narrator. In addition, on the level of the narrative text, “he
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anthropomorphic figure, called ‘actor’ in the study of fabula and ‘character in the study of story.”
(ibid.)

What distinguishes the narrative text from other, non-narrative, texts is: two types of ‘speakers’, three
distinguishable layers of the text and the ‘contents’ being “a series of connected events caused or
experienced by actors presented in a specific manner”. “Such a distinction carries with it the
assumption, that it is possible to analyze the three layers separately. That does not mean that these
layers ‘exist’ separately from one another. Only the text, embodies in the sign system (...) is directly

accessible.” (ibid.)

To make the basic concepts of this theory understandable for myself and readers of this study, I have

created the following scheme as an illustration.

Text layer | Fabula Story Narrative text
Event
Actor Character Speaker
Time
Location Specific place
Structure of | Chronological Sequence of events may be Non-narrative elements
the layer sequence of events | other than chronological. (descriptive, argumentative)

Other relationships between

fabula elements exist.

Presentation _— Focaliser Narrator

[lustration 1: Levels of narrative text according to Narratology, described by Bal, 1997

4.2. Grounded Theory

Grounded theory, introduced by Barney Glaser and Anselm Strauss (1967) belongs to the family of
inductive approaches to relationship between theory and research. Such studies should begin with in an

open-ended fashion, becoming more focused once research and analysis develop. The notion of
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grounded theory refers to “theoretical explanations about the social world that emerge from empirical
data”. As Hodkinson quotes the authors of the theory, “preconceived theoretical framework should be

avoided at all costs”. (Hodkinson 2008, pp. 80-101)

The core of the methodology of grounded theory is the fusion of data collection and its analysis. The
data collection should start in an “open and non-prescriptive manner”, after an initial analysis, the
primary outcomes are used to perform a further, more focused data collection which is designed in
such a way that would help to investigate emerging concepts. Ultimately, this process leads to the
emergence of the theoretical concepts, grounded in the data. During the process of analysis and

collection of data, “any new instances should be compared and contrasted with existing examples”.

Data analysis within the given theory is based on the notion of coding as a primary method. “Coding
refers to an ongoing process of assigning conceptual labels to different segments of data in order to
identify themes, patterns, processes and relationships. In the initial stage of analysis codes should be
combined detailed, specific and numerous, but as the integrated process of data analysis and collection

continue, these initial codes should be combined in larger more generalised categories.” (ibid.)

The next emerging element of this approach is ‘constant comparison’. Each new instance within a
category should be compared with all the previous instances. New instances should be coded only if
they demonstrate something different to the previous instances since only in that way do they
contribute to the development of the theory. At the point where there is nothing new to a category it

should be considered as “theoretically saturated”. (ibid.)

The initial authors of the grounded theory have later introduced more a specific division of the coding
process into ‘open’, ‘axial’ and ‘selective’ coding. ‘Open’ coding stands for the first stages of coding,
where data is closely examined and as many classifications as possible are produced. With ‘axial’
coding “things are put back together again” — each category is understood as the ‘axis’ and the nature
of relationships between sub-categories that is examined. During ‘selective coding’ the researcher
“elaborates relationships between the most significant categories in order to develop broader (...)

conclusions”. (ibid.)

After coding and analysing the first initial set of data, the targeted collection and coding of the new

data follows through theoretical sampling which, according to Hodkinson, is the stage of the process of
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data collection when it “shifts from the initial exploratory focus towards something deliberately

designed to investigate emerging concepts and possibilities”.

As described by Hodkinson, the process of grounded theory-based research starts by initial data
collection and its analysis through coding and is followed by further focused data collection (theoretical
sampling) to be coded again, which, in its turn, might lead to “yet more tightly focused collection”. The

end of this process takes place when “theoretical saturation™ has been achieved.

At some point of the research process, integration of categories should start to take place. During that
process “the reduction of the large number of highly specific categories into a smaller number of
broader, more overly theoretical concepts, categories that share a particular property (...) may be

brought together”. (ibid.)

While using grounded theory approach in her doctoral dissertation, Svetlana Pasti quotes Morse: ”If the
question concerns an experience and the phenomenon in question is a process, the method of choice for
addressing is grounded theory”(Pasti 2007, pp. 102-110). Such definition fits very well to the object of
study — the development of Livejournal through descriptions (experiences) of different kinds of

participants of the project.

4.3. The narrative interview

As it will be explained later, the main and final stage of the empirical research for the present thesis is
the set of interviews with the experts of Russian Livejournal. The ‘narrative interview’® type chosen for

this purpose is a way to access experiences of individuals, alternative to the semi-structured interview.

The narrative interview starts wit the ‘generative narrative question’” which is related to the topic of the
study and is intended to stimulate an interviewee to produce his/her own narrative. Later when the
respondent has exceeded his/her experiences, the set of question aimed to clarify some fragments of the
narrative for obtaining more detailed data follows. In the last stage of the interview the respondent is
asked questions on the theoretical accounts on what has happened and the ‘meaning’ he/she gives to the

narrative in question. (Uwe 2002, pp. 96—112)

% Here I use the term “narrative’ in the way it is used by the author of the literature source, although if to paraphrase the
original text in Bals words, the word ‘story’ or ‘fabula’ would be used instead of ‘narrative’.
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Ideally narrative interview is used in order to gain biographical data about the respondent, which is not
quite the case in the present research. Nevertheless, every blogging expert included in the selection is
closely involved with the development of Livejournal in Russia, has achieved personal and career aims
with the help of blogging and has contributed to the growth of Russian blogosphere as well. For this
reason Livejournal is incorporated in the life of all interviewees and the narrative interview method is

perfectly relevant for my research aims.

4.4. Research design

The design of the thesis does not follow precisely the grounded theory approach, nor narratology by
Bal. In this work I at the same time go beyond and use only specific elements of both approaches. In
this chapter I explain why and how elements of previously described approaches are used and
intertwined to find an answer to the research question posed in the introduction to the thesis. I also give

a brief description of the empirical field.

According to Bal (1997, pp. 42-60), telling stories is the main way for individuals to make sense of
social processes. In this thesis [ use narratology as an analytical tool to approach texts produced by
individuals and, in my turn, to make sense out of those texts. It is important to note here that I use

narratology rather as a tool and it is not in the centre of the research as such.

The empirical material of this thesis consists of three kinds of texts dealing with the development of
Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal: articles of the leading Runet news medium Lenta.ru,
academic papers dealing with (or mentioning) Russian blogosphere and interviews with ‘experts’
involved in the development of the sphere (‘pioneers’ of Livejournal, employees of the company
administrating the field, most popular bloggers in the Russian Blogosphere). Interviewees of the last
category are not experts in the traditional meaning of this term; most of them are very experienced
users of the service, who due to that quality are to be treated as experts. This selection of materials aims
producing a diverse general story of Livejournal. Works of journalists are the reflection of immediate
events in the development of the sphere; academic papers are included in order to represent the
reflective and theoretical assessment of the process while experts are chosen to enrich the story with

personal experiences of people who had a certain role in the development.
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All texts, constituting the corpus of empirical material, were treated as narrative texts or texts, having
narrative elements. In accordance with narratology, each of those texts has three levels, the two not
directly accessible being ‘story’ and ‘fabula’. Approaching texts from this ‘layer’ perspective I make
an assumption that in each of those narrative texts about the Russian segment of Livejournal, there are
elements of the general story (or fabula — depending on the level approached) of the service. Thus,
while being a very diverse in terms of forms of expressions, quality, genre and other criteria, the whole
corpus of materials, taken together, shares certain elements of the narrative text as understood by Bal.
Extracted from the texts these elements of the narrative level can be put together with the aim of
creating the general story of Livejournal. This story (fabula) need not be coherent; it is possible for it to
have different ‘branches’ of development if so presented in various texts. What is more, such a result is
even favoured from my part since it demonstrates the range of opinions and possible ways of
development and makes the historical record that I aim at producing more usable for further

interpretations.

To arrive at the point where from the vast numbers of different narrative texts the general story (fabula)
is constructed, I use the grounded theory approach. Although presupposed framework exists — the
elements of the narrative were searched for, precise choice of the level of the narrative and concrete
elements to be included in the end result were left to emerge from the empirical material. Therefore it
was decided that grounded theory was the most suitable for the analysis of data and goals of the

research.

As Hudkinson (2008, pp. 80-110) notes, it is common for researchers not to follow grounded theory to
the letter and adopt selected features of the approach. In this thesis I take the same path as the rules of
the grounded theory are not conformed to completely — the theoretical framework (narratology) and the
approximate idea of the aim existed before the data was gathered. In addition, unlike the suggested
methodology of grounded theory by N. Gilbert proposes, I do look into the existing literature related to
the field of inquiry (blogosphere) in advance of the process of data collection and analysis. However,
this dimension of the grounded theory could not be followed in any case since I have been previously
researching Russian-speaking blogosphere, as well as following research on new media/ blogging and

the general dynamics of the field for a long period of time.

Being based on the procedures on grounded theory, this research adapts the approach to data collection

and analysis, namely — initial data collection, coding, focused data collection and continuous
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comparison of categories. The methodology of grounded theory is an applicable tool in this particular
research since before first materials have been approached and analysed, it was not known which level
of the narrative text will be taken into consideration — fabula or story and which parts of the level will

be extracted from texts analyzed.

During the process of initial data collection in the first stage of empirical research, a set of texts
dedicated to the history of the Cyrillic segment of Livejournal has been selected among all the material
mentioning the service in the Lenta.ru news portal. Each text (journalistic article, commentary or a
press release) is understood as a narrative text with elements of Livejournal’s grand story or fabula as

its levels. During the first stage of analysis elements of the story are extracted from all texts.

Next, even more focused data collection follows — academic works are selected on the basis of the story
that has been obtained from the Lenta.ru articles. Perspectives and patterns lacking in the results from
the first stage of analysis will be searched for in this stage. Narrative text elements of this material are
analysed and story/fabula elements are added into the emerging grand story of Livejournal. Although
scientific research can hardly be considered a narrative text according to Ball’s criteria, I do include a
number of academic papers in this work and approach them as texts with narrative elements. Naturally,
only these elements are included in the corpus of empirical material. The reason for inclusion is

important insights that researchers are expected to add to the empirical material.

The last stage of analysis consists of interviews with individuals who have been involved in the
development of Livejournal. When the research is reaching this stage, a number of elements of the
story/fabula is collected, so that both selection of individuals for the interview and formulation of
questions are directed to fill the gaps within the grand story that is being created. Each interview is
aimed at stimulating the interviewee to tell his story of the Russian Livejournal in accordance with the

narrative interview method of inquiry.

This design was created with a purpose to allow creating a story of Livejournal in bottom-up direction,
without presumptions preceding the research. At the same time, diverse sources of the narrative text
elements ensure that the story of Livejournal is composed with perspectives of different side involved

taken into consideration.
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5. EMPIRICAL PART

5.1. Articles

The first set of empirical material consists of texts from the most popular news source in the Russian
language segment of the Internet, the news portal Lenta.ru. Materials of this particular publication were
chosen for several reasons. Firstly, Lenta.ru is the major and most qualitative on-line publication in the
Russian internet. Secondly, it is closely related to Livejournal since its early days — the publication was
founded by one of the first users of Russian Livejournal, Anton Nossik. For this reason Lenta.ru has
always been closely following the development of Livejournal. The selection of the articles has not
been limited with a time frame. Since I am interested in the overall history of Russian Livejournal all
materials that have included a mentioning of the blogging service, have been considered. Such search
produced more then 250 articles, press releases and commentaries. Out of all these texts a number of 84
articles that have Livejournal history itself as their subject, contain a mention of this topic or are
dedicated to an event in the development of RLJ have been included in the empirical material of this

research. Each text was examined to extract parts of a level of a narrative text.

At this point it is important to consider one specific feature of approaching on-line texts within the
theory of narrative. On-line texts often extend beyond the actual writings of the author. In many cases,
additional details and important information are provided via the hyperlink which leads the reader to an
external source. For instance, writing about a flash-mob, organized by Russian-speaking users of
Livejournal, journalist has provided a link to a blog entry written by the organizers of the action, where
additional information, which contributed to the story, was provided. In such cases I view both the
article and the text under the hyperlink as a whole narrative text. Flexible view on the definition of text,

provided by Bal, allows this approach.

Although during the planning of the research it was not clear whether the ‘story’ or the ‘fabula’ level
was to be chosen, soon after going through the first articles of Lenta.ru it became clear, that elements of
the ‘story’ were to be considered. The reason for this was that many articles provided a specific view
on certain parts of the history of Russian segment of Livejournal and actors of stories have been
presented in as having specific characteristics and personalities. To be able to include those

personalities in the analysis, | made a choice in the favour of the level of the ‘story’ level.
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In accordance with the procedures of grounded theory, I coded each piece of the empirical material
obtained. Every single article of Lenta.ru has been analysed and, in the words of grounded theory,
‘conceptual labels” were applied to the material, namely, every identified element of the ‘story’ level of
the narrative text was written down. Procedurally, the analysis of each article was written down on
what could have been called a ‘card’ in earlier days, but took a shape of a simple ‘Microsoft Word’
table in the modern era. This table with a detailed list of story elements can be found in the Appendix 1

part of the present thesis.

Characters

To begin the description of the data brought by the first stage of empirical analysis, I will describe the
most common characters which are present in most of the articles and have a leading role in the story
of Livejournal Russian-speaking segment. Features that characters are endowed with are the most
commonly repeated in each text. According to Bal, ‘repetition’ is on the main instruments of creating a
character. It should be noted as well that characters and events included in the story of Lenta.ru are

those commonly repeated in various articles.

Russian-speaking community of Livejournal (RLJ)

This community is meant to constitute of two main groups, the activists and the rest of the bloggers, is
the character with most features and the one having the highest degree of personalisation, i.e. having
features of a human being. Russian-speaking segment is surely a unified character which acts, reacts,
has features and feelings. Russian-speaking community of Livejournal is different from the other,

mainly English-speaking communities in many ways.

Firstly, users that constitute this part of the blogosphere are peculiar in their curiosity, eagerness for
massive collective action, discussion of evens. At the same time Russian Livejournal community has a
tendency to raise panic, provocations and scandals, claim of having knowledge and have predictable
opinions. There are two contradictory features of this character — Russian speakers within LJ are
described as both important in policy decisions, making society aware of problems and uneducated, not
knowledgeable in the domain of issues, important for the society. Secondly, Russian-speaking
Livejournal bloggers are specific in their ways of communication which are rude, filled with

swearwords and offensive language. Thirdly, RLJ users are different in terms of being more active then
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any other community within the service and having a negative attitude towards any changes in
Livejournal and its management. These features are responsible for most of conflicts between the

community and other characters in the story.

Company ‘SUP FABRIK’

The company that was firstly administrating and later owning Livejournal service. ‘SUP FABRIK’ is a
developer that has financial interest in Livejournal and wants to earn money with Russian language
blogosphere. This, according to most of the stories analysed, motivates most of actions of the character.
‘SUP FABRIK" is very unpopular among Russian-speaking bloggers of Livejournal. This is connected
to unwillingness of those users to understand changes and features of that character, described
previously. ‘SUP FABRIK" as a character mainly acts in order to change functioning of the service,
close financial deals or respond to complains of Russian-speaking bloggers’ community.

In some cases, actions of ‘SUP FABRIK’ are accompanied by actions of its most prominent workers or
founders that act as characters — famous bloggers and (from some part of the story) ‘SUP FABRIK”
employees, businessmen A. Mamut and A. Polson and others. Nevertheless, these characters are not

rich with features.

Famous RLJ bloggers (‘celebrities’)

Famous bloggers can not be fully called a unified character with human-like features, since they are
rarely addressed as one and mostly represented by single bloggers that engage in some interaction with
authorities, Livejournal administration, ‘Abuse Team’, authorities of the state and other actors. Mainly,
famous bloggers are those that either have vast amounts of other Livejournal users subscribed to their
journal or celebrities of the ‘off-line’ reality, maintaining a Livejournal blog. Their features are
basically positive features of the whole community, taken to extreme. Nevertheless, I regard them as

different characters on the basis of them acting as ones.

Artemy Lebedev is the only character that has very distinct features and can not be regarded as part of
the common ‘famous bloggers’, even if I took a decision to treat all of those characters as one. A.
Lebedev enters a story of Livejournal development relatively late, but then takes a very active role. He
is a famous Russian designer and one of the pioneers of Russian language blogging. Lebedev endowed
with features of striving for popularity at any means and for this reason provoking scandals, using
swearwords and expressing disrespect towards any authorities. In addition Lebedev is regarded as

enjoying extreme popularity (be it accompanied with negative or positive attitude) of the part of

-26 -



another character — RLJ community. Basically, this character embodies all the negative features of the
character of Livejournal's Russian segment. One could think that Lebedev is a “bad guy” of the story.
He does not respect any authority or moral norms, does not follow rules and, at some point of the story,
gets what he wants. He could have been a villain if this was a classic unified narrative text, but in the
story of Livejournal there are no villains and heroes. The reason is, that the story not created by a single
writer, who has his or her aim in manipulating the reader in a certain way. Instead, in this case story is

Jjust a way to make sense of events of social reality. Or, in fact, a way of constructing it.

Authorities of Livejournal/Abuse Team

This character is referred to either as ‘Livejournal administration’, ‘Livejournal Inc.” or ‘Abuse Team’.
First two refer to the office of Livejournal in the United States in different periods of the development
of Livejournal. ‘Abuse Team’ is a unit of Livejournal administration which observes whether users of
the service follow its terms of use. Although in reality these are different entities, so far, in the story of
development of particular segment of the blogosphere it plays the same role of introducing new
features to the service, engaging in conflicts with RLJ users and being a subject to the action of SUP
FABRIK. In certain points of the story, this character has features of being unknowledgeable about the

specifics of the Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal.

Other characters

Characters in this category either appear not very often or are not endowed with a vast number of
characteristics, but are still important for the general story. In most of the cases many different actors
(from the level of fabula) can be merged into same character as the nature of their action as well as
characteristics are the same. Official institutions or representatives of the state: courts, parliamentarian
Alksnis (do not understand specifics of Internet, blogging, Livejournal, youth culture and so on; engage
in conflicts with RLJ users). Companies: Norilsk Nikel, MTS, Alfa Bank (profit-driven, hope to use
Livejournal as a successful investment or a PR platform). Kommersant publishing house (is singled out
since it has a separate role in one stage of the story). Yandex, the biggest search engine of Russian
Internet, cooperation with which is important. Dmitry Medvedev (modern, knowledgeable about
blogosphere and the language of blogosphere). Intellectual elite of Russia. NY Times. Company
SixApart (big successful American Internet company). Media.
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Events

The main line of the story of Livejournal, as provided by materials of Lenta.ru is one of a relationship
between Russian Livejournal community, e.g. its users and various other characters, such as authorities
of Livejournal, SUP FABRIK company and the authorities of the state. All of these relationships,
mainly manifesting themselves in the form of conflict, have one feature in common — they are
explained as motivated by activity and restlessness on the part of RLJ community and by ignorance

towards specifics of RLJ on the part of administration, state authorities or the state.

For the purpose of accessibility by the reader, I have separated the story in different stages, margins of
stages being the change of relationship between the main characters of the story. Although, the fact of
my own reflections on the story of Livejournal being presented in this division can not be denied.
Within each stage of the story, I have looked at relationships between the main characters. To create an
overview of this very fragmented story, I have created a timeline, where events that represent different
types of relationships, are coloured differently. At the same time actions by character of RLJ
community or related characters are situated on the lower part of the scale, while events provoked by
other characters — on the upper. It has to be noted, that events have been added in the table not in the

detailed way, although I do mention specifics of the events in the description of story and of characters.

The first stage of the story which covers the period between 2001 and 2006 is the development of the
segment before SUP FABRIK enters the story. Russian speakers (or, in a different version, the elite of
Russian society) enter Livejournal and change the service according to its needs — from a simple
personal journal service into a socio-cultural sphere. In this newly changed service the new character
with its own specifics that have been described previously, starts operating — Russian-speaking
community of Livejournal or RLJ, as it is named in the timeline. All actions of the Russian-speaking
community is a negative reaction to the actions by other characters. These are: change of the owner of
the Livejournal service, changes in the service introduced by the new owner (American company
SixApart) and an action by Abuse Team against some users of the Russian-speaking segment, that have
violated the terms of use. At the same time, a different character, a group of famous RLJ bloggers

approves changes introduced by SixApart.

In the next stage, in the year 2006, SUP FABRIK company character enters the story with the purchase
of the right to manage the Cyrillic segment of the blogging service. SUP FABRIK then employs a
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business-like approach to the service, which is shown in its actions of introducing advertisement-
sponsored accounts and setting an aim of earning money, cooperating with Yandex, the leading search
engine of Russian Internet in order to create an opportunity to perform inquiries within the Russian

blogosphere. SUP FABRIK also involves itself in a special relationship with elite of RLJ, hiring them.

From this point in the story, an important conflict between SUP FABRIK and RLIJ starts over the so-
called ‘monetization’ of the service, which RLJ community tries to prevent. An important point in the
relationship between SUP FABRIK and RLJ community are new features that SUP FABRIK tries to
bring to Livejournal in order to adapt it to the specific needs of Russian bloggers. For instance, the limit
for a single user to be able to “friend” only 700 other users. Most of these developments have been met
with the negative reaction from the RLJ community. In some articles, this is a more marginal group,

‘provocateurs among RLJ users’ that try to gain publicity by opposing SUP FABRIK actions.

As to the RLJ community itself, it has continued to change Livejournal as a service and turned it into a
popular platform of self-expression, as opposed to the previous stage of development — socio-cultural
sphere. In addition, first conflict between RLJ users and representatives of state power emerges — a
State Duma deputy and RLJ bloggers Viktor Alksnis filed a case in the court against another blogger
who has offended Alksnis. RLJ community has widely supported the bloggers perspective with a wide
range of means — from discussions up until hacker-attacks on the blog of Alksnis. This case is
important, because later in all similar conflicts between RLJ users and authorities of any kind, RLJ

community has been very active in defending its participants.

As a third stage of development of the platform (year 2007), according to the elements of narrative text,
provided by Lenta.ru portal, is marked by the purchase of the whole of Livejournal service by SUP
FABRIK company. This, again, provokes negative reaction of RLJ users, joined by other users of the
platform. In this stage companies and media players start engaging themselves in the RLJ in different
ways — Alfa bank agrees to sponsor the service, Norilsk Nickel company uses RLJ as PR-platform,
while mobile phone company MTS, Kommersant and Vedomosti newspapers integrate their services
into Livejournal. RLJ has also engaged with the characters, belonging to the off-line world, in other
ways. Participants of Russian-language segment of Livejournal asked questions to the new president of
Russia Dmitry Medvedev during his Internet-conference, started discussions about misgivings in

society and provide information for the media.
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Mentioning relationship between RLJ and authorities, those two characters became interconnected on
one hand and continuously in conflict, on the other. RLJ activists enter the domain of politics, while
politicians (which are described as unqualified for the action), try to engage with RLJ community. In
addition, a local court has started a case against a RLJ blogger over an entry, containing a negative
message towards policemen of the country. In addition to this case, the whole of Russian-speaking

segment of Liveournal.com has engaged in the debate, supporting the blogger.

Relationship between SUP FABRIK and RLJ community develops in various dimensions. On one
hand, SUP FABRIK collaborates with RLJ community and responds to its needs — it announces the
creation of new rules for the Abuse Team in order for it to be more adequate towards the specifics of
RLJ. Russian Livejournal users were invited to join the process of “law-making” and contribute with
ideas and bloggers have actively responded to this initiative. In addition SUP FABRIK provides RLJ
users with discounts and special offers for purchase of some products and entertainment activities.
Another action by SUP FABRIK towards cooperation with RLJ community that happens at the same
time is the decision of SUP FABRIK to modify a new feature of service that bloggers were

complaining against.

However, next action of SUP FABRIK raised severe anger from both RLJ community and the famous
RLJ bloggers. In the continuation of the business strategy SUP FABRIK has eliminated the previous
scheme of registration under which a new user could choose from three versions of an account: ‘basic’
(few features, no cost), ‘sponsored’ (more features, advertisement appears in the blog) or ‘paid’ (many
extra features). After the change ‘basic’ account was not available. RLJ community and its celebrities
have reacted with protests and discussion. Remonstrance against the action of SUP FABRIK took a
form of a “one-day-boycott” during which Livejournal users were encouraged not to make any blog
entries. In addition the discussion on the nature of Livejournal and its true owners emerged from the
conflict. Nevertheless, following this event, SUP FABRIK has announced a decision to re-think its

action and propose a different solution.

As regards to the activities of RLJ community itself, it involves in both ‘inner’ debates and discussions
that are connected to or have an impact on the ‘off-line’ domain. Debates within the blogosphere are on
United States economy crisis, controversial performance by a group of visual artists. ‘Off-line’ related

activities are: reports on the protest actions in Belarus, bad state of provincial hospital which RLJ users
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help to raise money for the institution. Russian Livejournal bloggers also engage in providing false

information that is taken up by Russian media.

The next stage of the Russian Livejournal story is marked by increased interconnection between SUP
FABRIK and RLJ community. For one thing, SUP FABRIK organizes elections to choose an RLJ
representative for an official Livejournal body “Observatory committee” that would have power within
the decisions of Livejournal. Next SUP FABRIK introduces new rules for the Abuse Team (previously
discussed with RLJ) and in accordance to those rules AT has changed its decision to ban journal of a
blogger. Earlier, this ban was condemned by RLJ users as resulting from AT’s incomprehension of RLJ
specifics. Then SUP FABRIK has acted in response to the protests over change of account scheme. It
had offered RLJ users various scenarios of how to keep ‘basic accounts’, but at the same time increase
the role of advertisement within the service. RLJ users were welcome to choose one of the options. In
one of the articles, this was marked as a final event that ended a long process of struggle between SUP
FABRIK and RLJ community over the advertisement within Livejournal. As a result of this struggle,
Russian Livejournal users have succeeded not to allow SUP FABRIK to change the advertisement
policy completely. SUP FABRIK continues to provide new features to the service, that are meant to
bring it closer to needs of Russian-speaking bloggers. One of them is the increase of a maximum
amount of comments one entry can receive. This has previously limited discussions of Russians-

speaking users, which tend to be especially long.

At the same time with these developments, another change takes place in Livejournal. SUP FABRIK
signs a deal with Kommersant publishing house, within the terms of which Kommersant enters the
administration of the company, and, consequently, the blogging service that belongs to it. The first and
only action of Kommersant as a character related to the management of Livejournal, documented in
story, is invitation of a famous blogger A. Lebedev as a representative of the publishing house into the
governing of Livejournal. Right before that decision Lebedev had been involved in a conflict with the
AT over content of his blog, were a photograph of a naked underage woman has appeared. After
Lebedev’s blog was suspended RLJ community engaged in an active discussion of all elements of the
event — discussing whether the person was underage, whether suspension was fair and so on. After that
AT has un-suspended Lebedev’s blog which was followed by continuation of the same practise (nude
pictures) by the bloggers. This conflict resulted in huge popularity of Lebedev’s journal in which he
later, prior to the job invitation by Kommersant, he was publishing ideas on the improvement of the

blogging service.
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After Lebedev is hired by Kommersant, RLJ community react with discussion on the changed that
might await Livejournal when partly governed by this character. As to other conflicts between RLJ and
other characters, another court case is described, where blogger Shirinkin is taken to the court on the

basis of his entry that was considered a terroristic threat.

In this last stage of Livejournal development, as presented by Lenta.ru, RLJ community engages in the
conflict between a commercial channel 2X2 and state authorities that attempt to close it.

RLJ stops growing, 100-millionth entry is registered and RLJ changes the nature of the blogging
service again. In terms of quantity, un-registered readers that visit RLJ blogs outnumber actual
bloggers, who produce content. Russian-speaking Livejournal stopped being a platform of self-
expression and was transformed into a “newspaper”-like source of information, where there are more
readers then writers and advertisement is placed next to the content. As to the community itself, RLJ
stopped being and elitist blogosphere and became and ordinary component of the social life of Russia
and merged with the “off-line” world. At the same time media are seen as having failed to pay attention

to RLJ community.

Summary: development of Russian Livejournal story after the first stage of analysis

In this summary, I describe main patterns of the relationships between the characters of the

development as presented in Lenta.ru articles.

After the creation and international success of Livejournal blogging platform, Russian-speakers (or —
educated elite of the Russian society) entered this sphere and became the biggest community of the

service as well as started having clashes with the management of the platform.

Russian based company SUP FABRIK first acquires rights to manage the Cyrillic segment of
Livejournal and later buys the whole service. After gaining control over the service SUP FABRIK
performs various activities. Firstly, it integrates RLJ into the rest of Russian segment of the World
Wide Web through cooperation with the leading search engine of Russian Internet, Yandex. Secondly,
it makes changes both to adapt Livejournal service to the needs of RLJ, which from the very beginning
is different from other linguistic LJ communities. Thirdly, it aims at earning money with the activities
of RLJ users — placing advertisements in the journals of bloggers and engaging with media and

companies. Companies are offered to sponsor Livejournal activities and offer discounts for RLJ
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member, while media (such as Kommersant and Vedomosti) intertwine interactive features of their
homepages with Livejournal. In addition throughout the story SUP FABRIK engages with RLJ directly
— hiring famous bloggers as employees and including representative of RLJ in the Livejournal

management.

All of these developments are actively commented upon by RLJ community, which proves it being
very active and lacking trust in any authority and especially in the SUP FABRIK. The most radical
changes in the functioning of the service are met by very active action, such as boycott. Every time,

confronted with such response, SUP FABRIK re-examines its policies and makes changes.

Relationship between SUP FABRIK and RLJ is a process consisting of SUP FABRIK trying to gain
trust from RLJ community and change the advertisement policy within Livejournal for the enterprise to
gain profit. The first aim fails — RLJ users continue being suspicious towards any SUP FABRIK
initiative. At the same time RLJ users prevent with active measures the complete change of

advertisement policy and advertisements are only partly introduced in Livejournal.

At the same time with the development of Relationship between SUP FABRIK an RLJ, the community
itself has been developing in various dimensions. In the course of time, RLJ have transformed the use
of platform according to their needs. At first, Russian bloggers have made it a socio-cultural sphere
(opposed to the original purpose, public diary service). Participants of the community were

representatives of socio-cultural elite of educated intellectuals.

Then, when the amount of Russian-speaking users of Livejournal increased and other layers of society
entered blogosphere (in one of the articles they are referred to as “masses”), the platform became a

field of self-expression. In the same time conflicts between RLJ and the state authorities in the form of
various trials have started. RLJ became interconnected with the political sphere of Russia as well, with

politicians entering Livejournal, and bloggers entering politics.

The scope of discussions and activities that RLJ has initiated is wide: art, political protests, social
injustice and so on. As to the relationship with media — Russian press and online editions have reported
on main conflicts and ‘scandals’ within the segment of the blogosphere, while they have not truly

engaged with Livejournal.
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The end of the development is marked by the stop of growth of the community and speeding growth of
non-blogger readers. Another transformation takes place — Livejournal becomes a medium-like source

of information.

In short, according to Lenta.ru, Russian Livejournal is started by elite of Russian Internet, after which
more Russian-speaking users have followed. They have formed an RLJ community that has engaged in
conflictual relationships with representatives of power elite, SUP FABRIK and administration of
Livejournal platform. With the increase of the amount of RLJ community members, various companies
(including media) as well as representatives of political elite have entered the blogging service. At
some point growth of the community has stopped and it turned to be a source of information forwider

public.
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5.2. Academic research

After analysing Lenta.ru articles it became clear how to proceed with more focused data collection to
reach the fullest story of Livejournal. Most of the articles that were included in the primary data set,
featured the ‘newsworthy’ points of development, related to business decisions of Livejournal
administration, court cases, changes in policy, etc. The most vital character of the story turned out to be
the Russian-speaking community of Livejournal and the most manifested relationship — the conflict
between RLJ and SUP FABRIK. Nevertheless, the process of emergence of these actors and their

actions are described in very general terms.

Is should be noted, that journalists of Lenta.ru started reporting on Livejournal actively only in the year
2007. Although they have briefly provided the background of the previous events, a deeper insight on
what has happened before Russian Livejournal became a centre of media attention is necessary.
Consequentially, in this part of analysis I have turned to the academic works, describing Livejournal
and its Russian-speaking segment in order to fill the story I have so far with more details on the
community — evolution of its characteristics, inner dynamics and a more fragmented view on the

community that would possibly split it into different characters.

For this purpose four papers focusing upon Livejournal have been selected. One of works is the first
known research on the Russian speaking segment of Livejournal by an Oxford-based scientist Eugene
Gorny, who has analysed the development and specifics of Russian Livejournal. The rest are diploma
works by students of the Moscow State University, conducted in recent years, when the significance of
blogging became self-evident and academic interest towards that subject has boosted. The choice of
present papers has been imposed by two factors — focused data collection, aimed at finding certain
elements of Russian Livejournal story, as well as by the limited amount of works on Russian

Livejournal.

For this part of research I have not created a presentable coding table as such, neither a timeline. The
reason is that when analysing academic works, I did not have to deal with a substantial amount of
different texts that have to be summarized, but with a one more or less coherent and logical work. In

addition, the basis of the story, the timeline of Lenta.ru is created already and another point of reference
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is not needed. Nevertheless, an intermediate and invisible stage of the analyses took place, when I have

coded the story elements presented in the academic works.

Eugene Gorny. Livejournal: National specifics in the development of a virtual community

In his work Gorny describes the state of Russian segment of Livejournal at that time and explains
developments which the community went through mainly with the nature of Russian society and its
tendency to communal way of living. Since in this study a contribution by each academic is viewed in
terms of the story level of narrative text he/she introduces, I will further describe the characters and
events with which Gorny contributes to the story of Livejournal segment of Russian blogosphere. In
accordance with grounded theory I look at those elements of the narrative texts that have not been

present in the story, previously extracted from the text of Lenta.ru and that enrich it.

Gorny: characters

Firstly, Gorny (2004) contributes to already existing characters. Features of RLJ community are
expanded. If Lenta.ru story tells us only that RLJ community is different from the rest of the users of
the service, here it gains such features as being generally older, more serious in discussions and more
‘communal’ than other users of Livejournal. In addition he compares RLJ community to the general
Russian population and in this comparison RLJ gains another features — it is politically more liberal
than Russian nation as such. In addition, RLJ differs from Russian population in other ways — some
groups of society are not presented, such as people from small towns and manual workers. At the same
time RLJ users are considered to behave within the blogosphere in the ways which are considered to be

characteristic for Russian culture in general.

In Lenta.ru there exists a second important character, “famous users” of RLJ, who have slightly
different characteristics as compared to RLJ community. Gorny divides this character into two
different: the “old elite” that, basically, is continuation of the “elite of Runet” character and the “new
elite”. The “old elite” consists of Internet professionals, journalists, linguists and scientists. It is curious
in exploring Livejournal and is a very interconnected, creative and intelligent community.

“New elite” is populist and turns to the means of pornography and political extremism in order to

attract readers to their blogs. Compared with the “elites”, RLJ users are less educated, less interested in
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current affairs and surely not as creative.

In the story of RLJ by Gorny, SUP FABRIK and other characters are not existent since at the time
when the paper has been written, evens that would become a basis for including those characters, did
not take place yet. Gorny does describe some conflicts with authorities, but they do not contribute

much to the story.

Gorny: events

In the story that has been extracted from Lenta articles RLJ goes through very few stages. After
Russian-speaking users and Russian intellectual elite enter Livejournal and change its nature (into a
socio-cultural sphere), the next stage of the development of the community itself, it becomes bigger
and the nature of RLJ changes again — it becomes a mere platform of self-expression. In general terms,
the story told by Gorny fits well into these events, but it adds more details to this transition and
explains connections between those stages. Another minor difference is that, according to Gorny, the

second change of RLJ nature happens earlier then it happens as to story of Lenta.ru.

In the first stage, RLJ is born, when a member of ‘Runet elite’, a linguist Roman Leibov enters
Livejournal and experiments with a new tool of blogging. He then recruits his friends, other members
of ‘Runet elite’ to Livejournal. This continues as a chain reaction that results in the existence of an
inter-connected community of ‘Runet elite’ within Livejournal, the nature of which has been described
in the previous section of this text, devoted to characters introduced by Gorny. Creation of this
community refers to the stage, where, according to Lenta.ru, Russian intellectual elite enters

Livejournal and transforms it into the “socio-cultural sphere”.

In the next stage, ‘Runet elite’ recruits more Russian-speakers into RLJ. Being journalists, some of
“pioneers” have reported about blogging and Livejournal in media, which was followed by reports in
major credible newspapers. After these reports, more people enter RLJ. In the result of this process of
growth RLJ is separated into two main groups: creative minority of pioneers (‘Runet elite’) and non-

creative majority.

New RLJ participants are not representatives of creative professions, they fail to use blogging in the

same way and therefore form another, non-elite part of RLJ. They deny the authority of ‘Runet elite’
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(through a process of widespread discussion) within Livejournal and choose their own, “new elite”,

which consists of users, offering simple entertainment and political extremism.

In third and last stage of the story, introduced by Gorny, RLJ continues growing, gets more and more
attention in the media and, due to its own size, gets fragmented. It splits into different networks that are

organized by the principle of interest, circle of friends, geographical position of users, etc.

This fragmentation undermines the nature of the RLJ community at the time before large numbers of
Russian-speakers have entered. RLJ changes its nature again — it becomes a platform for
communication between many different individuals; less a united community that shares same values
and practises of blogging. If previously the uniting principle was the shared set of values, now it is the
fact of belonging to the language sphere. In addition, community itself becomes less serious and
creative, more resembling the rest of Livejournal and loosing its Russian specifics — posts are devoted
to personal life topics and observations, rather then discussions on the existential topics or other
creative activities. This point in the story of Russian Livejournal corresponds to what in the timeline of

Lenta.ru story is marked as “transformation of RLJ into a popular platform of self-expression”.

Shortly, the story Gorny introduces is as follows. The creative elite of Russian Internet has entered
Livejournal blogging platform, has used it in a way, different from the initial function of the service.
This small community has been very small, interconnected and creative. It has popularised Livejournal
within the Russian society, which as lead to the growth of RLJ and fragmentation of the Russian
Livejournal into non-creative majority and creative minority (elite). Non-creative majority has rejected
authority of the previous elite and changed the nature of RLJ again, turning into a simple tool for self-
expression and connection. The ‘Runet elite’ that has started Russian Livejournal, looses its place, but

still remains a communicative core of the community.

The main transition that took place during this part of the story is the transition of Livejournal platform
into the community that produces creative content (by ‘Runet elite’) and later transition of that
community into the fragmented linguistic community that serves as a platform of communication.
These events, described by Gorny fit very well into previously explained story elements from Lenta.ru.
If in Lenta.ru story the “socio-cultural sphere” remained just a description, Gorny gives more specifics

to what did “elite” do with the platform. Same refers to other elements of transition.
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Svetlana Ivannikova. Livejournal subculture as phenomena of Russian blogosphere

The next academic work that has been included in this research is a diploma paper from the Moscow
State University graduate, Svetlana Ivannikova (Ivannikova 2007, pp. 123-197.). The researcher
describes Russian segment of Livejournal from different perspectives, covering all areas of social
reality in which Livejournal plays a significant role, such as a relationship between RLJ and Russian
media, RLJ and authorities, etc. This feature of the paper has ensured that very diverse elements of

Livejournal story have been discovered in that in Ivannikova’s work.

Ivannikova: characters

Ivannikova brings more features to RLJ community, comparing it with a new character — users of other
blogging platforms of Runet. The researcher describes RLJ users as being a core of the whole of
Russian blogosphere. Compared to other Russian bloggers, RLJ users are more involved into Runet
slang and specific Runet subculture concepts, more politicized and interested in current affairs, more

pretentious in the intellectual sense, swear less, are more literate, more educated.

RLJ users include celebrities, such as politicians, writers, television stars, pop-singers and so on. S.
Ivannikova ads another difference between RLIJ bloggers and the rest of world blogosphere — Russian
users are more “amateurish”, they largely have no incentive to earn with blogging and mostly lack

skills necessary for such activity.

‘Runet elite’ is described as potentially dissident and educated in the culture of ‘Samizdat’ and is an

innovative and creative force behind Russian Internet. This has not just shaped the first patterns of use
of Livejournal, but has also generally influenced use of Internet by Russian speakers. For instance, the
same group of individuals is responsible for the fact that Russian speaking Internet users prefer ICQ to

other instant messaging services.
As to new characters, “tysyachniki” (derived from the Russian word #ysyacha — a thousand) are

introduced. These are users, whom more than a thousand of RLJ bloggers have added into the friends

list. These users are considered to be more authoritative then common Russian Livejournal bloggers.
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Ivannikova: events

Svetlana Ivannikova in her paper brings more general details to the process of adaptation of
Livejournal blogging service by the ‘Runet elite’ — if Gorny has provided a specific persona-related
story, Ivannikova introduces a broader explanation. She introduces a very different idea on how RLJ
has been transformed throughout the time of its development. Another very significant element, with
which Ivannikova contributes to the story of Russian Livejournal, is illustrations of how RLJ involved
itself in a relationship with the “off-line” world. She also connects the development of RLJ with the

development of Russian Internet.

Ivannikova contributes to the first stage of the story, in which RLJ is born with the pre-history.
American creators of Livejournal service intended it as a “keep-in-touch” tool for individuals that are
already acquainted “off-line”. Then there was the ‘Runet elite’, which at the same time was
unsuccessfully searching for a handy medium of communication. When ‘Runet elite’ has discovered
Livejournal, it has “set the tone” of blogging in Russian language, that is — coined the patterns of use
that were later replicated by other Russian-speaking adopters of blogging. In this sense, the story of
RLIJ is a branch of a bigger and longer story of the development of Russian Internet. Livejournal
appeared at a point, when within the development on Runet its core or so-called “elite” needed a way

of interpersonal communication.

The ‘Runet elite’ has turned RLJ into a tool for discussions and a source of information, which can
compete with media and is an alternative to imperfect Internet search engines. This is the first
transformation of the sphere, that can be found in Ivannikova's work. First RLJ users turn platform not
in the socio-cultural sphere populated by a dense community of creative individuals, but a source of
information and discussion. At the same time with the creation of the first form of RLJ community, its
activity started to spread beyond the virtual world — an RLJ-organized music festival “Current Music”

(referring to a certain feature of Livejournal posts) has been organized.

In the next stage, when RLJ became more popular and more individuals joined the community (this
point of the story can be found in previous stories as well), many developments took place.

On one hand, RLJ growth has popularized blogging as an activity to such extent, that other, local,
blogging services have appeared in Runet. All of them have been developed according to the functional

design and models of use provided by Livejournal and first RLJ bloggers.
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On the other hand, many internal changes followed the growth of amount of users. Firstly,
‘tysyachniki’ have gained authority and respect, started to be considered as “better users”. Some RLJ
users begin to manipulate public opinion and via provocation, which often involves publication of
extreme opinions, try to attract thousands of readers. At the same time, ‘tysyachniki’ are being
acknowledged outside RLJ as well — they are given rights of journalists, that is, for example, invited to
events and press-conferences. Secondly, popularity was gained by specific RLI-jargon’, to which some
parts of RLJ community have reacted actively — a group of users started a popular campaign of protest
in order to promote preservation of grammatically correct and pure Russian language. At the same time
this jargon has entered the non-RLJ world and started to be used in different spheres of life without

relation to RLJ discussion threads.

Ivannikova also introduces some events that are not introduced as consequence of any development in
RLJ, but are, nevertheless, important parts of the story. At a point in the RLJ story, when a dense
community of interconnected individuals is still existing and the number of Russian Livejournal users
have not grown drastically yet (consequentially resulting changes did not take place yet), two events

took place.

First of all, RLJ followed up various cases of suspension of account by ‘Abuse Team’ and formed an
alternative blogging service ljrussia.org, to which all entries from Livejournal can be automatically
transferred. This service is meant to be free of censorship and any kind of limitations. If to place this
event in the timeline created after the analysis of Lenta.ru materials, it would be positioned at the same
time with an event named “AT suspends some RLJ users for a violent poster” in the very beginning of
the timeline. At the same time an RLJ blogger admits to have earned money with advertisement for the

first time. This has been followed by more bloggers advertising products in texts of their entries.

Ivannikova describes two manifestations of the involvement of RLJ into the “off-line” activities. These
are: the launch of a RLJ-organized political debate show ‘Debaty’, the launch of a RLJ poetry evening

and a book, written and illustrated collectively by a group of RLJ users.

" So-called ‘Yazik podonkov’ or ‘Albanian’ has developed through different co-incidences during the history of Russian-
speaking Livejournal and is partly inherited from activists of different Internet communities. The main principle, according
to which the words of jargon have been developed, is a deliberate distortion of the spelling or intentional grammatical
errors. For instance, agggpmap instead of asmop. More about this peculiarity of Russian blogosphere one can find in the
article by Gaslan Gusejnov which can be found on-line: http://www.speakrus.ru/gg/microprosa_erratica-1.htm
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According to Ivannikova, the main transition of the nature of RLJ platform is not connected to the
change of RLJ user’s quantity. It a transformation from an initial design of the platform by its creators
into a very different tool, used for various purposes and basically being a system of interconnected
personal media. This transformation was possible due to the fact that RLJ users learned to control and
manage informational processes within Livejournal. As to general developments, Ivannikova

introduces RLJ to have influenced the Russian society in general.

Other academic works

Despite expectations, other academic research papers that have been included in the empirical material
did not have such a substantial body of narrative text elements, related to subject of the thesis, as two
previous papers. For this reason, the new elements of the story, brought by these papers, are not
discussed separately, but all together under this subchapter. Anyhow, the significance of the new
elements is no less important. Works included in this part of empirical research are “The History of
Blogs and Formation of Citizen Journalism” by Nadezhda Podporina (Podporina 2007, pp. 6-58) and

“Blogs as an Alternative Source of Information” by Polina Matveeva (Matveeva 2008).

Other academic works: events

The events that these two papers have provided the story with are single occasions to illustrate trends

noted in previous sources.

By the time of elections to the State Duma in 2007, RLJ becomes a part of the political scene of the
country: politicians announce their plans through Russian Livejournal, while the Duma Elections
process intertwines with RLJ in many different ways: politicians use RLJ as platform of agitation,
journalists follow reports by those RLJ users who are in any way involved in the election process (for

instance being observers at a certain electoral station).
Papers analyzed mainly refer to the point of development of Russian Livejournal, where its growth has

stopped after a rapid increase in the number of users. Events described next refer to that period,

although authors do not connect them in their texts.
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Russian Internet users (a character, introduced by other authors) start paying more attention to social
networking sites that have at the same time gained huge popularity. The share of active RLJ bloggers
(those users that update their journals on a regular basis) decreases. Another development pattern is the
relationship between the state authorities and Russian Livejournal. Here the new events are as follows:
state legislators wish to take bloggers under control and propose to force authors of those blogs which
have more then 1000 readers to register as media with all the legal consequences. In addition a

proposition for a “Law on Internet” which has implications for blog users is discussed.

5.3. Interviews

In this last stage of the empirical part of this research, I have conducted six interviews with experts of
Russian Livejournal, representing different fields of knowledge. During the previous stages of the
research I have coined a story of Russian Livejournal as it is collectively told by Lenta.ru journalists
and different university researchers. Not having a united author, the story lacks consistency and links
between processes. In addition, certain processes introduced by Lenta.ru and academics, are to be
explained or commented upon, such, for instance, as political activities of RLJ users,

commercialization of the platform or trial against Livejournal users.

To fill these gaps in the story, I turn to experts. In terms of grounded theory this is the final, most
focused data collection, where empirical material is chosen to meet the needs of the research, that have
emerged from the previous stages. Each interviewee was selected because of his/her relationship to
Russian Livejournal and, consequentially, specific knowledge of a certain sphere or angle of the
blogosphere. To give an example, Samson Sholademi was included in the selection in order to enrich
the story with an explanation of the advertisement introduction process, while Ilya Peresedov was

chosen to shed light on the political activism within Livejournal.

In addition there was a second criterion for choosing interviewees. During the previous parts of
analysis I have also discovered that popular RLJ bloggers can be divided into two main categories:
“pioneers”, i.e. those who started blogging in Russian language and have a “founder” authority, and,
secondly, users that have gained popularity in more recent years, when Livejournal became a wide-

spread phenomena in the Russian Internet. In order to get a fuller picture, I have set an aim to approach
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not only experts on different “angles” of Livejournal, but representatives of these two groups as well.
Having started the interview process I came to realise that participants of both ‘clusters’ are acquainted
with each other. This has led me to design the process of picking interviewees strategically. First,
have entered the network of “new experts” by contacting one representative of the group, Maxim
Alekseev® and, among other questions, asked to suggest other blogging experts to interview on
different perspectives in the history of Livejournal. Later, having their contacts from Alekseev and
having approached these people I confronted them with the same question. Most were happy to connect
me with specialists knowledgeable on a certain aspect of Russian blogosphere. I have learned that,
having once entered this network of contemporary Russian ‘intelligentsia’, one can reach dozens of
experts within a short period of time. On the other hand, I have also entered a sphere of personal
relationships, which alongside with sympathies and appreciation includes envy and dislike. It is

interesting to notice, that all the respondents are more or less wealthy men in their thirties or forties.

As to an overall process of interviews, as a native Russian speaker and RLJ blogger with nearly six
years of experience, | have had a significant advantage in conducting interviews, which was ensured by
knowledge of the specific RLJ jargon, famous personalities, events, processes and myths. Most of
respondents were very eager to share their knowledge and opinions on Russian Livejournal and almost

all conversations took longer then one hour.

According to the procedure of a narrative interview that has been described earlier, I have started each
interview with an open question intended motivate the interlocutor to start the process of storytelling.
The question invited the interviewee to tell the story of his own relationship with the blogging
community of Russia and produced very different results. Regardless of how fruitful was the answer to
this question it was almost always possible to continue from that point and proceed with further
inquiries on particular elements of the story. In most cases the respondents have themselves provided
theoretical accounts on the ‘meaning’ of the stories they have presented. During each interview I took
the courage to compliment the natural story respondent by asking them to explain certain developments
in Russian Livejournal history (such as co-called ‘monetization’). Nevertheless, this step was not
intrusive — if a responded had a personal connection the process or event he has included this in his
narrative in a natural way, while if he had no relation to the story element, the information provided

was not relevant.

¥ Blog of Alekseev can be found at the address: www.scandal_max.livejournal.com
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Although the aim of all conversations was the same — to help each respondent to tell the story of the
development of Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal, for every interviewee, the actual questions
and also specific subjects discussed differed. This difference was determined by characteristics of an
interviewee, such as profession and relation to Russian blogosphere of a given individual. It has
appeared that an open question such as “(...) could you tell a story of Russian Livejournal as you know
it” proved to be unsuccessful since different connotations interviewees had had for the word ‘history’.
For instance, Samson Sholademi had started mentioning the myths and legends that RLJ had gained
thought the years. Instead, as I have discovered, it is much more fruitful to start with a question on
personal relationship of a interviewee with Livejournal and then continue asking questions of “and
what has happened then” kind. What is more, I have found out that explaining my aim of being after ‘a
story of Livejournal’ helps interviewees to select particular facts or explanations of the vast amount of
knowledge they have on the topic and frame it so that a meaningful conversation of a semi-decent

length is possible.

Some findings have been surprising and made me change slightly the setting of my research right in a
middle of a conversation with an expert. Firstly, it is the inclusion of predictions about the future of
Livejournal. Since the initial aim was to create a history of the process, any kind of speculations were
not to be added. Yet many of the interviewees have mentioned possible future developments that are
part of the story they have provided. In this case it seemed perfectly reasonable to add this element in to
the analysis of the empirical material. Secondly, it is the inclusion of an event, which, at first, was not
in the selection of a time period for one obvious reason — it has happened after I have gathered data for
the first part of the research. This event is entrance of the President of the Russian Federation into
Russian Livejournal in the role of a blogger. I did not intend to include this in my story, nevertheless

almost all interviewees have mentioned as an indicator of one or the other process.

All interviews have been recorded to with a help of an audio cassette recorder and later written down
on paper. After the material has been transferred into a written form, it has been coded in accordance to

the research design in order to determine the Russian Livejournal story elements.

Further in this chapter I provide description and analysis of the story elements found in the information
provided by each expert. I also give some background information on the interviewees and the process

of interviewing since the selection of experts and actual conversation are a very significant, but, in
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many senses, invisible part of the empirical research conducted for this study. The analysis of

interviews is presented in a chronological order.

Samson Sholademi

The first interview was conducted with a famous ‘tysyachnik’ Samson Sholademi, who runs an RLJ

blog by the address www.sholademi.livejournal.com and is ‘friended’ by 3140 users.

In accordance with the procedures, provided by grounded theory, he was selected for the interviews on
the basis of his professional involvement into the Russian blogosphere. Connected with the advertising
and PR-campaigns of RLJ, Sholademi was considered potentially a good interviewee that could enrich
the story of Russian segment of Livejournal with details on so-called process of “monetization” which
has been a part of a story provided by Lenta.ru. Having joined Livejournal through political interest
Sholademi, initially a journalist got interested in becoming a popular blogger and through using various
tools of manipulation has gained a status of a ‘tysyachnik’. Later this popularity and ability to
manipulate opinions of the blogosphere has brought him an opportunity to work for an advertising

company in the position dealing with promotion within the blogosphere.

Sholademi: characters

Sholademi enriches the character of RLJ elite — these are people from Moscow, St. Petersburg and

classic countries of immigration of Russian intelligentsia — United States and Israel.

Although Sholademi speaks of a changing nature or RLJ and different generation within its
development he ads another dimension to RLJ community. In his view this community is a
continuation of Internet users, which, in their turn are ‘anarchic’ — they oppose any structure that tries
to impose any type of hierarchic system. He mentions that RLJ is a community where one can discuss
political news and opinions while these debates are eliminated in bigger media. RLJ is compared the
important meme of Soviet reality ‘the kitchen” — the only place where during the censorship of Soviet
Union it was possible to discuss political opinion in the privacy of ones own flat. As to the level of
political discussion, Sholademi describes it on two levels. On one hand, RLJ is more political then
other language blogospheres. On the other, among RLJ users only five per cent are discussing political

issues regularly. Another new character, bloggers that have entered after 2006. They are opposed to the
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first ‘inhabitants of the platform’ as having lower moral criteria, being less concerned about the ethical

rules of blogging , having different motives and also genres of blogging.

Sholademi: events

All in all, Sholademi brings in more details on how and why advertisement appeared in RLJ and what
happened when being ‘tysyachnik’ became a virtue in itself. He ‘melts’ both stages of SUP FABRIK
involvement in Livejournal into one event and understands appearance of advertising within RLJ as
natural event occurring from both growth of popularity of Livejournal in Russian society and the
appearance of SUP FABRIK company. The main idea of the story that Sholademi introduces is the
shift of generation, that was clear to happen around 2006, when blogging became fashionable in

Russia.

According to Sholademi, the first increase of the amount of bloggers has happened in 2005, when
number of ‘tysyachniki’ started to grow rapidly. This was the first indicator of the change in RLJ.

2006 and 2007 are the years when Livejournal has become significantly different. Then it became clear
that the generations of RLJ bloggers have changed, with ‘Runet elite’ leaving the service for good and
new group of bloggers entering. At that point Livejournal became a popular topic of mass media
attention. Television programmes and newspapers have reported on the existence of Livejournal and
blogging in general, which has pushed the service into the domain of pop-culture. Many people have

started considering it “fashionable” to run an RLJ blog.

The new generation of bloggers that has entered after 2006 was very different from the ‘old elite’.
Firstly, they did not know the myths and legends that have surrounded the previous elite group of first
RLIJ users, had different values in comparison to the previous generation — had nothing against being
paid for advertising certain entries in their blog. Secondly, they have started using various techniques to
artificially increase the amount of people who have ‘friended’ them and become ‘tysyachniki’. The
‘tysyachniki’ development was described before, but Sholademi adds that this, alongside with
developments that will be explained later, has ‘blurred’ the communicational bases of the platform and
scared away the old ‘RLJ elite’ who have either left the platform in favour of ‘stand-alone’ blogs or
have stopped blogging at all. Old ‘elite’ bloggers have refused to catch up with new ways of popularity
gaining, which has led to their disappearance from the scene. They then have been replaced by the new

popular bloggers, who have gained popularity through flash-mobs and different populist campaigns.
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There is also another crucial difference between the two periods. Before the major shift of 2006 one
had to work hard on his/her entries and update a blog for more then one year to reach an amount of one
thousand people who have ‘friended’ this user. After, as it was already noted, all sorts of tools have

been developed to artificially receive this number.

The first event that has lead to RLJ being ‘monetized’ has been described by Sholademi as follows.

In the same period Russia-based company SUP FABRIK has bought (firstly, in 2006 — acquired rights
for the Cyrillic segment and then, in 2007, bought the whole platform) the Livejournal service and
organized a party, where the founder of Livejournal Brad Fitzpatrik has been brought to from
California. This point in time Sholademi marks as the representation of the gap between altruistic and
commercial embodiments of RLJ community. Bloggers have realised, that they can gain profit from the
activity that previously they have been involved in with no benefit. The process has developed and in
the middle of 2007 many bloggers have started receiving offers to write entries that would include
advertisement. From the beginning of 2008 this has become a norm. This ‘monetization’ of RLJ has
changed the nature of blogging within RLJ — bloggers have stopped to use their creative energy to

produce entries that they would not have received money for from a potential advertiser.

An entertaining fact is that one of the first famous bloggers to mention advertising in the context of
RLJ was Sholademi himself. He and his friend, another a popular ‘tysyachnik’ Maxim Aleksandrov
(interviewed for this research as well) have staged a joke within the RLJ community. Sholademi has
published an entry where he complimented Aleksandrov in various ways and on the next day updated
the information with a note that the entry was, in fact, an advertisement. He said that fee was $50 and
anyone else who also wants to get promoted in this journal can e-mail him. Later he has revealed that
the whole thing was a joke aiming at manipulation of the RLJ users. Both Sholademi and Aleksandrov
have told me that they did not expect anyone to believe such nonsense. In a short time both have
received hundreds of angry comments and, to their surprise, several business offers. Both Aleksandrov
and Sholademi note this as a first advertisement-related RLJ scandal and an important point in the

development of the ‘monetization’ process.

The next major stage of development takes place in 2008, when RLIJ has stopped growing. This has
happened because all people that have been potentially interested in blogging have started a
Livejournal or any other blogging service account. People who just enter the potential ‘blogger’ age

now (fresh school graduates, first year university students) are not drawn to Livejournal anymore; they
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have a new ‘hype’ thing on horizon — classic social networking sites such as odnoklassniki.ru or
vkontakte.ru. Those who still come to Livejournal do not perform an active role in the life of

blogosphere.

Currently, RLJ is used by what Sholademi calls “youth politics’. Small, often radical, parties, such as a
“Movement Against Illegal Immigration” right after being formed, have developed a high activity in
Russian segment of Livejournal. Although RLJ users as a group are not ‘political’, those small parties
had managed to create an impression that they have large number of supporters, while in reality all
flow of entries and comments, related to the topics important for the party, is often a job of three to four

people.

In 2009 Dmitry Medvedev became a blogger, which is an indicator of popularity if Livejournal in
Russian society. As to Sholademi, this is a crucial stage in the development of RLIJ: “everyone has

arrived now; it is a right time to leave and search for a new place”.

During our conversation Sholademi has repeatedly integrated the story of Russian Livejournal into
what he has introduced as a typical path that any development of any kind of tool follows. First a tool is
a unique artefact that only selected few that belong to the elite can use. Then this tool gets fashionable
and suddenly many start using it, bringing it to the mainstream. Then when large numbers of people
spend a lot of their time using this tool they try to find ways to gain profit from it and as a result this
tool becomes commercialized. At the same time the early users of the tool abandon it, not being able to

use it in the same way.

Approaching it from the theory of narrative by Bal this development is, in an essence, a fabula. Basic
actors cause events which chrono(logically) follow each other. This is unexpected turn of evens —
starting the research I have not predicted that in their own analysis of events experienced, the
interviewees would have provided not just the story elements, but the ready-made fabula. On the other
hand, this finding is hard to treat as unusual since narratives are believed to be the primary way humans

structure their life experiences.
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Ilya Peresedov

Ilya Peresedov, who runs a Livejournal blog by the address www.peresedov.livejournal.com and is

‘friended’ by 2515 RLJ users, was included in the ‘experts’ selection in order to enrich the story of
Russian Livejournal with the perspective on political activism in RLJ as well as media connections.
Peresedov is, like Sholademi, an RLJ blogger who has entered Livejournal quite late, i.e. two years ago
when the platform has already become popular. Being interested in politics he was reporting on various
events, including the St. Petersburg “March of Descent”. Later he, as well as Sholademi, managed to
use it in order to promote his own career. In his own words, he now is “an editor-in-chief of the first
on-line television channel in Russia.”” Moreover, Peresedov has an experience of involvement in

activities of political parties within Livejournal.

Peresedov: characters

As to the character of RLJ, this interviewee divides it into various groups, i.e. different generations of
RLJ users and different elites or popular users within those generations. The main transition here is
different moral stands in accordance to ethics of blogging that different generations have. The later is
the time in the development of Livejournal, the less self-regulatory and more open-minded bloggers are

towards paid advertisement entries and political campaigning.

Russian nation

Peresedov mentions, that the RLJ is characteristic only for Russian socio-political culture which is
rooted in the peculiarities of the Russian nation. The nation in itself has special relationship to the
written word. While in the English-speaking Internet the main focus of interest are very short texts
(e.g., “Twitter”), sound or video files, Runet is more concentrated on longer text — even video as a
genre of Internet communication is not yet well developed. “The culture itself is like this, they like to
chat in Russia”. In this sense Peresedov connects RLJ with the epistolary genre Russian literature in
19™ and 20™ centuries. Also, Russians are described as lacking the culture of political protest, which is

reason for RLJ not having any influence on the political scene of the country.

? Peresedov is the editor-in-chief of the on-line television channel http://russia.ru/ .
-51 -


http://www.peresedov.livejournal.com/
http://russia.ru/

Power structures

Unlike in the story by Lenta.ru or other stories, power elite realizes how important is RLJ and Internet
overall, tries to do something to participate in this communicational field. On the other hand, it does not
know how to approach the on-line world in the correct way and for this reason leaves the sphere

unregulated.

Peresedov: events

Peresedov also speaks about the change of generations of RLJ users, but explains it with different
processes, for instance, the limited amount of discussion topics. In addition, he presents conflict
relationship between different generations. Most importantly, Peresedov again supports the “elite tool-
media pays attention- masses enter” story which seems so far to be the only storyline that most of the

narrators analysed have in common, enriching it with new details on different kinds of advertisement.

The ‘Runet elite’, according Peresedov, is a “first wave’ of RLJ users and is a separate subculture. The
way this small community used Livejournal was very peculiar and it was understood as a private tool
of communication between the people of this subculture. Already in 2002 the ‘second wave’ appeared
— these were people, still interested professionally in the Internet, but lacking same levels of creativity
and originality. They have turned Livejournal into the ‘generator of anecdotes and stories’. With the
arrival of the ‘second wave’ the political climate RLJ had changed as well. If the early adopters were,
as it already has been noticed before, intelligentsia-like: liberal in their views but considered it impolite
to quarrel on political topics, the representatives of the next generation were more daring and
provocative, they have brought both conservative and radical opinions that were alien to the ‘first
wave’. It should be noted here — Peresedov limits the time RLJ was the community of selected few to

practically the period of maximum two years.

The ‘third wave’ of RLJ users comes when RLJ enlarges significantly and becomes a very diverse
platform which connected everyone. At that point RLJ starts to exist in accordance with principles of
the Internet itself — as a set of interconnected clusters, a service for masses. In this context ‘old-timers’

suddenly find themselves as only one of the subcultures of this diverse field while the RLJ community
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itself is a large group of very un-sophisticated people. As Peresedov himself puts it, ‘a bunch of

housewives; random people, who are not connected to Internet in any way’.

In this new setting people who strive to become popular have to be interesting to large numbers of very
different people. This leads to the turn in the development of Livejournal, that other sources of the
story have given as well — the heroes of contemporary RLJ are populists, who are ready to please large
audiences. Here Peresedov adds another feature of this process of RLJ growth. Previously it has been
noted, that ‘first wave’ adopters have left Livejournal when it entered mainstream, but as this expert
adds, they have also developed negative opinions against what previously has been labelled as a ‘new

elite’: “The speak of us, as of spineless, unprincipled scum who tries to be liked by everyone”.

During the ‘third wave’ various things happened. Firstly, with the gain of popularity of Livejournal in
2006, many Kremlin and opposing structures had entered Russian Livejournal in order to promote their
opinions and stands in the blogosphere. In order to achieve this aim they have hired RLJ users (even
the popular ones), some have employed individuals to create many different journals and involve in
discussions pretending to be different people. Peresedov describes this process in the following way:
“If you spend a certain amount of time in Livejournal, write on political topics and are not a complete
psychopath, sooner or later you will meet someone who is actually doing politics. If in the course of
half a year you will be leaving sensible comments to the Livejournal blog of, let us say, Nemtsov, he or
someone of his team will we aware of your existence. Then at some point you will be offered to do the
same thing but with an aim of popularizing certain views and opinions, bringing some entries to the
“Yandex Top’ and so on. As far as I know, everyone who is involved in Livejournal on a regular basis
has received such offers. I myself first started receiving offers to work as a columnist for some

publications and later — political and commercial advertisement offers”.

The reason for this development is the following. As to the political elite, for a long time it has been
actively working in order to make the process of information exchange in the country very predictable
and transparent for itself. At that point in time, when RLJ became an important platform of
communication with 10 millions of literate people, the power elite could not afford to ignore it, so it
chose to enter it. As Peresedov puts it: “if the process can’t be stopped, it should be lead”.

As to the representatives of the opposition, the emergence of RLJ as a powerful platform has offered
them possibilities to voice opinions, which were not allowed on the biggest (semi)state-controlled

channels. This has turned RLJ at its ‘third wave’ stage in the platform for political discussion in
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Russian society, the only place to freely share political opinions, by 2006 representatives of all political
spectrum have appeared in RLJ. In this sense Peresedov calls Russian Livejournal ‘the heart of Runet’
meaning a centre of all on-line events, the main nod of the Russian Internet. Similarly as Sholademi,
Peresedov notes, although hosting representatives of all political forces, large part of RLJ is ignorant

about the political content of Russian Livejournal.

The second significant ‘third wave’ development was the introduction of the so-called ‘Yandex Top’ —
the top of the most discussed blog entries in the Russian blogosphere'’. Some have quickly understood
the algorithm of indexation — the ‘Yandex Top’ mainly includes entries to which there has been the
greatest amount of links. It is quite possible to ‘trick’ the indexation and artificially bring a certain
entry into the top. Although advertisement entries have appeared in the ‘Yandex Top’ very soon after

the tool was introduced, now the share of entries that were paid for is 50 per cent.

These two developments (entrance of political forces and ‘Yandex Top’) have made RLJ less
interesting, it has turned from the platform fro un-restricted communication into the space where
people ‘are repeating the same things for money’. According to Peresedov, commercialisation and
entrance of political forces have destroyed RLJ as it was ‘before’ — free and spontaneous. Generally,
growth and expansion of RLJ have lead to the fact that it has lost its peculiarity, merged with the
Russian Internet and became, in the end, both a small projection of the whole of Russian Internet and

an indicator of the tendencies of Runet.

Peresedov provides a development of the story for the future of RLJ. Politicians of 10-15 years from
now will all be present times RLJ active politically-minded users. This will influence their thinking

patterns, reasoning manner and gradually change something about the Russian politics.

In addition to the story elements, Peresedov introduces two kinds of fabulas according to which
Russian Livejournal develops. The first one refers to the development of the whole service in the
course of time: he speaks of development of any phenomenon, which has four stages. Firstly, it is
searching for the ways to manifest itself, then it starts to reveal itself, next it systematizes itself and,

finally, dies. Currently RLJ is going through the systematization stage.

' The “Yandex Top’ is available at: http://blogs.yandex.ru/entries/
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The second fabula is the scenario of public discussion which explains the change of generations of
bloggers within Livejournal. A blogger who wants to gain popularity has to discuss (write entries,
comment) a certain number of issues that are always popular: gay rights, abortion, the evaluation of the
Soviet past, etc. After one an a half year of active discussion a blogger gets tired of these topics and
stops being active while the new ones take the baton from him/her. This creates tension between ‘new’
and ‘old’ bloggers are of the opinion that they have already discussed all topics in a better way. On the
other hand, bloggers who have the ability to repeatedly discuss the same topics get hired by political

forces to promote certain agendas.

There is also a fabula element Peresedov speaks about. In his view, in the process of development of
any communicational platform, as soon as it becomes popular, appear people, who are ready to pay for
distributing something through it. According to this fabula stories of both television and Russian

Livejournal develop.

Oleg Kozyrev

Oleg Kozyrev is another blogger in the line of, if to speak in the terms of previous interview analysed,
‘third wave’ RLJ celebrities. A professional journalist, he has entered Livejournal in 2005 and gained
huge popularity in 2006 after composing a series of humorous short stories “Notes of a Freezing
Muscovite” during an abnormally cold winter of the same year. Later he has found a publisher through
RLJ and issued “Notes” as book. This provided him with a career as a professional writer. Initially,
Kozyrev was chosen to bring the aspect of the creative elite and its relationship to Livejournal, but, as it
has appeared during the course of the interview, he could provide a story of political influence of RLJ
and its consequences in the society. Kozyrev runs a Livejournal blog at the address http://oleg-

kozyrev.livejournal.com/ and is ‘friended’ by 3247 other users.

Kozyrev: characters

Kozyrev adds one seemingly important detail to the character of RLJ users. They, according to the

expert, are aware and alarmed about a very uncertain status of their blogs which do not belong to them,
but to the Livejournal administration. In case the blog gets suspended for some reason, RLJ users loose
an important part of their personality and work, the significance of which is even higher, given the state

of media censorship in Russia. This quality is, according to Kozyrev, the main reason for the active
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protests of RLJ users in the response to any actions by Livejournal administration — the story element

that I have found previously during the first stage of analysis.

All media, power structures and capital actors in realise the potential of Russian blogosphere with RLJ
as its core and are quite knowledgeable of this sphere. They wish to maintain the influence and for this

reason follow the on-line developments.

Kozyrev: events

Mainly Kozyrev tells the story of the general development of socio-political influence of blogging in
Russia. During the interview the expert has mainly spoken of ‘blogosphere’ or ‘Russian blogosphere’,
but, at the same time, he admits that Livejournal is the core of the Russian blogosphere which makes it
a trendsetter of the Russian Internet. Currently, the final and very significant point of many of the
developments Kozyrev describes Dmitry Medvedev running a blog in the Livejournal platform.

Most generally, the idea of Gultung’s triangle can be used to explain how Kozyrev speaks about the
influence of the blogosphere. At a certain turning point in time, all three major pillars of, in this case
Russian, society (state, capital and the civil society) as well as media floating between the pillars, have
realised the influential potential of the blogosphere and had a wish to use it for their aims. Kozyrev
speaks of a slightly different turning point, the year 2005, unlike 2006 which is mentioned by other
bloggers interviewed. Previous interviewees spoke about the difference being set by entry of big
amounts of new users, which has followed the media attention. All together, Kozyrev presents a very
optimistic story of the growing influence of Livejournal which empowers individuals and bottom-up

movements.

The fist users of Livejournal that Kozyrev describes in the same way as previous interviewees
(educated, thinking and writing) have from the very beginning formed the core of RLJ and have been
attracting there similarly intellectual personalities. This has distinguished Russian Livejournal from
other social networks that have later appeared in Runet. On the other hand, the social network
component has distinguished RLJ community from English language blogosphere. Nevertheless, before

the turning point in the history of RLJ, the influence of the platform was limited only to its bloggers.

According to Kozyrev, things changed for Russian Livejournal in 2005 when the massive protest

events during the “Orange Revolution” in Kiev took place. The protests were widely reported in
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Russian media and Russians have seen a demonstration of the fact that in response to the actions of
politicians, citizens can organise something different with a help of horizontal communication and
change something in their lives. The “Orange Revolution” has boosted the interest of different groups
towards Livejournal as a medium of communication. First to come were supporters of democratic
ideas, later political extremists such as nationalists and Nazis also joined the community. This has
turned Russian Livejournal into what “Kozyrev” calls “a milieu that formulates problem questions in
the society, reacts to some events or mobilises people to react to the events”. In addition to that RLJ
had two very important and positive qualities — it had already quite a large amount of users and, at the

same time, was quite qualitative in terms of people presented here.

This influx of young activists has promoted the political and social significance of RLJ. It has
continued to increase and has lead to the arrival of professional Kremlin-hired political strategists, who
had a wish to promote the ideas of the ruling elite in the Russian blogosphere. Mainly, these were youth
branches of the ruling party such as “Nashi” and “The Young Guard”. Kozyrev even says that “in a
number of movements freshly recruited activists were strongly advised to start their own Livejournal

blog.”

Importance of the platform continued increasing and power structures tried to influence bloggers even
more — already during both duma (2007) and presidential (2008) elections most of ‘tysyachniki’ were
taken to different camps. For some promotion of a certain party corresponded to their ideological
stands while for the others it was just a paid job. In addition at the time of duma election a variety of
state structures have opened cooperation with Livejournal users, the first being the Central Election

Committee.

Political significance or RLJ has increased even further in the same year, when in august of 2008 RLJ
served as a ‘truth meter’ while both Russia and Georgia, engaged in war, have been waging propaganda
campaigns. RLJ bloggers were fast to dig in the facts and prove international media right or wrong.
Currently there is a number of official contacts between the power structures and RLJ bloggers —
invitations to meetings, events, etc. In addition, the semi-state owned company “Rosatom” engages in
some sort of interaction with bloggers — invites them to the power plants, tries to promote the benefits
of nuclear energy. As a very last event in the story of blogosphere-state relationship, Kozyrev voices an
assumption, that people who themselves occupy positions in state structures read blogs and respond

with action to what they find there.
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Kozyrev himself participated in a similar event, although related to a different political process. He has
commented in his RLJ blog on what he thought was an outrageous remark by the journalist of the state
television channel “Rossiya”. The journalist had called the assassination of the Serbian vice-premier
“deserved”. A Serbian journalist, who was a subscriber of Kozyrev’s blog, has disseminated this
information and caused a political scandal in Serbia. When shortly after this incident Medvedev, the
first vice-premier at that time, went with an official visit to Serbia and had to apologise for the

statement of the journalist.

After political forces have entered Livejournal, it became clear that blogs are a good medium to
mobilise people, connect them, influence some processes or just reach certain personal aims.

In 2006 the influence and power of blogosphere became obvious and media of the country had to ‘give
up’ and start using information provided in Livejournal in many ways. First, these were references to
facts disseminated by bloggers. Then, in 2007 (with the stabilizing of the trend in 2008) media started
actively use blogosphere processes as an event, e.g. publishing so-called ‘blogosphere reports’, where

they would describe the most discussed topics in Livejournal.

At the same time big media companies have entered in blogosphere themselves via different ways of
cooperation with Livejournal users. Webpages of newspapers allowed bloggers to leave comments
under their Livejournal nickname, incorporated different codes that would make it easier to publish the
link to an article, opened their own ‘representative blogs’ within Livejournal. In addition, most of
important television channels have created a position of ‘blog editor’ — a person who browses the
blogosphere for new ideas and opinions, as well as in search of people to interview. Some of these
media-related developments have been found also during the first part of empirical research — analysis
of Lenta.ru articles, but the logical connection between that and other events in the story has been

found only with the help of interviews.

Another result of the same process of increase of the Livejournal influence is the influx of money, both
politics- and business-related. As Kozyrev puts it, “when people saw that blogs can influence things
they wanted to pay for it”. It is important to mention, that alongside with media, politics and finance,
many famous and important people of Russian society have entered Livejournal after realising that they

could in some way benefit from participation in this influential communication platform.
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Throughout the development of Livejournal influence in the Russian society, the nature of RLJ itself
has changed as well. Kozyrev mentioned four different ways in which RLJ was transforming

Firstly, this initially amateur community has turned into a professional one — some bloggers have
developed almost professional blogging skills. Secondly, being firstly a community of individuals RLJ
turned into a community of different stronger citizen forces. Thirdly, Russian blogosphere has turned
into a field where a single individual can compete with big entities, such as corporations or state
structures within the RLJ an individual “can become more noticed and popular then all big and grave”.
Fourthly, RLJ is being gradually connected to the other language blogospheres. The engine that had
connected RLJ with the world blogosphere was YouTube.

Kozyrev pays big attention to the fact of the opening of a Livejournal blog by Dmitry Medvedev. This
is another point in two related processes. Firstly, ‘blog_medvedev’ is the continuation of the
intellectual core of RLJ, accumulating the intellectual force of the society. Secondly, it is an important
step in the response of power to the amount of influence that RLJ has — after Medvedev more state and
local level officials will follow. Russian Livejournal will continue to act as an influential agent in
Russian politics even further. For instance, at some point every state structure would have a hired
person to take care of representation of that institution in the blogosphere. Moreover, more politicians

of local as well as federal level will join Livejournal, as well as famous people of all kinds.

Among other predictions, the story of the future of Livejournal continues with more bloggers having
RLJ as their working place and further changing attitude towards money earning in the Russian
blogosphere. Although this is possible only if the Livejournal administration changes its policies
towards individual advertisement. As to the media direction of Russian blogosphere, Kozyrev predicts
the further convergence of media and blogosphere with bloggers being more and more included in the

work of traditional media or blogs becoming more media-like themselves.

Sergey Kuznetsov

The interview with Sergey Kuznetsov, who runs a blog at the address www.skuzn.livejournal.com and

is ‘friended’ by 1 117 other RLJ bloggers, has started a series of interviews with the ‘pioneers’ of
Russian Livejournal. He was one of the first people not only in Russian Livejournal, but also in the
whole of Runet. Kozyrev had been involved in various content projects of the Russian Internet as early

as in 1995-1996 and had been the part of the so-called ‘Runet’ elite that had later started blogging in
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Livejournal. For this reason he, as well as other ‘pioneers’, provides a valuable insight into the early
days of Russian blogosphere. Kozyrev was one of the first 100 bloggers of RLJ community, has written
the first publication about Livejournal in the Russian media. Currently the interviewee is working with
the Internet resources, including the advancement of information in the blogosphere. At the same time
Kuznetsov has very clear ideological stands on the permissibility of paid blog entries and other such
activity. “For a person with this kind of background I have a ridiculously small amount of readers. I

perfectly understand what needs to be done to increase it, but don’t want to.”

Kuznetsov: characters

Runet elite

According to this interviewee, participants of ‘Runet elite’ are not just the continuation of intelligentsia
and the cream of intellectual society of Moscow and originators of many activities of Russian Internet,
but also generally pioneers of Moscow city culture. For example, the person who has started the first
on-line publication of Runet, Zhurnal.ru portal, where many future RLJ-pioneers have met is also

responsible for introducing currently very popular network of clubs and cafes called “OGI”.

State-related characters

Kuznetsov denies the existence of a unified character that can be called ‘the state power’, ‘Kremlin’ or
in any other way. Instead, he suggests, there are a lot of different individuals and groups of individuals
who have different opinions on the freedom of speech in blogosphere, different level of knowledge
about the way new media functions as well as interests in relation to Livejournal. What is more, all of
them compete not against opposition parties, but against each other for a limited amount of founding
the state offers. As an example of this competition Kuznetsov mentions relationship between the
publishing house Kommersant, which belongs to businessman Alisher Usmanov, who is believed to
have strong Kremlin connections and the youth movement ‘Nashi’. ‘Nashi’ have organized DOS-
attacks on the Kommersant servers, although in theory both of them can be branded as ‘Kremlin’
structures. Non-existence of the ‘Kremlin’ character explains the lack of consistent relationship or
conflict between the state and RLJ or, for that matter, Internet as a whole. What is more, those of state
related characters that do enter RLJ and try to act within it become a part of community and act within
the same rules and tactics as the rest — there is no substantial difference between the communication

patterns of ‘Nashi’ and The Movement Against [llegal Immigration as Livejournal bloggers.
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Political power elite

Kuznetsov contradicts to many ‘storytellers’ of this thesis in his assessment of the power elite. “It is not
that Soviet Union has suddenly happened in Russia. Those with power today are not the same people as
in 1983, they understand that if individuals discuss politics online, it does not mean, that they will go to
the streets tomorrow.” They are not paranoid scared of descent, but, at the same time, aware of the
ways in which blogosphere can be used. This description of a character explains how the trials against
various RLJ users (have been included in the story by Lenta.ru) are completely detached from the

attempts to censor blogosphere.

Kuznetsov: events

In explaining the way Livejournal had developed in Russia, Kuznetsov goes even beyond everyone else
and explains the success of Livejournal with the background of the creator of the piece of computer
code that has defined the ways in which Livejournal has been used, Brad Fitzpatrick and the social
structure of Soviet society. Fitzpatrick has subconsciously projected the way in which the society he
lived in (California, U.S.A) was organized: “Around silicon valley the society is highly fragmented.
That is every person belongs to various groups with which he or she connects his/her identity. On one
hand, he is Italian American, on the other programmer and also, let uss say, homosexual or transgender.
Livejournal is organized in the same way and the existence of this structure enables an individual to
present himself not as another person, but as a part of the group. It provides the possibility of social
action — individuals can join in the fight for the rights of a particular group, because they are united
accordingly.” USA society is structured in itself and citizens do not have to seek for such tools on-line.
Whereas in Russia few groups were officially recognised during its Soviet past, such tool was destined
for popularity. With this pre-condition of the popularity of Livejournal.com Kuznetsov contributes very
precisely to the story of Gorny, who suggests, that ‘Russians have ‘hacked’ Livejournal’. In the present
story, Russians have merely uncovered the true structure of this blogging service, undiscovered by its

initial audience — young California students.

As well as other sources, Kuznetsov emphasizes the link between Runet pioneers and the beginning of
Livejournal in Russia. By the year 2000 all ‘Runet elite’ representatives, who previously, in the early
days of Russian Internet, have been producing content voluntarily, have been involved in different
commercial projects and paid for their writings. This has limited their ability to freely express opinions

and publish any text they wanted to share. According to Kuznetsov, at that point ‘Runet elite’ has been
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willing to find a tool for free and un-limited publishing of texts and interpersonal communication. For
this reason, when one of the participants of this group, Roman Leibov, has discovered Livejournal,

‘Runet elite’ was happy to “move in” there.

The first 100 Russian-speakers that have arrived in Livejournal were the representatives of this
creative, educated elite consisted of people in humanities, social sciences and computing professionals,
who shared a virtual space between Moscow and Tartu, where Roman Leibov worked as a professor of
Russian philology. Most of them were ambitious, in their early 30s and connected with journalism.

The process of enlarging of RLJ at this stage was highly personal: “I helped to start a blog to many
friends. We have been hanging around in the city, drinking and chatting and at some point I dragged

them into the Internet-café, started a Livejournal blog for them, introduced with the ways to use it”.

Many previously noted that this condensed community of interconnected educated elite has sent the
tone of further communication in Russian Livejournal, Kuznetsov explains how did this connection
take place. From the very beginning an average RLJ user was ‘friended’ by a lot of other bloggers and
had a ‘broadcast’ format of the journal. What is more, his/her audience consisted of members of the
same community and blogging itself was a tool of communication in-between a large group of friends.
Consequently, the main criteria for an entry would be —what would one like to share with the rest of
community. And since this ‘rest of community’ consisted of intelligentsia-like people, only a specific
type of entries could have been embraced by the rest of bloggers. Another defining element was the
sociability of the first RLJ users — this has set the tradition of having many comments to entries. At the
same time the moral climate of RLJ was such that every single blog was felt to be a very private and
intimate tool of communication. Generally, all processes, described further, took place in a stage that is
very commonly understood by sources analysed so far as the beginning stage of the RLJ story
(although Kuznetsov finds the beginning earlier). At this stage Livejournal served as “a platform on

which journalists, writers and Internet-figures lived”.

By 2002-2003 the process of Russian Livejournal being accepted by mass media and socio-political
influence has started. Nevertheless these developments were clear only to those, who where ‘inside’ the
Livejournal. Starting from that period RLJ had been becoming a property of other social groups then its
founders and the formation of civil society on a local level took place. This is how the expert explains
the growth of RLJ users and the loss of the initial special community of Livejournal: “First, if you meet

a person who has a Livejournal blog, you feel him or her socially close to you. Then, you knew — all
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people that were more or less like you were a part of RLJ. Now having and RLJ blog means just having

an Internet access.”

This third stage was fully in place by 2007. Then extremist politics, opposition and Kremlin entered
Russian Livejournal at once. This increase in the political significance of Livejournal has resulted in
the purchase of the whole service by the Russian company SUP FABRIK, which then started investing
in the development of the service. Here Kuznetsov introduces the version of Russian Livejournal story
that resonates with fears voiced by RLJ users who have protested against the purchase of the blogging
service by SUP FABRIK and other later activities by the company. That is, the purchase of Livejournal
is directly connected with the power institutions of Russia. Generally, all respondents have marked
purchase of Livejournal by SUP FABRIK as an important event in the Livejournal story in Russia, but

only some had such far-reaching explanations.

This element of the story again incorporates Livejournal into the general story of Russian Internet.
According to Kuznetsov, in a given point in time the forces inside Kremlin have felt that Internet is a
very powerful force in Russian society and it should not be controlled by forces potentially opposing
the state. This was just a fear of a probable turn of events, although nothing would point at that
direction. For this reason political power had a wish to secure itself against the revolutionary potential
of the Internet by having loyal businessmen involved financially in the Internet business, so if the
dangerous moment arrived the control over new media could be established. “This is not for the

establishment of censorship, but to be sure that it will not be realized by others.”

Two examples of this are the most popular search engine in Russian Internet, Yandex and Livejournal.
The case of Yandex Kuznetsov describes as following: “the head of Yandex has said ‘I will issue a
special ‘golden’ asset that does not give any special right to its owner, but the right to block any major
purchase deal. This asset I will sell to a governmental structure. This will not allow the state to control
Yandex, but give them the guarantee that it will not be bought by their potential enemies’.” The same
scenario has been realised with the purchase of Livejournal. Some time later SUP FABRIK has sold
part of Livejournal assets to the Kommersant publishing house, partially owned by Kremlin-related
businessmen Alisher Usmanov. This deal was presented in the story by Lenta.ru as well, although it did

not have a logical connection to other events.
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Both state powers related and oppositional political groups as well as business-related advertisers,
according to Kuznetsov, have been and are using the same methods of public opinion manipulation
which has changed RLJ itself. Mainly, different became ‘the climate of trust’, e.g. on an individual
level RLJ users stopped perceiving other RLJ users as trustworthy per se: “its impossible to exist in the
community of thousands of people and have the same level of trust as when it consisted of 100
members only”. In a response to such hostile environment RLJ users have organized themselves in
smaller communities, where the level of trust, again, is high. This fragmentation of RLJ and its
transformation from a united community into the cluster of hundreds of smaller ones has been
described by Eugene Gorny in his paper, analysed previously. In this, interview, however, the logical

link between the socio-political developments and the nature of RLJ has been introduced.

In the end of the day, the real socio-political influence of Russian Livejournal is a result of a simple
practice of blogging combined with the social networking element that Livejournal platform offers.
Individuals, who have been actively discussing various issues within Livejournal, grow to have a

different kind of consciousness, which gradually will come to change society in one way or another.

Kuznetsov introduces a kind of fabula. In his mind, the development of Livejournal follows the same
line of development as the Runet has. First it was the tool for the self-expression of small group of
people. Later this group of people grew which has lead to the arrival of political groups and later —
businesses. At that point the initial adopters of the tool try to find another way to communicate with

each other and leave the platform.

Anton Nossik

Nossik, whose most popular Livejournal blog can be found at the address

www.dolboeb.livejournal.com , is ‘friended’ by 14 924 other RLJ users and has a very impressive

record as an activist of Runet and Livejournal. He was one of the firs participants of the first network of
electronic pre-Internet network Fidonet, collaborated with the first Internet provided in Russia,
“Cityline”. Nossik is an author of the first blog-like project of Runet: “The Evening Internet”. Later he
was the president of once great Runet search engine -“Rambler”, the editor of the Lenta.ru portal and
the news site newsru.com. At the time when Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal has reached its
peak, Nossik has been hired by the company SUP FABRIK to manage Livejournal-related questions.

Currently Nossik is the editor-in-chief of the business news portal bmf.ru. Nossik can be considered the
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most knowledgeable interviewee of the selection of this thesis — he is one of the most read RLJ
bloggers, has been working for one of the main characters of the story — SUP FABRIK, and at the same

time, is a classic representative of ‘Runet elite’ and ‘old RLJ elite’

Nossik: characters

Runet elite

This is a subculture of ‘guide people’, who have been providing the first users of Internet with the
information on what is new in the Internet, since back then the indexation of pages by search engines in
Russian Internet was extremely slow. These were people whose entries thousands of others were

reading in order to realise what was new and interesting in the Internet.

RLJ

This character is viewed by Nossik very differently then by any other expert. In his view, RL] — is a
limitless amount of subcultures, acting on its own terms and which are connected to each other only via
belonging to the same platform. These are not just communities of people with shared interests, but
also RLJ users with different aims of running a blog, different ethical standards and values. In this
setting, the so-called ‘old RLJ elite’ is just one of subcultures, while active bloggers that try to protest
against changes in Livejournal or political activists — the other. In this way Nossik denies the existence
of any kind of united RLJ community, having shared features. Consequently, all the actions by RLJ
users are merely the manifestations of interests of current subculture and not of the RLJ as a whole.
“RL1J users are as much un-united as people who are watching ‘Dr. House’ series. They will or have
already seen a certain amount of episodes, but it does not mean, that they have a common standpoint in

relation to any question.”

Nossik presents new characters as well. First of them he ironically calls ‘new forms of life’ outside
Livejournal — these are people who, not being interested in Livejournal as a communicational platform,
have in one or the other way involved themselves in the blogosphere in order to achieve own aims.
Secondly, there are the early readers of RLJ community blogs, who could not, at first, join Livejournal

because of the restricted access to the platform.
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Nossik: events

Generally, Nossik offers a very different story of Russian Livejournal — driven by chance, business

decisions, rules of mere logic and communication tools development fabulas.

In 2000, at the dawn of RLJ the market of computer mediated media was very limited — new tools were
rare and most of them suffered from the point of view of usability. For this reason, the ‘early adopters’
were accustomed to try out every single platform that came around to be well informed and stay in the
social group. Accordingly, ‘Runet elite’ participants did the same with one of the few new tools for
communication — blogging, which first entered Russian language segment of the Internet represented
by Livejournal. As Nossik states, neither he, nor the rest of the ‘pioneers’ were interested in a
possibility of self-publishing, reaching wider audience or any other quality of Livejournal. Their only
motivation was to test a new technology, play around with the tool. Mostly the reason is that all of
‘Runet elite’ at the time member have already been writing for various different Internet publications

and didn’t need an extra option of self-expression.

Yet at a certain point in time, when all of ‘Runet elite’ had gathered at Livejournal, without any of
them individually having a need for it, they have turned LJ into a common space of communication
with each other which appeared to be more comfortable then the previous platforms these individuals
have used. More and more ‘Runet elite’ participants have entered and that way RLJ was born to be a
set of people, whose writings were interesting to read. Therefore the ‘pioneers’ have developed some
kind of routine of reading Livejournal blogs and as a consequence RLJ has became the best of the
communication methods and self-publishing tools. “And it was Livejournal where all of them have
stayed. Or, rather, us” This formation of a ‘Russian core’ Nossik sees as the first main point of the

development of Livejournal.

At the next stage of RLJ development, in the beginning of 2002, ‘pioneers’ started inviting to
Livejournal everyone whom they would like to start a blog and become a reader of that blog. This
elitist process of selection has created what in the story by Peresedov was labelled as a ‘Second Wave’.
It has to be said, then existent system of ‘invites’ contributed to the fact that at the end of this stage RLJ
has turned into an ‘elite media club’. By the end of 2002 all the journalistic community has moved to

Livejournal.
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In 2003 a ‘pre-third wave’ (if to continue comparison with Peresedov) has taken place — Russian
Livejournal was a common space where one could find many interesting texts to read. At the same time
the sense of social connectivity, which was already mentioned here before, with other RLJ users
existed — Livejournal was perceived as a place where the people alike meet. At that stage also print
media started mentioning Livejournal and first RLJ-celebrities came to the full shape. At this large

numbers of people were just mere readers of interesting blogs.

Another crucial point of development Nossik sees in 2005, when Livejournal service has been brought
from its founder, Brad Fitzpatrick, by the commercial company Six Apart. The profit-driven company
abolished the restrictive system of registration (so-called ‘invites’) and anyone could register oneself a

blog within Livejournal without any restrictions. This has started many significant processes.

Large masses of people, who were just reading interesting blogs, have started their own. This has
boosted the size of Russian Livejournal extremely. According to Nossik, the entry of big groups of
people into Livejournal did not change the nature of RLJ. The reason is that during the previous years
of its development, the elite of RLJ formed a strong core of interesting blogs which remained to supply
RLJ with interesting content. Only the ‘moral climate’ of RLJ has changed for with more people the
culture of communication has changed, but the function of RLJ as a collection of interesting blogs has
not disappeared. The massive growth of RLJ population in 2005/2006 has been noted by many
interviewees as an important step in the development of Livejournal, although Nossik has connected it

to the business developments made by the company owing Livejournal.

After 2005 the commercialisation of Livejournal has started, which Nossik connects to the new,
completely commercial way of governing Livejournal. Nevertheless, neither this, nor the introduction
of “Yandex Top’ had a significant influence on Livejournal. Unlike many others, Nossik does not
connect the introduction of the ‘Yandex Top’ with the strive of RLJ users for popularity or bigger
amounts of readers and attempts to popularize certain entries. “This can be compared to the appearance
of a score-board in football matches. It did not cause teams to try to score. They have tried to score
more goals even when the count was made by referee bending his fingers. Now there is this score-
board which can be seen even outside the stadium. New audience has appeared, it is ready to follow the
game and even bet some money on it.” Entrance of commerce and ‘Yandex Top’, which, others have

said, has changed Russian Livejournal, in the story by Nossik, has just given rise to new “forms of life*
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and new related businesses that started using Livejournal in their interests and subcultures of RLJ itself.

The general transformation of Livejournal itself with the arrival of large numbers of users and
commercialisation, Nossik sees as one small subculture starting the blogosphere and with the arrival of
more participants, the blogosphere gave space to more subcultures. “If you have a popular football
club, you have people who assure that the stadium gets tickets bought the evening when the team plays,
people who assure the ratings of the channel that shows the match of the team, people who are ready to
invest money in that team.” But, in the end, the arrival of none of these subcultures changed the

patterns of behaviour of other RLJ bloggers.

The last important point in the story of Livejournal is the involvement of company SUP FABRIK in
2007, which has started the process of ‘cyrillization’ — adoption of Livejournal to the needs of the
Russian-speaking audience. However, full understanding of whether this event has led to positive or
negative changes in the platform can be obtained in, at least, two years when it will be seen if SUP

FABRIK has interrupted the development of RLJ or fostered it.

Nossik gives a different version of events, related to the relationship between SUP FABRIK and RLJ
that have been included into stories previously. Firstly, the involvement of the state power elite into the
purchase of Livejournal by SUP FABRIK is denied by Nossik. In his version, SixApart was willing to
sell Livejournal as a ‘non-specialized’ property and was seeking for the one ready to buy it. By that
time SUP FABRIK has already had rights to administrate the Russian language of the platform and was
not willing to risk loosing this deal if Livejournal would be sold out to a different owner. For this
reason SUP FABRIK has decided to buy the whole of Livejournal itself and since it did not have the
necessary funding, had to search for investors. The available investor was Alisher Usmanov, who has
already entered the story of Livejournal previously. In the further development of Livejournal after
SUP FABRIK becoming its owner, no traces of any kind of ‘Kremlin influence’ have been noticed.
Here we find a very good example of two versions of the same event. In one variant the purchase of
Livejournal by SUP FABRIK was an entirely commercial decision, in the other — a third character,

state structures, had entered the relationship.

Secondly, Nossik gives his version of an event, included in the Lenta.ru story, when SUP FABRIK has
attempted to remove the option to run a ‘basic account’ (no advertisement blocs on the side, no extra

functions). In Lenta.ru, this relationship has developed so that the initiative by SUP FABRIK was
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prevented by RLJ community who has actively protested against it with means of boycott. In the
version of Nossik there was never an intention to remove the ‘basic account’ at all, but slightly change
the process of registration, so that this type of account would be only available post factum after
registration. SUP FABRIK has made a mistake and wrongly coordinated this change so that RLJ users
got the wrong impression of what was happening. As to the boycott, it has been a mere manifestation of
a small subculture of active RLJ users, who, for the reasons of self-popularization, organize protests
against anything. The action of these users was very small and insignificant, did not affect the most part

of RLJ and did not cause any change in the plans of SUP FABRIK which did fulfil its initial plan.

Nossik presents a fabula into the story of Livejournal. According to him, the development and
popularity of each technological instrument which does not have its own value depends heavily on
chance. In the case of social networks and blogging platforms the chance consists of a big amount of
interesting people that use the service in question, which then attracts more and more potential users.

In short, the fabula is as follows: the communicational tool is developed; by chance the initial group of
users appears to be for some reason interesting to bigger amounts of people, who then start using the
service. This starts a kind of dissemination which Nossik call a virus-like — more and more people enter
the platform since everyone else they know is using it and the tool becomes a part of their social life.
Development of almost all world social networks follows this fabula — MySpace has first attracted
independent musicians who were followed by their listeners; the number one social network of the
world, Facebook, has spread first through American college students. In this case Livejournal has
initially accumulated a core of interesting blogs (by ‘Runet elite’) that has attracted more and more new
users until ‘everyone was there’. It should be noted here, that many other stories of Russian
Livejournal, presented in this thesis, fall under this fabula and Anton Nossik seem to have introduced a

very well-fitting framework to the whole story.

All together Nossik denies Livejournal any specific traces of unique development — according to this
expert, everything, that has ever taken place in Livejournal can be traced to a fabula of a normal
development of a technological tool of communication. Such things as the famous boycott of
Livejournal against the change of the account system, the entry of Medvedev into the Russian

blogosphere and many others have its analogues in other language and technical networks as well.

In addition the relationship of both state elite and media to Livejournal falls into a fabula, which

develops as follows. A certain portal in accordance with the previously described fabula becomes the

-69 -



most popular portal in a certain segment of the Internet. This gives it as much influence as the main
state channel has and, as a consequence, neither power elite nor individuals can afford to ignore this

tool and have to decide on their strategy towards it.

Another fabula that Russian Livejournal development fits into is the entry of creative elite. While
introducing this fabula Nossik comments on another previously noticed event in the story — the stop of
growth of actively writing RLJ users. In his view, the percentage of people, who really take up the
creative activity after trying it once, is very small. “All male population of earth has kicked a football
ball once in their childhood. But very few of them have grown to be professional players. Kicking a
ball is the same kind of action as writing the first entry in the blog, having registered an account first.
But those willing to write entries that would be interesting to a wider audience on a regular basis are a

tiny minority.”

The most general fabula introduced by Nossik is the ‘logics of an interesting place’: “If a place is
interesting for 10 people, it most likely, can be interesting for 100 people and, consequently, to 10 000
people”.

Maxim Aleksandrov

Maxim Aleksandrov runs a blog at the address www.scandal-max.livejournal.com and is ‘friended’ by

6 680 other RLJ users. Aleksandrov belongs to what in the previous interviews was described as the
‘second wave’ of Livejournal — when ‘Runet elite’ started inviting people capable of writing interesting
texts into Livejournal. He has never been connected to journalism, but was advised to start a livejournal
blog by a friend and, when having done so, have attracted attention of various publishers and
newspaper editors, which resulted in Aleksandrov becoming a popular journalist and columnist, he had

also been working in the company SUP FABRIK for a short time.

Aleksandrov: characters

RLJ
Aleksandrov adds more details to the contrast between the very first RLJ users — ‘Runet elite’ and their
followers. He describes ‘old RLJ elite’ as middle class youngsters: “they were smart people with good

education, coming from good, decent families. Hipsters in age interval between 22 and 32, people who
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earned good money but did not become amazingly rich. No representative of elite of the society were

present, there was one Duma deputy, but everyone kind of laughed at him*.

The ‘new RLJ’ that was formed after the entry of big masses of people, can not be summarized,
although Aleksandrov gives examples of some groups that have entered, for example, “people who
have just graduated from school, have read two books in their life and have formed an opinion on every

single issue”.

Aleksandrov: events

Aleksandrov brings in more details on the relationship between media and RLJ, but generally
reinforces the story that has been discovered previously. Nevertheless, he describes it in terms of social
class — first Russian Livejournal was a domain of specific social group that belonged to the middle
class, while later, with the help of media, lower classes of society entered, which has destroyed the
previous structure. At the same time through the process of popularization Russian Livejournal
transformed from being the platform of communication between the representatives of small social

group to the mini-model of Russian society, used by journalists an advertisers.

According to Aleksandrov, the first major point in the history of Livejournal took place in 2003 and
2004, then RLJ first went ‘off-line” and at the same time turned from the subculture of 100 people into
a communicational platform of thousands — first media started using RLJ blogs as news sources, and
RLJ celebrities as hosts at programs, while first talented RLJ bloggers have made deals with publishes
to issue their writings as books. At this period RLJ users saw each other as a special social group:
“some of us could hate each other strongly, but we still saw each other as members of one group and

‘off-line’ as a serious and remote, different sphere”.

Next year, 2005, Aleksandrov describes as ‘death of RLJ the way we knew it’ — “too big” publicity in
media, which has lead to the arrival of a large numbers of people, belonging to the different social
sphere. Here, Aleksandrov confirms the event of the story, presented before — the ‘old RL elite’ has left
Livejournal, annoyed with users, alien to them, joining the discussion they have previously felt as

private.

-71 -



In 2006 the process continued with the arrival of SUP FABRIK. Aleksandrov comments on the
involvement of the state into the deal. In his story Kremlin did not instruct Alisher Usmanov to invest,
but, instead, was consulted before the purchase and gave the ‘green light’. “When Abramovitch buys
‘Chelsea’ football club he does not plan to recruit its fans in the Russian army. But it is clear that the
purchase is made after asking an advice from the Russian government. In the same way Usmanov has
called someone and asked ‘Listen, do you think it would be cool to own this painting/blogging service

/piece of art’. And the answer was ‘yes’ for the sake of things being organized, not controlled”.

The entry of SUP FABRIK has dramatically changed RLJ — what the first users have considered their
own private “cozy diary” was attempted to be turned into the source of income. Members of the RLJ
community have not seen the possibility of monetization and have suspected political involvement.
Nevertheless, power elite never took any suppressive action, SUP FABRIK has invited popular
bloggers as employees, companies started paying for entries, and banner advertisement was introduced.
Aleksandrov views these processes as having destroyed RLJ as social group, where all bloggers saw
each other as related and trustworthy. In his view this was a positive process since in the previous years
the level of trust between the bloggers has not been adequate and has led to some unhappy accidents:
“A flock of trusting sheep is always more exposed to dangers then a pack of hyenas that are ready to

kill each other anyway”.

Nevertheless, RLJ users felt threatened by SUP FABRIK and saw it as force symbolizing the death of
their small socially connected community, caused by advertisement and popularization: “they wanted
to keep Livejournal as their small interest group and not allow it to turn into something as popular as
mobile phones”. The first bloggers have gone on war against SUP FABRIK, but have lost completely
and left Livejournal. It should be added, that according to Aleksandrov SUP FABRIK has managed
Livejournal poorly and did not achieve its aim to turn Russian blogosphere into a successful business,
although this could have been possible. The mismanagement has angered some RLJ users and

motivated them to stand up against the company.
This turn in story — the conflict between SUP FABRIK and RLJ users is also presented in the articles of

Lenta.ru, but Aleksandrov has enriched them with a different motivation of RLJ community and

different outcome.
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As for the later development, Aleksandrov confirms the events that have been introduced earlier — large
masses of RLJ users, belonging to different social group then the first adopters have given their
preference to more entertaining bloggers: “now ‘tysyachniki’ are those, who publish funny stories and
pictures. Before our eyes the “Kultura” channel turned into the “TNT” channel. I don’t see any tragedy
in this because this — it was an abnormal situation, when the popular platform is dominated by people
who are very different from the general society.” The former ‘old RLJ elite’ has left to communicate in

private spaces of professional on-line forums with restricted access.

At the same time with the popularization the new RLJ has turned into an important tool for journalists
and advertisers. For journalists as an indicator of public opinion that can be used in order to understand
the potential of news and issues. “I have heard myself how at the meeting of a newspaper office the
editor comments on a proposition to write about a certain topic that he has checked the RLJ and since
no one seems to be discussing it there is no need to devote newspaper space to it.” This has given rise
to a certain kind of activity when individuals tried to create blogosphere popularity of some issues with
artificial means in order to get publicity in the media. What is more, the massive growth of RLJ (which
has started in 2006) has led to the fact that in the extreme situations journalists started searching and
finding their sources in RLJ. The first most probable source is bloggers, ‘friended by’ a journalist. “The
turning point was in 2007 when first the Russian media and then the whole world was getting
information about what was happening in the capital of Kirgizia from the RLJ blog of young girl who

sat next to the window and documented what she has seen”.

The advertising agents, RLJ proved to be potentially extremely beneficial market, which, in addition, is
very easy subject to targeting. Audience of popular users is quite wide and, sometimes, precise in its
views. Advertising in blogs is potentially very cheap as well: “The audience of Natalya Radulova'' is
only three times smaller then audience of the Ogonek magazine where she used to work. But its staff
consisted of forty people, while in her blog she writes alone. Ogonek was shut down, but Radulova is

still running her RLJ blog.”

' Natalya Radulova is Moscow-based journalist of once existent Ogonek magazine, which in the 1980s was the mouthpiece
of Perestroika. Radulova is ‘friended’ by 10 885 other RLJ users and read by many more.

-73 -



5.4. The Story of Russian Livejournal: general summary

In this chapter I present the end result of the empirical process — the story of the Russian-speaking
segment of Livejournal as it is extracted from articles by Lenta.ru, academic papers and interviews with

the experts of Russian blogosphere.

On the whole, the general story of Livejournal does not lack a coherent and strong core upon which all
analysed ‘storytellers’ agree. This story is very basic and is introduced in the very first part of the
empirical analysis. American Livejournal blogging service is entered by intellectual elite of Russia,
then noticed and populated by larger amounts of individuals, which leads to the attention from
businesses, media and political agents. At the same time Livejournal is gradually taken over by Russian
company SUP FABRIK — process of ‘monetization’ takes place. After this Russian Livejournal stops

growing and completely changes its shape if compared to the beginning of the story.

The birth of Russian Livejournal: 2001

The story of Russian Livejournal begins with the creation of the service by an American student Brad
Fitzpatrick in 1999. The first version of this event in the story is that Fitzpatrick, inspired by the way
his home community it structured, designs Livejournal in a way, which allows users to create numerous
communities. The second version of the same event is that Fitzpatrick has just created a tool for private

communication between him and his peers.

The next event is the discovery of Livejournal by the members of ‘Runet elite’. At this point, there are
variants of the motivation of this character. First branch of the event suggests that the ‘Runet elite’ was
lacking the medium of interpersonal communication. All the means of communication available, such
as different on-line publications and blog-like tools could not be freely used because members of
‘Runet elite” were hired by owners of the tools to create content. The second version of the motivation
is the necessity of early Runet users to try out and test every new communicational tool at their
disposal. Tartu University professor Roman Leibov discovers Livejournal by accident and invites his
friends of the ‘Runet elite’ to join this service. Those already invited, invite more of their friends to join
and gradually create a community of ‘Runet elite’ within Livejournal, most members of which were
linguistically oriented and, in their turn, have been inviting those of their friends that would be writing

interesting texts.
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‘Runet elite’ starts blogging within Livejournal and uses this tool in different way then previous
(mainly English-speaking) users of the service. It has possibly ‘uncovered’ the true underlying structure
of the Livejournal service and used it to create groups of interests and identities, which was and is not
possible in the Russian society. Altogether sources are united on how ‘Runet elite’ has used
Livejournal — this character has created a relatively intimate sphere of communication with a small
number of bloggers and a culture of writing interesting intellectual texts. At this point the core of
Russian Livejournal has been created and the ways the rest of Russian-speaking users would behave in
future were coined. Different versions of how to name the role of Livejournal at this point in
development exist: socio-cultural sphere, tool of discussions, reliable source of information as an

alternative to media and search engines.

Here it is important to mention the features of this ‘Runet elite’/early Livejournal adopters/old
Livejournal elite character. None of the sources of the story disagree on its main feature and while
descriptions are various, the common denominator is elitism. The first Livejournal users come from the
educated, more or less wealthy and ‘decent’ families related to intelligentsia and dissidents and are
brought up in the culture of ‘samizdat’. In the social structure of the end of 90s they would not be
considered belonging to any of the officially recognized important groups of society, but were still
united around the idea of exclusiveness. One of the sources defines this group as a middle class and in
this setting it is important to note, that in the Russian society of the time the middle class was virtually
non-existent. It was a group of educated professionals, language-or computer-oriented relatively young
people. Most of them were located in Moscow, St. Petersburg and capitals and destinations of
immigration routes of Russian intelligentsia such as Israel or United States of America. This group of
people is heavily interconnected and not very big in number. They actively operate in the Internet and
provide other users with updates on what is new in the World Wide Web. They participate in the
creation of Russian Internet (e.g., introduce instant messaging tools), shape the Russian Internet culture
and also participate in the creation of the ‘off-line’ culture (e.g. café and clubs opening). As to other
qualities, culturally they are named ‘hipsters’ — young trendy people with alternative points of view and
affection towards alternative culture. Politically, the first users are quite liberal in their views, very
critical of the current power elites, but, nevertheless, moderate and polite in on-line discussions on the

matter.
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The Second Wave: 2002-2003

After the ‘Runet elite’ has ‘settled’ in the Livejournal and created its own interconnected
communicational sphere, Russian Livejournal entered a new phase. This stage of the story is marked as
a ‘second wave’, a term borrowed from one of the experts, Ilya Peresedov. At this point of the story
some of future trends were set in Russian Livejournal, but no visible and dramatic developments have

happened.

Starting with the period of time between the year 2002 and 2003, members of ‘Runet elite’ continued to
invite more and more people into the Livejournal blogging service, whose texts they were willing to
read. It should be mentioned, that in order to start a Livejournal account at this stage, it was necessary
to have an ‘invitation’ from an already registered user. In such a way the dissemination of Livejournal
continued and resulted in the fact that almost all journalistic community had entered Livejournal. These
journalists (both newly invited and members of ‘Runet elite’) have started to bring Livejournal into the
media sphere — use it as sources and also as topics of the articles. This has attracted large amounts of
‘not logged in’ readers to Russian Livejournal as well as promoted the increase in the amount of
bloggers. The increase in the amount of users and media presence had given the users of Russian
Livejournal means of self-organization and empowerment, which one of the experts labels as ‘civil
society’. That is, the RLJ users were at that point able to influence some minor off-line processes and
bring change with their actions. Nevertheless these activities were very local and not noticed by anyone

not having his/her blog or closely following the blogosphere.

The ‘second wave’ users have appeared to be different from the initial ‘Runet elite’ pioneers. They
were as interested in the Internet, but not as creative and intelligent as the first bloggers. The
newcomers required more simple entertainment, have not been so keen on appreciating the ‘Runet
elite’ members and started the birth of a “non-creative minority’, turning ‘Runet elite’ into a separate
subculture within the larger RLJ community. The ‘second wave’ users had different political
preferences (more extreme in their views, both conservative and radical) and were more daring and
provocative in their online discussions. These features of new users have changed the general climate
of RLJ community. Specific RLJ-jargon has spread in Russian Livejournal, while the term ‘tysyachnik’

appeared and the fact of being one became a virtue.

Nevertheless, Russian Livejournal has remained to be a place of seemingly intimate communication,
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both new bloggers and the members of ‘Runet elite’ still felt themselves being socially close and alike
— owning a Livejournal blog meant affiliation with a specific group, separated both from the rest of the
Internet and the ‘offline’ reality. At the same time the ‘second wave’ has changed Russian Livejournal
— it became the platform of communication for many, not the source of important discussions, but
anecdotes and funny stories. Nevertheless the role of blogging as a source of interesting texts has not

disappeared.

The Big Change: 2005-2006

After the visible, but not dramatic increase of the amount of users and other ‘second wave’
developments, Russian Livejournal, according to all sources of the story analyzed, enters the most
important stage when its nature is changed completely in comparison to the way very first RLJ
bloggers have used the platform. All sources agree on the fact that in the time period between 2005 and
2006 Russian Livejournal has critically transformed with commercialisation of the blogosphere, entry
of different political forces and a big increase in numbers of bloggers. At the same time (chrono)logical
connections between these events differ as well the emphasis on one of them as being the most

important.

The first variant of the interconnection between these events is the following. In 2005 Livejournal
blogging service is bought by the company Six Apart, which wants to turn the platform into the source
of income and for that reason abolishes the system of ‘invites’. This allows individuals, who have not
proven their ability to write interesting texts and, therefore, have not been able to get an ‘invitation’
from an existing blogger, enter LJ as writers. Consequentially the major increase in the amount of RLJ

bloggers has followed after the change of the ownership of Livejournal.

The second variant of the development in this time period starts with an seemingly un-related political
event. In 2005, after the Ukrainian ‘Orange Revolution’ protests, widely reported in Russian media,
some of Russian political activists have realized that it is possible for ordinary citizens to unite on the
grassroots level and respond to the actions of political elite. Livejournal, an already known blogging
service, was chosen as a tool for such purposes and many representatives of marginal political forces
have entered RLJ. The presence of these political forces and their supporters have transformed Russian
Livejournal into an influential space (in terms of the ‘off-line world’) and attracted media attention.

Media attention, in its turn, has boosted the interest of people in RLJ and many more have started heir
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blogs within this platform.

The third variant is the exact opposite of the previous one. Television channels and newspapers have
started paying a lot of attention to RLJ. Consequently, RLJ blog became a fashionable thing to have
and large numbers of people started their own journals. Different political groups, having realised the
importance of the communicational platform with such an amount of users, have entered it to use RLJ

for popularization of their opinions.

In essence all three versions on how masses and political groups have entered Russian segment of
Livejournal are not contradicting, especially given that the features that these characters have are the
same. The political forces that start using RLJ as a tool of disseminating their ideas are of two groups.
Firstly, these are oppositional forces (both liberal and conservative) including extremist ones, such as
“The Movement Against [llegal Immigration” (JITTHN). Secondly, the Kremlin-related youth
movements such as “Nashi” (Hamm) were present in Russian Livejournal at the same time. Motivations
for these political groups for entering Livejournal have been different — ‘opposition’ had joined RLJ for
not being able to get publicity through the main media channels while the ‘Kremlin-related’ groups
could not afford to ignore the communicational platform where ‘everyone else’ was already present.
Both forces have used the same tactics of ‘conquering’ the blogosphere — advised their members to
start an RLJ blog, hired people to promote certain opinions online, etc. It should be noted, though, that
the ‘offline influence’ of the blogosphere was not limited by the activity of political groups only — a
significant start was given to the local citizen activism including numerous strong charity and self-help

initiatives.

In the same way there is no contradiction of what qualities did ‘the masses’ that entered Livejournal in
this time period had. If the initial RLJ users were representatives of a certain group and had many
common features, the ‘third wave’ of Russian bloggers came from all sorts of background. These were
no more educated 20 to 30 years old urban dwellers, but also teenagers, housewives, manual workers
and inhabitants of small towns and villages. They had nothing to do with journalism, academia or
language; the new users did not have any creative ambitions or a special relationship to the Internet.
One of the experts has defined this process as “hamsters had run in”, while in the words of others in the

result of changes is that previously “Livejournal as we knew it has died”.

Moreover, the new RLJ users had different ‘moral stands’ on what is good behaviour in the
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blogosphere — they did not mind being paid for writing an entry mentioning a product or be involved
in dissemination of the ideas of a political party or a producer of goods. ‘Third wave’ users had
different ideas on what is interesting and were ignorant about the myths and legends of the ‘Runet elite’
that has been the heart of Russian Livejournal before. They have given their preferences to the different
kind of bloggers, who offered a more entertaining an easy-to-understand content. In this setting most of
‘old RLJ elite’ representatives were pushed to the margin for their blogging patterns did not satisfy the
majority of now non-creative users. The ‘new elite’, on the other hand, were people who were able to
attract attention of tens of thousands of people and, consequently, were much more down to earth,
provocative, extreme and populist then previous ‘elite’. The formation of this different kind of elite has

already started with the arrival of ‘second wave’ users, but have strengthened in this period.

Altogether in this time period Russian Livejournal has undergone a major transformation — the change
of generations as well as of the moral, ethical and communicational climate. From being a space where
representatives of a specific exclusive social group have exchanged ideas and creative content, it
became a place of self-presentation and communication of tens of thousands of very different people.
No two RLJ bloggers would consider themselves ‘socially close’ anymore and the level of trust
between Russian-speaking Livejournal bloggers has decreased dramatically. Most generally, at this
stage RLJ had transformed from the interconnected dense social group into the network of different
smaller groups (within some of them the level of trust and social closeness was still high).
Concurrently, Russian Livejournal with thousands of bloggers and political forces present has turned
into the most important platform for political discussion in the country and the core of Russian Internet,

where all the major virtual events have been taking place.

It should be also mentioned, that in the same period many other blogging services within Runet were
created, such as Livelnternet.ru or Blogs@mail.ru. Many of them have copied and improved features
and tools that Livejournal software had to offer, but none have reached the same amount and quality of
bloggers. As a reason, the absence of the communicational core, initially formed by the ‘Runet elite’ is

mentioned.
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The SUP FABRIK era: 2006-2007

The next important event in the Russian Livejournal history is the purchase of the service by the
Russian company SUP FABRIK '?. First, in 2006 it has acquired rights to administrate the Cyrillic
segment of LJ from the company Six Apart. Then, in 2007, it has purchased the whole of the service.

After both deals profit-driven SUP FABRIK has started to launch policies directed at further
commercialization, popularization of Livejournal as well as the adapting the service to the needs of its
Russian-speaking bloggers, whose patterns of on-line behaviour still remained different from those of
English-speaking users. One of the most prominent changes was the change in the registration of an
account scheme where the ‘basic account’ (no advertisement banners and no extra options) was taken
away from the ‘default’ option. The company did not implement the innovations in a very successful

way (according to some sources — rather clumsily).

RLJ bloggers have not responded well to the actions by SUP FABRIK — they have organized protests
against the company administrating the Cyrillic segment of the service, against the final purchase and,
most prominently, against the change of the account structure. At this point of the story different

versions of the event of the protest exist.

Firstly, these are the representatives of the ‘old RLJ elite’, who see SUP FABRIK as an embodiment of
the popularisation and commercialisation of Russian Livejournal. They do not want the sphere where
only their social group had existed to turn into a popular medium of mass communication.
Nevertheless, these users did not manage to oppose the company and, defeated, had to leave Russian

Livejournal for they have not been ready to accept the new, changed RLJ.

Second variant of the resistance is an action by a marginal group of bloggers, a specific subculture
which formed in RLJ after it grew in the previous stage and all different kinds of individuals entered.
This subculture is centred on boosting the popularity of individual bloggers via provocation. They have

not managed to achieve anything and SUP FABRIK has implemented the policies it had intended to.

12 As it was discovered beyond the frame of this research the actual structure of ownership of Livejournal is more
complicated, with it officially belonging to the Cyprus-based company “Primordial Soup”, an affiliate of Russian “SUP
FABRIK Fabrik”, as Ivan Zassoursky writes in his contribution to The Post-Soviet Russian Media. (Zassousky 2009, pp. 29-
42)
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Thirdly, there are explanations of more general terms. They refer to RLJ as a whole, which opposes
SUP FABRIK because its members are generally not trusting the authorities and any kind of scrutiny;
aware about the uncertain status of their accounts; value their blogs as a result of personal creative

work and do not wish to loose it.

Most of sources agree on SUP FABRIK strengthening the commercialisation of Livejournal that have
been started by Six Apart, who in 2006 has introduced banner advertisements in L.J blogs. SUP
FABRIK has showed the RLJ bloggers that writing entries can be beneficial and made a deal with the
most popular search engine of Runet, Yandex.ru, about the creation of the “Yandex Top’ of the most
popular blogosphere entries. The ‘Top’ has motivated many RLJ bloggers to artificially boost
popularity of their writings in order to appear in the top and be “visible’ outside the borders of the
Livejournal space. The consequence of the appearance of ‘Top Yandex’ has two versions too. In the
first one it has ‘spoiled’ the RLJ users completely and in the second it has just boosted the creation of a
another subculture of bloggers, whose main activity was trying to artificially get into the list of

Yandex Top’ most popular entries.

Convergence: 2007-2009

In this final stage all the trends in the development of Russian Livejournal become stronger. On the
whole, Livejournal comes closer to convergence with media, political structures and the sphere of

advertisement.

Politics have entered Russian Livejournal on the institutional level. During State Duma and Presidential
elections the big share of political agitation has been happening in Livejournal, most of ‘tysyachniki’
users have been included in one or another political camp (according to their ideology or being paid).
In addition, the Central Election Committee of Russia has opened its representative journal within RLJ
and communicated with bloggers during the election time. The ordinary bloggers have actively
reported on the elections. RLJ bloggers have been officially invited to the state-organized events, while
RLJ information was directly approached by the state officials who act upon what they read in the
blogs of Russian Livejournal. So far the loudest chord in the relationship between the power elite and

RLIJ has been the arrival of Dmitry Medvedev as a Livejournal blogger, which signifies the importance
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of the platform.

The general assessment of the entry of state structures into the core of Russian blogosphere is the fact
that they have realised the potential of Livejournal (but either did not know how to regulate this sphere
or did not want to) and preferred to enter it on equal terms with ordinary bloggers. At the same time the
period between 2007 and 2009 saw a lot of court trials against individual bloggers, but most of sources
connect it rather with the relationship between the state and the Internet as whole and not the

blogosphere as such.

Different media have strengthened their connection to Livejournal in this period. On-line services of
newspapers have started to merge with Livejournal, representative journals of newspapers and
television channels have been opened. Because of the large amount of its users, Russian Livejournal
has become a source of news and facts for journalists and a litmus paper for the interests of the
audience. The extreme case of this development is the position of ‘blogosphere editor’, an individual
specially hired within staff of television talk-shows in order to browse the blogosphere for topics and
guests. This increased media attention has given an additional rise to the willingness of some bloggers

to use the “Yandex Top’ to promote certain issues.

In the same period businesses have entered Russian Livejournal, which has proved to be a very fruitful
platform for advertisers — huge and easy-to-target audience; relatively cheap in comparison to such
mediums as television. Advertising companies have also converged with RLJ, having bloggers hired in
occupations with titles such as ‘the specialist in blogosphere promotion’ and advertisement in
blogosphere becoming a usual option in the set of offers. Again, advertisement has appeared in Russian
Livejournal earlier, in the period between 2005 and 2006, but then these were individual users offering
their writing skills and banner advertisements introduced by SUP FABRIK. At the last stage of the

blogosphere development, the involvement of advertisement has been institutionalised.

The only event which can be considered controversial in this period is the commercial deal between the
company SUP FABRIK and the publishing house Kommersant in the summer of 2008. The owner of
the publishing house is media magnate Alisher Usmanov, whose assets include a number of other on-
line media products. In the result of the deal, Kommersant owns 20 per cent of the shares of SUP

FABRIK.
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There are two basic versions of this event. In the first one Alisher Usmanov is seen as looking back at
some power structures within Kremlin. In this version individuals of the power elite have realised that
Livejournal is a very powerful communicational tool and have supported Usmanov’s decision to
purchase the blogging platform in order to have a degree of certainty about its ownership. In the second
version everything related to the activity of SUP FABRIK is a purely business-driven process with no

involvement of any state characters.

All these developments have resulted an even increased change of ‘climate’ within Livejournal as most
of them have been connected with the manipulation of bloggers’ opinions, which has led to the further
decrease of trust within the Russian Livejournal communicational space. At the present stage of the
development Russian Livejournal is believed to have lost its peculiar characteristics of the past and
merged with the rest of Runet. The blogging community of Russia has not had a significant political or
social influence so far, but the Livejournal as communicational platform remains to be an important
space for unlimited political discussion, surely full of speculation with public opinion and

advertisement, but still free of any kind of censorship.

Generally, in this period the increase of the amount of bloggers has stopped and the final change of
generations happened, with old ‘Runet elite’ bloggers leaving the platform. According to some sources,
Russian Livejournal has exceeded the amount of new bloggers it can attract and all the new Runet

users prefer to use ordinary social networks for their needs.

Future

According to all sources (predictions have been voiced out by interviewed experts only) most of the
trends will become stronger in the future and influence of the Russian blogosphere will grow.

Many local and state level officials will enter Russian Livejournal, following Dmitry Medvedev. At the
same time people who will share state power in 10-15 years will have a very different opinions and
ways of thinking compared to the Russian politicians of today. The reason is — most of them will have a

background as active RLJ bloggers.

Media and RLJ will be drawn closer together as well — certain bloggers will be more and more included
in the media work, while some blogs will become increasingly similar to professional media. In

addition the tendency of professionalization is predicted — increasingly high number of Russian
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Livejournal users will have blogging as their main occupation. The most general and bold prediction,
made by one of the experts, was that, in the end, the experience of blogging in general and Livejournal
in particular will change the Russian society eventually for it, in the first place, changes the way those

present in that community think.

5.5. Russian society, media and the story of Livejournal

In accordance with the procedure of grounded theory at this stage of the thesis I am to turn to place my
empirical findings within the academic literature, related to the topic of the research. The result of my
research is the story of the development of Russian blogosphere’s central service, the main turning
points in which is the change of relationship between the blogging platform/community and such

pillars of society, as the media, the state and the civil society.

Although in the case of the Livejournal story, presented in the previous chapter, it is not clear which
force represents which pillar. SUP FABRIK, Kommersant publishing house, newspapers and television
channels are to be included in the ‘media’ pillar. State officials (including Dmitry Medvedev),
Kremlin-related political movements and Central election committee are to be seen as ‘the state’,
although if to take into consideration different versions of the story both SUP FABRIK and

Kommersant can be remotely placed in the state pillar.

Nevertheless, having political and media processes of Russian society included in the outcome of the
empirical research, I choose to contextualise the end findings within the latest assessment of Russian
society with its media and political developments of recent years taken into consideration. Doing this I
do not attempt to search for reason of the Russian Livejournal emergence but rather give the

background of the development, which would make the results of my research more meaningful.

First, I would like to place the development of Livejournal in the context of the process that the media
and the political sphere of Russia have been undergoing. In a curious coincidence, the story of
Livejournal, the core of Russian blogosphere, covered in this work, has almost completely coincided
with Vladimir Putin’s presidency. The RLJ community was born during Putin’s first year in the office.
The growth of the blogging service in Russia has been reported to have stopped when his successor,

Dmitry Medvedev, came to power. For this reason, the books and articles chosen to help contextualise
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the story of Russian Livejournal are those, analysing the state of arts and developments of the media,

politics and society in what some call “the Putin era”.

By 2000, the post-communist Russian media has undergone a series of changes: from glasnost-
propaganda of the 80s to the brief ‘golden age’ of freedom in the beginning of 90s followed by the
failure to struggle with the financial difficulties and following dependence on business groups, to
which media served an important asset in the political and commercial warfare. The later has led to the

‘media wars’ of the second half of the 90s. (Solander 2009, pp.154-179)

The beginning of Putin’s regime saw reconstitution of state authority, accompanied by ever tighter
regulation of public life in general and civic activity in particular (Sakwa 2008, pp. 314 -363). As to
the business, influential businessmen of the previous epoch opened the way to ‘new oligarchs’, mostly
loyal to the regime and gradually acquiring influential media assets, following most of the purchases by
change in the media policies (Solander 2009, pp.154-179). Media became increasingly alienated from
the public (Zassousrky 2002, pp.155-189), while journalists started experiencing limited access to
information on the state activities, which turned into a privilege of elite (Koikkalainen 2009, pp. 56 —
71). Generally, the arrival of Vladimir Putin marked a significant erosion of press freedom with media
having an instrumental role in pursuing state interests; this tendency has continued from 2000 onwards
(Skillen 2009, pp. 21-37). At the same time general attitudes of the nation are evaluated as
“democratic” that clashes with “inadequately democratized institutions” (Sakwa 2008, pp. 314-363).

While the main most influential medium, the television alongside with other important sources of
information of the nation are, as Ivan Zassoursky (2001) puts it, ‘defeated’ and the general situation of
the state is described as “the centralized political system, weak opposition and controlled media”,

the Internet emerges as “a new space for descent”, an alternative, horizontal platform for mass
communication (Zassoursky 2002, pp. 73-93). Curiously enough, the development of Internet has
accompanied the social and political change in Russia from its most significant point, the dissolution of
the Soviet Union for this was the exact time when the Internet has emerged in the country (Aleksanyan

& Koltsova 2009, pp. 65-85).

Strictly limited dissemination of information with the Internet as on of the only nation-wide air-hole for
the political dissent was the context where Livejournal has appeared as the most important service of

Runet, in only few years time developing to attract media and political attention. The way the blogging

-85 -



platform was first used by the information-striving representatives of ‘Runet elite’ and journalists, then
by the wider masses of politically engaged individuals fits perfectly into the description of society with

few options of political discussion.

Later years saw the exponential growth in the Internet access, while the state authorities continued to
impose the limitations of free speech with the major clampdown dating for 2003-2004. By 2005
already 16.5 per cent of Russian population have gained the permanent Internet access (Zassoursky
2009, pp. 29-42). These developments have preceded the rapid growth of Russian-speaking Livejournal
in 2005-2006 and the emergence of its influence on the ‘off-line processes’ reflected in the empirical

finings.

As soon as Internet emerged as a visibly important space of self-expression, academics have started a
discussion on the possible control of the sphere by the state. Some, such as Ivan Zassoursky, have
expressed an opinion that the direct control of the Internet is not and will not be an issue for the
Russian authorities, while the others have predicted doom scenarios that are soon to occur.(ibid.)
Nevertheless, in 2006, at the hype of its development (the growth estimated at 67 pre cent), the Russian
Internet saw the intervention of state authorities only in the role of users sharing the same norms of
behaviour, which coincides with the similar activities by state-related political groups, joining the

community of Russian-speaking Livejournal users.

As the state continues to practise the “hands-off” policy in relation to Internet and scrutinize the official
mass media, by the time of State Duma and Presidential elections of 2007 and 2008, when most
important media sources are highly controlled, Russian Livejournal reaches the high point of its
political influence (as reported by the sources of empirical material) with RLJ bloggers actively

covering the election process.

In addition today the development of Livejournal fits into the general story of the Russian media. Many
of the popular, but critical media (such as a newspaper Kommersant and the radio Ekho Moskvi) and
influential Internet portals such as Yandex are with a varying degree of closeness related to the so-
called ‘loyal’ businessmen such as Alisher Usmanov (Soldner 2009, pp. 154—-179). So is Livejournal,
even though the physical location of the information bloggers trust it (i.e. the servers) is in California,
USA. The same question is posed by academics, assessing the state of Russian democracy and its

media sphere, and experts on the blogosphere. Is such situation potentially dangerous or purchase of
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these media assets is simply a business profit-driven decision? This speculation is proof less but, at the

same time, signifies the importance and special status of blogging in Russia and in Russian.

As a second point of reference, I want to turn to the state of Russian society as such. According to the
evaluation of this topic that was gained through personal communication with the Russian Academy of
Science professor Mikhail Chernysh, there are various salient features of contemporary Russian urban
life. Firstly, it is high individualization with citizens not having a social institution to organize
horizontal communication even in order to perform basic daily tasks such as the management of the
shared block-house. Secondly, it is a developed society in terms of education. Thirdly, urban Russians
face the same problems as as citizens of other developed urban societies: “instrumental relations
dominate other social ties, loneliness is common, and alienation is pervasive”. Fourthly, it is the
absence of developed public life and impossibility to project ones personality outside the groups of

relatives and work colleagues.

In addition, according to Richard Sakwa (2008, pp. 314 -363) even at this point in time, Russian
society is still suffering the consequences of the transition period, when “the marketisation of social
relations had undermined the whole network of existing social relations and cultural values” when “the

very fabric of society was torn and the process of healing will take decades™.

In the kind of setting described, the emergence and following popularity of the communicational tool
the very design of which fosters horizontal communication and formation of groups is understandable.
At its peak Russian Livejournal was populated by various charity, self-help communities and others
which often had an influence on local ‘off-line’ processes. That is, with the help of the blogosphere

many were able to accomplish tasks, the help in which was not offered by social and state institutions.

Another question to be posed when discussing blogging in Russia is the Internet penetration in the
country. Currently the absolute majority of population (85 per cent) still has state-controlled television
as their main source of information (ibid.). Internet as alternative source of dissemination of
information and communication is still very unpopular among Russians. The latest research by the
“Public Opinion” foundation has revealed surprisingly low involvement of Russians with the World
Wide Web. 54 per cent of population older then 12 have never been on-line, while 10 per cent have
never heard about Internet and another 10 per cent of respondents have consciously refused to use

Internet. 36 per cent of survey participants have never used computer, while only eight per cent of
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respondents, who are not using Internet at the moment, plan to connect to it in the coming year (Oprosi
“Internet Rossii” 2009). As Russians still watch TV an pay little significance to the Internet at large, it
would be delusional to expect revolutionary changes in society from Livejournal as one of

communication tools that exist within Runet.

Altogether Russian blogging and Livejournal as its core appeared in society with censored media, lack
of social safety nets, unclear system of social relations and strengthening of the state role in all spheres
of life. So far, given the low Internet penetration, Livejournal has not visibly changed neither the
Russian society nor its media, but has been a very useful communicational tool, while the story of

Livejournal development — tightly incorporated into the political and societal processes.

The discussion of Internet in general and blogging in particular in the academia follows the same
patterns as the discussion on any new medium there was with technological determinists clashing with
those of culture and heaven versus doom scenarios competing. In the same way the evaluation of the
rise of Internet and blogging raise the same old battles between Slavophiles and Westernizes. In this
contextualisation I deliberately try not to take any of the side but rather show how Russian-speaking
Livejournal community seems to play the roles of institutions that are almost inexistent in the present

Russian society — free media, social security and horizontal communication.
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

6.1. The design and process of research

The design of this thesis was created after a long period of soul-searching and the overall process can
be considered fairly successful for I have reached the aim set in the beginning of the research — to
create a story of Russian Livejournal, based on personal experiences of individuals involved in the
development of the blogging platform, witnessing or researching it. A combination of the grounded
theory, narratology and the narrative interview technique is a creative solution and has both advantages

and pitfalls.

The grounded theory was an appropriate methodological framework for this research since I had very
little prior knowledge about the events in the development of Livejournal. The three stages of gathering
the empirical material have contributed to a better understanding of Livejournal’s development. The
analysis of articles from the Lenta.ru portal brought the core events of the story, while the academic
papers and interviews with experts enriched it with details, personal opinions and abstract assessments.
It was also important to first extract the story of Russian livejournal and to put it into the context of the
state of arts in Russian society only later — in this way nothing has pre-defined or biased the selection
and analysis of the empirical material. At the same time this sequence made it very complicated to

handle the big amount of data that was on my hands in the end.

The next important element of the research design is narratology. This approach towards the empirical
material allowed me to combine different versions of the Livejournal story, but forced to leave out
many descriptive elements that otherwise might have been useful and interesting to analyse.
Narratology, undoubtedly, is not the only approach that can be used in order to assess the experiences
of individuals and definitely not the optimal, but, nevertheless, I have used it in a way that produced a

certain result.
The narrative interview method has given me a good frame for conducting the interviews with the

experts of Russian blogosphere. Although the number of the interviews is not big, they have provided

sufficient amount of data and also represented different perspectives on the research topic.
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The preceding section 5.5 contains the contextualisation of the Russian Livejournal story into the
current state of Russian society and is a short but a very important part of this work. It would be fruitful
create a deeper and more substantial analysis of the Russian Livejournal in relation to the society.

Unfortunately, the time frame and other restrictions imposed on me did not allow doing this.

During the research process there have been two most challenging periods. Firstly, it was the lengthy
soul-searching, at the time of which I have been trying to find a framework for the research on the story
of the blogging service. Secondly, the first part of empirical analysis. Then I had coined first the
narrative elements and then the story, presented by journalists of Lenta.ru news portal. On the other
hand, the most exciting and stimulating time was the period of two weeks in May 2009, during which I
have conducted the interviews for the third part of the empirical research. This was a dive-in
involvement with the circle of media professionals, who were personally acquainted with each other
and have even expressed both positive and negative opinions about one another. Many of the
interviewees enriched the process of data collection with witty metaphors and funny examples of the

Livejournal story.

It is hard to put this work in one of the categories of blogging research that I have presented in the
literature review in the beginning of the thesis. Unlike many papers overviewed in that chapter, this
research does not belong to any specific field of knowledge — it does not look into Livejournal strictly
from perspective of journalism, sociology or politics. Instead, it shows the relationship of blogging
with subjects of these fields. This is an advantage and, at the same time, a pitfall of my work. On one
hand, one might criticize it for not having a substantial basis and link to a theoretical frame. On the

other hand, this way the study is detached from any disciplinary bias.

Given all the theoretical and practical misgivings, I am happy with the result of this work — I have
fulfilled the aim of creating an interdisciplinary, neutral account of the Livejournal story, being able to
balance different opinions and conceptualisations of the process and avoid making any conclusions that
would bring one to see Russian blogosphere in a certain light. In the final story all major versions of the

process are documented and presented.
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6.2. Livejournal: to be continued

Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal blogging platform has developed from a tool of private
communication between the members of intellectual elite into an influential platform of horizontal
communication for the society at large. The extraordinary position of Livejournal service in Russian
blogosphere is a mixture of coincidence, business policies of Livejournal owners and the nature of first

users of the platform.

Although different sources used in this research have provided variety explanations and connections
between major events in Livejournal’s story, all agree on the same core process. Livejournal has started
as hobby of a marginal group of intellectuals. Soon after first Russian bloggers begun to post entries,
Livejournal started to enjoy an increasing presence in the media and to include entries of advertising,
civil society actors and official political structures. In the last years these connections between the main
blogging platform of Runet and the rest of the society pillars became more and more evident and
influential as well as increasingly institutionalized . After almost nine years of development
Livejournal has grown to be the service that gathers the most ‘serious’ part of the Russian blogosphere
and the Internet with president Medvedev leading the parade. It is also hard to deny that compared to
the specifics of Livejournal at its earlier stage, today it is a domain which is used by common public —
all kinds of social groups are present while the communicational patterns are not much different from

those in the global blogosphere.

The growth of influence and scope of Livejournal and the rest of Runet blogosphere took place in a
very stimulating setting. After a short period of media freedom and ‘oligarch wars’ the media sphere of
the country was gradually becoming less and less diverse. State-related businesses have been acquiring
an increasing amount of media assets, which has lead to changes in editorial policies and created room
for speculation on possible control. Also the limitation of civil society started to take place. In addition
Russia continues to experience a lack of necessary institutions that would provide the citizens with

means of self-organization and other types of safety nets.

In the last nine years Russian Livejournal was used as a multi-purpose tool against the backdrop of
these developments, for example in order to overcome media censorship and lack of important
institutions. In general it is almost impossible to tell what role Livejournal played in the lives of

Russian-speakers of the world. Some Livejournal users have been active in charity, self-help groups
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and dissemination of opinions within the blogosphere in order to get attention in the media. Some have
been involved in political discussions and organized ‘off-line’ demonstrations. Some have turned their
blog into the instrument of self-promotion and profit gaining. Some have combined all these while
others have just shared their thoughts and emotions with the small circle of friends. This multitude of
purposes and the fast path with which the general society was involving itself in blogging suggests that
Livejournal was highly needed in the Russian society and, although some of the experts expressed
bitterness about the “death of initial community”, the popularisation of Livejournal in Russia can be

considered a positive and potentially beneficial process.

The emergence of Livejournal as a first blogging tool in the Runet has boosted two kinds of debate that
are, in a way, classic for both discussion on new media and the discussion on Russian society.
Regarding the new media debate, the potential of blogging to promote democracy is often speculated
on. The difference is that within the so-called ‘“Western’ world the debate often resolves around the
notion of public sphere and the potential of tools of the horizontal communication as a solution for the
crisis of democracy. At the same time in Russia blogs are seen as having a potential to help create
democratic thinking and institutions — to push back the Soviet past and resist the neo-authoritarian
present. And here the main question is whether the state will try to penetrate and grasp the control over
new media tools and if so, will bloggers be able to defend themselves. The debate is fuelled by the

speculations on the non-transparent ownership of Livejournal and other main resources of Runet.

Then there is the traditional debate on the position of Russia in its geopolitical surrounding driven by
dichotomy between ‘westernizes’ and ‘slavophiles’. The supporters of both camps have been present
also in the selection of experts I have interviewed. A ‘westernizer’ Anton Nossik has re-assured me that
there is no ‘Russian specifics’ of Livejournal in particular and the blogosphere of Runet in general.
According to him, in all other parts of the world one might find similar developments and patterns of
use. On the contrary, Eugene Gorny, whose work was also included in the empirical material,

emphasizes the sobornost-driven collectivism that can be seen in the way Russians blog.

In the path of the research I have realised that Russian blogging is not only a political but also a
politicized topic. It is as non-neutral as many other questions related to media — free speech and
communication flows in Russian society. The conclusions that one makes out of the story of
Livejournal are often tightly connected to one’s political and ideologically normative stands. Making

sense of the Russian Livejournal story becomes a weapon in the battle between conflicting assumptions
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about the state of Russian society and the path it should or should not take. Personally, I believe that
the truth, as usual, lies in the middle between two extreme antipodes. At the same time, as a prominent
scholar of International Relations Sergey Prozorov has noted once during a lecture, we must leave
behind the ‘West versus East’ ping-pong game of normative assumptions and look at what takes place
in the reality without trying to fit it in one of the two frameworks. The same, in my mind, should apply
to the ‘new media and democracy’ debate. It would be much more fruitful to closely follow the facts of
further Russian Livejournal development without the two constant questions that many seem to pose —
what is Russian about it and is it going to empower people of the country to democratize the state.
Besides democratization and national/geographic identity there are various directions to evaluate the

influence and use of blogging.

My research has shown that so far Russian Livejournal has not been used to essentially change the
political situation in the country anymore then it has significantly empowered the society. Blogging has
not brought revolution, but neither has it been censored. Livejournal stays as a free tool of unlimited
horizontal communication to be used by anyone and has been used primarily to ‘fill in the gaps’ that
exist in Russian society. At the same time, Russia is at a point of no return — a community enabled with
means of horizontal communication will, most likely, find ways of overcoming boundaries imposed in
a top-down manner. Even if supposedly Kremlin-related SUP FABRIK will employ any kind of
measures to control activity of Russian Livejournal users, the rest of Internet and other new media
resources will still remain — mobile phones, e-mails, messengers and many more will be there to link
people to each other. Yet here a question of Internet penetration is relevant — as latest surveys show, at
the moment Russians are not as keen to adapt new technologies as they were expected to. Whether this

will influence the potential significance of blogging remains to be seen.

It should be noted, that the story of Livejournal can and should not be seen and understood as a part the
general developments that take place in the Russian Internet. Russian-speaking segment of Livejournal
is the centre of Runet blogosphere and Runet itself. For this reason it follows the same patterns of
development and should be seen only in the context of these two spheres. This notion has crystallized
only after I have completed my research and for this reason I was not able to make substantial use of it.

Nevertheless, it is an important result of my work.

At the final stage of this work I have contacted the first RLJ blogger, Roman Leibov. In his opinion it is

too early to write a history of Russian Livejournal for it is not “dead” yet and no person can predict the
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outcome of many developments that take place at the moment. I prefer to disagree with his opinion on
the relevance of this research, but the fact is clear — although Russian blogosphere no longer has an
enormous increase of bloggers every month as it used to, its development has not stopped and should
be closely followed. Ivan Zassoursky, whose assumption on the death of blogs was quoted in

the Introduction, has admitted that, in fact, they haven not: “they become ubiquitous as a way to
structure sites temporally. This is indeed the bullion in which the new media world and society is being

born.” (Zassoursky 2009a)

There are various directions in which Livejournal and the rest of Russian blogosphere can and should
be approached by social scientists in the future. These directions are based on the patterns and aspects
of the Russian Livejournal story, which I have identified, but was not able to access more substantially

due to time and research design limitations.

First and foremost there definitely is a need to follow-up this research in order too keep the record on
changing relationships between different actors of society and the new media and also the way

individuals use the communicational tools in response to changing conditions in the country.

Secondly, the question of identity-building with the help of Livejournal and other cervices of Russian-
speaking blogosphere is to be regarded. As I have briefly noticed in the begging of this thesis, Russian-
speaking Livejournal is a combination of Russian and Russian-speaking bloggers. During the process
of the empirical research, I have discovered that the first Russian-speaking bloggers were located, as
one of the interviewees has put it, in capitals of the classic directions of Russian emigration. It is
interesting to know how and why Livejournal as pan-Russian network connects emigrants and diaspora

members all around the world to Russian language and Russian realities.

Thirdly, an interesting direction might be a research on how institutions of the Russian society enter
Livejournal: the ways, the strategies and results. This is derived from the current position of
Livejournal with blogosphere being included is a conventional source of media topics, advertisement

revenues and increasingly serving as a channel for self-representation of political actors.

Fourthly, the question of Internet and blogging as another battlefield between different views on the
place of Russia between the East and the West can be addressed. The focus here could be references to

new media in speeches and texts produced by state officials and politicians as a way to frame the path
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for Russia in a newly interconnected world. After all, Information Society is an attribute of the
developed world and a fruitful research path is provided by the ways its components are

conceptualized.

When starting this research I have also had a personal aim of better understanding the communicational
tool that has been an important part of my daily routines for the last five years. [ wanted to understand
what happened to the platform where me and my friends, colleagues and family have been
communicating and (re)creating social networks, extending them into the World Wide Web. This
research has given me extremely valuable and interesting insights and allowed to place myself in the
map of the growing community of Russian-speaking bloggers. It has been a very exciting and, at the
same time, complicated task — to study a relatively new tool which is just developing in society,
peculiarity of which is widely speculated about. My empirical field was also rapidly changing, for
instance, in the middle of the empirical research I have discovered that Dmitry Medvedev has started
his own Livejournal blog. Altogether I am happy to have completed this task with a result I have aimed
for — a substantial historic record and to see a potential and importance for future research of this

sphere.
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APPENDIX 1: Elements of the Lenta.ru articles
Nr. | Addres Elements
2001
1 http://lenta.ru/in | Characters: Livejornal.com
ternet/2001/06/
05/potop/: Event: LJ received the “POTOP-2001" award for the best interactive webpage.
2002
2 Characters: Livejornal.com
Event:
LJ received the “POTOP-2001" award
for the “Interactive webpage of the year”, “Off-line influence” and “Informational webpage”.
2005
3 http://lenta.ru/in | Characters:
ternet/2005/01/ | -American company SixApart (big successful company)
05/livejournal/ | -Livejournal
Events:
- Livejournal considered various scenarios of fusion.
- Livejournal has chosen SixApart company for fusion
- SixApart and Livejournal stated, that no changes in the functioning of the company will be made
4 http://lenta.ru/in | Characters:
ternet/2005/01/ | - Livejournal
26/book/ - Russian-speaking users of the Internet
Events:
- Livejournal was created in 1999
- Livejournal became popular among Russian-speaking uses of Russian internet
5 http://lenta.ru/n | Characters:
ews/2005/06/15 | -Livejournal
/suspend/ - Russian segment of Livejournal
- Abuse Team
- Russian activists of Livejournal
- Russian intellectuals
- Experts
Events:
-Russian intellectuals ‘inhabited’ Livejournal
-Russian intellectuals made Livejournal be a special socio-cultural sphere
- “Abuse Team” has suspended some Russian-speaking journals over the poster, calling for
violence towards a social group
- Russian activists of Livejournal voiced their complains over censorship and non-understanding
specifics of Russian segment of Livejournal.com
2006
7 http://lenta.ru/ar | Characters:
ticles/2006/03/0 | - Founder of Livejournal Brad Fitzpatrick
9/1jads/

- Russian-speaking bloggers (the most active par of Livejournal bloggers, never like any changes in
L))

- Livejournal users

- Company SixApart
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- Popular Livejournal user nl
- Popular Livejournal user avva

Events:
- Livejournal was bought by company SixApart

- Livejournal users were worried about purchase

- SixApart announces a new type of Livejournal account — with advertisement
- Livejournal user nl and Livejournal user avva approved the idea

- Russian Livejournal user community criticizes advertisement account

- Livejournal com administration abandoned “invitation scheme”

- LiveJournal user criticized abandoning invitation scheme.

8 http://lenta.ru/n | Characters: Livejournal developers
ews/2006/07/07
N/ Events: Livejournal developers introduce instant messaging within Livejournal.com
9 http://lenta.ru/n | Characters:
ews/2006/07/21 | Russian Livejournal users
Nj/
Events:
Russian Livejournal user have organized a flash-mob in order to show the developers of
Livejournal on their mistakes — an anthem of Russian Federation would sound in the posts.
10 | http:/lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2006/10/17 | - Brad Fitzpatrick, the founder of Livejournal
/fitzpatrick/ - Livejournal Russian-speaking users
EV:
- Brad comes to Russia
- Brad asks Russian Livejournal community to suggest places to visit
11 http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews2/2006/10/1 | -SUP company
8/sup/ -Livejournal administration
- SUP manager and famous blogger A. Nosik
- Russian businessmen A. Mamut
- American businessmen A. Polson
EV:
- SUP gets a licence from SixApart to manage Cyrillic segment of Livejournal
- SUP promises to raise quality of translation of the interface in Russian, arrange special ‘Abuse
Team’
- A. Polson and A. Mamut found company SUP
12 | http://lenta.ru/ar | EV:

ticles/2006/10/1
8/sup/

- Russian bloggers became worried for “SUP” buying cyrillic segment of Livejournal.com

- “SUP” and SixApart organise press-conference.

- A. Polson generated the idea of investing in Russian blogosphere

- A. Polson invited popular bloggers and intellectuals to work for “SUP”

- A. Polson presented benefits of the deal: new feature, better service for Russian users of
Livejournal

- All participant of the conference justified the deal since Russian bloggers are different from other
users and need different things
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13 | http:/lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2006/10/19 | -“SUP” (Developer)
/livejournal/ - Provocateurs among RLJ users
EV:
- “SUP” developers plan to cancel “not more then 700 friends” regulation
- Russian Livejournal bloggers do not trust SUP
- Russian livejournal bloggers receive a right to choose whether to be administrated by “SUP”
- RLJ enthusiasts created the service LJPlus
14 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2006/10/1 | - Provocateurs among RLJ users
9/livejournal/ - Yandex
EV:
-RLJ users call to boycott “SUP”
- RLJ users fear censorship and theft of data by SUP
- Nothing happened to Livejournal after the deal of 2005.
- RLJ users stopped worrying about the deal of 2005
- RLJ provocateurs try to make themselves famous by criticising SUP company
- RLJ provocateurs threaten to leave Livejournal
- Livejournal gives access to Yandex for the indexation blog entries and comments
15 | http://lenta.ru/ar | EV:
ticles/2006/12/2 | - “SUP” gets a permission to make profit from Livejournal
9/summary/ - RLJ users accused Fitzpatrick, Polson, Mamut, Nossik of being Jewish.
- After two month SUP has made no changes in RLJ
16 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV: SUP started earning money with ads in RLJ
ews/2007/02/22
/sup/
2007
18 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2007/02/2 | -Duma deputy and LJ blogger V. Alksnis
5/alksnis/ - Blogger ‘tarlith’
- RLJ hackers (ceTreBbie mo10HKN)
EV:
- Alksinis post an entry in his blog
- ‘tarlith’ accuses Alksnis in lie
- Alksnis files a case in the court for ‘offence of the representative of the state’
- RLJ bloggers raised against Alksnis
- Alksnis and ‘tarlih’ participated in the tv-show
- RLJ bloggers paid more attention to a scandal
- RLJ hackers ‘cracked’ blog of Alksnis
- RLJ administration has reacted very quickly
19 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2007/03/26 | - RLJ hackers have created a number of “bots”
/robots/ - RLJ administration has blocked “bots”
20 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2007/05/21 | - Kommersant newspaper
/zhzh/ EV:
- Kommersant allows only RLJ users to comment its articles on-line
- SUP opens a web page to serve RLJ users, Livejournal.ru
- Yandex opens “blog search”
- SUP and Yandex announced their
21 http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2007/06/19 | Alfa Bank
/livejournal/ EV:
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Alfa Bank agrees to sponsor activities of RLJ

22 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH: RLJ celebrities
ews/2007/06/19 | EV:
/broken/ RLJ hackers attacked blogs of RLJ ‘celebrities’
23 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews2/2007/06/2 | SUP announces LRJ reaching 1 million
7/sup/
24 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH: Norilsk Nikel
ews2/2007/07/2 | EV: Norilsk Nikel uses Livejournal as its press platform
4/nornikblog/
25 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH: mts company
ews2/2007/07/2 | EV: mts company allows Livejournal users to access LJ from their mobile phones
6/mts/
26 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2007/08/0 | - Intellectual and creative elite
7/livejournal/ - Masses
- Prominent RLJ workers
EV:
- Intellectual and creative elite inhabited LJ
- Masses inhabited LJ
- RLJ transformed from an elite club to a popular platform of self-expression
- SUP employed prominent RLJ bloggers as workers
- SUP fired most of prominent bloggers
- In the middle of 2007 bloggers stopped worrying about SUP ownership of cyrillic segment
- Fitzpatrick quits Livejournal and goes to Google
27 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH: ‘Vedomosti’ newspaper
ews2/2007/11/2 | EV: ‘“Vedomosti’ ans SUP made a deal, allowing all RLJ users access on-line content of
0/vedomosti/ Vedomosti
28 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2007/12/0 | - RLJ users (different from those in USA)
3/soup/ - American administration of RLJ
- Social networking sites
- Foreign LJ users
EV:
- American administration of LJ was not involved in RLJ specifics
- SUP has learned to earn money in RLJ in one year
- RLJ users did not leave LJ
- Number of RLJ users doubled (while SUP was governing RLJ)
- SUP brought many useful features to RLJ
- Social networking sites (SNS) became popular (2007)
- Because of SCS, LJ was in danger and became a burden for Six Apart
- SUP buys the whole of LJ
- SUP plans to: optimize usability, establish new american company Livejournal Inc, establish a
council with 2 representatives of LJ users.
- RLJ bloggers reacted very actively to the purchase (reaction was smaller then the previous one)
- RLJ bloggers suspected the purchase being connected with a victory of “United Russia” in
parliamentary elections, that happened the same day
- Foreign LJ users did not understand the purchase and suggested the links to KGB and Kremlin
29 | http:/lenta.rum | EV:
ews/2007/12/07 | - SUP has introduced a feature “My guests” for LJ users to see last 100 users that have visited their
/sup/ journal
- LRJ users protest (as on Facebook — create community)
30 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2007/12/10 | - SUP has introduced an opportunity to disable “My Guests feature” (after protests in RLJ)
/counter/
31 http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2007/12/1 | - Russian presidency candidate D. Medvedev
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1/medvedblog/

EV:

- Medvedev was nominated as Putins successor

- RLJ bloggers reacted actively (for many reasons)

- RLJ bloggers actively participated in the internet-conference of Medvedev

- Medvedev showed his knowledge of RLJ and its slang and voiced support for RLJ slang
- RLJ activists enter politics domain

32 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV: Norilsk Nikel got an award for its RLJ blog as for the Best Pr campaign of 2007
ews2/2007/12/1
9/nornik/
33 | http://lenta.ru/ar | EV: RLJ does not need hidden advertisement anymore
ticles/2007/12/2
0/runet13/
2008
34 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/01/14 | - Popular blogger mparker
/award/ EV:
- Mparker has started sixth internet competition for the best LRJ blog
- Mparker named best bloggers of RLJ
35 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/01/2 | - RLJ bloggers (curious, suspicious, eager to discuss everything, pretend to be knowledgeable,
1/blogs/ raise panic easily)
- Provocateurs among RLJ bloggers
- Nossik
- Journalist Bachinsky
- Celebrities of Russian media sphere
- Russian politicians (not understanding specifics of blogosphere, having old education)
- “City without drugs” foundation member
- “City without drugs” leader, RLJ blogger Roizman
EV:
- Bachinsky dies
- RLJ bloggers react actively — posts, comments
- RLJ bloggers discuss life and professional qualities of Bachinsky
- RLJ provocateurs create a false RLJ blog of dead Bachinsky
- Nossik suspends false account
- RLJ provocateurs speculate on death of other celebrities (mid Jan 2008)
- Russian media
- “City without drugs” foundation member publishes a story of trial against a drug consumer
- RLJ bloggers start discussing ethical and legal issues around war on drugs
- “City without drugs” leader, RLJ blogger Roizman defends “City without drugs”
- RLJ bloggers attack Roizman
- RLJ bloggers have spread information about a plain crash
- Russian media reported information to be false
- Russian politicians enter RLJ
- RLJ bloggers have posted pictures of Duma deputies during the meeting
- RLJ bloggers have criticized the actions of deputies
36 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/01/25 | RLJ bloggers wrote an open letter to Apple Inc. with a with a request to reduce prices in Russia
/apple/
37 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/01/30 | SUP announces to enter Ukrainian market
/sup/
38 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/02/18 | Sup announces entertainment and shop discounts for RLJ users
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/club/

39 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/02/19 | RLJ user is first to announce the death of a prominent Russian singer Jegor Letov
/letov/
40 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/02/22 | NY Times
/nytimes/
EV: NY Times starts cooperation with RLJ — mutual translations of articles and comments
41 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/02/22 | RLJ bloggers Terentjev
/obvin/ Russian court commission
EV:
- RLJ user Terentjev verbally attacks Russian police force in a blog entry
- Russian court commission has decided that Terentjev has violated the law
42 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH: prominent RLJ blogger mparker
ews/2008/02/25
/parker/ EV:
- mparker has expressed an opinion that Britain should be bombed an destroyed
- Administration of Livejournal.com has suspended the blog
43 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV: Sup has announced the creation of “Observation committee” of LJ
ews/2008/02/29
/sup/
44 | http://lenta.rum | EV:
ews/2008/03/10 | - Sup has created new rules for Livejournal Abuse Team and asked RLJ users to voice their
/sup/ opinion
- RLJ users have reacted actively
45 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/03/1 | RLJ bloggers (important creators of policy, bring social issues and events to life, have a tendency
0/blogs/ for massive collective action. Predictable in their opinions)
BBC
EV:
- Prominent RLJ bloggers distributed information about a bad state of the Tarus hospital
- Russian media picked up the story
- Another group of bloggers has voiced out suspicions toward the advocated of the hospital
renovation
- Governor of the area has sorted out the situation
- some of RLJ bloggers have voiced out worries, that situation was been solved so easily
- Medvedev became president of Russian
- Left wing RLJ bloggers criticize results of Putin’s presidency
- Right wing RLJ bloggers praise results of Putin’s presidency
- “The March of descent took place (3™ of March, 2008)
- RLJ bloggers have reported on the March of descent with photos and reports
- BBC and RLJ bloggers have created a citizenship journalism community journal within LJ
‘live_report’
46 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/03/1 | - RLJ bloggers (have a specific way of communication, rude, full of swearwords and offensive
2/comment/ language )
EV:
- RLJ bloggers have actively reacted to the trial case towards Terevtyev
47 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/03/13 | - Sup announces start of elections for RLJ representative in the ‘Observation committee’
j/
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48 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV: Sup takes away opportunity to have a ‘basic account’
ews/2008/03/13
/nobasic/
49 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH: LRJ users criticized the disappearance of the ‘basic account’
ticles/2008/03/1
7/blogs/
50 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/03/18 | -LJ users proposed to boycott Livejournal because of ‘basic accounts’
/boycott/ - Prominent RLJ users have joined the boycott
51 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH: Livejournal Inc.
ews/2008/03/20 | EV: Livejournal Inc apologized for taking away ‘basic accounts’
/basic/
52 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH: LRJ users (do not respect authority in general)
ticles/2008/03/2
1/1j/
53 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/03/2 | - Livelnternet community
4/blogs/
EV:
- RLJ bloggers started discussing if LJ truly belongs to them or to SUP (after the boycott)
- RLJ bloggers try to understand of the boycott was successful
- Celebrities of RLJ (that have previously been loyal to the service) have rebelled against the
administration of RLJ
- (Because of this) Sup failed to present boycott as a marginal initiative
- Media have covered the scandal (willingly and in detail)
- Livelnternet community taken up the idea of “content strike”
- RLJ users comment on the crisis of USA economy
- RLJ users comment on controversial visual artist performance
54 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/03/26 | -Dmitry Strochak (ex- finance minister of Russia, currently under trial)
/storchak/
EV:
- Dmitry Strochak starts an RLJ blog
55 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/03/3 | - Belarus opposition
1/blogs/
EV:
- Belarus opposition has organized protest actions
- RLJ users have reported on protests by Belarus opposition
- Abuse Team has suspended account of RLJ user, who has created ‘robots’
- User has protested, saying that the reason was his political views
- SUP company has denied these claims
56 | http://lenta.ru/ar | EV:
ticles/2008/04/1 | - RLJ users have created a blog of protest against Nossik
5/blogs/
57 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/04/16 | - Advocate of Terentjev suggested, that Nossik should be considered an expert of Livejournal in
/nossik/ the court
58 | http://lenta.ru/ar | EV:
ticles/2008/04/1 | - RLJ community stopped growing
9/kib/
59 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/05/1 | -RLJ bloggers:
3/blogs/ -uneducated, not interested in real problems
- very different from English-speaking bloggers, take blogging to seriously
60 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
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ews/2008/05/30
/ruslj/

- RLJ blogger churkan

EV:
- LRJ bloggers have voted for the representative of RLJ in observation commetee”
- RLJ blogger churkan has won the RL]J elections

61 | http:/lenta.ru/ar
ticles/2008/05/3
0/1j/
62 | http:/lenta.ru/ar | EV:
ticles/2008/06/0 | - SUP has made rules for ‘Abuse Team’ more ‘liberal’ and more suitable for the specifics of RLJ,
2/blogs/ but at the same time more complicated
- New representative of RLJ has positively evaluated the new rules
63 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/06/09 | - Abuse Team of LJ have ‘un-suspended’ account of mparker
/mrparker/ (after change of rules)
64 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/06/1 | - Artemy Lebedev (famous Russian designer, RLG blogger with growing popularity, purposely
1/tema/ provoking scandals to increase popularity within RLJ, uses very rude language in his blog).
EV:
- Lebedev posts picture of naked-breasted young RLJ user, presumably underage
- RLJ blog of Artemy Lebedev was suspended by Abuse Team
- RLJ users started a discussion on whether it can be proven that the girl is underage
- RLJ users have advocated for ‘bringing back’ Lebedev
- Workers of company SUP defended the action of Abuse Team (rules have to be obeyed)
65 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/06/12 | - ‘Abuse Team’ has ‘un-suspended’ blog of Aretmy Lebedev
/tema/ - Artemy Lebedev did not stop posting pictures of naked-breasted women
66 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/06/20 | -Livejournal administration introduces “Captcha service”
/captcha/ - Livejournal administration introduces some other minor changes
67 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/06/22 | - Kommersant publishing house
/sup/
EV:
- Sup and “Kommersant” sign a deal:
SUP buys internet publication “Gazeta.ru” from “Kommersant”, while “Kommersant” received
50% of assets of “SUP” and enters administration of the company
68 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/07/12 | - Sergey Lukyanenko (famous contemporary Russian sci-fi author)
Nivsy/
EV:
- Sergey Lukyanenko has an argument with RLJ users
- Lukyanenko decides to abandon RLJ blog
69 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/07/17 | - Livejournal administration brings back ‘basic accounts’
/basic/
70 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/07/1 | - ‘Basic account users’ (do not pay anything, but are very important, because generate most of
7/basic/ content and are very active).

EV:

- LJ administration understood that it needs ‘basic account’ users

- LJ administration decided to earn money on ‘BA users’ and at the same time respect interests of
BA users
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- LJ administration offers LJ users four types of the advertisement strategy within ‘basic account’

- LJ made required users have invitation to register (in the beginning)

- LJ is bought by SUP and is developed

- LJ involves advertisement model

- Total change of advertisement policy was stopped by protests of LJ users

71 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/08/2 | -Livejournal (a normal private company, that wants to make money, makes decisions that generate
9N/ profit)
EV:
- LJ changed its business model to the standard interned business model
- (When the policy changed), BA accounts were perceived by LJ administration as waste of money
- LJ users did not allow Livejournal to take BA accounts away
- Livejournal created new way of putting advertisement in BA — it would be seen only by those, not
logged in
- Livejournal turned into a newspaper — it has more readers than users and advertisement next to
content
72 | http:/lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/09/10 | - Nossik leaves company SUP
/nosik/
73 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/09/12 | - RLJ bloggers supported 2X2 channel in its conflict with authorities
/letterl/
74 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/07/07 | - Savva Terentjev was considered guilty for his RLJ blog entry
/terentiev/
75 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/10/10 | - Livejournal administration has increased the amount of comment that can be attached to one
Nj/ single blog entry till 10000.
76 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2008/10/15 | - Dmitry Shirinkin, RLJ bloggers
/shirinkin/
EV:
- Shirinkin makes a blog entry where he writes to enter a educational institution and kill people
- Shirinkin is sentenced in a court
77 | http://lenta.ru/ar | EV:
ticles/2008/10/1 | - Lebedev was one of the first to join RLJ
6/livejournal/ - Lebedev became one of the most popular RLJ users
- Lebedev engaged in various conflicts with SUP
- Lebedev has used subscribers to his blog to generate ideas on how to improve LJ
- “Kommersant” has invited Lebedev to be its representative in SUP
- RLJ users have started a discussion on what happens with L] when Lebedev comes
78 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2008/11/07 | - Livejournal administration launched a first start page for LJ users
Nj/ - Livejournal administration added new usability issues
79 | http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2008/12/3 | - Blogosphere
1/finalblogs/ - SUP (does not know how to earn money)
-NL
EV:

- Blogosphere stopped being special and elitist and entered the social life of Russia as its ordinary
component.
- Blogosphere turned from the tool of self-expression into the source of information.

- NI and Nossik (most famous SUP workers) have left SUP (in 2008)
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- SUP failed to become less hated by bloggers and develop relationship with them
- State channels decided to ignore blogosphere

- Blogosphere merged with off-line world

2009
80 | http://lenta.ru/n | CH:
ews/2009/01/28 | -Sergei Muhamedov, RLJ blogger
/smi/
EV:
- Sergei Muhamedov has registered his blog as an official medium (to prove that such action is
wrong in its essense)
81 http://lenta.ru/ar | CH:
ticles/2009/01/2 | - Sergei Muhamedov, a blogger-celebrity, businessman,
8/ottenki/
EV:
- Russian government has raised concerns of RLJ bloggers with a new law on media
- RLJ bloggers have commented on the registration of the blog negatively, saying that this is a
huge responsibility
- Sergei Muhamedov have explained what complications might appear if LJ blog is registered as
media
82 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2009/01/29 | - SUP claims, that Muhamedov violates company’s right to “Livejournal” trademark.
/sup/
83 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2009/01/30 | - Livejournal administration has announced that entry number 100 mlij. Was created in RLJ
/millions/
84 | http://lenta.ru/n | EV:
ews/2009/02/04 | - Muhamedov has cancelled the registration of his blog as media.
/nomedia/
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APPENDIX 2: Interviews with Russian Livejournal experts

Samson Sholademi
O. [parunésa: Pacckaxxute 00 uCTOpuu TUUHOTO B3anMozeicTBus ¢ JKussim XKXypraaom?

Camcon Hlomanemu:

B XK g mpumen 22 Anpens 2005 rona. Ciny4aiino. [Tocie opankeBoil peBoIONMK Ha YKpanHe MHE CTaJI0 HHTEPECHO, a €CTh JIH
nmoo0HOe MooiexkHOe BMKeHHe B Poccun. CTan komaThes M HAOpe Ha TOTIa TOJBKO-TOJBKO MOSIBUBITUCCS JBIKCHIEC
«O00poHaY, TOCSTHII Mapy X MEPOIPHUSATHI, TOTOMY CTall YUTaTh B VIHTEpHETE, YTO OHU MUIIYT U YTO JIFOJIH, KOTOPBIC XOIAT Ha
MUTHHTH, BeOyT oocyxaerne B JK)K. 3axoTen BCTyUTh B TUCKYCCHIO, IPHUIIUIOCH TEXHUIECKHU 3aBeCTH OJoT. B mepBEIe monroaa
IMcall pa3 B MECsII, pa3 B ABE Helenn. HaumHas ¢ KOHIIa aBrycTa y)Ke MOSBIIOCH OOJbIIIe 0CO3HAHHOTO. Jlaipie B KOHIIE aBIyCTa
MOSIBIJIACH FICKYCCHOHHAS TUIOIIAAKA IO Ha3BaHUEM «JlebaTe» B KiryOax. S Tyaa mpwuiien i BooOIe ObLUT TaKoi HOBBIN opMar
1ot Mocksbl, it JKOK, f7st monmmTH3upoBaHHBIX O10TTepoB. MHE CTalio MHTEPECHO, U S YBJIEKCS MOJMTHUKOM, CTall MHOTO MHCAaTh Ha
MOJUTHYECKHE TEMBI, B3TJIIIBI, KOMMeHTapHuH. [locTenenHO cTan oOpacTaTe KOHTaKTaMH, CBs3sMu. [lorom Toraa emre ObLT TaKkoit
TPEHJ, YTO, JOK, DIUTA... ITO ceifuac ThicayHUKOB 1o ctatuctuke 1900, a Torna ux 6swuio 100, moxer 150.. CnokHee Kak-To Toraa
Tyza ObLIO MOMACTh U COOOIIECTBO MPECTABIISIIO U3 Ce0sl KAKYIO-TO LIEIIOCTHOCTD. M MOSIBIIICS MHTEPEC — MOIPO0OBATh TOXKE CTaTh
TBICSYHHKOM. A TJIe-TO Yepe3 I'o/l Ha BOJIHE HECKOJIBKHX aKIMi PE3KO MOJCKOYHIIO KOJIMYESCTBO YUTATEIICH

O.[.: To ecTh BbI CO3HATENBHO CTAPATHUCH CTATh THICTYHUKOM?

C.II.: B kakoii-To MOMEHT Hayall co3HaTesbHO. [IpocTo s BCIO JKU3HB MpopadoTal B XKeIToi OyJIbBapHOil IIpecce 101 Ha3BaHHEM
«Oxkcmpecc ['azeTa» 1 HaYaI aKTUBHO MICATh HAa BCSIKUE TAKHE CKaHAAIBHBIC TEMBI X HAPOJ Hadal aKTHBHO KOMMEHTHPOBATb, U
Havasach, MOKET, CO3HATENbHAS MAHUITYJISINS, 3aUTPBIBAHNE ¢ YnTaTeNnsIMH. [lepBbie 1Ba roa 3TO OBLIO JIIOOUTENBHCTBO, a B
KaKOH-TO MOMEHT TIOHSUL, 9TO 3TO MOKET CTaTh HOBOM mpodeccueii mis mers. [Toromy ato B okTsi0pe 2007 roma s yIien u3 ra3eTsl u
KOTJIa YXO/JWII, 3aII0CTHII y ce0s B OJ0T€ U B COOOIIECTBE «Ianapariim 00bIBICHNE, 9TO UIly padoTy. bykBanbHO 3a ATH THEH
MOTy4YHJI MHOTO Pa3HBIX IPEIUIOKEHNE U BBIOPAl caMO€ BBITOJJHOE — BO3IJIABUTH VIHTEPHET-NIPOEKT, HOBOCTHOM CalT
OpPHEHTHPOBAHHBIN HA TO, YTO JIFOAM MULIYT B O0orax. [Topaboran Tam, notom B (eBpasie 2008 roza st monain B npoekt «Pamoiepar
«ITo6er u3 MockBbI», B paMKax KOTOPOro Hac oTnpasuiii B FOxxHyto A3uio. B paMkax 3Toro npoekra Mbl IIMCAJIH UCTOPUH O HAIIHX
MYTELIECTBHSX, U TaK sl MO3HAKOMUJICS ¢ reo-0norruHroM. [ToroM MeHs nmo3Baiu paboTaTh Ha OIMH TYPUCTHYECKHUI CaiiT,
HOJIEP)KUBACMBIH HECKOJIBKUMH KPYIHBIMHU TypdrpMamu. C aBrycTa-ceHTsIOpsi MEHs TPUTJIACHIIN B OJTHO areHTCTBO O]
Ha3BaHueM «ComuanbHas CeTb)» padoTaTh, M B HACTOSIINH MOMEHT 51 BO3IJIABIISIIO CITY>KOY 110 paboTe ¢ Oiorrepamu, Bey IPOEKTHI
PEKJIaMHOTO XapakTepa.

O.[1. Pacckaxute 6onbie 06 smute « XK K»

C.III. Korna JKK emie He OBLTO MTOTICOBBIM, S €III€ ATOTO BPEMEHH HE 3aCTall, THICSIYHUKOB OBUT0 oKosto 100 yemoBek, Bce apyT-
JpyTa 3HaJM, 3T0 ObuTH Jrou 13 Mocksbl, u3 [Tutepa, Hemaoro M3pawmns u CIIIA. Te, k1o ceifuac 3aHUMAaeTCs peKJIaMoil, Kakue-To
MPOEKTHI /IENACT, TOTAa IHUCAIH IPOCTO TaK. PaHbIme 4ToOk! TEOs YMTaI0 MHOTO HAPOAY, Ha/l0 OBLIO MHOTO IIMCATh — IO, OITOpa,
JBa. A celiuac MOSIBUJIOCH MHOTO TE€XHHYECKHX ITy4€K, Koraa, npn6eraﬂ K IOMOUIHX pa3IndHbIX 6OTOB HJIM B3aUMHOI'O
(((bpeH)KI/IBaHI/IH», YECJIOBEK 3a TpH HUJIN YCThIPEC MECsLla CTAHOBUTCSA ThICAYHUKOM HEMHOT'O HEUYCCTHBIM CHOCO6OM.

O./1.: IToueMy NOSIBUIINCH 3TH KMHCTPYMEHTBI»?

C.III.: TToToMy 4TO NPOU30LLIA TOYKA KUIIEHUS, KOTJ1a KaKas-TO BElb BHAYaJe ABISETCA yJEJIOM y3KUX KaTerOpUil IpaXkaaH,
NIUTAPHOM, TIOTOM APYT HACTYIAeT pe3Kasi MoJa U HapoX «IoBeJcs». 1 B urore pasmbiBaeTcs ocHoBa oOmmeHus. Eciu eme et nste
Ha3aJ| CPeTHUI BO3PACT OJIOTTEPOB COCTABIILI JIET 27, TO TENeph 3TO yke 22 rofa. A eciu TOBOPUTH O JIH.PY, TO TaM Booodmie 17-16
net. JItonum, KoTopsie ObUIM H3HAYAIBHO, THOO OHU BOOOIIE YIIUTH Ha CTAHA-3JIOYH OJI0TH, TMO0 POCTO 3aKPBUIN CBOM %K. MOXKHO
CKa3aTh, YTO 3a 5 jeT 2-3 MOKOJIEHUs TOYHO CMEHUIIOCH.

O..: To ects Te, KTO ceigac OJIOTH B %K BEAYT, 3TO BOOOIIE APYTHE JTFOAN?

C.II. Ecnu mocMOTpeTh Ha PSUTHHT CTa 10 «SIHACKCY», TO U3 ITHX JIFO/IeH ai 00T YeoBeK ISTh cTapo reapauu. OcTaibHbIe, 3TO
Te, KTO clelnan cebe uMsl Ha KakuX-To ¢uien-Mo0ax, Ha KaKUX-TO PeKJiamax.

O./1. K riaBHO# Teme pasroBopa. Pacckaxurte 00 HCTOPHH K.
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C.I. (...) EcTh HECKONIBKO KYIBTOBBIX (PUTYpP, KOTOPHIX HOBUYKH YK€ HE 3HAIOT. ECTh BOT HampuMep TaKo# «amady, N3BECTHBIH
CBOHMM OTPOMHBIM «OaHHBIM JIMCTOMY, OH OBII IIEPBBIM, KTO HcUepnal JJUMHUT. [loToM, Korma oK Kymuil, B KaBerdkax, Hocuk, «amaw€
W3 HEro yielsl. Y Hero ObUl O4eHb XOPOLIHHA OJIOT M OH OJJHUM M3 MEPBBIX CTaJI MyOJIMYHO ]aBaTh B HEM pEKJIaMy, 3a 4TO U
nocTpanai — onor 3akpbiid. OH OTKPBLI CBOW OTJIENBHBIH OJI0T, TIOTOMY yexall B DKBaJIop, I/ie YK€ HECKOJIbKO JIET )KUBET 3a CYET
cBoero Osora. Bot Takas nerenna. Hy, Obut eme Tema JlebeneB. Ha 3THX HECKOIBKHX MEPCOHAXKAX CTPOMUIIACH MU(OIOTH3ALIUS K.
Ho ceifuac 0 HUX TOMHHUT YK€ MEHBIIUHCTBO.

O.[. [ToMHUT MEHBLIMHCTBO M3-3a U3MEHEHUS KOJM4ecTBa 103epoB? Miu uro npousonuio?

C.11I. B nepsyro ouepens na. Bo Bropyto ouepenp, cTapHuky o cede He HaMOMHUHAIOT. J{J1st cTapoii rBapiur BO MHOTOM OBLIO
3a30pHO MHUCATh MOCTHI IIATHBIE PEKJIAMHBIE, a JIIsI HOBUYKOB 3TO OBLIIO HOPMAJIBHO.

O.J1. To ecTh B3MISIABI %K KaK COOOIECTBA H3MECHHIINCH?

C.11. 3ToT npotecc npouies HECKOJILKO CTa Ui, KOT/[a JII0I1 TOBOPWIIM: JIa HU 3a 4TO, /Ia HU B KH3HB 5 He Oyay Hukoraa. Craaus
BTOpast, KOTa YelloBeK, Kak roixyooii Bopumika y Winbsga u Ilerposa — BopoBai, HO OTOM KpacHel. To ecTs JIroau Toxe Kak Obl
OTHEKHBAJINCh, HO OBIJIO MOHSATHO, YTO 3, Af0T peknamy. [1oToM, Ha cTamuu TpeThel, II0M yKe He CTECHSUINCh, HO CTallH,
Hao00poT, OUTH ceds B TPy ib, HA3bIBATh KAKHUE-TO COBEPILICHHO HECYIIECTBYIOIINE rOHOpaphl. Takoii mpomrern perpecc.

O.[. TIporpecc 3To mmm perpecc?

C.II. C xaxo# TOYKH 3peHus mocMoTpeTh. KoMMmeprnnanu3anus KOHTEHTa B O1orax Tak WM HHade JOJDKHA Obuta mpou3onT. C
TOYKH 3pEHUS] KOMMEPLHAIN3aLUH 3T0, HaBepHOE, porpecc. Koraa nosiBisieTcst MeaniiHas MIo0MaAKa, TO O, KOTOPBIC HA HEH
KHBYT, HE TIPOCTO TaM I10 IBa 4aca MPOBOJIAT, a JJIsl HUX 3TO CTAHOBUTCS YaCThIO )KU3HH, OHM HAYHWHAIOT MCKAaTh BO3MOXKHOCTb 3TO
MOHETE3UPOBATh — KOHTEHT, KOTOPBIH OHHU CO3JIaf0T MJIH MOIYJISIPHOCTh KOHBEPTUPYIOT BO YTO-TO MHOE. C TOUKH 3pEHUS
MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHOM IJI0XO0 TO, YTO €CJIM PaHblIIe TIHCATM BCE, YTO OHU XOTEJIH, TO TENePh YEIOBEK IOHUMAET, YTO MOT Obl HAIMCcaTh O
4eM-TO UHTEPECHOM, HO HE HAIMIIET, OTOMY YTO IOyMaeT — a 3a4eM s Oy/y IMUcaTh IPOCTO TaK, €CIH ObI S MOT 32 3TO YTO-TO
MOJTYYHTb.

O./1. Morsu OBl BB 3TH 3Talbl «IIPUBSI3aTh» KO BPEMEHH HIIH K nporeccy?

C.II. 9to coyumnock, koraa CYII Kyt pyccKOsS3BIYHBINA CETMEHT oK. Toraa bpena npusesnu B mepBeiii pa3 B Mocksy. brina
Takast BeUeprUHKA B IIEHTpe MOCKBBI, IPUTIIACHIIN TOT/A THICSTYHUKOB, KOTOPHIX OBIIIO HEMHOTO, M JJIs1 MHOTHX ObliIa 4YECTh — MOMAacTh
K bpeny, noo6martscst ¢ Hocukom. 1 Buanmo, Koraa THICSYHUKOB MTPUTIIACHIIN, IPUKOPMUIIN, JAITH MOHATH, YTO MOKHO YTO-TO
MIOTYYUTh «HA XalsBY», MOKHO APYKUTh M MOTy4aTh KaKHe-TO TUBHACHIBI. {JIs1 KOTO-TO CTalIo 3TO TAKUM ILEITYKOM — ara, oT
COOCTBEHHOTO JKypHaIa MOKHO HOIyYUTh BBITO/Ly HE TOJIBKO B OOIIEHNH, HO M B KAKOM-TO JICHE)KHOM 3KBUBaJsieHTe. [loToM Oblia
Takas HCTOPHS, Yepes3 /iBa MecslIa sl B COaBTOPCTBE ¢ OuorrepoM «scandal_max» ycrpoun npoBokanuio. Hanucan B kakoii-to
3aMKCH, YTO OAMH U3 HAC TOTOB 3aIUIaTUTh APYTrOMY JEHBIH 3a COOCTBEHHBIN nuap. Hapox OTKIMKHYJICS, HOSBUIOCH MHOTO
KoMMeHTapueB. Uepes mapy AHeH sl BRIBECHII B CBOEM XypHasle PacleHKH Ha CBOU YCIYTH — MOTY 3a TaKyl0-TO CYMMY B -TaKO€-TO
BpEMsI BEIBECTH Bac Ha TaKOE-TO MECTO B TOIE. DTO UMENO OOJIBIIOE PE30HAHC, 32 CYyTKH SI OIY4MII 5-6 JINCTOB KOMMEHTapHUEB.
BospmmHeTBO pyranuck 1 Bo3Myanuck. [lorom npunuio ooeasienue ot agmuuuctpanun JKK, koTopast He MOHsUIA Iy TOBCKOTO
XapakTepa 1octa 1 oTpeboBaa HeMeUIEHHO 3aich yaanuTs. S ero ynanui. Ho ocanodek To octancs. A uepes napy JHEH s
00HapYXKWJI B CBOCH ITOUTE TPH MPEIIOKEHUS 0 pekiaMe. Bot 3To Obu1 Takoi iepenoMHbii MoMeHT. [ToTom B TeueHne momyroza
MHE MpeAsIarajai Kakue-To TEMBI, [ IHCaJl 3a IeHbIu. A oToM ¢ cepeanHsl 2007 roga y»ke MHOTHM OJI0rTepaM CTalu Ipeyiarats. A
C TIPOIILJIOTO TO/Ia 3TO MPEBPATHIIOCH YK€ B CUCTEMY.

O.J1. CBsi3aHO JIK 3TO Ha BaIll B3I ¢ KAKUM-TO COITHATBHBIM MPOIIeccoM?

C.I. A mpoBoxy napaiuiens ¢ K. Mapkcom, y Hero ectb B Tpye «Kanuramy naTh 3TaroB pa3BUTHsI KaUTalu3Ma. Y MEHS TEOpHs
po sI 5 3TAoOB MOHETH3aKH Oorocdepsl B Poccuu. Jtam mepBhlil: 4eI0BEK YTO-TO MHUIIET M TOHUMAET, YTO MOXKET MPOAATh 3TO
3a 100 gomapos. 100 nosimapoB 370 11eHa ero coBecTd. OH TOTOB MOWTH Ha CAENKY WA HET?

O.[. Ho c uem cBsizana 310 MoHeTH3anusa? OHa ke MPOU301LIa B KAKOW-TO OMpeeIeHHbIII MOMEHT?

C.III.: Ha py6exe 2006-2007 roxga HacTynmia Moza Ha #oK. CTaino MOJHO OBITE OJIOTTEpOM, Ha TEJICBHICHUN CTAJH TOBOPUTH, B
ra3erax BAPYT pe3KO Hayalu mucath. B mociennue 3-4 mecsma Ha 3amaze, Be3ze, 1€ TOJIBKO MOXKHO MHUIIYT O «TBUTTEpe». To xe
camoe MOXKHO CKa3aThb U 1mpo K B Poccun. To ects mponcxoamio to, uto B CIIIA mpoucxonuno Ha 3-4 roxa pansiie. S xymato, 9To
AOK OyZIeT errie ToNITo MOAHBIM. Eciu camplil rimaBHBIN O670rTep Teneps MeaBeneB — CaMbIi JTy9IIHi KPUTEPHA TOTO, YTO K MOJCH.
Mona emie onpeaessieTcsl TeM, YTO y HaC OUeHb IMOJIMTH3UPOBAHHBIN *OK, B OTIIH4YKE OT apyrux crpad. Ecim B CHIA tam
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JOMOXO3SIHKH, IKOJPHUKH — HE TaK y>K MHOTO OHH TOBOPSAT O TOJIUTHKE, TaM 00CYXKIar0TCs Takue 0ojiee MpU3eMIICHHBIC BeIn. A B
Poccun 06Cyx1atoTcsi TeMBI HOTUTHIECKOTO XapakTepa. Bo3aMokHO, TOTOMY YTO NMPH CYIIECTBYIOMIEH TOTUTHIECKON CUCTEME, IS
TEX KTO XOTeJl Obl BBICKA3aThCsI, XK CTall TAKOW OTIYIIMHOMN, HeKoell «kyxHei». Hy u B To ke Bpemst %K cTail 00IbIIHM
MOOWIIH3YIOIIUM (haKTOPOM, TOTOMY UTO OBUIO BpEMsi, KOTJla ¢ MHCHUEM KK CYMTAINCh. K TOMy, 4TO 00CYXKIaI0Ch B XK,
NPUCOETUHSINCH IPYTUe TUIOLIAIKH — ra3eThl, TeyieBuaeHne. Co3/laBaii HEKYI0 pE30HAHCHYIO BOJIHY M C 3THM HPUXOUTHCS
CUUTATHCA.

O.J1. C uem cBA3aHbI IOCTOSIHHBIE IPOTECTHI B 2KXK?

C.III. Hy sTo0 Takas MHTSIDIUTEHTCKAS MITyKa. VIHTEIUTUTEHT BCeT/Ia JOJDKCH OBITh MMPOTHB BIACTH, HCKATh BO BCEM H3bsH. TaKoi
MHTEUTUTEHTCKUH TIOIXO/.

O.[1. To ecThb *K-HCThI CBSI3aHBI C COBETCKOW MHTE/UTMICHIINCH?

C.II. MenTtanurer. KX B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CBOEM OMITO3UIIMOHHO HACTPOCH. BBIIIO BpeMs, KOria OJiH OJIOT — OJIMH YEJI0BEK, ceiyac
YK€ He MOHUMaEIIb — C PEIbHBIM JIH YEJIOBEKOM OOIIACIIBCS UITH ATO MIPOCTO OYEPETHOM MEPCOHAK.

0O./1. M3HavyanpHO 5 MMesa BBUIY PEAKIUIO JKK-HCTOB HA M3MEHCHHUS B CEPBUCE.

C.III. Hy »To HOpMaNbHAas peakIysi, 1 HHTEPHETIYHNKH 3TO JFOAA HEMHOTO aHapxmdyeckue. Korma cymecTByer kakas-To CTPYKTYpa,
KOTOpasi IBITAeTCA CO3/1aTh KaKyl0-TO HEPAPXHIO CO3AATh, YTO BBICTPOHUTh, OHA BHI3BIBACT CONPOTHBIICHUE — a 3adeM? A HaM U Tak
xoporo xuBeTcs. Y Bcerna HalaeTcs, KTO CKaXKeT, 9TO BCe OTCTOHM M paHbIIe ObUTO Iydine. MBI emte uM OyIeM JeHBIH TUIaTUTh —
3a 9T0?

O.Jl. MHorue nccrenoBaTeny munryT 00 0COOEHHOCTH XKK...

C.III. Hacuet aHTIOSI3BIYHOM OI0TOC(EPHI ST HE CKaXKy, TOTOMY UTO 5 €€ MPAKTUICCKH HE 3HAO.

B 1utaHe cpaBHEHUS KK ¢ KAKUMHU-TO COLMAIBHBIMU CETSMHU, %OK 3TO IUIONIAIKA JIJIs OMCKA SAMHOMBINIICHHUKOB. Eciin «B
KonTakTe» Bce 00IIeHUS MOKET OBITh CBEICHO K TOMY, UTO JIFOJAH Ha3HAYAIOT PYT-APYTY BCTPEUY, TO HOK 3TO TUCKYCCHOHHAS
TUTOIIAIKA — JIFOJISIM HPABHUTCS CIIOPUTH. XOTS, OISATH XK€, 3TOTO OOJIBIIE OBUTO PaHBIIIE.

O.[. TTouemy panbmie 6pu10 OoIBIIE?

C.II. TTotomMy 4TO OH OBIIT MEHEE MTOTICOBBIM.

O./1. Mosxerte omnpeseneHne 1aTh 3TOMY CIOBY?

C.II. Takoit mpumep. EcTh KOMIaHust U3 YeThIpeX 4eoBeK, mo 30 jger. CiymarT OHH poK-My3bIKy. He OysIHAT Ha CIieHe, KaX10e
BOCKPECCHBE XOMAT B POK-KITy0, CaasITCs 3a CTOJIUK, CIYIIAIOT CIIOKOHHO. [T0TOM MOSBISIOTCS Y 3TO# pOK-IpyMIibl (haHATHI,
koTopbIM JieT 20, yenoBek 20. OHU M03Ke NPUCOEIUHSIOTCA K 3TUM deThlpéM nof 30 siet. U 3TH 01U TepstoTcs B TAKOM
obmrecte. U B KaKo#-TO MOMEHT OHHM TIOHUMAFOT, YTO OHH JaXe 3]1eCh HEMHOTO uyxue. [IpuMep monsteH?

O.[. To ecTh B KaKOH-TO MOMEHT «ITMOHEPHD) TIOYYBCTBOBAIH CEOST Ty KIUMHU?

C.II. [a.

O.J1. A BBl HE MOTJIH OBI OTIPEJICTUTh MOMEHT, B KOTOPBIA 3TO MPOU30ILIO?

C.I. Moxet 65ITh 3T0 0bUTO0 Havyasio 2007 rosa, Koraa MOsSBUIACH MAPOYKa COOOIIECTB, Y KOTOPBIX HICOJIOT s ObLIa — JaBaiTe
TIOMOJKEM JIPYT-APYTY CTaTh ThICSIUHUKAMHU. JIFOIM 3aX0MMIN U Kapycenbio apyr Apyra GpeHauin. To ecTh eciu paHbIie GpeHIuIn
JPYT Apyra MOTOMY YTO KTO-TO HHTEPECHO IMHUIIIET WU IOTOMY 4TO KTO-TO MyOuKyeT GoTorpaduu, a TyT — MPOCTO OOIIHM CKOIIOM.
To ecTb MCHSIETCS TMIOHITHE O TOM, YTO HHTEPECHO.

O./. Kak mmenunics co BpemeHem KK?

C.I. JTrogm cTamu co BpeMEeHeM OOITbIIIe THCATh O 3aMKOM. VI3Ha4ambHO JIFOM 3aBOIMIIH KYPHAJIBI, YTOOBI IETUTHCS CBOUMH

BIICYATIICHUSIMU, MBICIISIMHU, OTKPOBEHHHYATh. HO KOT/1a KONMYeCTBO YUTaTe el JOCTHraeT Kako-ro onpeeneHHoro nopora.. Korna
y Te0st 50 unTaTesnei Tl MOXKEIIb MHCATh O MHOTOM, O JINYHOM, a Koraa TeOs unTtaet 1-2 ThICSIH 4eTIOBEK, HAaUMHACIIh B CBOEM
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KypHalle «puIbTpoBaTh 0azapy, kak ropopurcs. Hy uin HauMHACIIb «IUCATh MO 3aMKOMY, ISl CBOMX. BOT Takas oOpaTtHas
CTOpPOHA MEIalH.

O./1. TTornusiI0 T pa3BUTHE XK HA OOIIECTBO B LIEIOM?

C.III. YacTs MONOAEKHOMN MOJUTHKH BEPTUTCS BOKPYT K. JIMAEphl BCEBO3MOXKHBIX MapTHH, ABUKEHUHN, 3aBOAMIH XK. XOTS
JIaNIblIIe %OK MapTHH AT HE BBIIUIECKUBAIOTCA, M BCE APYT ApyTa 3HatoT. 1 3To co3naeT Hekuil BUPTyalbHBIA XapakTep TOTo, 4ToO
ceifyac nmpoucxoauT. JIroeil, HHTepeCyoIMXCcs TIOJIMTUKOM, OT 00I1Iero KoyimuecTsa Oorrepos, na 6or tam 5 npoueHtoB. Ho atu
IIATHh MPOLIEHTOB CO3/IAf0T MIUTIO3UIO, YTO y HAC OTPOMHOE KOJIMYECTBO (...). B ueM-To 0K MOXKET oKa3ail BIUAHUE Ha (POPMUPOBAHHUE
HEKOTOPBIX IBWKCHUH. 5 wiu Oombie JieT Hazax mosiBriiock JBmxenne [Ipotus Heneranpaoit Ummurpanuu. OHO cTaio
MONYJISIPHBIM 32 CUET HEBEPOATHOM aKTUBHOCTHU B MIHTEpHETE U B YaCTHOCTH, B K. Koraa nmpuxoann Kakoi-To ciydaid, CBSI3aHHBII
C IMMHUTPaHTaMH, cO00IIeCTBO 3T0 co3aBaino 20-30 IOCTOB Ha TEMyY M CO3AaBajI0 OUIYIICHUE Y YeIOBEKa HECBEIYIIEro, YTO y ATOM
OpTaHM3aIH OTPOMHOE KOJINYECTBO CTOPOHHHUKOB. A TIOCTBI, KaK IPaBUJIO, IIMCATUCH TPEMS HIIH YEThIPbMs JIFoAbpMHE. 110 Takoi sxe
CXeMe CTalM ACUCTBOBATH Apyrue rpynmnsl. To ecTh uepes #OK CTaIH «IIOANUTHIBATHCSD TaKHE IKCTPEMHUCTCKUE MaprUHAJIbHBIE
JBIDKeHUs. B miane npyrux Bemei... Hacto B 30K IPOXOAST KaKue-TO akIuu OnaroTBopuTesbHoro xapakrepa. KK cranoBurcs
TUTOIIAIKOW JUISL TOTO, YTOOBI O/IHU JIFOJIA MOTJIU ITIOMOYb JIPYTHM JIFOZSIM.

O.J. CBs3b MEXY XK U OCTAIbHBIM MHPOM?

C.II. O6patHOi#i cBs3u cTano oombire. O XK celdac TOBOPSAT Besle, n MeaBeneB 3aBel OJIOT — 3TO TOXKE BeIb HE CIyYalHO, JaHb
MmoJie. TouKy HauMBBICIIEr0 MHTEPECA U Mo IbeMa %ok mpoinel. To, uto MenBeses 3aBen 6Ior, cTajio riaBHoit Toukoit. Koraa yxe
MPUIIUTA BCE, MOPa yXO/UTh, UCKATh HOBOE MECTO.

O./1. TTouemy 3aKOHYHIICS POCT HOK?

C.III. TToTomy, uTO %K BOOpas B ceOst BCIO Ty TPYIILY, Ha KOTOPYIO OPUEHTHPOBAJICS, a JFOAU MOJOABIC, TOPOCTKH,
MIEPBOKYPCHUKH, JIJIs1 HUX 00Jiee HHTEPECHBI collnanbHble ceTu. M oHn yxonut Tyaa. HoBoe mokoneHne nHTEpHET-T0Ib30BaTeNeH B
JKOK MOJKET MTPUXOJIUT, HO OyIET TOCTATOYHO MACCHBHO.

Ilya Peresedov

O./1. Pacckaxkute o cBoeii cBs3u ¢ XK

N.II. Ilo BpeMeHu oH y MeHs Hepoaro. I'ne-to roga nonropa-nasa. [{an oH MHe 1OCTaTOUHO MHOTO. Tak MoiIy4YusIocs, 4To B
KOPOTKHH CPOK, MECSIICB 32 BOCEMb, 5 CTAJI B HEM JIOCTATOYHO MOIYJISIPEH, MO KypHaJl BOLIEN B JIECATKY CAMBIX YHTAEMBIX OJIOTOB
B Poccuun. DTo MHE /1a110 HOBBIN KPYT OOIIEHHS, BO3MOXXHOCTh 3aHUMAThCS )KYPHAJIMCTHKOM Ha MPoQecCHOHaIbHOM YpoBHE. B
UTOTE S Iepeexal KUTh B MOCKBY U ceifuac SBISIOCH JUPEKTOPOM HH(POPMAIIOHHBIX MTPOTPaMM MEPBOT0 POCCHUHCKOTO OH-TalH
TEJNEeBUJICHHUS.

O.[. TonymnsipeH Bam1 00T CTal CIy4aiHO?

W.II. s sToro CIICHHUAJIBHO HE IIJIAHUPOBAH, NPOCTO B KaKOM-TO MOMEHT OH CTall BOCTpC6OBaH, 1, IOHNMas 3a1poChbl ayAUTOPUH, S
HadaJl UM CJICIO0BATh.

0O./. Kak momyunnocs, aro u3 XK BBI mepenuin B )KypHAITUCTHKY?

W.I1. Onna U3 TeM, KOTOPOI 5 IOCTOSIHHO Kacaucsi, Obuia monutuka. OueHb MHOTHE MOMYJISIPHBIE OJI0TTephl paboTaroT
KypHasuctamu udopm-areHcTs. B IlerepOypre ciydnioch HHTEPECHOE COOBITHE, «MapIll HECOTJIACHBIX», KOTOPbIE O(HIIUATIbHbIC
CMMU 3amanmuuBaiy ¥ s HOXOAWII C AMKTO(GOHOM, OIMCHIBAII, YTO BHJEI U OKa3alcsl oueHb BocTpeboBanHbIM. Hy a manbire, korga
MPUILIA TOMYISPHOCTS... Broreppos nepnoauuecku NpocaT NUcaTh aBTOPCKUE KOJIOHKHU U CTaThs B Pa3HBIX ra3eTax U XKypHajax.

O.[. Yro BHI 3HaETE 00 UCTOPHU KK?

W.IIL. (...) XKK B Poccun nosiBuiicst B 2000 romy, cHadana 370 OBIJIO pa3BiedeHHe y3KOTo Kpyra JI0AeH, XOpOoIIo 00pa30BaHHBIX,
W3BECTHHIX B OTIPENENIeHHBIX Kpyrax. MI3HauampHO %OK pa3BUBAJCS Kak CyOKyIbTypa. ITo ObLIa iepBasi BOJIHA, IIOTOM PUXOIUT
BTOpasi BOJIHA, JIIOAH, KOTOPBIE TOXe OBUIM 3aMHTEpEeCcOBaHbI B VIHTEpHETE, HO yXKe He 00J1a/1aIi TaKoH ke KyJIbTyPOH,
OPHUTHHAIBHOCTBIO, YTO, YTO MOPOJMIIO TaK TaK HAa3bIBAEMYIO «TYCOBOUKY». [IpH HUX 3OK paciimpsieTcs ¥ CTAaHOBUTCS CBOETO poJa
Kak ceiuac «Jlempar,
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TeHepaTOPOM KaKHX-TO aHEKJIOTOB, HCTOPUIL... A TPEThs BOJIHA, 3TO KOT/IA 0K PACIIUPSIETCS] U CTAHOBUTCS KPYITHOM MIaTOpPMOH,
00BEANHSIONIEH BCEX, M HAUNHAET CyILIECTBOBATh 10 MPUHIMITY Ooinbinoro MHTepHeTa. I10sSBISIOTCS OTAENBHBIC KIIACTEPHI JIFOCH,
KOTOpBIE MEX/y cO00i 00LIAr0TCs, OKa3bIBACTCS, YTO BCIKHUE CTAPOXKHIIBI, OHH JIMIIb OT/ACIBHBIN CErMEHT, a JKK ATO Kyda
JIOMOXO351€K, KAKHX-TO JIIoieH ¢ IHTepHETOM Ha IpsMYIO HE CBSI3aHHBIX. TO €CTh 3TO yK€ I10JIy4aeTCsl TAKOM MacCOBBIA CEPBUC U
HBIHELIHUE TOIYJISIPHBIE I03€Phl, B TOM YUCIIE U 51, CMOIJIU MPOOUTHCS TIOTOMY, YTO OHU CMOTJIU OBITh MHTEPECHBI OOJIBIIOMY
KOJINYECTBY Pa3HbIX JIOJEH U C IOMOLIBIO Pa3HbIX CPeACTB. [I09TOMY CTapOKUIIbL, OHU CUUTAIOT HAC MATKOTEIIBIMH,
OeCHpUHIMITHBIMU CBOJIOYAaMH, CTAPAIOIIMMHUCS IOHPABUTCS BCEM.

0O./1. B xakoe BpeMs IpuIILIa BTopasi BOJIHA?
W.I1. Bropas BoHA IpHIIIIA JOCTATOYHO OBICTPO, TAe-TO B 2002 roxy.
O./1. Kak Ha one 3TOr0 npoucxoania Tpanchopmalys HoJIuTHIecKoro aktTusuama B KK,

N.I1. Kak s moHMMar0, TIepBasi BOJIHA OHA OblIa TOCTaTOYHO JIMOepaibHa, HO, C IPYTOi CTOPOHBI, Jajicka OT MoNuTHKU. Kak B cpeze
00pa3oBaHHbIX JTMOEPAIOB — BCE MOHSITHO, HO TPYOUTH 00 3TOM — MOBeTOH. [IpesicTaBuTeN BTOPOI BOJHBI, KOTOPBIM MPUCYILA
TaKast 1Iep30CTh U PE3KOCTb, C HUMH MPUXOJUT TAKOW KOHCEPBATU3M U, OJHOBPEMEHHO, paJuKalin3M. YTO-TO HAUMHAET
BBITOBAPUBATHCS JKECTYC. A TTOTOM, KOTJa B %K «HA0CKATU XOMSIIKIY, KaK BBIPAKAIOTCS, TO €CTh ayIUTOPHUS PaCIIUPUIACh, B
JIOCTaTOYHO KOPOTKUH CPOK 0K CTall MOJUTU3MpoBaH. Ho HY)KHO OTAaBaTh OTYET, YTO OJHOBPEMEHHO B %OK CYIIECTBYIOT THICSYU
MOJIb30BATENEN, KOTOPhIE JaXXe HE OJI03PEBAIOT O €ro NOJUTHYECKON cocTaBistonieil. Ha cerogHsmuuil 1eHb dKUBOM KypHa, 3TO
Takoe cepare UaTepHeTa, cs3yromiee B cebe Bce OCTaNBHBIC CTPYKTYpPEL. Hy, HET B 50K IPpyTOil IDIOMIAIKH TSI OTKPBITOM
TUCKyccur. BooOe, cymecTByeT MHEHHE, YTO 0K 3TO SAMHCTBEHHOE MECTO I IyOIrmaHON oMuTHKY B Poccun. [loatomy B
KaKOH-TO MOMEHT TaM CTaJIH MOABISATHCA MPEACTaBUTENN BCETO MOIUTUIECKOTO CIIEKTPa, a MOTOM (...). 51 Aymaro, 9T0O 3TO HAaUWHAET
AKTUBHO NPOSBIATECS rae-To B 2004 roxy, u rae-to k 2006 (...)

O.J1. Yto ceiiyac MpOUCXOUT B «IOJIUTUIECKOM HOK»?

WL.II. ITo MouM OUIYIIEHUAM, HOK KaK OJUTHYECKAs Cpefia TepseT UHTepeC MOTOMY 4TOo U3 Hero yxoautT (...) Kak cranus
odopmienus oboro sBiaeHUsA. OHO HIIET, KaK ce0s MPOSBUTH, TOTOM HAYWHACT PACKPBIBATHCS, 4 IIOTOM CHCTEMAaTU3UPOBaThCs. B
JOK ceifuac MPOUCXOIUT MPOIECC CUCTEMATH3AIINH, a 32 HUM 00BIYHO HJICT MPOIECC yMHUPaHUs. ECTh TaKoil HHTEPECHBI MOMEHT.
Ecmu o munryT B 5KUBOM KypHAJIC B pacdeThl OBITh YCIIBIIIAHHBIM OOJIBIIUM KOJHYECTBOM ITIOZCH, HaOOp TeM orpanmdycH. OH
MOJeT ObITh O4€Hb OOJIBIION, HO 32 TOJITOPA T0/Ia MOXKET ObITh HcUepIiaH. ECIN Bbl aKTUBHO ITUILUTE B %OK, TO PAHO HIIH TO3/[HO BbI
HAIHUIIATE PO a0OPTHI, PO MPaBa FOMOCEKCYAIHUCTOB, PO TSHKEIOE/CIaBHOE COBETCKOE MPOIILIOE U Tak jaainee. [loatomy
MEePHOANIECKH ITPOUCXOIUT ECTECTBEHHOE OOHOBJICHHE TIOKOJICHUIA (...). I, KOHEUHO, MPEICTABUTEINH «CTAPBIX)» CUUTAIOT, YTO OHU
000 BCeM 3TOM YK€ OTTOBOPHIIH — JIyH4llle, IPaBUiIbHEE U T.1. EcTh Jtou, KoTopbie 1o 3-4 4yaca B CyTKH CHJIST B 3K U FOTOBBI
roZIaMH OJIHO ¥ TOXe TOBOpUTh. HaBepHOe, 10 pa3HbIM MPUYMHAM OHU TaK JIENAI0T, KTO-TO OT HEYCTPOCHHOCTH B JIMYHBIX JeJIax,
0COOEHHOCTEH MCUXUKHU (HY OYy/ly TOBOPHUTH IPOOJIeM). A It KOTO-TO 3TO CTAHOBUTCS pabOTOi. 3a mocie Hue ABa roja MOSIBHINCH
KaK KpEMJICBCKHUE, TaK U ONMNO3UIMOHHBIC CTPYKTYPbI, KOTOPBIC TOTOBBI ITPOCTO IJIATUTH 34 TO, ‘iTOGI)I JIr0Au 03BYy4YUBAJIU U
OTCTauBaJIM UX IIO3UIIUIO. 3TO MOT'yT 6])ITI) T03€phI U3BCCTHHIC. Ectp Ipy 3TOM NIOAPAa3ACIICHUA, KOTOPbIC HAHUMAIOT HIOﬂeﬁ,
CO3/1al0NIKX OOJBIIOEC KOJMYECTBO KYPHATIOB U IO/ Pa3HBIMH UMEHAMH OCTaBIITIONTNX KoMMeHTapuu. JKK co3naBacs M3HaYaIbHO,
KaK IJIOMIaIKa CBOOOIHOTO OOIICHHS, HO KOT/Ia JIFOJI CTaIH 3a JICHBI'M TOBOPUTH OJTHO U TOXKE, YKE CTAJI0 KaK-TO HCHHTEPECHO.
Emre ofHIM BaXKHBIM MOTHBOM K MOJTUTHYCCKOHN poiiu 30k ObuT Tom «SHaekca». Ho moToM anroput™ WHICKCUPOBAHHS CTaIl
MOHATEH, OH YYUTHIBACT KOJMYECTBO CChIIIOK, KOTOPBIE CTaBsT Ha 3anuch B Oyiore. OKas3aioch, 4TO HAMEPEHHO MPOJBUTATh MOCTHI
oueHb npocto. U peknama B Tore «SIHaeKca» NOSBUIIACH NPAKTHYECKU CPa3y, HO M3HAYAIBHO €€ MPOLCHT ObLIT Mall, a CEroIHs
KOJIMYECTBO MPOIUTAYEHHBIX MIOCTOB, KOTOPBIE «IIPOTAIIMINY B TOI «SIHAeKca» 50 npoLeHTOB, B HEKOTOPbIE JHU 1 OoibIne. Mbl
JIUIIHIACH, IO OOJIBIIOMY CUETY, ABYX OCHOBHBIX Bellel — CBOOO/ (bl KOMMEHTAPHEB M MHIIEKCAI[MH TOT0, YTO K€ BOJIHYET JHOJIeH
CETOIHSI.

KomMepiimanusaiust 1 MoJTUTHYECKHH CTPYKTYPAIU3M JIMIIHIH #OK CBOOO/IbI M CIIOHTAHHOCTH.

O./1. TToGoubIie 0 Giiorrepax, KOTOPBIC MOTYYAOT ACHBIY 33 MPOIBIKCHIE MAPTHUH B HOK.

W.II. Ecnu BBl NPOBOANUTE JHHOE KOJUYECTBO YACOB B JICHb B XKMBOM JKypHaJle, MUIINTE Ha MOJIUTHYECKUE TEMBI U HE TIOIHBIA
TICUXOMAT, TO PaHO WJIM MO3HO BHI I0O3HAKOMHUTECH C TEMH, KTO ITIOJINTHKY 3Ty JenaeT. Ecnu B TedyeHue nosryroaa Oynere nucarb
OCMBICIICHHBIE KOMMEHTAapHH B XypHase y HemnoBa, To eciiu He HeMIoB, TO KTO-TO U3 €ro KOMaH/bl Y3HA€T O BaIleM
CYIIIECTBOBaHMH. B KaKOH-TO MOMEHT NpeyIararoT AENaTh TO )K€ CaMoe, HO C TEM, YTOOBI POTACKUBAThH B TOI KAKHUE-TO TEMBI,
Pa3HOCHUTH KaKHe-TO MHEHUs 1o 61orocdepe, T.1. Hackonbko s moHUMar0, KaXXIbli, KTO 3aHUMAETCs JKYypPHAIOM MOCTOSIHHO B TOH
WM UHOH (popMe mpeasnoxeHne norydan. MHe, Koraa Mot 6J1or cTai nomyJisipeH, MPpeUIoKIIIN HCcaTh HAa HEKOTOPBIX caiiTax B
Ka4ecTBe KOJyMHHCTA. [IoTOM cTanu mocTynaTh NpeiIoKeHHs Kak 001Ie-peKIaMHOro, Tak U MOJIUTHYECKOT0 Xapakrepa. S He
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HCKIII0YAI0, YTO €CTh MOKOJIEHHE HOK 03€POB, UL KOTOPBIX 9TO HOPMa, €CTh KaTeropys JIIAEH, KOTOpbIX 310 ycrpausaet. 0K sto
BOOOIIE TPOCTPAHCTBO CYOBEKTUBHOCTEH.

O./J1. B xakoit MOMEHT BO BpEMEHH Hayaach 3Ta TEHIACHIIHSI?

H.IIL HpI/IMepHO roja noJropa Hasa/, KaK TOJIbKO KK 3aMCTHUJIN. Kak Tonpko kakas-to momaaxka CTaHOBUTCA 33M€THOI71,
HaXoJATCs JIFOJU, T'OTOBEBIC ITJIaTUTD, 4TOOBI HA HEH YTO-TO O3BYYHMBaJIOCh. Ta xxe camas CUTyalusd ¢ TCICBUACHNUCM.

O./1. EcTb 111 4TO-TO B 3TOM IpoLIEcce XapaKTepHOE AJIsl poccuiickoro odmecTsa?

WLII. Cam %k XapakTepeH cyry0o Uisi POCCHHCKUX ITOJUTHYECKUX MpoLeccoB. HU4yero moxoxero Ha pyccKOsA3bIYHBIE COOOIIECTBA
B TOM JKe€ )KHBOM JKypHaJle ¥ BOOOIIIE aHTIIOA3BIYHON Oitorocepe He CyIIeCTBYeT.

O.J1. C yem ObI BBI 3TO CBsA3aIU?

WL.I1. 51 ObI cBsi3ai1 B MEPBYIO OYEPElb CO CBOCOOPA3HBIM IOHUMAaHUEM CBOOOIBI CI0BA. DTO CBOcOOpasue Moy aaeT MHOTUX UITH B
JKUBOM KypHaJI. 371eCh €CTh €I1le OJUH MOMEHT — KyJIbTYypa CJIOBa, KOTopas NpucyTcTByeT B Poccuu. IToTomy 4To B 4eM-TO KHMBOI
JKypHaJI 3TO BO3POXKJEHHE MUCTOISIPHOrO >kaHpa Hauana 20ro 1 koHua 19ro BekoB. Tennennuu anrnosssraHoro MHTepHera ato
MIpeaeIbHO KOPOTKUE TEKCTOBBIE COOOIIEHNUS («TBUTTEP») M €CIIM TOBOPUTH O OOJIBIIOM KOJIMYECTBE HHTEPECYIOINXCS, TO 3TO
Bujeo u potorpadun. B Poccuiickom MaTepHeTe BHaeo HIKaK He MOXET 3asBUTH O ce0e, KaK O IMOHOLEHHOH pealbHOCTH.
KapTuHku BakHBI, HO TTIaBHOE — 3TO cJIoBO. Ecim B anrios3sraHoM MHTEpHETE 0 COOBITHH HAO B MIEPBYIO OYEpEb TOKA3aTh
(otorpaduu, To B poccuiickom MHTEpHETE HANO €T0 B IEPBYIO ouepens onrcats. Cama KyIbTypa Takas — II000ITaTh JI00AT B
Poccun.

O./1. IloBnusiny a1 MONMUTHYECKUE CHIIBI HA PA3BUTHE JKK?

N.II. OHI/I HH IIOBJIMAJIN, HO KaK 6])1 9TO cKa3aTh... Ecan IMpOo1ECC HEIIb3A OCTAHOBUTDL, €TI0 HA/10 BO3TJIABUTD. ITonuTHnyeckas BiIacThb B
Poccun HECKOIBKO JIET aKTHBHO padoTaia Ha TO, YTOOBI CAeIaTh MPOIECC IUPKYIAI nHpopManuu B Poccun abcomoTHO a1t ce0st
MPO3PavHBIM U TIpe/ickazyeMbIM. M BAPYT y Bac OKa3bIBAETCS PECYPC, B KOTOPOM TYCYETCS MOPSIKA JIBYX-TPEX MHJUTHOHOB YEIOBEK
B JIEHb, 0 KOTOPOM 3HAIOT MUJUTHOHOB JECSTh... [Ipruem 3Tu 10 MUJUTHOHOB 3TO He abbl KTO, 3TO CaMble IIPOJIBUHYTHIE, CAMbIE
00pa3oBaHHbIC U CaMble MPaKIaHCKK akTUBHBIE. U pacmpocTpansiercst Tam jitobast uadopmarust. BiacTh 370 He MOXET He 3a00THUTb.
A ¢ IpyTroii CTOPOHBI, €CITH BBl 3aHUMAETECh TTOJUTHKOM M HE MOKETE MONYUYHUTh Ha IIEHTPATBHBIX KaHaaX CTOJIBKO BPEMEHH,
CKOJIBKO BBI, K&JKETCSI, IOCTOWHBI, BBI TPUJIETE Ha OTY TUIOIMAAKY. TaK UTO TOJUTHKA TYT MOCT(HAKTYM.

O./1. OTu TeHIeHINY TOBIHSIN HA TOJIUTHYECKYI0 KapTuHy Poccun?

W.I1. Het. Eciu roBopuTh 0 ()OPMUPOBAHUM HOIUTHYECKOH KYJIbTYPBI, TO T€ JIIOJH, KOTOPBIE Oy/AyT JeNaTh NOJIUTHKY uepe3 jieT 10-
15, onu ceituac Bce B %K. VX B3MIapl, X yOXKIeHHs, MaHEpa apryMEHTAIMH, OHa BCSl OTTauuBaeTcs U popmupyercs B ix0K. Poib
MOK B OCTAJILHOM HEBEJIMKA, OMOBECTUTH U COOPaTh CTOPOHHUKOB Ha TIOJIMTUYECKYIO aKiuio. OIBIT OCIEIHUX JIET TOKAa3bIBAET, YTO
3TO, B OCHOBHOM, HHTEPECHO TOJIBKO cTOpoHHMKaM. Hu Toro, 0110 B Knese, Hu Toro, uto 66110 B KnimnHese y Hac Het. U 310
noKa3aTeib MOJUTHYECKON KYJIbTYpPbIL, KOTOPYIO KUBBIM XYPHAJIOM TaK cpasy He nepenomuils. C Jpyroil CTOPOHBI MBI 3HAEM, UTO
MOK TaKUM ITOTEHIIMAIIOM 00J1aaer.

O.[. Kak moHnMaTh cyieOHbIe 1efia B OTHOIICHUH XK F03epOB?

W.I1. Het Hukakoii mpo6memsl MIHTEpHETa 1 BiacTH. Bee 5K 103ephl, KOTOPBIX IPECIIeI0BaNH, TH00 HAXOAWIHChH B JISTKOM
«HEaZeKBaTey, TM00 MIIN Ha CO3HATENbHYIO poBoKanuio. C meH3ypoi 3TH Aea Hu4ero odmero He umMeroT. Ckopee 3To nMeer
OTHOIIICHHE K HECOBEPIICHCTBY POCCHHCKOT0 3aKoHOAaTenbCcTBa. C Ipyroi CTOPOHBL, 3TO HEIOHUMAaHNe YAHOBHUKAMHU
ocobenHoctel IHTepHeTa. BoNbIIMHCTBO 9KCIEPTOB MPUXOIAT K BBIBOJLY, UTO PAHO WJIM TTO3/IHO HpUIETCs 00Jiee aKTHBHO
NPOSIBISITH Ce0sl, B 9TOM €CTh 00BbEKTHBHASI HEOOX0MMOCTh. [10CKOJIBKY JIt0/Iei, B UbI0 KOMIIETEHTHOCTh MOKHO OBIJIO OBl TIOBEPUTH,
MIOKa HET, HY ¥ TOBOPAT «IIyCTh T0Ka ero (KOHTpoJist) ¥ He OyaeT». Ho kak B OOJBLIIMHCTBE CTpaH oHa, popmMa KOHTPOJIs, €CTh, 3TO
OYEBH/IHO, a [T0KA HUKAKOH [IEH3yphI HET.

O.[. Kak ObI BB IPOKOMMEHTHPOBANHU Ipuxoa MeaBeiesa?

W.IT. ] ok 310 Xopomo. Eme oxna rapanTust, uto ¢ 6morrepamu Hudero He Oyner. Mk Mengenesa 3T0 He yITydIIHIIO.

O./1. Tpancopmalys )KUBOTO )KypHaIa B TPEX MPEAT0KEHHIX
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W.I1. B Havase %ok ObUT TUTOMAAKOM TSt OOIIIEHNS JIFOJeH OTHO KYJIBTYPHI, OOIIEHHUS CaMOT0 pa3HOCTOPOHHETO0. JTO ObLIa
iomaaka npusarHas Bo MmEorom. XK crai npuobperaTh cTaTyc myOIMYHOCTH 33 CUET CBOETO cBOcoOpa3us. Bropas BojHa, Hayaio
TpeTheil. Bee akcnepThl CXOSTCS B OJJTHOM — OyayIiee KK ObLIO MPEIONPEICICHO TEMH KaueCTBAMU M JIMYHBIMHU CBOMCTBaMH,
KOTOPBIM 00Jaanu ero ocHoBareau. CHavana 3To OblIa cpelia MPUBATHOTO KyJIBTYpHOTo o0mmeHus. Celvac yKe HU 0 KaKOM
CBOCOOpa3UH KHUBOTO JKypHAJIAa TOBOPHUTH HEIb3s1, JKUBOM )KYPHAI pa3poccs U 00ObEAMHWICS CO BceM poccuiickuM MuaTepreToM. C
OJTHOW CTOPOHBI, 3TO MaJICHbKasi MOJICIb BCETO PYHETA, a C APYroi — 3TO MPOCTO WHACKCATOP, KOTOPEII OTpakaeT Ha cebe
TEH/ICHIINH, IpUCYTCTBYIomMe B Poccuiickom MHTepHETE.

Oleg Kozyrev

O./1. O cebe 1 IMYHOM CBS3H C KHMBBIM )KypHAJIOM.

O.K. 4 mo npodeccnn xypHaimcT, paboTai B aHUMaNWK, Ha TEJICBUJICHUH, B pekiiamMe. B sxuBoi sxypaai s npumren B 2005 roxy
10 UTOTaM OOIIEHUS C PSIOM CBOMX ApY3eH M3 MONMUTHYECKOH cepsl. B Havyae 3To ObuT MpocTo THEBHUK, HO B 2006 roxy, koraa
ObUIa OUEHDb XOJIOJHAS 3MMA, 51 HAITHCaJl CEPHI0O MUHUATIOP «JTHEBHUK 3aMEp3aloliero MockBu4a». OHHU cTalli OUYeHb NOMYJISIPHBIMH,
S CTaJ CTHICSTYHUKOMY. (...) UyTh IMO3Ke 110 NTOraM 3THX 3aITMCOK BHIIUIA KHATA, XOPOILIO IPOJaBatachk NepBeli rod. YyTh mosxe g
MIepeMECTIIICS Ha IpyTHE TUIOMIAIK! — 0-ThI00, ¥ CTaJl TOCTUTh CCHIIKH B 3KK. IMEHHO IUcaTeNbecKask 9acTh MPOU30IIIA y MEHS
yepe3 OJIor, Jake CBOETO MU3AaTeNs s Hallel 4epe3 00T, COTPYIHNYAI0 C HUM JI0 CHX TI0P.

O./1. Pacckaxxute UCTOPHUIO )KUBOTO KypHaja.

O.K. 5 ObLT cBUzETENEM BIUSHUIO OOLIECTBEHHO-TTOIUTHYECKOMY OJI0T0B, KOTOPOE MPUBEIIO K TOMY, YTO OJor 3aBen JMutpuii
Mengenes uMeHHO B k. iMenno B 2005 rony Ha BCILIECKEe HHTEpeca K COOBITUSM Ha YKpauHe, OJ0TH CTajld MECTOM
pacrpocTpaHeHus JeMOKpaTHYecKuX uiei. [IoToM 4yTh 103:Ke CTanu SKCTPEMUCTHI MTPOSIBISTH Ce0sl, HALIMOHATMCTHI, HALIUCTHI.
Broru Hayamm oka3eIBaTh BIMSHUC HA CPEYy MHCHHI B POCCHIACKOM 0OIIECTBEHHOM KU3HU. OTYACTH 3TO CBA3aHO C TEM, YTO CPEIU
OJIOTTEPOB €CTh KYPHAIHCTBI, €CTh MHOTO JIFOACH BIIMATEIBHBIX, €CTh MOMUTHKH. TakuM 00pa3oM, OJIOTH CTanu Cpesoi, KOTopast
(opmupyer npobIeMHBIE BOIPOCH B O0ILECTBE, PearnpyeT Ha KaKhe-TO COOBITHS MIIM MOOMIIM3YET JItoJiel, YTOOBI OTpearupoBaTh
Ha Kakue-To coObIThs. M cTamo BUAHO, YTO B OJIOTH CTaIH MPUXOIUTH IPO(ECCHOHANBHBIC IOTUTTEXHOJIOTH, U JIFOJH, KOTOPEIC
WCTIONB3YIOT OJIOTH IS peIeHUs] KaKuX-To 3a1a4. M B XxoporieM, 1 B INIOXOM CMBICJIE UCTIOB30BaTh — PEIIUTh MPAKTHICCKIE
BOTIPOCHL... TO €CTh 0Ka3aJI0Ch, YTO OJIOTH SBIITIOTCS TaKOI HEIUIOXOHW CONMANBHOM CPEIOi M CTall0 3aMETHO, YTO 37eCh MOSBUIHNCH
MOJIOISKHBIE TIPOKpEeMIIeBCKUE IBIKeHNS — «Hammy, «Momonas I'Bapawst», mprdeM HMEHHO IIeJICHANIPAaBICHHO — B PS/IC ABIKCHHUN
HOBBIM aKTHBHCTaM OBLIO PEKOMEHAOBAHO 3aBOJIUTH CBOI OJior. bitorn ctanu BIHUATE M CTallK Ty/Aa IPUXOANUTE I€HBTH, H
MOJMTHYECKOE BIMSHHUE CTANIH MBITAThCsl OKa3bIBaTh Ha OyoreppoB. Ha TyMCKUX M PE3UIEHTCKUX YacTh THICSYHUKOB OblLia
«pazobpanay 1o narepsiM. OHU MOJIEPIKUBAIN ONPEICICHHYIO UACI0, U HEKOTOpBIE ObLIM HCKPEHHH BO B3IUIsIaX, @ HEKOTOPhIE — Ha
3apiuiate. Oco0yr0 poJib, MHE KaXKETCs, ChIrpajin 0J1oru Bo BpeMsi Poccuiicko-I"py3uHCKoro KoH(IUKTa, KOTa B 0Jorax
MPOUCXOIUIIA OOJBIIAST YacTh HH(GOPMAIIMOHHOM BOMHBI. B To Bpemsi, koraa B Meua ObLI0 OONBIIOE KOJHYECTBO Je3UH(OPMAIIHA C
00euX CTOPOH, OJIOTH YpaBHOBEIIHBAIU HH()OPMAIIHIO, OJIOTTEPHI OBICTPO HAXOIMIIH «IIPABAY». BIOTH CTAHOBATCS MHCTPYMEHTOM,
KOTOPBIN IIOMOTAET BBISIBUTH «IPABIYY.

Moii snm3ox HeGOIBIION, Korna Ha «Poccuny Mpo3Bydasl KOMMEHTapHi PO cepOCKOTo BHIIE-TIpeMbepa, KOToporo yormu. Tam
OBLTO CKa3aHO, YTO OH MOJIYYHII MYJTI0 3aCTyKEHHO. S BBIJIOXKMI 3TO BUAEO, OI0TTEPHI BO3MYTHIINCH, OKa3aJ0Ch, 9TO MO 6110
ynTana cepOockas )KypHaJIUCTKa, OHA MepeBela 3Ty HHPOPMALUIO U pa3MECTHIIA 3TO Ha cepOCKoM caiite. M Torna emie mepsblii BULE-
npeMbep NpaBUTeIbCTBa MenBeaes, MpuObIBIINIA ¢ BU3UTOM B CepOHio, ObUT BEIHYXKICH IPUHECTH U3BUHEHHUS 32 3TOT (aKT.

O.J1. Uto BBl UIMEETE BBHUILY IO]] CIOBOM «OJIOTH»?

0.K. Bo MHOrOM BIHSHHE OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOJUTHYECKOE OKA3BIBAIOT BOOOILE COLMATILHEIE CETH, HO MIMEHHO K SIBJISIETCS
00IIECTBEHHO-TTOJIMTHYECKON Crto/cpenoi. [1orydninoch 3To, MIOTOMY YTO B %K U3HAYAIBHO ObLIAa BEICOKAs KOHIICHTPAIIHS
WHTEJUICKTYaTbHBIX JIFOJICH, MUIIYIIUX, JYMAONHX JItojicil. OHU CMOTJIM CTATh SIPOM, KOTOPBIE CTANIO OTJIMYATH JKXK OT JPYTUX
MPOEKTOB. DTa TCHICHIMS U OyIET epKAThCA, IOTOMY YTO HMEHHO B 30K MpUXoT... Hy BOT ecnu yxe u JiMutpuit Mensenes
MIPHUIIEN.. 3HAYUT, HOABATCS U APYTrHe, F'yOSpHATOPHI UITH elie KTO-HUOY1b. W BrusiHUE %K OYJIET elie JOJITUM, ECITH TOIBKO cama
COIMAJIbHAS CETh HE CTAHET 10 KaKO-To IMpryKHe Heyqo0HoM. Kak npaBuio, B 11000 HCTOPUU JOMHUHUPYIOIIMM HHCTPYMEHTOM
BIIMSIHUS Oy/IET KHUBOM KypHAIL.

0O./1. B kakoii MOMEHT 0K CTajl 0COOCHHO BIUATEIbHBIM?

O.K. Haumnas ¢ 2005 roma. Eciiu 1o 3Toro Obuia 0oJibliie Takasi KaMepHast Cpejia, YUCII0 YYaCTHUKOB HE OBLIO BEJIMKO, €r0 BIUSHHE
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OTPaHUYMIIOCH JIIOABMH, KOTOpBIe B HeM mpuObBany. C 2005 roma coOBITHS B %OK MPUBOIMIN HHOTIA K BRIXOAY HA YJIHIIBI,
MIPUBOAWIIM K JCHCTBUAM B monuTuke, noseiaeHnto B CMU. C 2007 roga cramu (a B 2008 rogy 3To BooOIIIEe BOIILIO B TPABHIIO)
MOSIBJIATHCS OTAEJIBbHBIE 0J10r-0030pHI, Ha O10TTepoB cTanu cebuiathess B CMU. Uto HazkiBaercs, Tpaauiponasie CMU cnamick u
Havalli akKypaTHO Opath OJIOreppoB B KauecTBE 00BbEKTa HIUTHPOBAHUS. UyTh M0O3KE IMOSIBUIMCH ClIEHMANIbHBIE y100CTBa JUIst
0JI0rrepoB, Kor/ia 0Jorrep MOXKET, HE BBIXOJIS U3 CBOCTO aKKayHTa, KOMMEHTHpOBaTh oH-1aiiH CMU. CrienuanbHbie KOMIbI IS
CCBUIOK JJIs1 0JI0TOB — 4TOOBI CCHUIKH HAa CTAThIO BCTABIATH B cBoM OJor. Ecimu 2005 ro1, 3T0 MOMEHT IPOSIBIICHHS 00IIECTBCHHO-
MTOJIUTHYCCKON 3HAYUMOCTH 0310T0B, To 2007-2008, 3T0 MpH3HAHUE OJIOTTEPOB CO CTOPOHBI TpaauuoHHEIX CMU. Hampumep,
MTOSIBIJTUCH HOBBIC TOJDKHOCTH PEIaKTOpa IO O0TaM — YeI0BEK, KOTOPBIM UILET IO 00raM TEMBI, ICTOPHHU, TOCTEH TS TOK-110y. Mim
YEIIOBEK, KOTOPBIH JlemaeT 0030p OJI0TOB, OH 0OXOAWT s aBTOPUTETHBIX OJIOTOB M BEIYUTHIBACT HHTEPECHYIO HH()OPMAIIHIO, KaKyIo-
TO BCTaBJIIET B CBOI 0030D.

O.[. ITouemy nmenno B 2005 roxy mpoU30MLIENT «CKAIOK»?

O.J1. B Kuese npousolnuia opaHxkeBasi peBOIIOIUS, U CTAJIO SICHO, YTO B OTBET HA TPAJUIIMOHHBIC JEHCTBUS MOJIUTUKOB, JTFOIH
MOTYT (hOPMHPOBATH HEUYTO ALTCPHATUBHOE YePE3 KOMMYHHUKAIUIO APYT ¢ APYroM. JIroau caMu MOTYT OTBETHTh Ha YTO-TO
HETPABUILHOE B CBOESH Jku3HU. B pe3ynbrare BHavyane B Poccuu mosBUIIMCH MOJIOACKHbBIE 00beauHeHus («O00poHay), KOTOpPhIC
cTaiu uHHOPMHUPOBATE O cede uepe3 OJIOTH M KOMMYHUIIMPOBATh uepe3 oiroru. B Havane nqemokpatsr, motom JITHU,
HAIIMOHAJIUCTEL... UTO-TO M3 3TOr0 OCTHIBAJIO, B OJHUX 0JIOraX HEBO3MOKHO OBITh IMOJUTUKOM, HO CTAJI0 OYEBUIHO, YTO OJIOTH CTAIH
XOPOIINM, YIOOHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM JIJISl TOTO, YTOOBI 00BETUHATE CAMHOMBIIIICHHUKAM H BIHSTH Ha KAKHE-TO BOIPOCHI WIIH
MEpPKaHTIIIEHO NOOMBATHCS cBOWX Ieneil. Yike B 2006-2007 romy cTaimo BUAHO, YTO BIUSHUE OJIOTOB IEHCTBUTENFHO BHIPOCIIO,
KOJIMYECTBO JIFOAEH BBIPOCIIO, Kak ciencterue — CMU crammce.

O.[1. U3menwt au 2005 rox kK cooOIIECTBO?

0O.K. Bo-niepBbIx, B 610r1 ipunuty AeHbryu. Koraa cranu BUAETH, YTO JIFOAU MOTYT YTO-TO BIIMATH, 3TO CTAJIN OIIauYUBaTh. 1
MOJIUTHYECKUE U KOMMEpUECKHe IeHbIH. BO-BTOPBIX, B O10rax CTaJiv OTKPBIBATHCS IIPEACTABUTENBCTBA odunnansHbix CMU,
KOTOpBIE IOHUMAOT, YTO OJHOTO CBOEr0 CaiTa HEOCTaTO4HO. Tenenepenadn cTajld OTKPhIBaTh CBOM IIPEICTaBUTENbLCTBA,
KOMITaHKH, napTuu. Elie nosBuiach MeTo1010rusi paboThl B 0JIorax — JIFOM HAYMHAIOT IOHUMATh, YTO HYXKHO C/EJIaTh, YTOOBI
KOHKpETHast HOBOCTb BbIIUIa B TOM. KcTaTy, nosiBiieHue Tomna «SHaexca» Toxxe n3MeHmIo oyoru. To, 4To IMOMCKOBast CHCTEMa
3aMeTnIIa OJI0TH M BBeNla HEKH PEHTHHT, 3HAYNTEIbHO W3MEHMIIO Osiorocdepy. JIroau cTaiy npelnpuHAMAaTh YCHIIHs, YTOObI ObITh
BUAMMBIMH, YK€ paboTaTh HE IPOCTO Ha CBOM OJIOT M CBOETO YHTATEIIS, HO M HAa OTPOMHYIO ayAuTOpHio. OHH CTaJIH TyMaTh, KaK
C/IenaTh CBOM OJIOT WJIHM 3aIMCh MHTEPECHBIM JUISl MACCOBOHN ayIUTOPHH. — OT MOBBIIICHHUS Ka4eCTBA 10 CO3/1aHHs JTHEBHUKOB-
KJI0HOB. Eme mosiBnenne n3BecTHBIX OJ0TTEpOB 0OMIECTBEHHO-TIONUTHYECKOTO CBOMCcTBa B MHTEepHEeTE. MHOTHE M3 HUX MPHIILIH,
YBHJEB, 4TO OJIOTH 3TO BayKHO, U CIIOCOOHO BIMATh. M mpuxox Meznsenesa — pe3yabTaT TOTO XKe.

O.[. T'oBopuT 1111 3T0 00 YpOBHE «CO3peBaHUD» XK B 20057

0O.K. KonnyecTBo THEBHUKOB CTaJI0 OOJIBIIMM M Ka4eCTBO KHBOTO KypHaJla 0Ka3ajJoCh BEICOKHM — I10 JIFOJISIM ITPEACTaBICHHBIM.
310 chirpano poiib. TOT 3Tar, KOTOPBIH ceiiuac HavalICs, 3TO MPUXOJ B XK U3BECTHRIX Jitojei. OueBuaHO, OyaeT 3Ta BoaHa. Eie
ITOHUMAaHHE TOT0, KaK MOXKHO 3apadaThIBaTh IeHbI'H. [y MHOTHX Oior OyJeT CTAaHOBUTHCSI MECTOM PabOThI, CKOPPEKTUPYETCS,
HAaJICIOCh, KaK-TO, TOJIMTHKA %¥OK OTHOCHTENIBHO XKypHasa. TpeTnit MoMeHT, 310 co3nanue cuaternuecknx CMU — 6o Gonbuive
CMMU 6ynyT B cebs BKiIIOYaTh OJIOTTEpoB, IMO0 camu OJ10rH OyIyT cTaHOBHThCS Bapuantamu CMU.

O./1. [Touemy pycCKOSI3BIYHBIHN KK BCE BpeMst OyHTYET MPOTHB U3MEHEHMH I1aThOpMbI?

O.K. brorreps! He 3anuIeHbl, ecTh TpeBora. COrllacHO TOTOBOPY aKKayHT HE MPUHAIJIECKHUT YEITOBEKY, €r0 MOTYT 3aKPHITh,
ymamuthb. Takoe monBemenHoe cocTossHue. Eciu 9To, 3aKpOroT, U TPyl MHOTHX JIET IPOMaayT. JIFoau IBITal0TCS KOHTPOJIMPOBATH
CUTYAIMIO Yepe3 BO3MYIIECHHE, BHUMAaHKE TOTOIHNTeNbHOoe. Eciu 661 Opiia pa3spaboTana crcTemMa, KOTJa YeI0BEK MOT OBl
COXpaHsATh OJIOT B BUJIC apXKBa, TO Mpolie 0b110 Obl. BTopast Bels — B nmpuHIUIE cBOOO B! cii0Ba B Poccuu mano u MatepHer
BBICTYIIAET OJIHOW M3 HEMHOTHX IUIOINAIOK. A KaK BOJUTCS, KOT/Ia Y YeJIOBEKa Yero-To Majo, OH 3TO Majoe cTapaercs coepeys.
Haxe ecaun B8 CMU nonutuueckas 1neH3ypa, 3T0 BCe-TaKu BHEIIHUE BEIIH, a TYT 3TO TBoe. Y TBOIO MalleHbKYIO CTEHIa3eTKY €CJIU
OTHHUMYT, 3TO 0oJiee OOMHO, YeM €CIIM OTHSUIM TBOW JIIOOUMBIH TeJleKaHal.

O./1. Kak ObI BBI OnpeieniIm pa3BUTHE OTHOUICHUS BIACTH K XKK?

O.K. Bractn mpu3Hanu 010TH Kak CHITY, Kak COLUAIIbHYIO Cpey, KOTopas CllocoOHa BIHMATH HA COOBITHA B cTpaHe. MOKHO
3aMETHUTh HEKOTOPBIC AT HABCTPEUY CO CTOPOHBI HEKOTOPBIX roccTpyKTyp. LIMK nepBbIM OTKPBUT IPEICTABUTETBCTBO B HOK K
MapJIaMeHTCKUM BbIOOpaM. «PocaTom», oy 4acTHast CTpyKTypa, HO B3aUMOJICHCTBYET ¢ Ooreppamu, BOAUT HA CTAHIIUH, TTHITACTCS
JI0Ka3aTh MPEUMYIIECTBA AACPHON sHEprun. YacTb TOCCTPYKTYp HaUMHAET MOHUMAIOIIE OTHOCHTCS K O10rrepaM. He ynusimtocs,
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€CJIM CO BpEMEHEM B IIPEeJICTaBUTEIbCTBAX M MUHHUCTEPCTBAX OyayT paboTaTth ¢ GorrepaMu, Mpy KaxJI0M MHHUCTEPCTBE OyIeT CBOS
n060ucTCcKast rpyIia O0J0IrTrepoB, Hy U paboTta OyAeT Kakas-To BECTUCh. Tak, cTaly MOsBIATHCS KaKue-TO 0(HUIMAIbHBIE KOHTAKTHI
c Grorrepamu — «mpurIiaiaeM OJIorrepoB Ha BCTPEeUy», M Tak Jajiee, OT KaKuX-TO BeZOMCTB. Bropoe, Ha HEKOTOpbIe COOBITHS
pearupyroT BJIACTH MO/ BIMSHAEM BOIIPOCOB OJIOrTepoB (ajTaiickas katactpoda ¢ OpakoHbepaMu). Peakifusi YHUHOBHUKOB HA MHECHHE
0JI0TTEpOB M Ha aKI|H, OJIorrepaMy OpraHu30BaHHbIe. TpeTbe, MPUCYTCTBUE B O10TaX MPOKPEMIIEBCKUX CHII — paboTa ¢ OiioraMu ¢
LIEJIBIO TTOBBIILICHHUS TIPOBJIACTHOTO TIPUCYTCTBHS B Oiiorax.

O.[. B kakoe BpeMsi 3TO IpOU301LI0?7

O.K. IlepBoe HauaI0Cch MPOKPEMIIEBCKOE MPUCYTCTBHE MPOMATaHANCTCKUAX CTPYKTYp U Oim3koe K 3tomy. Bropoe ato LIUK, u
TOJBKO TPETHE, YXKE CO3IaTI0Ch TAKOE YyBCTBO, YTO KTO-TO Bpoze MezaBeeBa duTaeT OJIor, 4TO-TO €My HE HPaBHUTCS, U OH HAUMHACT
Kak-To pearupoBaTh. OLIyIIeHne, 9T0, TOMUMO IPECCHI, JIOAN BO BIACTH CTallM YUTaTh O10TH. UyBCTBO, YTO PE30HAHC UIET UMEHHO
0TCIOZ1A.

O.J. B uem npuunna?

O.K. KonngecTBo Jitozei, YuTaronux OJIOTH, BO3POCIIO, KOJIWYECTBO Y3HABAIOMIMX PO COOBITHE, IPO KOTOPOE TOBOPAT B Oiorax,
BBIPOCIIO, TIpecca CTajla MHCcaTh OXOTHEE U MIEPCOHAIBHO OOJIbIast YacTh BIACTh UMYIIUX cTajla YuTaTh O10ru. BiacTts crana Gosbie
CTaJKUBaThcs ¢ Osoramu — yepe3 CMU, uepes camu Oiiory, unTas ux.

O./1. Kak ObI BB CpaBHIIJIN POCCHHCKYIO H 3alaJHyI0 Os1orocgepsl?

O.K. V Hac conpanbpHbIe CeTH UMEIOT 3HaYeHHe. biror mpunogauMaeTcs 3a c4eT COIMaIbHOM ceTH. ['ooc 0fHOTo CTaHOBUTCA
rpomue, YTOOBI TOKPUIATHCS U BIACcTU. ECy B MEXAyHAPOTHBIX CETSX BIUATENECH TOJI0C OJMHOYKH, TO Y HaC 3TO TaKoe
KOJIJICKTHBHOE JeiicTBre. Bractu pearnpyor, Korna moHnMarot. B MongaBuu, HarmpuMep, BCe Yyepe3 «TBUTTEP) Y HUX CIyJHIIOCH.

O.Jl. Pa3Burue x:x coob1ecTBa BO BpeMEHU?

O.K. IlepBoe, oT cTasuu JIOOUTEIECKON CXOAAT B CTa M0 NPO(ECCHOHANBHYIO — JIIOAX TOHSIIH, YTO TaKoe OJIOT, KaK MUCaTh.
Hauano cknagpiBaThcst Ha ypoBHE mpodeccun. st 4acTH JToiel 3To cTaHOBUTCS paboToi B pasHoii crenenu. bioru ot
JIOOUTENBCKUX CTaNU MPpOoecCHOHaIbHEIMU. BTopoe, oT coolIecTBa 0MHOYEK OJIOTH CTAHOBSITCS COOOIIECTBOM CHII,
CKJIJIBIBAFOTCS T€ HIIM MHBIC CHIIBI, OHHU IBITAIOTCS ONPEIENATh JII0ACH 0 KaKUM-TO NpU3HaKaM. He TONbKO MOMUTHKA, HO 1
o0BeIMHEHNS TpakIaH BooOIe. TpeTuii MOMEHT — poCT BIHSHUS OJ0TOB Ha MyOnnyHyto cepy MHeHUH. OYEeBHIIHO, YTO OJIOTH
cranoBstcst CMU, HO He TpaIUIIMOHHBIM, & TAKUM BOT CBOCOOpa3HbIM. Tak e s BIKY, 4TO OJIOTH CTalM Cpeoii KOHKYPEHIUH
OJJMHOYEK M OOJNBIINX KOPHOPALUid, T0J] KOTOPBIMH 5 IOHUMAIO BCE YTO YTOJHO — 3TO M ITOJUTHYECKas CHila, u TenekaHan OPT u
elle Bce 4TO YrogHo. YesloBeK Mpy MOAIEPKKe COLMAIBHON CeTH MOYKET KOHKYPHPOBATh C KPYIHBIMH «IeiionaMu». MOXHO CTaTh
OoJiee 3aMETHBIM MJIHM TIOMYJISIPHBIM, YeM BCE cephe3Hoe U Oonblioe. YerBepToe, noaHsTHE MOOMILHOCTH. OAMH U3 DJIEMEHTOB —
HAYMHAET Pa3BUBATHCS TPAHCHAIIMOHAIBHOCTb, KOT/IA JIFOJIU MIEPEBOJIAT YTO-TO U3 3alaJHBIX OJI0roB. Yike ObLiIM cily4yau, Korja B
3amaHbIX 0JI0rax 4To-TO MPOMCXOUIIO, M Ty/a MPUXOAMIN HALIKM OJIOITepbl, YTO-TO nucaiu. Mnn Hao00poT, MBITAINCH YTO-TO
TIepeBECTH OTTY/A. SI3bIKOBOI Oapbep, KOHEUHO, PUCYTCTBYET, HO, MHE Ka)KETCsl, OH CKOPO HCUE3HET, B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CBOEM.
Bnaronapst aBToMaTHuecKuM cpecTBaM MepeBo/a.

O./1. B xakoif MOMEHT Hauasa MPOUCXOIUT 3TA HHTETPALHs?

0O.K. Ona npoucxoaut Bce Bpems. OJMH U3 TpaHCHAIIMOHAIBHBIX 3JIeMeHTOB — Y ouTube. Bunieo nHeTHaIMOHANEHO U 4epe3 O6iorn
OHO OY€HB Xopo1Io pazpactaercs. YouTube (koTopsrii mosiBrics B 2006 Tomy) cTaim MOTOPOM, KOTOPBI 00BEANHIII BCeX. DTO
0COOCHHOCTH BU/IE0, OCOOEHHO, €CIT OHU HE CIIHMIIKOM 3aBA3aHO Ha TEKCTE.

O./1. B xakoif MOMEHT ITPOU30IIUIN TIEPEIIOMHBIE H3MEHEHHUS.

0O.K. C Touku 3penus npoeccuoHaIM3alny, 3HaKOBOW CTalla UCTOPUS PO «Y TKOHOCA», TOJ-NI0JITOopa Ha3a. Y Jrojei cTanu
BO3HHKATh MOJI03PEHUS — HE MHIIYT JIM JIIOJH IUIATHBIE TTOCTHI M BOT IIPOW30IIEN B3PBIB, U 3TO CTAJIO SICHBIM JIsl OYCHb MHOTHUX U
TIO3XKE yXKE CTAIN MOATATUBATHCS pa3IMuHbIe CEPBUCHI, KOT/Ia IUIATAT 3a pa3MelieHue nocra. [1osBuimchy pekiiaMHbIe areHTCTBa,

3aHUMAIOMIHUECA IMTPOABMIKECHUEM B onorax. [TogBUIKCE MEHIO B PCKIAMHBIX AICHTCTBAX.

O.1. Korma oKk cTaio cooOmEecTBOM CHI?
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O.K. D10 2005 rox. Asnenue JITHU, «SA6m0ko» cramo aktuBHBIM, «O60pona», Hamboisl, « Turp» u 1.4. C 2005 Toaa Hayanoch u
JI0 CUX TIOp MPOAOIDKaeTcs. MHOTHE MOTUTHYECKHIE CHITBI OITMPArOTCs Ha connanbHbie ceTh. [Ipo CMU. CommansHast ceTh cTaia
3JIEMEHTOM OPTraHU3alMOHHOTO PeCypca, CPEeICTBOM MpOoMaraHbl, TAKOW yIpaBIeHYECKUH HHCTPYMEHT

Sergey Kuznetsov
O.[1. Pacckaxwure 0 cebe 1 0 CBS3H C )KUBBIM KYPHAIOM.

C.K. 4 6b11 ogHAM U3 TIEPBHIX JIOACH, KTO Havdal paboTats ¢ MHTepHeTOM B Poccun. B 95-96 rony. MHTEpHET COCTOUT U U3 IBYX
yacTeH, TEeXHOJIOTHYECKas M KOHTeHTHas. Korma s mpuien, Bropast yacTh OblIa B 3a9aTOYHOM COCTOSIHUU. TOTIa BO3HUKIIN
TpyMIbl, KOTOPbIE CTapaINCh pa3BUBaTh MIHTEpHET, U 0HA U3 HUX BO3HUKIJA BOKPYT CaWT KypHaJ.py. HenoBek, 3allyCTUBIINH €10,
OBUI TEM e, KTO OTKpBLI ceTh KiryboB OI'M. Bokpyr xypHana.py TyCOBaJIOCh MHOTO JIIOJIEH, KOTOpPbIE IIOTOMY CTaJIHi
KypHanmctamu B IHTepHeTe. Bee atn moan gusnuecku mwim He pusndecku B Mockse Tam 0buti. Korza 3To Bce HauYMHAIIOCH,
ObLUT0 MHOTO CBOOO/IBI CaMOBBIpakeHHs1. [10TOM MOsIBUIICS MOCKOBCKHMI NpOBaiiiep, KOTOPBIH CTall HPUBIICKATh JIOAEH, YTOOBI OHU
4TO-TO JUIs Hero fenanu. AtoH Hocuk nenan «BeuepHuil nuHETpHET», 4 Aenall NPOEKT O KyJIbType «MOCKOBCKHH CEHOBAI», MO
CYTH, 3TO OBUIH THITMYHBIE OJIOTH. DTO BceM ObLTo ymoOHO. Hamm, oTHM U3 MepBEIX PYCCKHUX OJIOTOB CTalH KOHIIEHTPUPOBATHCS Ha
«Curtunatiney. Eme tam 0pumn BaxkabiMu JTroa6Mu JKeHst [opHerit u Poma Jlefi6oB. 11 BOT Bee 3TH TIOH MTOCTETICHHO K HAYaIy
2000-x TOIOB BCE OKA3AJIMCh BOBJICUCHBI B IPUHOCSIINE JCHBI'H MTPOEKTHI, HO HEJOCTATKOM OBLIO TO, 9TO CBOOOIBI
CaMOBBIPaKEHHUS CTAJIO0 MEHBIIIE, KOT/Ia YeJIOBEK MUILET 3a JeHBIH, CYIIECTBYIOT ONpeieieHHbIe orpannueHmst. U xorma B 2001
roxy Muma BepOurtuii Hamien 0k, Bce Tyna OpOCHINCH CYACTINBEIE — HAKOHEII-TO BCE YBHUIEIH MECTO, TZIe B KOTOPOM MOXHO
cBobonHo mucatk. [lepsrie 100 moneit, KoTopeie IpUIIIH, OBUIA Ta camast TYCOBKA, O KOTOPOH 51 ToBOpro. JIt0/11, KOTOPEIE B CTapoi
TYCOBKE O0IIAJICh MEXy COOO0M U 1MopaioBaIuch BO3MOKHOCTH CBOOOIHO MucaTth. VIcTOpHUeCcKH 3TO MPEAONPEIeIIHII0 TIEPBbIi
9TaIl pa3BUTHUS JOK — U3 OTHX JIFOJIEH ObIO MHOTO )KypPHAJIMCTOB, MHOT'O JIFOJIEH BEICOKOTO CTaTyca, UM BCeM ObLIO 0koiio 30-TH,
JIIO/IU ¢ aMOMLIMSIMH, B TOM YHCJIE JINTEPaTypHBIMU. M OHM 331211 HEKOTOPYIO IUIAHKY TOT0, KaK Ha/lo MHCaTh B XK, YTO
nHTepecHo. OTCI0/Ia NEPBBIE FO/BI B PYCCKOM KK, CpeTHEE KOJIMYECTBO IT0JIb30BATENCH B PYCCKOM 0K OBIJIO IIPUMEPHO Ha
TIOPSIJIOK BHIIIE, YEM Y aHTJIOA3BIUHBIX TI0JIb30BATENIEH, TOTOMY YTO Cpa3y OH BO3HHUK KakK BEIIATEIbHBIH opMar, B KOTOPBIH cpasy
MIOWIET HEKOTOPOE KOJIMYECTBO OOIIMTENBHBIX Jrojiei. C Ipyroi CTOPOHBIL, JIIOJM Cpa3y Hadald MMUCATh TO, YTO MHTEPECHO YHUTATh.
3Oto OBLTA TYCOBKa, CBsA3aHHAs ¢ MOCKBOH U C TapTyCKHM YHUBEPCUTETOM — (rutojormdeckue Kpyru, Poma Jleit6oB. S spnsiochk
ABTOPOM TIEPBOI IMyOJIMKAITIH O JKUBOM JKYpHAJIE — B CBOCH KOJIOHKE Ha <CKypHAIE.py».

Honroe BpeMs A Bcex Obla BayKHA BO3MOYKHOCTH ITO3UIIMOHUPOBATH CBON «MaJICHBKUI YIOTHBII JTHEBHUYOK)», KOTOPHII YUTAaET
10 000 yenoBek Kak JUYHBINA. Tax s CBsI3aH C BOBHUKHOBEHHEM 0K KaK KyJIbTypHOro ¢eHomeHa. bt oquum u3 nepsbix 100
MOJIb30BaTeNeit, THcall MyOIMKaMK PO K. 3aBell K HEKOeMY KOJIMYECTBY IOJIb30BaTeNel (Koria eie ObUTH WHBAUTHI), IPHYEM
JIMYHO, B MHTEPHET Kade — I'yJIsUH 110 TOPOy, MWK U peluwiiy 3aiiti B MIHTepHeT kade. [anbie ¥k pa3BUBaiCs, 1 HUKOTa HE
CTaBUJI 33}18.‘16[71 CTaThb NOMYJISIPHBIM 6n0rrep0M, TakK 4TO JJId 4CJIOBCKA C TAKUM 63Krpay)10M, Y MCHs CMEIIHOC KOJIMYECTBO
yurarenei. S kak Obl HOHUMAI0, YTO HY>KHO J€J1aTh, YTOOBI MX OBbUIO OOJIBIIE, HO HE X0UY. DTO NepBast YacTh HCTOPHH, KOT1a
YKypHaJI YCTOSUICS KaK IUIOIIaKa, B KOTOPOH JKMIIM JKYPHAIIMCTEI, icaresu u MlHTepHeT-nesreny.

Jlanpiie Havancst BTOPOil 3Tam, KOraa KOJIMIECTBO MOJIb30BaTeNel Hauaao pacTH, KOTOPBI JOCTUT CBOEH KyJIbMHHAIINH, KOTAA
CVII kynw 0K 1 cTall BKJIAABIBaThcs B pasBuTue. Ceifuac s 3aHnMarocs pabortoit B IHTEpHETE M MPOJBIKEHNEM PEKIAMBI B
6mnorax. 5l Bcerga oTcTanBall MO3UIMIO HEAOIYCTUMOCTH MIPHUINIAYEHHBIX OtorrepoB. He Hasio MOpPTUTE MECTO CBOEH >KU3HH.
HyxHO co3/1aBaTh IEHHOCTH, a HE MTAPa3UTHPOBATh Ha CYIIECTBYIOIIUX.

0O./1. Hanbonee BaxkxHBIC COOBITHS B HCTOPUH JKUBOTO KypHaia?

C.K. HepBbIﬁ MOMCHT, KOrja NOABUJIOCH OLIYHICHUC YTO BCC B K — TBOU 3HAKOMBIC, ITIOTOM, YTO BC€ TBOU 3HAKOMBIC — B KK,
TPETHH ATl — «3TO BOOOILE HE HMEET HUKAKOT0 3HaYeHUs». EClii B Kakol-TO MOMEHT ThI BCTpeUaellb YeI0BeKa U Y3HACIIb UTO Y
HETO €CTh KK, Thl BOCIIPUHUMACIIb €r0 KaK COIHAIBHO OJIM3KOT0, IOTOM ThI 3HACIIb, YTO Y KaXK/I0T0 COLMAIBHO OJIM3KOTO €CTh
JOK, @ TIOTOM ThI IOHUMAEIIb, YTO JOK €CTh Y KOO YTOJHO U 3TO HUYEro He 3Ha4YMT. TOYHa Takas ke uctopus Obuia ¢ IHTepHeToM.
WHTepHeT ToXe HaYMHAJICS KaK CaMOBBIPaKEHHE HEOOJIBIIOI0 Y3KOT0 KPyTra, IOTOM 3TOT KPYT' PacHIupsuIcs, TIOTOM Tya
MPUXOAMIIA HACOJIOTHS, 32 Heil — kommepius. [IoTom Bce cMoTpenu — Oif, TAe 9TO MBI OKa3aJIUCh U HAYMHAIIM CMOTPETH Iie OBl
MO>KHO OBUTO OOIIATHCS CO CBOMMH, YTOOBI CJIEIOM He Oexkalia 3Ta OrpoMHasi Tojra. Eciii roBOpUTE COLMOIIOTHYECKH, ObUT IEPBBIi
9Tar, KOTAa %K OBICTPO CTal IUIOMIAKON AJIS JIFOJEH CII0Ba, MOTOM CIEAYIOUIHA ATall, Koraa 3To 0su10 npuzHano CMU (2002-
2003 rox). K aToMy e BpeMEeHU OTHOCSTCS MEPBBIE HCTOPHU PO OOIIIECTBEHHO-TIOINTHYECKOE BIHSIHIE XK (Hampumep, Hopx
Ocr). Ho 3T0 OBLIO OHATHO TOJIBKO TEM, KTO ObLIH «BHYTpW». JlanpHeliee pa3BUTHE — IOHUMaHHE BaKHOCTH JOK CTAHOBUIIOCH
JIOCTOSIHHEM BCE HOBBIX IpyIn Jroeil. [IoTom %ok cTano MecToMm, Tie CTajlo MPOUCXOANUTh (POPMHUPOBAHUE IPAXKAAHCKOTO
o0l11ecTBa Ha JIOKaIbHOM ypoBHE. Hanpumep, HCTOpUS 1IPO IBOPHK.
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Most Teopus 3aKJII0YAETCS B TOM, YTO CTPYKTYpa 0K H300pa’kaeT CTPYKTypy COLMyMa B KOTOPOM OH OB MPUAYMaH —
Kamudopanu. B paifoHe cHIHKOHOBOM JOIMHBI OTPOMHOE KOJHMYECTBO COOOMIECTB M KaXIbI YeJIOBEK PO ce0sl 3HAET, YTO C OJHOU
cTOpoHHI OH «ltalian American»; ¢ Apyroit CTOPOHBL, OH pabOTaeT B KAKOW-TO KOMITAHHH, & C TPEThEH CTOPOHBI OH eIl U Teil.
Takum >xe 00pa3oM yCcTpoeHa CTPYKTypa Ak, KaXIblil 4eIOBEK MOXKET 0 ce0e 3asBUTh He IPOCTO KAaK O eIUHUILIE, a eIle U O CBOeH
NPUHAJJISKHOCTH K coobuiecTBy. Hammuue Takoit CTpyKTypsl CoCOOCTBYET BOZMOXKHOCTH COLMATIBHOTO JACHCTBUS, MBI MOXKEM
TTOJTHATH JIFO/ICH Ha 3alMTY TpaB CBOETO COOOIIECTBA, IIOTOMY YTO OHM O0OBEIMHEHBI 110 3TOMY npuHIHITY. B Poccun saToro He
IIPOMCXOJIUT, TIOTOMY 4YTO Poccust — MeHee cTpyKTypHUpOBaHHOE COLMAIBHOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO B LiesioM. [losBiieHue B 3TOM
IIPOCTPAHCTBE JOK CIIOCOOCTBYET €ro CTpyKTypanu3aiun. HoBoe nokosieHne puxoauT, y KOTOPOTro BOOOIIE HEMHOXKKO I10-
JpYTrOMY B MO3Tax, a TYT UM €II¢ U AAI0T HHCTPYMEHT IJIsl CTPYKTypalnu3anui. MHE KaXeTCsl, 4TO YK 3aTOYEH 110l aMEPUKaHCKYFO
CHCTEMY Pa3BUTHUS NACHTHIHOCTH.

Creyromuii sTar, 3T0 KOra NOJIUTHYECKHE CHIIBI PHUIIUTH B 0K, OMIO3ULUA (pa3Hble (JOPMBI — M HAIIMOHAIMCTEI, M IHOEePabl) 1
Kpemnb ogaoBpemenHo. Bee 3To ciyunnocs roga asa Hasad. Tyna sxe oTHocsaTcs Bce uctopuu tuna JJOC-arTak Ha coo0IecTBO
JITHU ¢ uenpio 06BauTh COOOMIECTBO U BECh *OK. Ty/a ke OTHOCUTCSI UCTOpUS € TIOKYIIKOH Bcero xok Poccueit. Kpemib xouet
OBITh YBEPEHHBIM, YTO €CJIH JICJIO JOHIET 10 OPAHKCBON PEBOJIOIUI, XK MOKHO OyIeT OTKIFOUNTh. B Kakoi-T0 MOMEHT
BO3HMKJIO BHYTpH Kpemuis omrymienue toro, 4ro MiHTEpHET — cTpaTernueckas oTpaciib U KOHTPOJIb Hall HUM HE JIOJDKEH OBITh OTJIaH
«Bparam». I'naBa «SInnexca» Bonomes cka3zal «4 caenaro Takyro CIEHAIbHYIO 30JI0TYI0 aKIMIO», KOTOpas HE JaeT HUKAKUX MpaB.,
KpoMe IpaBa OJIOKMPOBATB JIIOOYIO CAETKY O IIepexo/1e KOMITAHUH 1O/ YeH-TO KOHTPOJIb U 3Ty aKIHIO OT/IaM, YCIOBHO T'OBOPS,
rocyJIapCTBY — HE HaIpSIMyI0 F'OCYAapCTBY, a TOCYAapCTBEHHOU CTpyKType. BiafgeHnue 3Tol akiyel He JacT rocyaapcTBy
BO3MOXKHOCTH OIIPEACTATH MO3ULHUIO «STHIEKCa», HO 1aCT YBEPEHHOCTH, UTO «SIHIAEKCe» HE OyAET KYIUICH HOJTUTHIECKUMHU
npoTuBHUKaMU. [locpeicTBOM Jro/1ei, KOTOPHIM BIIACTh AOBEPSIET (Ha JaHHBII MOMEHT 3T0 AnUiep YCMaHOB) OHA HHBECTHPYET B
Ppa3HbIe IPOEKTHI pyccKoro MIHTepHEeTa 1 MOKET CIIaTh CHOKOWHO. DTO HE It KOHTPOJIS M LIEH3YPHI, a ISl yBEPEHHOCTH, YTO UX HE
OyAyT OCYIIECTBIATh ApyTrHe. MHe Ka)XeTcsl, YTO UCTOPHS C MOKYIIKOH %K OTHOCUTCS TyJa Ke. B Kakoi-To MOMEHT cTano
MMOHATHO, 9T0 MaMyT KyITHII K, 4TOOBI mpoaath ero Kommepcanty (To ectp YcemanoBy). AKOK sBrsieTcst BaXXHBIM POCCHICKIM
pecypcoMm, U JIOTUYHO, YTO POCCHHUCKUI OM3HEC CTapaeTcs 3TOT pecypc Moj cedst moo0path, Jaxe €CIIM OCTABUTh B CTOPOHE
HOJIUTHKY. DTO pa3yMHOE JIeHCTBHE, €CIIM CMOTPETh Ha JIOTUKY OM3Heca Kak TakoBoro. C MOJIMTUYECKOW TOUKHU 3pEHHs, JIFOIU
XOTSIT OBITh YBEPEHHBIMH, YTO HUYETO CTPAIIHOTO JUIS HUX TaM HE CIIyYHTCs, HO YTO 3TO — OHH HE 3HAIOT caMu. MHe He U3BECTHO
(a MHe ObLI0 ObI) 3aKPBITHS 110 MOJUTHYECKMM MOTHBaM HE OJIHOTO COOOLIECTBA MITH MOJIb30BaTeNs. Te 3aKphITHS, KOTOPbIC
TIPOMCXO/INIIH, CITyYHITHCh ObI TOYHO TaK e U B AMepuke. JIroiu, KoTopble ceifuac y BIacT, OTIAMYAIOTCs OT TeX, KTo Obutn B 1983
roJy ¥ IOHUMAIOT, YTO €CIIH JIFOAU Pa3rOBapUBAIOT HA MOJIUTHUYECKHE TEMBI, 3TO HE 3HAYMT, YTO 3aBTPA OHU BBIMAYT Ha yIHIly. DTO
JIFO/IN, KOTOPBIE TOBOPSIT — pedsiTa, Mbl HE TIO3BOJIMM, YTOOBI 3Ta IJIOIIA/IKa OblIa UCIIOIb30BaHa IPOTHUB Bac, a BBl HE OyZeTe HaMm
MeIIaTh, 9TOOBI OHA paboTana.

O.J1. Hackonbko «Kpemiib» rpaMoTeH oTHOCHTENbHO VHTEepHETA?

C.K. Her o0nexTa o Ha3BaHneM «Kpemirb», BMECTO HETO CyIIECTBYIOT OYEHb MHOTO pa3HBIX JIIOEH, Ooiee Wi MeHee
rpamoTHBIX. COCyIIECTBYIOT MEXAY cOOOM IrpyMITHI JIOAEH, KOHKYPUPYIOIIHE 32 OrpaHHyYeHHbII OroykeT. B Poccun He cimyumcs
CCCP. C oxnoii ctoponsl KomMepcaHT npuHaiexxuT osiibHOMY Kpemitio Anuiepy Y cMaHOBY, a ¢ Apyro# ctoposs! «Harmm»
ycrpauBarot Ha Kommepcant JIOC-attaku. EcTh MHOTO OpraHu3aiiuii U Cil, Ha3bIBAOIIUXCS 00IIKUM clI0OBOM «Kpemiib», KoTophie
3auHTepecoBaHbl B IHTepHeTe. YacTh U3 HUX HUYETO B 9TOM HE OHUMAET, YaCTh IOHUMAET oueHb xopoio. [Toatomy y Kpemnsa
HET NpOoyMaHHOH MOMUTHKH B oOnactu MHTepHeTa. CtopoHHUKH KpeMirs M CTOPOHHUKH OTIIO3HITMH HCIIOIb3YIOT OJTMHAKOBEIC
METO/IbI pPabOTHL. B TOM, Y4TO OHM /€MAI0T, €CTh KaKas-TO OIS MaHUITYJISLMH, pe3yJIbTaTOM KOTOPOH B MOCIJIEIHHUE JBA T0Ja CTaJI0
MaJIeHUE OBEPHs MI0AEH K TOMY, YTO OHH YHTAIOT B %OK. MIcTOpus Npo «Y TKOHOC» ¥ MOJUTHYECKHE UCTOPUU YCTPOEHBI OXOXKHM
00pa3oM U B pa3HOM CTETIEHH IPUBOAAT K NMaJCHUIO JoBepHsa. OT OOLIEHUS B K JIOIHU TEEph HE MEHSIOT B3IUIA0B, HOTOMY YTO
ONIIOHEHTA BCET/1a MOXKHO CUUTATh OIUIAYEHHBIM IPOTUBHOM CTOPOHOH. YpoBeHs noBepus ynai. Korna rpynmna cTaHoBUTCA
OO0JIBIIION, YPOBEHB JOBEPUSI MEHSIETCSI — HEIIb3s1 KUTh B IIPOCTPAHCTBE, I7IE 1BA MIJUIMOHA F03€POB, KaKk OyITO 3TO IPOCTPAHCTBO,
rzae ux 100 genosek. Ho 310 He MemaeT ToMy, YTO MOKHO UMETh 3aKPBIThIE COOOIIECTBA, II€ CUIST €TMHOMBIIUICHHUKH U T1€
YPOBEHB JOBEPHUS BBICOKUI UIIM TOMY, 4TO s JOBEPSIO IPY3bsIM CBOUX ApY3el. Bce paBHO NMPEUMYILECTBO 0K 3aKIIOYAETCS B TOM,
YTO W3HAYAJIBHO MTPOyMaHHAs CTPYKTYypa IT03BOJISIET CO3/aBaTh OJIM3KKE KPYTrH o0meHus. B kakol-T0 MOMEHT Ha poch0y
MPOM3BOJILHOTO KHTES TOKEPTBOBATH JICHET 51 IPOpearupoBaj Obl IO3UTUBHO, ceiyac, 1 Oyly CUUTATH KYJIUKOM, & ECIIH ITO
TMIOJIB30BATeElb, KOTOPOTO 3HAET KTO-TO M3 MOUX JIPY3€ii, TO KYJIMKOM S €r0 IMO-NPeKHEMY He Oy CUMTATh.

O.J1. Uto Takoe cTpyKTypHOE 00IIECTBO?
C.K. CreneHb CTPYKTypHOCTH ODIIIECTBA BO3PACTAET M0 MEPE TOTO, KaK Y WICHOB OOIIECTBA BO3PACTACT CAMOHMICHTU(PHKAIHS CeOs
KaK YJICHOB TOW WJIM MHOW COIMANBHOM rpymiibl. Yem OoJiblie B 0OIIECTBE COHATBHBIX IPYIIIL, KOTOPbIE Ce0sl OCO3HAIOT KAk

TaKoOBBIC, TeM OoJiee CTPYKTypHPOBAHO OOIIECTBO.
O./l. Bame MHeHHE HEMHOTO IPOTHBOPEYUT MHEHHUIO TOTO Xe ['OpHOT0 0 TOM, YTO PYCCKHE «XaKHYJIH XK.
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C.K. He coBcem. M3HagarbHO %K MOT OBITH CKOJIBKO YTOJHO 3aTOYEH N0 (popMaT «Mab4rK HAa MEHS TIOCMOTpEN, MAJIbYHK Ha
MEHsI He TIOCMOTPE», & PYCCKHE B3sUIM M CAENAIN U3 HEro MeJra UHCTPYMEHT. To eCTh OH OBUI «XaKHYT» CBSI3aHO C TEM, 4TO
NIyOWHHAs CTPYKTYpa %#OK He OblTa BocTpeboBaHa B AMeprke. B AMeprke HUKOMY HE MPUJICT B TOJIOBY UCIIOIB30BaTh YK IS
MOJINTUYECKOM CaMOOPIaHU3aLMY, IOTOMY YTO HHCTPYMEHTOB 3TUX €CTh JIOCTATOYHO B peaibHOM Mupe. Ouumapuk nepeHec B xx
TO, YTO OH BHJIEJT BOKPYT ce0sl. YKazaHHe CBOMX MHTEPECOB, TOUCK M COOOIIECTBa 110 HHTEPECaM — BCE 3TO MEXaHHU3MBI
HACTPOCHHBIN Ha 00BbEJMHEHHE 110 HHTEepecaM. PUTIIATPUK )KUBET B MUPE, I/I¢ BCE TAK OPraHW30BAHHO.

O.[. TToBnwsmn 1 30K Ha 00IIECTBEHHO-TIOIUTHICCKUE TIPOIIECCHI?

C.K. lymaro, 9TO 3K TIOBJIMSUT Ha MO3T JIIOJICH, KOTOPbIE B HEM CUJIAT. B TOM YHCIIE 50K 1a BO3MOXKHOCTB JIFOSIM 00CYK/1aTh
caMble HEOKHJIaHHbIE TeMbI. Bee cTpalliHo JII00AT 00CyK/1aTh TeHIepHbIE TeMbl. BO3MOXKHOCTD 00CYKAATh TAKUE TEMBbI BIUSET Ha
CO3HaHHUE, a U3MEHEHHOE co3HaHue BiusieT Ha o0mecTBo. XK nHTEepeceH He Kak HHCTPYMEHT JIOCTHIKSHUSI CHFOMUHY THBIX
MOJIUTHYCCKUX IIJICH, BMECTO HEr0 MOXHO OBLIO OBbI IpyTroit crocod npuayMars. Maiifan Ha YKpauHe CIydriics 0e3 BCIKOTO XK.
A BOT U3MEHEHHUE CO3HAHMS OyeT padoTaTh U KOTAa-TO MPUBEACT K KAKUM-TO U3MEHEHHSIM, OCOOCHHO 3a MpeeiaMu OOJIbIINX
TOPOJIOB.

O./1. To ecTb %K 3TO HE TOJIBKO CTOJMYHBIA (PeHOMEH?

C.K. He 6yznem 3a0b1BaTh 0 TOM, 4TO B ciiy4ae Poccuu Bce cMOTpSAT Ha KapTy, a He Ha AeMorpaduio. B ropogax-MUIITHOHHAKAX
KHUBET OOJIBIIE TIOJIOBUHBI HACENICHNUS, 9TO CTPAHA TJ€ BCE CKOHIICHTPHPOBAHO.

Anton Nossik

O./l. Bamma in4Has CBSI3b C KUBBIM JKypHAIOM?

A.H. Tloka3zarenbHa HCTOPHS MIEPBOTO PYCCKOTO MOIB30BaTeNsl, KOTOPHIH B 1999 3aBén cebe akkayHT ¥ HUYETO TaM He HaIHcall.
Co MHO# JOJDKHO OBUTO CIy4YHThCs TO ke camoe. B 2001 roay peiHok CMC ObLT HACTOJIBKO MaJI, YTO €CTECTBECHHO OBLIIO YEJIOBEKY,
3aHUMArOIEMYyCsa 4EM YIOJHO B I/IHTepHeTe HOBBIC MPCAJIOKCHUA HAa O9TOM PBIHKE 3HATh. Celigac YK€ HE TaK, HO TOTJa
Hpe)lJ'IO)KeHI/lﬁ CaMOHy6ﬂI/IKaLIl/II/I 6])1.]10 TaK HCMHOTO, U 6])1.]'[1/[ OHH TaK HCAPYKECTBCHHLI, YTO €CJIU MOABJIAJIACh KaKasAa-TO
CHMIIaTHYHAs UTPYIIKa, BCE XOTEIH y3HaTh, 4TO 3TO Takoe. Kak mosp3oBaTesnto, MHE 3TO OBUIO COBEpIIEHHO HE HY)HO. Kak
riIaBHOMY penakropy Lenta.ru, npesunenty «Pambiepay», pyKOBOJHUTEIIO TOTO, YTO Ceifdac CTajJo0 WWW.Newsru.com, MecTo IJe
BECTHU JIHEBHUK MHE HE ObLJIO HY)KHO, KPOME TOT0, y MeHs yxe ObL1 «Beuepuuii Uutepaer». HUKOMY H3 MEpBBIX PYCCKUX
650rTepoB OHA He ObuIa Hy)KHA. B ncTOpuE J11000# TEXHOJIOTHMH €CTh TAKOE BpeMsi, Koraa ecth ‘early adopters’, KOTOpbIE CUUTAIOT
HYXHBIM 3HAaTh BCE TEXHOJIOTHH, KOTOPBIE €CTh HA PhIHKE. FIM MHTEepecHa ObLIa HU BO3MOXHOCTh BBICKA3bIBATHCS, HU MJIOIIA/IKA,
HU ayauTopusito MM uHTepecHa Oblla TEXHOJIOTHsI, HAKOHEI, HIeallbHOTo caMu3ara. Kak peajuTH-110y nosiBUIOCh, XOTS HUKTO
M3HAYAILHO HE COOUPAJICS €0 CMOTPETb.

B pesyabTare TOro, 4T0 BCE JIFOIU, KOTOPBIC ObLIH Opinion makers, CTaal TECTUPOBATH Ty IUIATGOPMY OJHOBPEMEHHO,
00pa3oBajgachk HEKOTOpasi KPUTHUYECKAsT Macca JIFOACH, KaKJJOMY U3 KOTOPBIX 3Ta IUIONaKa ObUTa HE HY)KHA, TOTOMY YTO Y HETO
ObUIM CBOU IUIOMIAJKK B OOJIBIIIOM KOJMUYECTBE, HO BCE BMECTE OHM MOPOMIH IUIOIIAJKY, KOTOpas Obuia OoJiee yao0Ha st UX
0OIICHUS MEXKAY COOOH, YeM MPUBBIUHBIC TUTomAanku. M oHr Tam Bee ocTanmuch. Bepraee mbl. BepOurkuii, Jleiioos, [arum,
Hasrinos, JJanunos, JlebeneB — B XpOHOJIOTHYECKON MOCIIEAOBATeIFHOCTH. HUKTO U3 HAac He coOMpaics TaMm 3aJIepKUBATHC,
MIPHIIUTY TIOIIYaTh, Kak OHO padoraet. [llymanu Bce 0JHOBpEMEHHO, BO3HUKIIA KaKas-TO )KU3Hb, TECTHPOBAHUE HHCTPYMEHTA
MIPHUBE3JIO K TOMY, UTO MOSBIIIACH HHTEpECHas 0a3a HMHTEPECHBIX JIFOJICH, COOTBETCTBEHHO IOSBIIIACH TIPUBBIYKA STO TIOCTOSIHHO
YUTaTh, Hy U TaK CJIOBO 32 CJIOBO BO3HUKIIO KPBUIO MPEANOYTUTENIFHOE TI0 CPABHEHHIO C PSAIOM OOIIAIOK M MPEANOYTUTENEHOE TI0
CaMOITyOJIMKAIIUH TI0 CPABHEHUIO C PSAIOM MECT caMoIryOnukannu. ECTecTBEHHO III0IH B Cpelie 3aepKaliCh.

Jlanb1iie, TOCKOJIBbKY MBI TOBOPUM O JIFOJISIX, KOTOPBIX THICSYH JIPYTHUX JIFOAEH XOANUIN YUTATh, YTOOBI Y3HATH YETO HOBOTO €CTh B
HHrepHeTe, BOKPYT 3TOTO siipa CJI0KUIICS HEKOTOPBIN KPYT MOCJIe0BaTeNed U noapaxarencii. ¥ MeHs TyJa MUTPUPOBaI
«BeuepHuii naTepHeT». JII0M CTaNM NPUIIIAIIATH B KK BCEX, KOTO OHU XOTENH OBl TaM BUJIETh, B TOM YHCJIE MHTEPECHBIX aBTOPOB.
Bbuia Torna ee cucreMa HHBalWTOB, TO €CTh «PyYHOTo 0TOOpay. [locTeneHHo crall coOupaThCsi HEKOTOPBII ANMUTAPHBINA MeHua
KITyO.

O./1. YTo nmpoucX0oAMIO B 3TOM AIIUTAPHOM Mezua Kiryoe?

A H. llomyunock i1t Koro 4to. s Koro-To IIIomaaka i 0eCIeH3yPHOTO BRICKA3bIBAHUS, U KOTO TO IDIOMIAKA ISl OOIICHNUS
C JIFOJIBMH, C KOTOPBIMH pPaHbIIIe 00IIATICh Ha «JIACTax». ECIH X0TeIoch MyOIMYHO 0OMEHATHCSI MHCHHSMHU MEKIY COOO0H, mucamu
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Ha JINCTaX C UX CTPAHHBIM 00bEeANHEHHEM IyOINYHOCTH U IPUBATHOCTH — YBUJIETH COOOIEHHE MOTJIM TOJIBKO IOMIHMCYHKH,
KOTOPBIX ObUT0 0K0JI0 300 yenmoBek.

O.J1. B xakoe BpeMs 3TO IpOU301LI0?

A.H. Hagazno 2002ro. C 3Toro MoMeHTa 3HaYUTENIbHAsI 9aCTh Me/ia podecCHOHANIOB OKasanach TaM. [Inmrymux mozaeit. s
JKYPHAJIMCTOB 3TO ObUIa O4YeBUIHAS TuIoNIaKa. JKypHaIHMCT MUIIET B ITAaTE, U €My TOBOPST, O YEM ITHCATh €r0 HAYIBHUKH. A
CKa3aTb eMy Bcerzaa OoJIbllie ecTh, YeM eMy 3aka3biBatoT. [1oaToMy sKypHanucTckoe coodmiecTBo Ha npotspkeHun Beero 2002 roga
nepemecTriioch B 3ok. K 2003 roxy ok ObIT 00IIMM MECTOM, T/I€ €CTh TO, YTO HHTEPECHO YUTATh. Y KaXXJOT0 OBLIO OILIYIICHHE
TOTO, YTO KYPHAJI €CTh Y HETO U Y HECKOJIBKUX AECSTKOB/COTEH €ro Ipy3ei — ObUT 3aKpPBITHII BXOA, KayKABIH IIATHBIN aKKayHT
mokyman 12 npurnamennit B roa. M 3To Ob1I0 Takoe «BHPYCHOE» pacmpocTpaHeHne. [loToM 0 HeM Hadara micath mpecca.
[TosiBHIIMCH KaKHe-TO 3aMETHBIE aBTOPBI M IIpecca Havyajla akTUBHO MHCaTh, HUTHPOBATS.

O.J. 1 motom mpuIuiu Maccel?

A.H. Macchl npulny 0JHOBPEMEHHO ¢ OTMEHOM MHBaWTOB. Macchl IPUIILIM MTUCATh, & JI0 ATOTO MACChI MPUILIM YUTaTh Onaroaaps
Iy OJIMKanusM B TIpecce.

O.[. C yeM NOMUMO OTMEHBI MHBAUTOB CBSI3aH MPUXO]] MUIITYIIUX Macc?

A.H. Ectb noruka untepecHoro mecta. Ecnu mecto unrepecso 10 mroasm, To oHo uarepecHo u 100 moasm. Eciin Mecto uaTepecHo
MHJUIHOHY Y€JIOBEK, TO, CKOPEE BCETO, OHO HHTEPECHO U IISITH.

O.[. Ho s Tak mOHMMAat0, 9TO POCT MUIIYIIHX F03€POB MPEKPATHICH. .

A H. Poct numynmux 103epoB NPeKpaTUICs yKe 04eHb JaBHO. JTO IPOTUBOECTECTBEHHBIN, a TOTOMY KPaTKHU IpoLecc. IT0 MOKHO
CpaBHHTSH ¢ (yTOO0NIOM. Tex, KTO BBIIIEN XOTh pa3 B XXM3HU BO JIBOP U ITHYJI M4 IPUMEPHO CTOJILKO XK€, CKOJILKO Ha IUIaHETe 3eMIIs
JKUBET MY>KYHH B OOIIIECTBAX COCTOSITEIBHBIX, YUTOOBI Y peOCHKA OBLT JJOCTYIT K MsIUy BO IBOpE. DTO MPUMEPHO TaKOE XKe JIciCTBHE,
KaK ¥ Halucarh O/IMH IOCT B 0JI0Te, MPEBAPUTEIIFHO 3apeTrUCTPUPOBABIIMCE. Y 3TO eiicTBIE OCTYITHO KaXI0MY, B TO BpeMs KaK
BejieHHe 0J10Ta, KOTOPBI MHTEPECEH HE TOJIBKO Tebe caMoMy M TBOMM OJIM3KHM, 3TO €CTh (DyHKIIUS ONpEeNIeHHBIX CIIOCOOHOCTEN U
JYIIEBHBIX CKJIIOHHOCTEH 4yenioBeka. M3 MuiMoHHa mornpo6oBaBIIMX BECTH OJIOT, PepacIiooXeHHbBIX K TOMY, YTOOBI BECTH €T0
noinro, xopomo eciau 10 Toic. [Tonpo6oBaTh yaapuTh 10 M4y MPUXOIMIOCH B XKHU3HHU JIIOOOMY MYXXUYHHE, a CTaTh

PO eCCHOHANBHBIM (PYTOOINCTOM JJOBEIIOCH MEHBIIMHCTBY. T0 ke camoe ¢ O1oramMu. MOXHO TOBOPHTH O TOM, YTO
KaTacTpo(hudIecKkn CoKpammaeTcs Yicio IpodeccHoHanbHEIX GyToommcToB. Ho ecii HOpMHpOBATh 3TO YUCIIO OT KOJINYECTBA
yIapUBIIUX 110 M9y XOTsI ObI pa3 B XKMU3HU, TO 114, AEHCTBUTEIBHO, BCE OOIIbIIEE KOIMUECTBO JIIOCH HAUYMHAET YAAPSTH 10 MAdy. A
CKOJIBKO OBIJIO KITyOOB B IPEMBEP-IUTE, CTOJIBKO U OCTaNOCh. JItoael, KOTOpsIM HHTEPECHO CaMUM IHCaTh B OJIOTH U MUCATh TAKHUE,
KOTOpBbIE OYZET MHTEPECHO YUTaTh — HUYTO)KHOE MEHBILIMHCTBO.

O./1. KonnuectBo uutareneit pacter?
A.H. EctecTBeHHO. MBI TOBOPUM 0 pOCCHIICKOI ayuTopHy 0k okosto 10 MitH. yenoBek, 3apyoexnyto THC He uzmepsier.
O.J. EcTb 11 B pa3sBUTHH KK YTO-TO XapakTepHoe 11 Poccun?

A.H. Ha pycckoM pbIHKE 3TO XOCTHHT UMeJ 0co0yI0 cyap0y. Bcerna ecth OMH HHCTPYMEHT, KOTOPBIN HCIIOJIB3YETCs Yalle, Tak
BCeT/la HICTOPUYECKH CKJIabIBacTCsl. B TOT MOMEHT, KOTIa B pOCHH HPHXKUBAJICS OJIOTTHHT, POCCUICKUM I0JIb30BATEIISIM
6sorrep.KoM Ha riasa He nonaics. U korna 3Ta mnardopma npuiuia, No3uKy yxke OblI 3aHsThI %K. B Poccuu monun, koTopsie
BeJNu OJIOTH, JeJIajy 3TO He JJIsl TOTO, YTOOkI 3apaboTath. [y HUX TO ObUIO pa3BieueHueM. B amepukanckoii 61orocdepe cambie
yuTacMble OJIOTY — CTCH/I 3JI0YH, Ha KOTOPBIX JIFOIU 3apadaThiBatoT AeHbIM. OHU TPUBIICKIH OOJIBIIYIO ayIUTOPHIO, TYT JKE €€
MOHETHU3UPOBAIIM, HAHASUIM Ha 3T JICHBI'H PEJaKIHI0, YBEINYMIN 00beM POIYKIHH... B Tore 10 caMbIx ynuTaeMbix B MHpe 0J0TOB
BbI HE HaliJieTe OJIOTOB KOJUIEKTUBHOM Mm1aTgopMsbl. [IoToMy 4TO B KOJUIEKTHBHOM MIaT(¢opMe Thl HUIIEIb, a CJIaBa U ICHBI'H YXOAST
«IAAE», U POCCUACKUX OJIOTOB 3TO B TOPSIKE Belel. [ aMeprKaHCKHX OJOTTEPOB B MOPSAKE BEIICH, YTO KOTJA ThI KOMY-TO
HWHTEPECCH, ThI OyJIeNIb Ha 3TOM 3apabaThiBaTh. B poccuiickoli 61orocdepe naepamMu SBISIFOTCS OJOTH HA KOJUIGKTUBHON
riaTdopme, ¥ aBTOPhI HUKOT]a HUYEeTo He 3apabaThiBalld, U IUIaTGOopMa Ui 3TOrO HE MPEIyCMOTPEHA.

Hac mnatdopma 31a 3anHTEpecoBaia MOTOMY, YTO OHa ObLIA CPEACTBOM OOIICHUS MexX Ly Hamu. [logeMy TaM OKa3aarch MUJUTHOHBI,
HE TMTOTOMY YTO HaM TaM OBLTIO HHTEPECHO 00IIaThCs, a TOTOMY YTO KpoMe Hac Tyaa npuTsHynocs emie 10, 100 Teicsy nHTepecHBIX
ABTOPOB M IIPOH3O0IIIO BUPYCHOE pacrpocTpaneHue. [IpuTsaHymch OHH, TOTOMY YTO 3TO HE 3aMBIKJIOCHh Ha HAac. MBI, Te, KTO
HavaJy 50K, BCIO JJOPOTY JI0 9TOT0 Y4acTBOBAJIM B COBMECTHBIX IpoeKTax. bior y kaxaoro u3 Hac Obw1, Oonee wiu MeHee. B Toi mwin
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WHOW (hopMe aTbMaHaX{ HAIIeTO TBOPYECTBA CYIIECTBOBAJIM, B Ta3eTe.py BCE MUCAIH... Pycckuii )xypHa ObUT OOIINM IIPOEKTOM....
Tornma HUKTO W3 HAC HE 3HAN, KOTO MBI TaM YBHIUM. A TIOCKOJIBKY OBIJIa CHCTEMa MHBAWTOB, TO HUKAKUX HINOTOB U TPOJUICH HE
ObU10, OBIIIM UHTEPECHBIE aBTOPHI.

O.1. C oTMeHO HHBANTOB K MPEBPATHIICS BO YTO-TO Apyroe?

A.H. IIpeBparuiicst 6bl, eciti 061 0TMeHa ciryuriiocsk B 2002 wmu 2003 rogy. A MOCKOJIbKY 3TO HPOU3O0IILIO MO3XKE, BOKPYT HETO
c(OpPMHUPOBAIOCH HEKOE ITPOYHOE PO, KOTOPOE C OTMEHOW MHBAHTOB HUKY/A He 1ei0ch. C OTMEHOH N3MEHMIICS MOPaJIbHBIH
KJIMMAaT, IOTOMY YTO yIaj ypoBeHb oOmenns. Ho moHsTHE 0 0K Kak 0 cCOOpaHHH HHTEPECHBIX JHEBHUKOB HE H3MEHHIIOCH C
OTMEHOW MHBANTOB IIPUTOM, YTO HEMHTEPECHBIX THEBHUKOB CTAJIO CPa3y B ABa pasa OoJblIe.

O. 1. I3meHnn 11 MOpasIbHBIN KIIMMAT TOTI «STHIeKcay U MOHETH3aIus ?

A H. TTosiBunoch 60blIoe KoauuecTBO (POPM )KU3HH BOKPYT MK B CBS3M C MOHETH3AIIeH, KOTOPBIX N3HAYAJIbHO HE MPEAIOaraioch.
Ton «IHnekca» 3ToT npocTo crnocod GPUKCUPOBATH MOMYISIPHOCTD HIIH PACKPYUSHHOCTh ITyOJIMUHBIX BBICTYIUICHUI. [Ipy 3TOM 1 10
TOrO0, KaK oH nosiBuiics B 2002 rofy, MOIMBITKH PaCKpy4rBaTh T€ WM WHBIE TyOJIMYHbIE BEICTYIUICHHS ObLIIH. DTO KaK €CIIM Ha
CTaJIMOHE TIOBECWJIN TyPHHUPHOE TabJIo, 3TO HE 3HAYMT YTO B pe3ysibTaTe KOMaHAbI cTapatoTcst 3a0uth. Korna cynps 3aruban
NaJIbIIbl, OHU BCE PABHO CTAPaJIMCh 3a0MTh, MPOCTO Ha TabJIo He oTpaxkajcs cueT. BoT nmosBmiock Takoe Tabiio, KOTOpOe CTajo BUIIHO
3a npenenamu craaroHa. [losBuilachk gonosHUTENbHAS TyOJIMKa, TOTOBAs HA 3TH COPEBHOBAHMS CMOTPETh M BKJIAIbIBATh B HUX
neHpru. Ho 3To He 0Tpa3wuiioch HUKAK Ha KM3HU TEX, KOMY XK ObUT M3HAYaIbHO MHTEpeceH. Kok 3T0 6ECKOHEUHOE KOINIECTBO
CyOKyNbTYp M MOSIBIICHNE PEHTHHTA «SIH/IEKCa» U COPEBHOBAHHE B TOM PEHTHHIE MIOPOJHUIIO HOBBIE CYOKYIbTYpPBI, HOBBIE
COTIpsDKEHHBIE OM3HECH U T.1. HO 3T0 HUKaK HEe OTPa3mIIOCh Ha TEX JIOAAX U TOM, Kak OHU BelH 3ok B 2001-2002 romy.

O.Jl. A Hagaxock Bce C OAHOM CyOKYIBTYPHL...

A.H. Bruta onHa cyOKyJIbTypa, BOKpYT KOTOPOit cobpasack Oobliiast Macca MyOInKH, TO BHYTPH Hee BO3HUKAIOT BCSIKUE Pa3HBIC
coobiectBa. Ecnu y Bac ectb GyTO0IBbHBIN KITy0, TO Y Bac NOSBIISIETCs y0OJIMKa, KOTOpasi 00ecreynBaeT CTaAuoHy NpOJaKy
OUIICTOB, OTJCIBHO, KOTOPAasi 0OECIICUYMBACT KAHATY PSUTHHTH B TOT BEYep, KOT/Ia KIIyO Hrpaet, OTACIBHO, KOTOpast MOKYIaeT
OWIIETHI, KOT/a KITyO UrpaeT B APYTOM ropo/jie, OTACIbHO, KOTOpas obecneYrnBaeT MPpOU3BOACTBO U MPpoaaxy Maek. To ecTb B
00IbIIIO# TOJITIE HAapoJa 0OPAa30BBIBAIOTCS MOAMHOXKECTBA, KOTOPBIE MOTYT COBEPIICHHO HE MEPECEKaThCS.

O./1. Kak ObI BB Ha3BaIM M3HAYAIBHYIO KyJIbTYpPY CO3aTelNeH )KUBOTO XypHana?

A H. D10 6N MIOAN-TIPOBOJHUKH, OT KOTOPBIX TOTAAIIHUE MOIb30BaTeNu MIHTEpHETa y3HABAIM O TOM, 4TO B MIHTEpHETE HOBOTO
(13 Tak Ha3bIBaEMbIX HHTEPHET-0003peHuil). Torna moucKoBUKY OBIIHN €IIe HE Pa3BUTHI M MHICKCHPOBAHNE HOBOTO CaliTa yXOAMIIO
T10 ONTOAA.

O.J1. To ecTh OMyJIAPHOCTD #OK B Poccuu — ciiy4aitHOCTH?

A.H. EctectBenHo. B nomyssipHocTH 1100600 MHCTpYMEHTa €CTh OYEeHb 00oJIbIast 1ot ciaydasi. OcoOeHHO, eClIi MbI TOBOpUM 00
MHCTPYMEHTE, KOTOPBIH HE MMeeT COOCTBEHHOMN IEHHOCTH, KOTOPBII HHTEPECEH TEM JIIOAbMH, KOTOPBIE UM IOJIb3YI0TCs. Hanpumep,
MySpace. 310 coTHU MIIUTHOHOB Jfoel. KoHneuHo, ects pyrue nogoOHble cepBUCHL. B Kakoi-T0 MOMEHT aJJMUHHCTpALHS
MySpaces nmpuBena Ty 1a HE3aBUCUMbIX MYy3BbIKaHTOB. My3bIKaHThI IPUBEIH TyAa CBOMX (paTtaHTOB. [IoTOM caliT OKa3alcst HacTOIBKO
OOJIBIINM, YTO OH TEPETSHYJ Ha ce0s MOIb30BaTeIeH IPYIUX aHAJIOTHYHBIX CHCTEM — IIOTOMY YTO JIFOAX HIYT K TOMY, 4TO OOJIBIIIE.
B poccwuiickoit 61orocdepe cetivac 123 6mora, 1 eciu MOWTH IO CITUCKY — BO BCEX €CTh T )K€ MHCTPYMEHTEI, UTO U B XK. Brirtouas
JIH.pY, KOTOPBIN Bceraa ObUT mporpeccuBHee #0K. Ho B 30k mo1o0pascst KOIIEKTHB, KOTOPBIM HUKOTAA He mogobpacs Ha mu.py. U
BOT HAJMYME 3THX UHTEPECHBIX aBTOPOB, 3TO Ta CaMasl IPECIIOBYTas CIIy4aiHOCTb.

0O./1. Ho coo011ecTBO K CUNTAETCS YHUKAIBHBIM B HICTOPUH MUPOBOIi O110rocdepsl.

A.H. Hy mouemy. MySpace siBisieTcst TaKHM ke coo0miecTBoM. JIF000# ycrex KOJUICKTHBHOM Mm1aT(OpMBbl B yIa4HO MO I00paHHOM
BUpycHOM siipe. B Facebook ynaunem sinpom 6sutn BY 351

O.[. A KaK e 3OK-IITHBI OOHKOT U MPOYNe KOJJICKTHBHBIC MEPOTIPUSITHS?

A.H. boiikoTs!l 1 Ha « OJJHOKIIACCHUKAX» €CThb. A IUIs TOTO, YTOOBI CO3IaTh OLIYLIEHHE aKTHBHOCTU HYXKHO OY€Hb MaJlo HApOLy.
Ecau MBI IOCMOTPHM Ha TaKyl0 HCTOPHIO, KaK OOMKOT 0K B OTBET Ha OTMEHY 0a30BBIX akkayHTOB. Eciu mocmotpeTs B mudpax no
HCCIICIOBAHMIO «SIHIEKCay, TaM BUIHO, YTO B MPEIBIAYITYI0 IATHUIYY oOHOcHnock 28 000 sxypHanos, a B 3ty — 25 000. To ects u3
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JIBYX MHIUTHOHOB 3aPETHCTPUPOBAHHBIX PYCCKUX JKYPHAIOB B aKIIWH YIaCTBOBAIH 3 THICSYH.
O.J1. Hy ato xe cpaboTayio?

A.H. M3HavanbHO Bech (POKYC OTMEHBI ObUT PE3YJIbTATOM TOT0, YTO KOMITAHUS, 32 TPH Mecsilia JI0 3TOr0 KyIUICHHas, yIpaBJisiach,
KakK JIpakoH W3 aHEKI0Ta — TOJIOBBI MEX/1y c000i ObUIH B IIIOXOH KOoopAMHAIMH. ba3oBble akkayHTHI HUKTO HE COOMpaICcs
otMmeHsTh. [Ipocto Mexy MockBoit n KanudopHueit 1 TeXHUUECKHM OTAEIOM KOOpAMHANKUS ObliIa Takasi, 4T0 BMECTO yOHpaHus UX
U3 peKJIaMHOTro 0JI0Ka, ObuIa MpeKpalieHa ux perucrpauus. [lorom nmonpasnena odparHo. To, YTO JOKHBI OBUIH CIETaTh,
YUYHUTBIBasE CTATUCTUKY TOTO, 4TO 80 MPOLICHTOB HOBBIX CO3/1aBaEMbIX JKYPHAJIOB OBUTH «yTyYIICHHBIMUY, [ISITh IIPOLICHTOB IUTATHBIX
U IsTHaAUaTh 0a30BBIX. TO, YTO MOXKHO OBLIO M3 MHTEp(elica CO3aaHus CBOETO aKKayHTa yOpaTh 0a30BbIe Kak IPEI0KEHHE,
OCTaBUB BO3MOXKHOCTB €TI0 PETHCTPALMH 110 NPSIMOH ccbuike. Ecii OB Bce 3T0 OBLIO ClIENaHo ¢ IepBOro IHS, TO HUYEro Obl He
651U10. DTO OBITA TPOOIEMa KOOPAWHAIIMY M onoBemeHus1. CHayajia HaopTavyliIn, IOTOM HCIPaBWIA. BOWKOT Kak pa3 mokasai, 9To
MaKCHMaJIbHasi MOIITHOCTH MpoTecTa, 370 3 000 4enoBeK U ABYX MUJIITHOHOB.

O./1. To ecTb aKTHBHOCTb U CIUIOUYEHHOCTb XK F03€POB, 3T0 MH(D?

A.H. XXX ro3epsl HuKaK He CIUIOUEHBI Mexay co0oi. Tak e Kak HUKaK MeXJly co00i He CIIIOUYEHBI JIIOAH, KOTOPhIE CMOTPST
«oxtop Xaycy. Bce onn mocMotpenu umn emie nocMotpst 110 cepuil, HO 3TO He 3HAYUT, UTO OHU SIBJIAIOTCS TOIUTUYECKON CUIIOM.
He Hano aymars, 4To €CTh XOTh O/IHA MO3ULHS, IO KOTOPOIl %OK F03€phl BCE COTIACHBIL.

OI[ Ho xox FO3CPbI TIOCTOAHHO MPOTECTYOT IPOTHUB KAKUX ObI TO HU OBLIO U3MEHEHHUI B CCPBUCHI CO CTOPOHBI A/IMUHHUCTPALINHN.

A_H. EctecTBeHHO, eCTh U Takasi CyOKyJIbTypa. TO B 4aCTHOCTH, CIIOCO0 MPHBIIeYb K ceOe BHUMaHUE. DTO O/IHA U3 (OPM JKU3HH
BOKpYT 0K W OHA, Kak pa3, He oTimyaercs Mexxay Amepukoit u Poccueit BooOmie. Bece n3MeHeHns, KOTOphIe aIMUHUCTPALINS KK
MPOBOAUT B AMEpHKE, OHU TOKE BCTPEUAIOT MPOTECT — Beera. UyBCTBY, YTO MBI — CHJIA, @ JIFOAU, KOTOPBIE IJIATAT 32 Halle
YIIOBOJILCTBHE U €TO CO3/aJIH, OHH HUKTO, 3TO YyBCTBO HaJl- U BHEHALMOHAJIBHOE.

O.J1. Tak ecTb 11 UTO-TO PYCCKOE B XK?

A.H Craryc xk mo oTHomeHnu K ctpane Poccusi. Ho mpu 3ToM, Kak TOJIBKO Mbl HAUMHAEM UCKATh aHATOTHH, MBI HX HAXOJIHM.
Hampumep, Mensezes 3aBen 6ior B xok. He cpa3y, cHavana Hy)KHO ObUIO IPHIMYHKS HCIOTHUTE. HO Kak TOMBKO KaK TOMBKO yYTHXJIO,
OH IIPHUILEN B XK, IlIe JOJDKEH ObLT IPHCYTCTBOBATh H3HAYAIBHO, €CIIM X04eT pasroBapuBats ¢ Onorrepamu. Hy a Bapak O6ama? Bo
BpeMs CBOeH KaMITaHHWH NPEIBBIOOPHON KaMITaHHU — TO ke camoe. MenseneB u O0ama CTally 103epaMu, Yeil JIOTHH M 1apoJib
JIOBEpPEH KOMMEPUYECKOH KOMIIAaHWH, TIOCTOPOHHEH Mpe3uIeHTy u ero mrady. [louemy? [Toromy uro 3Ta miaardopma momysipHa.
Maromer uzet k rope. Maromer — O6ama u Mezagezes, ropa — MySpace, Facebook, Livejournal. [TonHbie ananorun
B3aMMOOTHOILUEHUI MEKIY BIACThIO U MONYJISIPHOM IUIOIIAIKONH MOYKHO U HY’KHO HaiTu. B Poccun 310 muiomankoi SBISIOTCS XK U
«Sunmexcr, a B AMepuke — MySpace, Facebook, YouTube u Google , mpu atom MySpace Googly npunamie:xut. MoJHO ckas3aTh,
gyto — Google, Pynept Mepaok u Facebook. Hudero yHukaibHO pyCcCKOTo B TOM, YTO KOT/Ia y TeOsl AECATKH MPOLICHTOB HACEICHHUS
B MHTepHeTe, uro IHTepHEeT-11JI0111a/IKa CTAHOBUTCS 3HAYMMBIM (PEHOMEHOM OOLIECTBEHHOT0 co3HaHus B MIHTepHeTe, HEeT. JTO TaK
Bcerza u Beszie Oyer. CaMblil mocelaeMblil OPTAJ, 3TO KaK OJIMH U3 KPYIHEHIINX B CTpaHe TeJeKkaHanoB. He umeTth ¢ HUM
OTHOIICHHUI HE MOXET ce0Oe MO3BONUTh HUKaKasl BIACTh M HUKAKOH KMBOW YeoBeK. Jlaxe 4eoBeK HUKOI/Ia He BKIIOYAeT «IePBbIN
KaHaJ1», TO OH O HEM MMeeT KaKoe-TO MHEHHUE ¥ IPUUYHHY, [0 KOTOPOi OH €ro He CMOTPHUT. ECITH pycCKHid Ye0BeK HUKOT/IA HE UILET
«SIHIEKCOM», 3TO HE IOTOMY YTO OH HUKOT/Ia HE CIIBIIIAN O €r0 CYIIECTBOBaHUH. TO jKe caMoe MPO YeNIOBEKa YATAIOIIETO U HEe
YHTAIOIIETO K.

OI[ ONMIINTE IJIaBHBIC OCHOBHBIC ATAITbI Pa3BUTHA KIK.

A.H./lymato, 94TO CyIIIECTBEHHBIM 3TaIlOM CTaJIO MOSBIEHHE KaKOro-To pycckoro siipa B 2001 roxy. Jpyrum stanom craja MoKyIka
cepBuca koMmnanuei Six Apart, B 2005 roxy. Bapyr, sk, KOTOpBIi ObUT OpraHu3aiueil myoJudaHoro oorrepa, cTain
OpPHEHTHPOBAHHBIM Ha KOMMEPUECKYIO KOMITaHuo. 1 ciucremMa MHBATOB HE MOTJIa Y)KUThCsl. Mepa, HanpaBiieHHasi Ha OrpaHuueHHe
YHCJIEHHOCTH 3apEerHCTPUPOBAHHBIX M0JIb30BaTENeH, cTaia ucropreil. Bes HemzoexHas komMepuuanu3anus Hadanach B 2005 rony.
A nanpire okTsi0ps 2006 mnu nexadps 2007, nepssiit mpuxox CYIla n nokymnka cepsuca CYIlom, onpeneneHnas Bexa, Ipo
KOTOpYI0, [yMalo, 4epe3 mapy JIET TOJIbKO HaM OyZeT 4To ckazaTh. CyliecTBOBalIa ONpe/ielieHHas JMHAMHUKa pocTa HO MOMEHT
nokynku CYTIoM 1 MBI HE MOXKEM CKazaTh HACKOJIbKO Oyarofapst nosiBieHnio CYIla 9To-To ymydmuinoch, yXyALIHIOCh WK HE
n3MeHmwIoch. Eciti yepes rog-nonropa *K JOCTUTHET KAYECTBEHHBIX APAMAaTHIECKUX CKaYKOB, MOKHO OYyJIET CKa3aTh, YTO MOKYTIKA
CVIlom 6pu1a XOpoIIa, ecii 3aKPOETCs B CBSI3U ¢ 3KOHOMHYECKOH HEBBITOAHOCTBIO, MOXKHO Oy/IET CKa3aTb, YTO JKaJIKO, YTO €T
kymut CYIIL. Otmeuats 3TO Kak BEXy MOKHO, KOHEYHO, HO O MOCIEACTBUSIX CyAUTh He ceidac. Tpu Takux cOOBITHS B HICTOPUU
PYCCKOSIBBIYHOTO K. SiX Apart —3To oTMeHa 6a30BBIX aKKayHTOB M MOSABJICHHE PEKIIaMbI, BCE, YTO CBSI3aHO C
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komMeprmanuzanueid. A CYII, 3To Bce 4TO CBA3aHO C KUPHIN3aIIUEH.
O./1. Kak ObI BBl IPOKOMMEHTUPOBAJIM MHEHHE, YTO rokynka #k CYIlom cBszana ¢ Kpemnem?

A.H. D10 B 4MCTOM BHAE TeOpHs 3aroBopa. HempuianyHO B3pOCIOMY YeJIOBEKY MMETh NOA0OHBIE MHEHUS, €CITH OH HE
TIOIYJIMCTCKUH TOJUTHK, He JKUPUHOBCKHUH, KOTOPBIA ITyOJIMYHO KIMUTHpPYET cyMaciiecTBre. Mest Six Apart’a npokaTb %K Kak
HenpoQUILHBIA aKTHB, BO3HUKJIA B 3TOH KoMnaHuu. OO 3TOM M3BECTHO BCEM, KTO C 3TUM CBsI3aH. JTa HJes [1a OT 00CTOATENLCTB
KOMITaHHMH M OblIa ObI pean3oBaHa He3aBUCUMO OT Toro, Obut 06l TaM CYII. EcTh y Bac chemHas kBapTupa ¢ npeporiatoid. M Bot
XO3SWH KBapTUPBI PEIIET €e MPoJaTh TpeTbeMy Juiy. 1 B 3ToM ciydae Bamia npenomniara, KOTOPYIO Bl CHMTAIN OYCHb BBITOIHOMN
CJIENIKOM, TIEpeCcTaeT BBIMIAAETh TAKON BHITOJHOM M BOOOIIE MOSABIAETCS yrpo3a Bamed HHBECTUIIMN. MOXHO CKa3aTh «JIaJHO,
MpoJiaBai, MOCMOTPUM, YTO XO35IMH CKaXXET PO HOBOT'O XHJIbLA». MM ecTh Takas JOroBOPEHHOCTH O TpaBe NepBOro BhIKyna. M 3to
npousonuro ¢ kommanue CYII. Korma Six Apart 0003HaYMII, 9TO OHU XOTAT PACCTATHCS C ITUM CEPBUCOM H YTO Y HHUX €CTh
MOTEHLIMAIIbHBIE TIOKYNATENH, TO B 3TOH CUTyalMu BbIOOP ObLT pocToii. CrucaTh BCIO CBOIO CTPATETHIO M JKJATh IOKA MPUIET
Kakoi-HHOYAb Yahoo ¥ BBINPET WK peai30BaTh PaBO BBIKYIIA, KOTOPBIE OBLIO YaCThIO EPBOHAYAIBHOM caeiku. [loatomy amst
TOTO, YTOOBI BUJIETH B 3TOW CUTYallMH KPEMJIEBCKUE MTPOUCKH, Ha/l0 ocTapathes. B peansHocTr CYII msist Toro, 4ro0bl KYMUTh 3TOT
aKTHB, JUIS 4Ero B €ro CMeTe He ObUIO JieHer, mo0erall 1o PeIHKY M Hallel nHBecTopa. MHBecTop Hatesncs, Anumep Y CMaHOB, U Ha
€ro JICHbI'W MOKYIIKa ObUIa coBepIleHa. Belb, KOTOPYIO OU4eHb HE XOTENOCh JIeNaTh, HO MPHUIIIOCH. 3a JIBa ¢ IIOJIOBUHOHN roja
00CyXJIeHUSI KpOBAaBOW KPEMJIEBCKOI IIEH3YPHI, CBA3aHHOM ¢ rosiBieHneM koMmnanuu CYII, Hudero He ciyuninock. HukTo no stomy
MIOBOJy HE ITOKPACHE, HO B 3TOM H €CTh 0COOEHHOCTh NMapaHOMKOB M MOJIUTHKOB THIA JKMPHUHOBCKOTO — OHM HUKOT/Ia HE
W3BUHSIOTCSL.

Maxim Aleksandrov

O./1. Kax BbI npuILM B %K?

M.A. B 2003 roxy s sxun B Cankr-IlerepOypre, s ObUT YeCTHBIM OM3HECMEHOM, Y MEHS ObIIa CETh IO MPOaXKe ra3eT. B kommanumn
JIpy3ei MBI XOJTHITH MTPaTh B IIOKEP B OJIFH Ka0ayoK, U s BCE BPEMs BCEX OTBJICKAJ HCTOPUSIMH O TOM, YTO CO MHOM IPOU3O0IILIO 32
MOCTICTHIOK Heaelt0. Mou py3bsi MHE TOBOPHIIH — 3aBE/IU ce0e 3K U OTCTAaHb OT HAc, Y TeOs TaM OyayT Beeraa ciaymarend. Tam
JEHCTBUTENFHO OBLTH THICSYH JIFOJICH, KOTOPhIE TOTOBEI OBUIM MEHSI CIYIIaTh, OTBEYaTh, IUTHPOBaTh. BecHoit 2004 rona s
PEryISIpHO ITyOIUKOBAJ PEIICH3UH O TOCMOTPEHHBIX KHHOGMIEMaX. OINH YeIOBEK KO MHE MTOCTYJalICs B IOYTy U3 MOCKBEI,
penaKkTop MPECTHKHOTO KypHalla, KOTOPHIH MPUTIIACKI MEHS B )KYPHAIL. BBITH )KypHAINCTOM OBbLlIa MOSI MEUTA €IIle CO IIKOJIEHOTO
Bo3pacta. S mpomain cBoii 6m3Hec B IlerepOypre, octancs B MockBe U gepes3 0K MO3HAKOMIIICS ¢ MHOXECTBOM paboTomaTeneii —
nopaboTai Ha BRIOOpax, B Pa3MUYHBIX M3IAaHUIX U TaK Aajee. biaromaps sk g cTal myTemecTBoBaTh, JKJK moMor MHE OTTOYHNTH
Moe xkypHaiuctckoe nepo. KK 1aét BO3MOKHOCTh OTTaUMBATh MHEHHSI 32 CUET YTCHHS TSKCTOB JIFOJICH, KOTOPBIEC C TOOOI He
COTJIaCHBI.

O.[1. Ha npoTspkeHUr 3TOro BpEMEHH, KaK MEHSUICS H0OK?

M.A. B 2003 roxy *oK HaXOJIUJICS Ha ITUKE yCHemHOCTH. VIMEHHO Toraa sk mpeBpaTics u3 cyOkynsTypsl 100 yenoBek B
JIBIDKCHHUE JIeCATKA THICSIY YeIoBeK. Bee oHM 00maganm 6osee BBICOKNM (B CPaBHEHHH C CPETHUM POCCHSIHUHOM) YPOBHEM
00pa3oBaHMs M MHTEIIEKTa, MHOTHE ObUIN JXypHaIHCTaMu. M Koraa s mpuiien B kXK, OH BIIEPBbIE CTaN BRIPHIBATHCS B 0 (-naiiH. B
xypHaie «TaiiM-ayT» nosiBuiIacs pyoprka «UTo IHIIYT B 5KK», IO TEM BpeMeHaM ObLIO PEeBOIIONMOHHO. Toraa BepBbIe J0IU
CTaJIM y3HaBaTh HOBOCTH U3 OyioroB. Tora iaro/iei U3 50K CTalu MpUIVIAIaTh MUCaTh paccKasbl B raszeTsl. [Ipomien rox u kyda
U3aTeNbCTB CTAJIM M3aBaTh KHIKKHU B JOK. biiorrepsr ot aToro ncneiteiBanu Boctopr. To ecTh paxe eciau Anmara Manaroa
TEpHETh HE MOTJIM OYEHb MHOTHE, P 3TOM BCE OJIOTTEpPHI UCIIBITHIBAIN MTATPHOTHIECKUI 9KCTA3 OTTOTO, YTO €T0 KHIDKKY H3/1aJI10
HacTosIee u3aTenscTBo. Ceifuac y HacC He TO, YTO HUKOTO ATUM He ynuBUTh. Ceifuac Moian Halau B #OK 4eJI0BeKa, KOTOPBIN
KHIDKKY He n3znai. B 2003 roay ObL1o TOIBKO camoe Havasio 3Toro, a B 2004-2005 HacTan nuK, KOr/ia TalaHThbl OJIOrTepoB CTaln
BBIXOAUT HapyxKy B opd-naiiH. Toraa Mel erie 04eHb yBaXKUTEILHO OTHOCWIINCH K 0(p(h-llaiiHy Kak K 4eMy-TO OTAENBHO CTOSIIEMY, K
4yeMy-To OoJiee BaKHOMY, TOTJIa KaK y Hac — MaJeHbKUH Ki1y0 1o mHTepecam. B 2005 roay npousomnio To, 4To HoryOuio xx B
ctapoM ero Buje. B CMU cranu cnumkoM 4acTo ynoMuHaTh #0K, B 2006 rogy npumia kommnanus CYII. OrpoMHOe KOIUYECTBO
Hapo/Jly BIIOMHUJIOCH B %COK M CTAJIO TaM aKTHBHO BECTH OJIOTH, BCTyNaTh B IMCKyccHu. HekoTopast yacTs O10rrepoB BoCIIpHHUMAaIIa
MOK KaK 3aKpBITHIA Kiy0. OHM Bce MOTIIM JIpYT ApyTa JIFOTO HEHABUAETH, HO TP 3TOM OHH BCE BOCIIPUHUMAIIH JIPYT Ipyra KaKk OJUH
KpYT OOIIeHNs. YMHBIE JIIOAH, C XOPOIIEH ITOAr0TOBKOH, N3 XOpomux ceMei. Ho koraa B Mx pa3roBopsl CTaJIi MacCOBO BIIE3aTh
JIFOZIM TOJIBKO YTO 3aKOHYMBILHE KOy, IPOYUTABIINE ABE KHUTH U [IPU 3TOM MMEIOIIIE CBOE MHEHHUE 10 BCEM BOIIPOCaM,
BBIICHUJIOCH, YTO BCEX ITHX ITMOHEPOB BBIIEPKKH HE XBATAET, YTOOBI OOLIATHCS ¢ TAaKOH MyOIMKoi. 1 MHOTHE CTany CBOpaYMBaTh
CBOU JKyPHaJIbl — yXOANUTH BOOOIIIE TN YXOIUTh B TIIyXHE «IIOA3aMKH», YXOJUTh HA CTIHI-3JIOYHBI.
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Bropoe, Ha ¥k 00paTHiIn BHIMaHUe OM3HECMEHBI, Tipon3omuio 3To B 2006 roay. ITocne moxymku »xox CYIlom, 6iorreps! BriepBbIe
BCEPbHE3 3arOBOPUIIH O TOM, YTO K KTO-TO BOCIIPUHUMAET HH KaK MaJeHbKHE YIOTHEHbKHE THEBHUYKH, & KAK KOMMEPUYECKYIO
HeKyIo xuity. 1 cHavaa Bce gymaiu, 4To JIeHer OyJIeT HEMHOTO M BOOOIIIe HEMOHITHO, KOMY | JJIsl 4ero 3To Hajo. M Toraa
3aroBOpHJIM O MOJUTUYCCKUX LECIIAX, C KOTOPBIMH 3Ta MMOKYIIKa IIPOBOAUTCA. COBepU_leHHO IIOHATHO, YTO BCC HAIIC KI'b uurano npu
JKEJIaHWU BCE U paHbIIIC. BO-BTOpI)IX, TOHATHO YTO JCHBI'M HAa KOHY CTOSAJIN CECPLE3HBIC 1 MMCHHO KOMMEPYECKUC. TOFL[a XKE
HayvaJlach pa3paboTKa PeKJIaMHOT'O PhIHKA B KK — BIIEPBBIC MOsIBUIack OaHHEpHast pekiaMa. Toraa u BrepBbie O10TTepoB cTalli
BIIEpBbIC HAHMMATh Ha paboTYy, CBSI3aHHYIO ¢ OyioramMy. 3a TO, YTO JIFOJU PAaHBIIE JIeJald IPOCTO TaK, UM CTaJIN IUIATUTD JACHBIH.
Torna e BrepBble pUPMBI cTaM 00paaThCs K 103epam ¢ MPeIOKESHUSIMA O pekiname. A Hagai Bce 310 1. Ocenpto 2006 rona ¢
Camconom lonanemu Mel yerponii ¢urern-mo6. CaMCOH Hanmcall po MEHsI TeKCT XBaJleOHbIN, a Ha CIIEIYIOIIUHA IeHb, YTO TOCT
ObLT oIUTaueH (5 ZOJUIapOB) U YTO BCE, KTO XOYET, MOT'YT 32 TaKyI0 Xe IUIaTy MOJTyYHTh pekiaMy. MBI INITaHUPOBAJIH IIOTOM BCEM
pacckasaTb, YTO MbI IOLIYTHIH M JyMAJIH, YTO B TAKYIO TIIYIIOCTb HUKTO HE HOBEPHUT. HECKOIBKO COT YeNOBEK COOOLIHIN eMy,
KaKOH OH HeTOJsIi. A ellle IATh YeJIOBEeK HalMCcaly ¢ npeyioxkeHreM 3a 50 JoJuapoB 4To-TO MpopekaaMupoBats. OH mpuiesn Ko
MHE C BOIIPOCOM, a YTO Terepb AenaTh? Sl TOBOPIO: MOTOAM, HE COTIIAMIANCS, CACTCS MHE, YTO MOYKHO Opath AeHer Ooibiie. 3a
CUMTAHHBIC THU MMOABUJICA TEPMUH «IIOJIaAEMU3ALINA», U3BJICUCHUC HpI/I6I)IJ'Il/I H3 TOro, 4ro TeOs1 MHOTO YMTAIOT B XK. 3a MCCAILl 3TO
MPEBPATHIIOCh U3 HACMELIKH B CYIEPIIONYJSIPHYIO «IBHKYXY», KOTOPOH ceifuac 3aHMMaeTcst MOJIOBHHA XOK. FIMEeHHO Torna Bce
HOHSUTH, YTO «3a JIGHBIY MOYKHOY.

KoneuHo, 3TOT peKxiIaMHBIH XapakTep YOWII JyX cTaporo 0K C TOYKH 3PEHUs JOBEpUS JIF0JICH B XK. 5] cunTaro, 4To U MOJEIIoM.
Craio 1OBepUMBBIX OBEI] OOJIee MMOIBEPKEHO OMACHOCTH, YeM CTazlo THEH, KOTOpBIE CaMy TOTOBBI JIpyr-Ipyra 3arpsi3th. B 2005-
2006 6bUT OTPOMHBIH YPOBEHb JOBEPHS, CYIIECTBOBAIO HEKOE YyBCTBO JIOKTS 3 CEPUH «MBI U3 OTHOM CEKTHI», «Oiorrep Oiorrepa
BUANTY. HanpumMep, 3HAMEHHUTAst UCTOPHSI PO MHBAIHA-aBTOCTOIIINKA. Teneps HeT TOro HauBHSKA, KOT/1a JIFOAN BEPHIIH BO
BCAKYIO 4ymns. I[Tonropa roga Hazam MOSBUICS «OIOTYH) -- aBTOMAaTH3WPOBAHHASI CHCTEMbI PA3MEIECHHS PEKIaMBbl B XK —
pexsaMoiaTelb Pa3MEIacT, PO YTO HAJI0 HAMKCATh, a JIF00O0H OI0TTep MOXKET 3alTH, Y3HATh CKOJIBKO 3TO CTOUT, HAITUCATh U
MOTY4NTh JCHBTU. HeT cBsI3u npsMOit MeXIy pekiamozaareneM u 6imorrepoM. Takast 3HaUUTENbHAsT BeXa.

Jlronmu, yMerolye YnTaTh M MUcaTh (MX HEMHOT0) — JIN00 Y HUX YK€ €CTh XK, JTM00 OHU ero yxe OpOoCHIIN, HO IPOYHUTAIOT CIICTUTb.
KK MoxHO npupaBHsITh yxke K «OTHOKIACCHUKaM» - 3TO He IaT(opma, KOTOPOii JIF0J1 MOJIb3YIOTCsl, YTOOBI TIOAEIUTHCS
JIE3YIIMMH HapYKy TEKCTaMH, KK 3aBOJAT YTOOBI CAMOUICHTU(HIIUPOBATH Ce0s1 — BOT, 51 €CTh. My3BbIKAHTBI, IIOJIMTUKH, TUCATEIIH
3aBOJIAIT XOK JUIS TOTO, YTOOBI, KOT/1a MM 33/1/1yT BOIIPOC O KOMITBIOTEPAX, OHM OTBETHIIN: «a Y MEHS U JOK ecTh». Huuero
MHTEPECHOTO U IEHHOTO, HO %OK BOCIIPHHUMAETCS TaK — XK JIOJDKEH OBITh.

O./1. Kax BbI OB IPOKOMMEHTHPOBAJIH CBsI3b MOKYNKH K CYIIoM 1 BIacTHBIX CTPYKTYp?

M.A. Nnes o TOMBITKE XK OTKIIOUUTD «ECIH YTO» -- Irymnas. [IoToMy 4To B cityuae peBOJIOINH JIETYE 0K OTKIIOYUTH HE MPH
MTOMOIIIN X035eB pecypca, a cHapyku. B nenp «Pycckoro Mapimay mo Beeil mianeTe He paboTal K, OblIa IOy IsipHAs BEPCHUs
CBSI3U MEXXIY 3THMHU COOBITHAMH. YBEPEH, UTO ITO COBNaAeHNE. Eciin KoMy-To MOHAI00UTCS OTKITFOUUTD XK, TO 3TO CICNAIOT «Ha
rpanune». Ces3b IHTEpHETa pOCCHHCKOTo M 3aIaJHOr0 — 3TO KOHKPETHOE KOJIMYECTBO IPOBOJIOB M Kabesel M sl OTKIFOUSHUS JOK
Jerde IOJOUTH K HUM, YeM K Ha4aJIbHUKY caiita. Ho, 6e3yciioBHO, OKyIKa Obla Ipou3BeieHa He 63 CoBeTa KOro-To U3 BIACTEH.
Ho xorna A6pamoBuy nokynaet Gpyr0oonbHbI Kiy0 «Yesacny, HUKTO He JyMaeT, Y4TO MOKYIAtoT ero JJIs

TOTO0, YTOOBI BEpOOBATh B POCCUICKYIO apMHUIO aHTIIMHCKUX O0JenbIiKkoB. Ho MOHATHO, YTO MOKYyIKa 3Ta OblIa TPOU3BE/CHA,
TIOCOBETOBABIINCH C KEM-TO U3 pOCCUICKUX BracTeil. TouHO Tak xe, koraa Anumiep YcMaHOB NOKynaeT KapTuHbl. OH jke IoKynas
HE TOJIKO TIOTOMY, YTO €MY 3aX0TeJIOCh, HO M IIOTOMY UTO ITOCOBETOBANICS: «A KaK BBl JyMaeTe, MPUKOIbHO Oyaer Poccnn nmets
31o»? [ToKymKa K POCCHHCKMM OM3HECMEHOM U CTPYKTYpPOH, CBA3aHHOW C POCCHHCKMMH YHHOBHHUYBMMH CTPYKTYpaMH, 3TO ObIIO
pemienne copMectHoe. He To, 9TO IS 4ero-To Hago, HO Ha BCSKHUN CITydail MOKET AJIsI Yero-TO NpUroauThesi. Caemnano 3To s
nopsinka. Ckopee 171l OpraHN30BaHHOCTH, a He Uil KoHTponupyemoctd. CYII ¢ kommanueil He cipaBiseTcs U yObITOYHA, HO 3TO
npo0JiemMa yxe caMoro pyKoBoJcTBa. V3BiekaTs MIJUIMOHHbBIE IPUOBIIN U3 TAKOTO pojia pecypca BIIOJIHE MOXKHO. U Ha pexiame, B
TOM YHCIIE.

O./1. Yem uHTEpECHBI OJI0TH peKiIaMmoaaTessiM?

M.A. B 3T0 cTpaniHo noBepuTh, HO ayIuTopus xypHana Haramu PagynoBoii paza B 3 ycTynaer ayIuTopuu xypHaina «OroHeK».
Kypnan 3akpbuics, a 6sor PagynoBoii npogomkaer paboTats. AyJUTOPHS TaM B TPU pa3a MEHbIIE, HO 3aTO TaM paboTaeT OanH
YeJI0BEK BMECTO COPOKA. B Kakoi-TO MOMEHT BCEM CTallo MOHITHO, YTO 3TO OUYEHb JEIIEBBIN peKIaMHbIA pIHOK. [Ipu a3TOM 0XBaT
ayIUTOpUH TOXKe He ManeHbkuil. Kakoe-To Bpems roBopmim 00 YpoBHE TOBEepHsi, KOTOPHIi qatoT 6oru. Ho 310 0ueHb OBICTpO
OTePsIIOCh. BajkHO TO, UTO 3TO HAMHOTO JETIEBIIE, TKEIIEe KOHTPOIUPOBATh (II03TOMY OJIOTH YCTYIAIOT KaK peKJIaMHBIH popmMar)
— HYHBI JIFOJH, KOTOPhIE YMEIOT B 3TOM PadOTaTh — KaK CIENAaTh TaK YTOOBI B OJIOTax HE OIMIO30PUTCS, KaK CAEIaTh TaK, YTOOBI
nH(popMalus pacrpoctpansiiack. Elie ropasio npoiie npoBoIUTh TapreTuHr B Giiorax, yem B CMU.
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JlaHHOCTB celfuac TaKkOBa, YTO O TOM, O KaKHX COOBITHSAX CTOUT IIMCATh, )KYPHAIMCTHI Y3HAIOT U3 CBOMX COOCTBEHHBIX (DPEHMTIEHT.
KK — ato mecTo mmst BOpoca kakoi-to nHpopMmarmu. O perdtunre «uaexca». HeoHOKpaTHO CTANKHUBAJICS C TEM, UYTO B CEPhE3HBIX
W3/IaHUSIX TJIABHBIA PEAAKTOp OTBEYAET HA WJICI0 O TEME: «Jia 51 IOCMOTPEJ, B 3K OT3bIBOB HET Ha ATO, HUKOTO 3TA TeMa He
uHTepecye. XK cral HHANKAaTOpOM TOMY, YTO 00cyxaaeMo. [loaToMy pa3Buiach esnast apMust JIOJIeH, KOTOpasi 3aHUMaeTCs TEM,
YTO UM UMHUTHUPYET aKTUBHOCTB — [10Ka3aTh, 4TO ocyxkaaemMo u utoobl CMU 06 stom nucanuck. Ecnu 661 B CMU crienuanbHo He
MHCITUPUPOBAINCH MOCTHI 0 EBpoBHIeHNY, BO3MOXHO HH(popMarmn o EBpoBunennu 610 051 HaMHOTO MeHbIIe. Ecnu Ob1 reit
rapas He ObUI B %OK, ero Obl HUKTO He 3amedalt. lllyMy o HeM B %K CTOJIBKO, U CTOJIBKO 00 3TOM, B utore, numyt CMU, uro
OLIyIIEHHUE TaKOe, YTO I'ei MmapaJi COCTOSIICS.

B sToMm npomiecce 0T 1Ba BayKHBIX dTama. [lepssiit, 310 2004 o, Korna o K CTaIH MICaTh, KaKk 00 NCTOYHHKE TaJJaHTOB — IIEPBBIC
KHIDKKH CTaJIH TIHCATh OJOTTEphI, KOTJa MPOCTHIX JIFOICH cTanu OpaTh B )KypHAIHUCTHL. Bropas BomHa, 3To 2005/2006 Tox, Koraa B
#OK XJIBIHYJIA Macca JIF0/Ieil TOTOMY 4TO BCE 3TH «IPHUIJIAIIECHHBIE 3BE3/IbI» PACCKa3bIBAIM HA TEJIEBUICHUHU U B mpounx CMU: «ga
Kakas st BOOoOIIIe 3Be3/1a, 1 TaK, U3 #0K». FIMEHHO TOT1a MPOU30IEI PE3KUH CKau0K MaccoBOCTH. MIMEHHO Toraa >k cTanu
BOCIPUHHMMATh KaK KOMMEPUYECKYIO IUIOIIA/IKy U KaK UCTOYHMK MH(popMain. CaMblii 3HAKOBBIIT MOMEHT B UCTOPHHU
HH(POPMALIMOHHOTO BIHsIHUS K — BecHa 2007 rofa., koraa B Kuprusuu 0buin 0ecriopsiaku, B cronuiie oTkimoumii sce CMU u
mecTHbI HTepHeT. S yeTko nomHro, kak Bce CMU mMupa nostyyanu nHdopManuio o ToM, 4TO MPOMCXOAUT B TEYEHUE CYTOK OT
JIeBOYKH, Y KOTOpoi Ob110 80 unTaTenei, KoTopas )Kujia B 3TOM IopoJie U Y KOTOpoil Obu1 HopManbHbI MHTepHET. OHa cuiena u
LIeNbI JeHb Mucaja 1o MOCTy — YTO IPOUCXOAUT BOKPYT TOPOJia U3 CBOECH KBapTHPHI B LIEHTpe. B TeueHne cyTok Bce MUPOBBIE
nH(OpMaNMOHHBIE areHTCTBA MOTyYaId HH(POPMALIHMIO TOJILKO OT Hee, TOTOMY YTO BCEX XKYPHAJIUCTOB BhIcnanu, Bce CMIU
OTKJIFOUIJIN U YTO TMPOMCXOANT HU KTO HE 3HAJI. XOJIWIH aACKNE CIyXH. BeIACHUIOCH, 9TO AaXe TyAa, KOTAa MOXKHO TOJIBKO
BEPTOJIETOM JIOJIETETh, a OJIOTTEp YKe CHANT TaM — XuBeT oH TaM. Koraa O6buti 6ecriopsiaku B [aprke Bce KHHYIINCH K MTAPHKCKUAM
6norrepam. Ceiivac, KorJa rie-To IPOUCXOAAT OECTIOPSAAKH, YyTh HE NIEPBOE, YTO ITPUXOAUT B TOJIOBY HOBOCTHHKAM H
KYPHAJIICTAM: «a Y MEHSA TaM HUKTO U3 GPEeHAOB He KHUBeT?». IT0 mpom3onuio B 2006 romxy, KOraa ¥k poc HACTOIEKO MacCOBO, U4TO
Jake Ha TaKTHYecKou cTaHiun bimocraynsen ecte 6morrep. U eciam 9T0-TO MPOM30HMAET, TO UNTATEIH CHaYaNIa OWAYT Tya, a
MIOTOM Y>K€ TOJIbKO CMOTPETh HOBOCTH Ha Lenta.ru. Tak uTo ecThb nBe BakHbIC TOUKH. [lepBas, Korga 610rrepsl cTanu npoouBaThCs B
CMU, a BTOpasd, koraa #x psanyso B CMU u pe3ko BEIpOCiIa MacCCOBOCTh M3-3a 3TOTO.

O./1. OObsicHuTe Mponecc nepeHsTrs ok komnanuen CYII1?

M.A. Ot10 KOMMCEPYCCKOC PCIICHUEC C LCJIbIO N3BJICUCHUA HpI/I6LIJ'II/I. Ho B Poccun Het Hn OAHOT'O KPYITHOI'O Aejia 0e3 TOrO, 4TOOBI HE
NMOCTaBUTb B U3BCCTHOCTH MAPTUIO BJIACTH. CypKOB HaBCPHIKA JaJl 0J1arocI0BEHUE — Hazgo, 4TOOBI 34 XK KTO-TO IPpUCMOTPEII. OT0
HC 3HAYUT, 4YTO OH OTAAJ YKa3, HO OH HC ObLI MIPpOTHUB.

O.[. Kakumu ObUTH M CTaNH KK F03€pPBI?

M.A.TIaTh NeT Ha3az #OK OBUIO COIMATIBHOM IPYIIIOH, TaK K€ KaK COIHATBHON Ipynmoi Obth «puromHIKN. OHK OBUTH TaKUMHA
XHUIICTePaMH, OJIM3KOT0 MHTEJJIEKTYaJIbHOTO YPOBHS M BO3pacTa — IIOKOoJIeHHe oT 22 10 32, JroJiei, KOTOpbIe HeIUIOX0 3apadaThIBally,
HO He cTanu o4eHb OorateiMu. [1o cyTu, HacTosmmit cpeanuii kiaacc. He ObUT0 cpein HUX HUKAKUX AIIUTApUEB, KOTOPBIX celdac
Ppa3BEI0Ch MHOTO, e}lHHCTBeHHbIﬁ Jacnyrar FOC}IyMI)I 6])1.]'1, KOTOprﬁ n3pe€aKa 4TO-TO 3alMUChIBAI U HAaJl HUM BCE XOXOTaAJIN: «ACIYyTaT,
a oK cede 3aBes. [Ipu aToM TaM He OBIJI0 3TOH OIPOMHOM apMHH TOITHUKOB ¥ JIE€BOUYEK-ITPUNIEBOYEK M3 ITPOBUHIMAIBHBIX TOPOJIOB.
OTAMunTEeNBHON YepTol #0K 1o oTHoleHHo K «KoHTakramy, «OgHokiaccHukaMy», MySpace U IpouHM SIBJISIETCS TO, UTO KK —
COLIMAJIbHAS CeTh OPUEHTHPOBAHHAsI HA HAIMCAHUE U YTEHUE TEKCTOB. TaM coOpaluCh JII01, KOTOPHIM HPABHUTCS ITUCATh U YUTATh.
«OIHOKpPaCCHUKIM U IIPOYUE — CETH, B KOTOPBIX COOPAITUCH JIIOAH, KOTOPHIM OOJIBIIE HPABUTCS IMTOKA3bIBATH KAPTHHOYKH U CTABHUTH
OIICHOYKH. DTO HOPMAIBHO, TAKUX JIFOJICH Beeria OONBIIMHCTBO. A B %K COOpPAIIUCH JIIOAH, KOTOPHIM YTCHUS BCE BPeMs HE XBaTaeT.
DTO MOCTATOYHO SAPKHUil MOpTpeT 3Toro cios. Cefyac MOPTPET KK F03ePOB COCTABUTH HepealbHO. COMMANBHBIN CIION — JTFOH, ¥
KOTOPBIX ecTh VIHTepHET. ECTh KOHKYPEHIHSI CO CTOPOHBI CTIHA-3JIOYH OJ0T0B. DTO CBSI3aHO C KydeH BeIIei, B 4aCTHOCTH C
YyJOBHIITHOIN HErpaMOTHOCTHIO HaceneHus Poccun. Jlymaro, uepes3 HeCKOIBKO JIET OHU YK€ BBITECHST #OK — MBI YBHIIUM, UTO BCE
yBa)kKaeMbIe JIFOJIH, BCE HHTEPECHBIE OIOTTepHI BEAYT OJIOTH Ha OTJACIBHBIX IDIOMIAKAX, a ¥OK MPEICTABISIET CTa 0 TOITHUKOB U
JIeBOYEK-TIPUIIEBOYEK.

O./1. Kak pa3BuBanuch OTHOLIEHHUS XK BIACTHBIX CTPYKTYp?

M.A. /IBa rosa Ha3aja HavaJIl MPOBOASTCS PEKIAMBbl HONIUTHYECKUX TapTuii. [lonTopa rosa Ha3ax NpeaCTaBUTENN TAPTUH BBISICHUIIH,
YTO MM BCEM HYXXHO CPOYHO 3aBECTH XOK-IIKY. B ntore MenBeznes 3aBen cede k. Bee 3TH cKydHBIE 0K, HAIIOMUHAOIIHE
ounmanbHbIe CaliThI, B KOTOPBIE MUIIYT TEKCTHI IpeacTaBuTenu. Victopust TepeHTheBa HE MIMEET HUKAKOTO OTHOMICHHS K XK. Ecin
OBl OH Hamucax 3To Ha GopyMe, CITydHII0Ch OBl TO ke camoe. Torza Haso BECTH pedb 00 OTHOIICHHUAX BIACTH JACPIKaIHX C
HuTtepreToM BooOIIEe. A TyT Kak BO BCEM MUPE, €CTh OOMJUUBBIC JFOIU BO BIACTH, KOTOPBIM HEMIPUSATHO TO, YTO, UTO O HUX TOBOPSIT,
1 OHH CTaparoTCs ¢ 3TUM 00poThca. OOBIYHO 3TO BBITJISAUT JOBOJBHO IIIYIO, HO OHU CcTaparoTcs. PaHO MM MO3AHO MOSABATCA
HopMaTHBbI 00 MIHTEpHETE, T1ie OyAeT MPONUCAHO, YTO MOXKHO M UTO HEIb3s JIENaTh.
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O./1. Kax BBl 00BACHUTE OCOOEHHOCTH PYCCKOSI3BIYHOTO JKXK?

M.A. B cunty o4eHb ciy4aiiHbIX U JIMYHBIX ()akTOpoB B POccrU 0K UCIIOJIHUII POJTb, KOTOPYIO Ha 3arajie 3aHUMAoT ApYrue
rutomaaku. Ecinu 061 AnToH Hocuk oTkpbut Obl tst ce0st He 0K, a blogger — cunenu ObI Bce Tam.

O./1. Kak ObI BBl O0BSCHIIN OCTPYIO PEAKIHIO JOK I03€pOB Ha JII00bIe H3MEHEHHS cepBHca?

M.A. Uctopus 60psos1 ¢ CYIlom, 310 netopust 60ps0st He ¢ CYIIoM, a ¢ MaccoBOCThIO. JIFOITH, KOTOPBIE IPUBBIKIIH CE0S CIUTATH
3MUTOM 1 0coOeHHBIMHU: «BOT MBI, corranbHas rpymmaly. 9To ObuIa MOMBITKA IPEBPATUTH XK B HEYTO HACTOIBKO MACCOBOE, YTO 3TO
He OBIIO OTIMYNMO OT Tene(oHa MOOMIBEHOTO. JIFOSIM 5TO HE HPaBHIIOCH, UM XOTEJIOCH MMPOJOIKATH OBITE OCOOCHHBIMH, YTOOBI K
HHM IIPOJIOJDKAIN IPUXOJUTH TOJIBKO HHTEPECHBIE COOSCEIHNKH UX YPOBH. JIroau XoTenu, 4ToOBbl B K OBLT CBOI KTy 1o
uaTepecaM. A CYII B taHHOM ciydae ObUT CHMBOJIOM TOTO, YTO B %OK MPUBAIMIIA TOJIIA JIO/ICH, KOTOPBIE K 3TOMY KiTyOy He
otHocsTes. Y 6oponuck ¢ cumBosiom 3tuM. Jleno ere u B Tom, uto B komnanuu CYII cuast kpuBopykue neOuibl, Kak u3sectHo. U
Jlake KOTZa sl TaM padoTajl, OHU TaKke ObUIH U sI caM eIl TOT YesloBeuHIle. Bbio MHOTO TEXHUYECKUX OIIMOOK, K KOTOPBIM MOYHO
OBLIO PeIBABUTH NpeTeH3uu. U miaTHbpIe yCIIyrd BBOJWIIM KPUBO, U MHOTO 4TO BBOAMIIM TIOXO M Yepe3 3aaHuny. Ho aTo ucropus
7110001 KOMIIAHUH, MHOTO y KOTO 4TO paboTaeT yepe3 3a/IHHILY.

Boprba Obita mponrpana HaunCTO. B MTOre N3 aBTOPUTETOB B %K OCTAINCH TOJIBKO T€, KOMY 3TO OBLIO HYXKHO 110 paboTe U camble
npucrocoOIseMble, THIIa MEHS, ¥ CaMble TOJICTOKOXHE, THIA TOro k¢ Hocnka, yermoBeka poxkIeHHOTo IS JKOK. A ceddac
aBTOPUTETHI B %OK, 9TO JIFO/N, KOTOPBIE NIEPEHOIINBAIOT CMEIIHBIE KAPTUHKY U aHEeKAOThl. KapTrHa B %K N3MEHHIIACh OUYEHb CHIIBHO
— Ha CMEHY MHTEJUICKTyaJIbHbIM TYCOBIIMKAM MPHIIUIN TyCOBIIMKH pa3BieKaTenbHble. Ha HammX ria3ax Hajia KyJlbTypa IIaBHO
npeBpatwics B kaHai THT. £ He BiKy HUKaKO# Tpareanu, MOTOMY 4TO OpemoBasi CUTyallus, KOTia Ha IOMYJISIPHBIA PeCypC MUIIYT
JIFO/IN, COBCEM HE TaKHe Kak OObIYHbIN Hapox. IIomynsipHsIil pecypc JOIKEH OBbITh MOIMYJISIPEH y MPOCTOr0 HAapo/ia, a Ul «CTapoil
TBapAUM» ... Hy TI0Ka €I1¢ HU9ero HOBOTo He mpuayManu. Ceifyac CHOBa MOIUIO PACCIOSHUE HHTEIUICKTYaIOB 0 TEMATHYECKUM
¢dopymam. KoMIbloTepIMKY CUIAT HA CBOEM «Xabpe-xabpe», y (DUII0JI0roB TOXKE, HABEPHOE, YTO-TO €CTh, Y HCTOPUKOB TOXKE.
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