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The article analyzes the socio-political processes in the Crimea, which have an
impact on the state of inter-ethnic and inter-confessional relations. It summarizes the
main trends, provides recommendations on achievement of inter-ethnic harmony,
strengthening of Russian civil identity, stabilization of social development. The
author shows that in the framework of Russian social and cultural environment in the
Crimea, were created conditions for ethnic and cultural expression of all ethnic
groups living on the peninsula. The profound differences between ethnic Russian and
symmetric (written in the metric) Ukrainians is almost non-existent in Crimea.
Consumer culture, mentality, ideological orientations, language, perception and
communication, spiritual culture, religious affiliation of Russians and Ukrainians in
Crimea are a single community. On this basis, in the Crimea should be treated two
main ethnic and cultural groups - Russian and Crimean Tatar.

Currently, pro-Russian position of Russian ethno-cultural communities (including
symmetric Ukrainians, as noted above) results fundamental and the dominant
political structure of the Crimean Tatar social group.

The system of ethnic and cultural guideline of the Crimean Tatars should be allocated
into four vectors, two of which are sufficiently visible and, to some extent, natural,
sociogenetic. Two others are rather simulated, artificial and socially weakly have
presence in reality.
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