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ARTO MUSTAJOKI, ZHANNA MIHIENKO, NATALIA NECHAEVA,
EMMA KAIROVA, ANNA DMITRIEVA

Easy Language in Russia

1 Introduction

Russia is the largest country in the world in terms of area, with a population
of 142 million people. Russia has always been a multilingual and multi-ethnic
state. According to the latest population census (Statistics 2010), Russia has
representatives of 193 ethnic groups and 277 languages. About 90% of Russia’s
citizens speak Russian as their native tongue, whereas 80% are ethnic Russians;
although the notion of a native speaker is often unclear because of the great
number of bilingual people in the country.

Bilingualism in Russia is often asymmetric: Russians do not speak minor-
ity languages, but representatives of other languages speak Russian. Among
the most spoken languages are several Turkic languages (e.g., Tatar, Chuvash,
Bashkir). Ukrainian (East-Slavic language) and Chechen (North-Caucasian
language) also have more than one million speakers. The status and position
of minority languages have gone through various phases. On the one hand,
russification has frequently been both a state action and families’ own decision
(Pavlenko 2011). On the other hand, during the Soviet time, the state, with the
help of an army of linguists, standardized dozens of languages (Comrie 1981,
Alpatov 1997). The general language policy supported bilingualism: Russian
was one official language, being the lingua franca of the whole state, and the
major language (titulny yazyk ‘title language’) of each Soviet republic was their
second official language (Mustajoki 2019).

The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 meant a decline in the status of
Russian in the former Soviet republics. Russian only has the status of a state
language in Belarus and is regarded as an official language in Kazakhstan and
Kyrgyzstan. Russian still serves as the lingua franca in many regions of con-
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temporary Russia, for example, in Tatarstan and Dagestan. In recent decades,
increasing numbers of Russians have emigrated to Western countries (Comrie
etal. 1996, Vakhtin et al. 2010, Ryazanova-Clarke 2014, Mustajoki et al. 2019).
This new situation has introduced varieties of Russian. According to the tra-
ditional view, there is only one standard variety of the language. However, it is
obvious that the Russian used in official documents in, for example, Kazakh-
stan, or as the lingua franca in Dagestan, has gradually diverged from what is
known as ‘Moscow Russian’ (Mustajoki 2013, 2016, Moser 2020).

In order to understand the present state and future of Easy Language in
Russia, some special features of the country have to be taken into consideration.
First, in Russia gramotnost, the ability to write correctly according to the norms
of the codified standard language, has always had and continues to have a very
high status, being one of the most significant characteristics of a cultivated
person (Mustajoki 2019). An interesting manifestation of this attitude is the
huge popularity of a competition called totalny diktant (total dictate) which
is an open test for everyone who wants to determine whether they know the
subtleties of the orthographic and linguistic norm of the Russian language. The
same attitude is shown in the enormous concern over the degeneration of the
Russian language. As a rule, the main objects of concern are the unnecessary
usage of foreign (usually English) loanwords and the usage of vulgar language.
This issue is frequently discussed on TV and radio, as well in social media.
The issue of ‘bad language’ is rooted in the Russian tradition of differentiating
two categories of native speakers: those who are able to speak the normative
standard language (nositel literaturnogo yazyka) and those who are not (nositel
prostorechiya, ‘vernacular speakers’). In this context, a pedantic attitude toward
normative rules, including punctuation, overrules the readability of texts and if
the issue of clarity and readability of texts arises, people with higher education
are used as a benchmark. Problems in understanding texts by other people are
passed over by arguing that it is merely the result of poor learning and can be
repaired by improving teacher education.

Another possible obstacle to launching the idea of Easy Russian is linked
to notions of ‘Russian mentality’ or the ‘national spirit’ of Russians. Social-cul-
tural studies tend to deny the existence of country-specific differences, but on
the other hand, a great deal of research evidence confirms diversity in certain
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features between people from different cultures. The phenomena cannot be
applied to individuals; it is only true on a certain probability level. In practice,
all studies of Russians claim that the Russian culture differs from most Western
cultures in its priority of the collective or individualistic orientation of people’s
thoughts and behaviour (see, e.g., Larina et al. 2017). This may affect people’s
attitudes towards the need for simplified text for certain target groups. The gen-
eral opinion may reflect the collectivistic world view in assuming that people
with problems comprehending official texts always have someone nearby who
is able to explain the main information to them. In a country with an individu-
alistic orientation, people tend to think that every single citizen should be able
to comprehend all information distributed by authorities. This is seen as one
of the bedrocks of equality among people. In a collectivistic country, people
rely more on assistance from their social network. This, however, is merely a
hypothesis and should be verified by research. However, if it is true, it could
explain many aspects in the development of Easy Language in Russia.

A further issue that may influence the development of simplified language
forms derives from the specific features of Russian. Russian grammar is rather
complex with a rich morphology. Nominal declension involves six cases and
verbs have a special aspect category. Standard written Russian traditionally
prefers rather complicated syntactic structures. This is a complicated starting
point for the simplification of language. Moreover, although Russian has been
used as a lingua franca for centuries, scientific or practical interest in ‘lingua
franca Russian’ is much lower than that in English as a lingua franca. Only few
studies have researched this issue; for example, works on Dagestan Russian
(Daniel and Dobrushina 2013, Daniel el al. 2011), but the overall attitude to
non-standard language varieties is disregarding or negative.

2 Historical perspectives
The history of Easy Language in Russia (and other countries) has two different
lines: the history of the ‘Easy Language’ concept and the history of the idea of

compiling simplified texts for special audiences. The former is only beginning
to find ground in Russia, while the latter has a longer tradition.
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The Encyclopedia of the Russian language has a chapter called Prostoy yazyk
(Simple language), written by V.M. Zhivov (Encyclopedia 2020). In fact, it
does not really resemble the contemporary notion of simple language. In the
historical context, ‘simple language’ has meant attempts to write in a language
of the people, which was Russian, as opposed to Church Slavonic, which was
widely used in written texts. Elena Vahakuopus (2020) described the history
of simple language in Russia in her presentation in an online Conference on
‘Education for children and adults with special education needs: methodology,
theory’ organized by Belorussian specialists in this field. She referred to famous
Russian writers as advocators of a ‘simple language’. Leo Tolstoy (1937: 286)
wanted to describe life to non-educated people in a simple folkish (protonarod-
nyi) language, and Anton Chekhov (1889) was of the opinion that the language
of literature ‘should be simple and graceful’

The other line of history of Easy Language follows languages created for
a certain group of people who are unable to use standard verbal language. In
Russian, as in many other countries, Sign Language has been one of the earliest
forms of this. Russian Sign Language was created already in the 19th century.
Today, Russian Sign Language has an official status and is regulated by a norm.
It has its own morphology, syntax and vocabulary. About 121 000 people know
Russian Sign Language (Statistics 2010). It is used in both personal interaction
and official settings. The Law on the Protection of Persons with Disabilities in the
Russian Federation (1955) obliges state offices to also provide information in
Russian Sign Language (Law on Invalids). Training in the use of sign language
is provided to teachers, social workers, doctors, i.e., those who may work with
deaf people (both children and adults). The specialist profession of surdopere-
votsik (surdotranslators) translate from Russian to Russian Sign Language and
vice versa. They receive their education in universities and on special courses.
Some TV programmes and films have subtitles or sign translations.

The Law on the Protection of Persons with Disabilities in the Russian Feder-
ation covers also blind people and people with impaired sight. Several forms
of protection and help are provided for them: books in Braille, audio texts,
special libraries. Since 2016, the Law has obliged state offices to ensure that all
the information on their websites is also accessible to people with impaired
sight. The state standard dictates that all illustrations should be accompanied
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by descriptions, and should apply a simplified design, large-scale script and
modest line width. Today, for example, most university websites also have such
a version, denoted by the @ symbol.

3 Current situation

The concept of Easy Language is still rather unknown in Russia, in terms of
both research and practical solutions. General traditional words describing eas-
ily readable text are dostupny (accessible) and ponyatny yazyk (understandable
language). For Plain Language, the most used expression is prostoy (russki) ya-
zyk whereas for Easy Language, two terms are used: [jogkyi and yasny (russkii)
yazyk. Ljogky literally means ‘easy’ and yasny ‘clear’ However, this terminology
is still unstable. Various activities that aim to distribute Easy Language do not
necessarily use these terms.

This description of the current situation of the Easy Language concept in
Russia begins at the highest level. Although the main aim of authorities is to
improve people’s ability to speak and write according to the norms of the cod-
ified standard language, there is also a clear tendency towards measures that
will lead administrative language closer to the ideal of Plain Russian.

3.1 Plain Russian at the highest administrative and legal level

Although the Easy Language ideology has gained little attention until now,
Plain Russian has obtained resonance and strong support at the highest ad-
ministrative and legal level. The Presidential Council on the Russian Language,
chaired by Vladimir Tolstoy, advisor to President Putin and the President of
the International Association of Teachers of Russian Language and Literature
(MAPRYAL), has an authoritative position in Russian language policy, and thus
plays a decisive role in the development of Plain Russian at the system level.
Below is the statement on this issue given by Sergey Kuznetsov, a member of the
Council and Vice President of MAPRYAL. It has been shortened and adapted
to the goals of the present publication.
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Photo 1: Meeting of the Presidential Council on the Russian language (Kremlin.ru, Creative

Commons Attribution 4.0 International).

‘Consolidation and development of the social status of the Russian language
stands at the very centre of attention of the Russian state policy (Law on Lan-
guages, Law on Education). The object of the policy is the part of the common
national language which is manifested as its fullest in official, administrative,
educational, scientific and media texts. At the same time, the Russian language
unites Russian society and lays the foundation for Russian culture and state-
hood. For the outside world, the Russian language is also a symbol of Russia,
alongside the coat of arms, flag and anthem.

This variety of Russian can be characterized as a state makrostil (macro style
or variety) of the Russian language, which builds, together with the language
of belles-lettres and the spoken language, the codified nationwide standard
language. Dialects, jargons, vernacular and some others are non-codified va-
rieties of the Russian language.

A specific characteristic of the state macro style is its simplicity, which en-
ables its readability among maximally broad layers of the population, and sty-
listic neutrality. According to the Law on Languages, this variety of the Russian
language should be exploited in all relevant spheres of social and administrative
life, including education, legislation, the economy, healthcare, culture, sports,
and mass communication. It aims to create a joint platform for interaction

444 © Frank & Timme Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur



Easy Language in Russia

between politicians and the public, teachers and students, doctors and patients,
and administrators and representatives of civil society.

The research literature has identified some features of this macro style. Texts
written in this style should be clear, correct, concrete, precise, and logically
structured (Kropatsev et al. 2019). These characteristics make the macro style
a ‘simple (or plain) Russian language’ in the same spirit as in President Barack
Obama’s Plain English initiative in 2010. The advantages of such a language are
obvious. It is understandable to a maximally broad circle of people and reduces
the number of communicative failures. In addition to this, it increases the effi-
ciency of social interaction and reduces the expenses of the state to interaction
with citizens in such a multinational and multicultural country.

In the age of rapidly increasing digital information, it is more important
than ever before that all people are able to collect necessary information and
utilize it to solve practical problems. The state level macro style is generally
more concrete and exact as a variety of the language of belles-lettres and does
not include such associative and personal elements as the codified spoken
language.

Until now, research on the Russian language has concentrated on varieties
other than the national macro style. More attention should be paid to the wide
usage of the national macro style, including interaction with immigrants and
the citizens of multilingual Russia. This objective is widely supported in the
Council. Tests should be created for assessing the readability of various types
of text.

The characteristic features of any texts should be: (1) correctness; (2) logical
course; (3) exact use of terms; (4) use of unambiguous structures; (5) avoidance
of unnecessary words and pleonasms. These qualities prevent comprehension
discrepancies. The ability of the author to take into consideration the future
readers of texts plays a crucial role in interaction. Therefore, much attention
should be paid to education and training. To write in a simple understandable
language is a demanding task because “simple” does not mean “primitive”. The
author should master all the norms and rules of the national macro style and be
able, within that context, to create texts that fulfil the demands of the particular
interactional setting. The texts should be so informative that their readers are
able to comprehend them without external assistance’
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As the statement shows, the Council outlines the principles that should be
applied when simplifying the language used in the Russian administration. It
does not take a concrete stand on the differentiation between Plain Language
and Easy Language but refers mainly to Plain Language.

A practical realization of the Plain Russian ideology is the portal of state
services'. For the purposes of the website, certain rules have been set for the
simplification of texts: specific terms and abbreviations, bureaucratic language,
complex syntactic constructions, and complicated contents should be avoided.
Wordings should be only as complex as is necessary for the solution of the
problem at hand. The development of the site is an attempt to solve the reada-
bility problem citizens have when they read official information. The outcome
is something that could be regarded as a guidebook for Plain Russian.

The idea of a more understandable administrative language has also gained
resonance through the systematic work of RANEPA? (The Russian Presiden-
tial Academy of National Economy and Public Administration). This huge
state-owned institution organizes courses and compiles tutorial videos for civil
servants to train them to be more customer-oriented when dealing with citi-
zens. Among the active users of these services are young governors, who have
experience in communicating on social media.

A further aspect of national macro style comes from the Law on Languages
of nations in the Russian Federation of 1991. According to this Law, national
republics have the right to use their own main languages besides Russian in
education and administration. Later Laws have somewhat narrowed the role
oflocal languages (Oding et al. 2019, Law on Education), but on the whole, the
republics themselves can decide to develop their languages towards an Easy or
Plain Language variety if they consider it useful.

3.2 Societal and legal context

State-level legislation is a central tool in governing Russia. After the collapse
of the Soviet Union in the 1990s, thousands of laws were enacted. From a

1 Gosuslugi, gosuslugi.ru
2 RANEPA, https://www.ranepa.ru/eng/
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Western perspective, many of them are very modern, reflecting a neoliberal,
market-oriented society. This suggests a good legal foundation for the develop-
ment of language formats for special groups. The Law on education, the Law of
invalids and the Law of languages outline the legal basis for practical solutions
for these activities. In addition, in April 2020, the national standard (GOSTR
52872-2019) came into force, which maintains that information available in
electronic and digital form should be accessible to users with disabilities as part
of the general public. The standard also sets a level of comprehensibility for
texts: the ‘level of basic general education’ (nine grades of secondary school)
and takes into account a wide range of disorders and related disabilities, in-
cluding mental illnesses. When understanding a text requires a higher level of
education, according to the GOSTR, ‘additional explanatory content or a text
version accessible to users with disabilities must be provided’ (GOST 2019).

However, two things should be borne in mind. First, a new law or order
does not change the administrative habits and mindsets of state officials over-
night. This is true everywhere, but in a country the size of Russia, it is even
more of a cold reality. Second, in comparison to, for example, Scandinavian
countries, Russian laws are often very detailed and exact. Russian and Finnish
enterprises’ reports on their financial status differ greatly. The Russian reports
are usually very long and detailed, and finding the main information in them
is difficult, whereas the Finnish ones are short but more reader friendly. This is
due not only to differences in traditions but also to differences in the demands
of legislation.

3.3 Stakeholders

Many government agencies in the Russian Federation (educational institu-
tions, healthcare institutions, etc.) use various sets of guidelines and instruc-
tions for creating an accessible environment (see e.g., Medvedeva et al. 2017,
Methodical guide 2016, Zhavoronkov et al. 2015, Checklist 2018). Translation
into Easy Language (i.e., the easy-to-read format) is also mentioned in the
Bank of Russia’s working group’s road map for improving access to financial
services among people with disabilities, people with impaired mobility, and
the elderly (Action plan 2020).
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Today the question of accessibility, both for visitors with intellectual de-
velopment issues and people with sensory and motor disorders, is a matter
of concern for some Russian cultural organizations. Several of the largest
Russian museums have cultural programmes that make special provisions for
these groups, the most important element of accessibility being texts written
in simple or Easy Language. These organizations also lean on experience and
approaches from abroad.

Some organizations have concrete plans to provide easy-to-read texts. The
Association of Translation Teachers is actively co-operating with various part-
ners in order to boost knowledge on this issue. The field of teaching Russian
as a foreign language has rich experience in determining the linguistic units
that should be acquired at different levels of learning. The ideology behind this
procedure is rather similar to that of Easy Language.

4 Target groups

More than ten million near-native Russian-speakers live permanently in Rus-
sia. Official and other information is seldom available on a large scale in their
native languages. The situation is even worse in terms of the almost equally high
number of immigrants, legal and illegal. The number of people at both ends of
the age scale, youths and elderly people, is tens of million. There are no official
figures on the number of people with intellectual or cognitive disabilities, but
it is clear that it reaches tens of thousands. Each of these target groups has its
own reading problem profile. In addition, there are also always substantial
individual differences. In such a situation, the creators and standardization
workers have to content themselves with a certain average reader or a small
set of readers.

5 Guidelines

The country does have instructions and guidelines. However, currently it has
no generally accepted standards for writing this type of texts, nor compe-
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tent specialists who are able to accomplish this task. A number of individual
non-profit organizations that specialize in working with people with mental
disabilities are basically forced to take action and adapt materials independent-
ly, based on personal experience and vision, or on guidelines developed for
other languages. For an illustration of the Russian guidelines, see Appendix 1.

From the theoretical point of view, a valuable example of a systematized
approach to simplifying language is given in the minimizatsiya (theory of min-
imums) of linguistic units. It was already very popular in Russia (or the Soviet
Union) in the 1970s, especially in the sphere of teaching Russian as a foreign
language. The general idea of the concept was to determine a certain minimum
level of Russian which would provide elementary communicational skills. As
pointed out by (Lukasik 2017), the most typical target of learning goals is vo-
cabulary. Russian is no exception. Many lists such as ‘the 1000 most important
words in Russian’ are available. However, the principle of minimizatsiya can be
also applied to other units of language (Mustajoki 1980). Thus, morphological,
derivational, syntactical, phonetical, and even cultural minimums are formed.
The main selection criterion is naturally the frequency of a certain phenome-
non in speech, but another central notion is significance for communication
(kommunikativnaya znatsimost). Another criterion that could also be consid-
ered is the ease of the word or other linguistic unit in terms of learning. In
grammar, this could mean a preference for productive and systematic features.
In vocabulary, a possible application of this principle is learning a loanword
known to the student instead of the original Russian word, for example, week-
end is in Russian vyhodnye, but it would be much easier to learn the English
loanword which is used in colloquial Russian (with various ways of writing
uik-end, uikend, vikend).

Any tailoring of texts is a tool that reflects a general principle of human
communication (Pierce-Grove 2016). Several terms are used to refer to this
phenomenon, for example, recipient design (Newman-Norlund et al. 2009,
Blokpoel et al. 2012, Mustajoki 2012), audience design (Sacks and Schegloft
1979, Bell 1984) or merely accommodation (Dragojevic and Giles 2014, Pal-
omares et al. 2016). In practice, tailoring means instinctive translation from
one language variety to another. If not concretely, at least in our imagination,
we take a certain original as a starting point, to be adapted to the readership.
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When writing for children, as a rule, the author translates from the standard
language into ‘children’s language’, whereas when writing for the public, a re-
searcher translates from scientific language into standard language.

6 Practical outcomes

This section considers various practical outcomes related to the idea of simpli-
fied language forms. Texts for educational purposes will be followed by some
examples of informative texts. At the end, readability programmes and other
technical solutions will be presented.

6.1 Literature for educational purposes

Simplified texts for children and foreigners learning Russian have a long tra-
dition. In this context, the term adaptatsiya (adaptation) and adaptirovanny
tekst (adapted text) are used. An adapted text is an authentic or new text that
has been adjusted to the language proficiency level of the readership. Adapted
texts are regarded as an element of primary education. The idea of adapted texts
rests on the assumption that after this phase, children and foreigners acquire
standard literary language skills that will free them from the need to read and
listen to adapted texts.

The main sphere of adaptation has been books by famous Russian writers
(Leo Tolstoy, Ivan Turgenev, Anton Chekhov, and others). A work of art (a
novel or a story) is shortened, some storylines are cut, clarifications and com-
ments are added to the text and, in the case of foreign students, translations of
difficult words are provided. In this process of adaptation, the naturalness and
authenticity of the Russian language, as well as the style of the author, should
be maximally preserved. Russian publishing houses also publish adapted books
for personal use outside classroom work.

In addition to literary works, other types of simplified educational texts are
also compiled for teaching Russian as a foreign language. They comprise themat-
ic texts or adapted excerpts from newspapers and periodicals compiled especial-
ly for this purpose. These texts are read and discussed with the teacher during
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classes. They are often classified according to language proficiency level Al to
C2. Adapted texts familiarize students with written Russian and at the same
time, offer them some knowledge of Russian society. Some simple texts (short
notes, instructions and pieces of news) can also be provided without adaptation.

A further example of simplified language is demonstrated in books that are
targeted at a certain age group but are not directly connected to schoolwork.
There is a strong tradition in Russia, left over from the Soviet times, to publish
well-written and -illustrated books, both fiction and non-fiction, for children
and adolescents. A noteworthy example of this is the Detskaya entsiklopediya
(Encyclopaedia for children) series, the volumes of which cover various fields
of science and are often written by famous researchers. The positive attitude to
this kind of dissemination of scientific knowledge has encouraged academic
people to pay intensive attention to such kind of publishing.

The rich tradition of compiling texts and books for educational purposes
in Russia should be utilized in the theory and practice of Easy Language in the
future. Although the readership is different, the general idea of the adaptation
of language is very similar: the authors of the texts have to think carefully
about the needs of people who have problems with texts written in normal
standard language.

6.2 Informative texts

The battle against COVID-19 has been a real test for societies; not only of their
capabilities to exercise quick measures but also their dissemination of reliable
information. Because the virus only spreads through people, it is extremely
important that people correctly understand the authorities’ recommendations
and restrictions. Information comes to people through many channels: official
documents, mass media, social media, friends, etc. However, the most reliable
source of topical information in each country is the website of the Ministry of
Health, also in Russia. A quick look at the website gives a positive impression
of the accessibility of the required information. The texts on the website® are
written in fairly simple language and illustrations are used effectively.

3 Ministry of Health, https://covid19.rosminzdrav.ru/
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Another example of an Easy Language text is the educational programme
on the Pushkin Museum art collection for children living in orphanages and
students of correctional and boarding schools.*

Informative texts clearly demonstrate the significance of illustrations. Be-
cause the aim of Easy Language is to guarantee the transfer of information to
all people, pictures are often a relevant option for reaching a maximum number
of readers. Therefore, besides the notion of Easy Language, we should consider
the notion of easy accessibility of information, which includes all forms of

multimodal communication.

6.3 Other projects

Russia has several organizations that perform active social work among people
with special needs. One of these, the St. Petersburg Association of Parents of
Children with Disabilities (GAOORDI), has been among the first in Russia to
adapt their texts to the needs of people with intellectual disabilities. Working
jointly with international and foreign organizations and supported by foreign
grants, the Association has carried out several short-term Easy Language pro-
jects, such as the Independent Living manual, intended for people with special
developmental needs who are planning to move to an assisted living residence
(GAOORDI 2018).

The National Research University ‘Higher School of Economics’ in Mos-
cow promotes an interesting line of research. It aims to create automated
programmes for the simplification of texts for Russian language teaching and
learning. One of the projects is linked to an electronic ‘Russian as a foreign
language’ textbook (Sibirtseva and Karpov 2014). The authors of the teaching
package used materials presented in the National Corpus of the Russian lan-
guage in order to keep the topic of the texts as authentic as possible. The authors
realized that the texts as such were too complicated for learning purposes, but
their simplification by hand was too time-consuming a task. Consequently,
the solution was to create an automated device for adapting the texts (Karpov

4 Pushkin Museum, https://www.pushkinmuseum.art/visitors/accessible_museum/access/
index.php
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and Sibirtseva 2014). During the process of creating the programme, the au-
thors compared authentic texts with texts simplified by specialists who teach
Russian as a foreign language. All the methods of adaptation were systemized
and, on this basis, a list of ways to characterize morphological adaptation was
established. After this, another list was compiled for forbidden grammatical
constructions, which should be adapted or cut. A special device was created
for the adaptation of lexical units. In the selection of permitted lexical units,
in addition to the frequency criterion, other factors were also used, such as the
semantic closeness of the new word with the compensated word.

The results of the project have been utilized to compile the Leksikator web
application. It is a resource for teachers and students involved in teaching and
learning Russian as a foreign language. It enables finding the syntactic con-
structions that are too complicated for learners, and words that they may not
recognize. The selection of the words is based on the lists of lexemes provided
for various levels of learning. In addition to this, the programme analyses the
text from the perspective of readability indexes. The aim of the programme
is to give an objective estimation of the complexity of texts (Baranova and
Elipasheva 2014).

A similar project is underway in the Pushkin Institute of the Russian lan-
guage (Laposhina et al. 2018, Laposhina et al. 2019, Lebedeva et al. 2020),
where a research group has produced an internet application called Teksto-
metr®, which measures various features of text complexity. The programme
has two options: one for learning Russian as a native language, and the other
for learning Russian as a foreign language. The application can also be used
for measuring the readability of any text. According to Tekstometr, the ex-
amples given in the Appendix below have the following levels of readability:
the original text can be understood by school children aged 13-15, whereas
the simplified text can be understood by children aged 9-10. For the sake of
comparison, Tekstometr was used to analyse a response to a reader’s question
on coronavirus on the website of the Ministry of Health. The result was that a
master’s level degree was needed to understand it.

5  Tekstometr, https://textometr.ru/
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7 Education and research

As mentioned above, the concept of Easy Language is in its early stages in Rus-
sia. A natural consequence of this is a lack of systemic education in the field.
The first research projects are only beginning to emerge. The database of disser-
tations accepted in Russia does not have a single item on this topic (Committee
on Higher Education 2021). The first scientific seminars and conferences on
this topic have only recently been held. This is especially significant considering
that the Russian language, with all its varieties, is one of the most researched
languages in the world. However, some initiatives and aspiring research ideas in
line with the Easy Language ideology are beginning to emerge. Many of them
are oriented towards also solving practical problems. Below are some examples.

In 2018, an interdisciplinary and international research and practice project
named ‘Translation into Easy and Plain Languages in Russia’® was launched
under the auspices of the Association of Translation Teachers. Its goal is to
consolidate and organize the experience, processes, and procedures of writing
in and translating into both Easy Language (yasny yazyk) and Plain Language
(prostoy yazyk) (see Nechaeva in press). The project team comprises both as-
sociation members and external participants, including experts in Easy and
Plain Language from Germany Krishna-Sara Helmle (the founder and own-
er of Textoffner” — Translation Company and Consultancy for Easy-to-Read
and Plain Language) and Professor Andreas Baumert (Hochschule Hannover,
working group on developing the DIN Standard for Plain Language). The team
has developed and refined a set of basic rules for translating into Easy and Plain
Russian, and the results of their work have been evaluated by partner organi-
zations, published as scholarly articles, and presented at thematic conventions
such as the Inclusive Dialogue conference in January 2020.

On October 13th, 2020, the International Plain Language Day, the ATT pro-
ject group organized the first International Round Table entitled ‘Translation
into Clear and Simple Languages: Foreign Experience and Prospects in Russia’
The event was attended by representatives of the German Institute for Stand-

6 The Translation into Easy and Plain Languages in Russia project, http://translation-teachers.
ru/ourprojects/plainrussian/
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ardization (DIN), in particular, the new working group on the development
of the Einfache Sprache (Plain Language) standard, as well as the CEO of the
Textoftner® translation agency, experts in Easy Language from the University of
Hildesheim, and representatives of Russian government agencies and the press.
Speakers from non-profit organizations specializing in assisting people with
disabilities shared their experiences and perspectives on the topic. The round
table discussion provided new impetus for further developing the project.

Knutov and his colleagues (2020) from the Higher School of Economics
studied the complexity of legislative texts from the last 30 years. It appeared
that general complexity, for example, the length of sentences and paragraphs,
had grown over the course of time. A characteristic feature of legal texts is an
exceptionally low number of verbs: only 6.7% of words are verbs (Knutov et
al. 2020). In an interview in the Kommersant newspaper, one of the authors,
Sergey Plaksin, expressed his concern over the complexity of legal texts that
should be understandable to people. He said that the language of many laws
is more complex than Kant’s philosophical texts. He claimed that legal texts
are not accessible for ordinary citizens and may even be too difficult for many
lawyers (Kommersant 2020).

When investigating the accessibility of Russian texts, it is important to bear
in mind the richness of the Russian morphology. This raises the question of
whether some morphological forms are more difficult than others for people
with an incomplete command of the language. A further question is whether
the answer is related to the minimization of linguistic materials used in teach-
ing materials. As regards vocabulary, the frequency of words based on standard
texts is a good estimate of their easiness on a large scale. In fact, people’s knowl-
edge of words varies greatly depending on their different life experiences. If
researchers try to approach this question by referring to their own knowledge,
they easily fall into the trap of a cognitive bias called common ground fallacy,
which makes us to think that other people know the same things as we do
(Mustajoki 2012). Therefore, it is important to carry out research on which
lexical and grammatical features slow down or hinder people’s comprehension.

In 2019, a survey at the Altay State Pedagogical Institute made some in-
teresting findings. The aim of the study was to research the extent to which
foreign students comprehend university sites that are addressed to them. First,
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native speakers assessed the text from the perspective of potential comprehen-
sion problems. According to them, more than 43% of the words belonged to
a group of words potentially difficult for foreign students. Next, the foreign
students themselves read the texts and assessed their difficulty. It appeared
that the most difficult expressions belonged to administrative jargon, a typical
feature of such texts.

An essential general question is whether problems in comprehension are
caused by an unknown word or an unfamiliar concept. A master’s dissertation
at Helsinki University (Sammalkorpi 2006) suggested that the misunderstand-
ings that arose between foreign customers and clerks in an employment office,
as a rule, derive from an unknown concept connected with the Finnish ad-
ministration rather than from language proficiency problems. The interaction
was between a Finnish clerk and a Russian customer, in Russian. Such results
can also be relevant in a Russian environment when a Russian administrator
meets a client with non-perfect language proficiency.

8 Future perspectives

As has been shown, the concept of Easy Language is not very customary in Rus-
sia, but interest in the phenomenon is increasing at the level of decision-makers
and among researchers. Russia is a huge country, and it is quite possible that
the authors of this chapter are not aware of all the initiatives in the field. The
following challenges may hinder the further development of Easy Russian.

First, according to the Russian linguistic tradition, the Russian language
has five ‘functional styles, to use the Russian term. The spheres of usage are
science, administration and business, media, oral interaction, and literature.
They differ from each other considerably in their usage of vocabulary and syn-
tactic structures. As noted in Kropatsev et al. (2019), the formal style, (oficial-
no-delovoi, language of administration and business) constitutes the core of the
literary (standard) language as a language of the state. It is used in diplomacy,
legislation, instructions and other official documents. It should be maximally
understandable and neutral.
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However, from the point of view of Easy or Plain Language, it is problematic
that the norm of the Russian formal style is structurally extremely complex. It
is replete with participial and gerund constructions, the passive voice, nouns
derived from verbs, clichés, special terminology, and abbreviations. Texts writ-
ten in such a language often need clarification and comments from experts. The
problems in the style of Russian discourse are often brushed over by using the
term kantselarizm (or kantselarit), i.e., ‘bad formal style. However, the features
of the formal style mentioned above are an essential part of it: they derive from
the objective to be as unambiguous as possible. At the same time, this results
in very complicated language which is far from people’s normal everyday lan-
guage and therefore inaccessible to those who do not meet such language in
their everyday working lives. As early as 1972, Nora Gal published a book called
Slovo zhivoe i mjortvoe (Living and dead word), which became a bestseller. She
wrote that, in most cases, it is better to replace an official word by a colloquial
word, a long word by a short word, a complex word by a simple word, and an
abstract word by a concrete word (Gal 1972). The book is still relevant today.

Second, an obvious challenge in the development of Easy Language in Rus-
sia, as in most countries, is the lack of readability research using experiments
with informants of various types. Research conducted in different countries
suggests, for example, that active constructions are more understandable than
passive ones and short sentences are easier to comprehend than long ones.
However, many questions remain unanswered, some of which are universal,
others language-related, as discussed earlier in this chapter.

Third, a challenge for Easy Language (and Plain Language) work in every
country is the heterogeneity of the target group. This is especially true in Russia,
as described earlier in this chapter.

To conclude, the general impression is that a great deal of different activities
are in progress in many organizations in different parts of the country. This
became clear while compiling this chapter. Because a centralized body for the
development of simplified languages is lacking, information on the issue has
to be collected from different sources. In fact, many of the people and projects
mentioned in this chapter were found accidentally through personal networks.
In addition, the list of authors shows that they come from five different organ-
izations and have very diverse scientific and practical backgrounds. It is more
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than likely that many others exist but were not found by the authors of this
chapter. Thus, the situation in Russia is very similar to that in other countries:
the future of the development of simplified languages depends on both the
enthusiasm of individuals and administrative decisions.

A recent example of the constantly emerging new initiatives around lin-
guistic simplification: 12 research groups took part in a competition for the
best programme for syntactic simplification of Russian texts, which was held
at the computational linguistics conference Dialog in June 2021. On the whole,
automated translations to Plain and Easy Language is a field in which Russia
has potential.

Authors

Arto Mustajoki is Professor Emeritus at the University of Helsinki (Finland).
He also works as a leading research fellow in the ‘Higher School of Economics’
National Research University (Moscow). Mustajoki has wide-ranging experi-
ence of academic administration in the University of Helsinki and the Academy
of Finland. Besides the Russian language, he has recently studied the causes
and consequences of miscommunication. Mustajoki has also published various
teaching materials for learning Russian and popularized books for the public.
He has taken part in activities related to the theory and practice of Easy Lan-
guage in Finland.

Zhanna Mihienko is a Russian journalist, copywriter and content manager. She
is currently the editor-in-chief of the journal Avtograf, published in Barnaul
(Altai Krai region). In 1995, she was awarded a bachelor’s degree at the Altai
State University (Faculty of Journalism) and in 2020 a master’s degree at the
Altai Pedagogical State University (main subject Russian as a foreign language).
Mihienko’s main research interest is Easy Russian.

Natalia Nechaeva is Associate Professor at the Herzen State Pedagogical Uni-

versity of Russia. She also serves as President of the Association of Translation
Teachers (ATT) and is a member of the Union of Translators of Russia. Natalia

458 © Frank & Timme Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur



Easy Language in Russia

is a member of the working group developing the DIN Standard for Plain Lan-
guage, a member of the Plain Language Association International (PLAIN),
head of the ‘“Translation into Easy and Plain Languages in Russia” project of
the Association of Translation Teachers, and has authored articles and reports
on the subject.

Emma Kairova is founder and CEO of PROtranslation, an LSP and transla-
tion mentorship project, a Steering Committee member of the Association of
Translation Teachers (ATT), a member of the Union of Translators of Russia,
a member of the working group developing the DIN Standard for Plain Lan-
guage, a member of Plain Language Association International (PLAIN), a pro-
fessional translator and linguist educator, an advocate for the rights of people
with disabilities, an accessibility promoter, a participant of the “Translation into
Easy and Plain Languages in Russia’ project of the Association of Translation
Teachers, and has authored articles and reports on the subject.

Anna Dmitrieva was awarded a master’s degree in Computational Linguistics
at the HSE University in Moscow. She is interested in everything related to NLP
(natural language processing), but her main research topics include academic
Russian language and automatic text adaptation. Currently she is a visiting
researcher at the Department of Language Technology at the University of
Helsinki, where she is working on a project on the automatic simplification
of Russian texts.

References

Action plan. IInan meponpusimuii («00poxHAT Kapma») no noBblueHUI0 doCynHoCcmu
Yenye PUHAHCOBDIX OpeaHU3aUuti 0N n00eti ¢ UHBATUOHOCLIO, MATIOMOOUTLHBIX
2pynn HaceneHus u noxunozo Hacenenus na 2020, 2021 e.e. [ Action plan (road map)
for improving accessibility of services of financial organizations to persons with disa-
bilities, impaired mobility groups, and the elderly in 2020-2021]. 2020. Web. 1 March
2021. <https://cbr.ru/Content/Document/File/112065/map_2020_2021.pdf>.

ArpaTov, V.M. AmmaroB, B.M. 150 sA3wko8 u nonumuxka 1917-1997.
Covyuonunesucmuueckue npobnemvr CCCP u nocmcosemckozo npocmpancmea

© Frank & Timme  Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur 459



Arto Mustajoki, Zhanna Mihienko, Natalia Nechaeva, Emma Kairova, Anna Dmitrieva

[150 languages and language policy 1917-1997. Sociolinguistic problems of SSSR
and the post-Soviet space]. Moscow: Institut Vostokovedeniya RAN, 1997. Print.

BaraNova, Ju.N., AND T.S. ELIPASHEVA. bapanoBa, I0.H. & T.C. Enumamesa.
“Co3pgaHne BCIIOMOTaTeNbHOrO MH(OPMAIMOHHOTO pecypca [y aHamu3a
y4e6OHBIX TeKCTOB Ha pycckoM s3bike.” [An additive informative resource for the
analysis of study texts in Russian]. Ed. N. Aniskina. Yenosex 8 ungopmayuorxom
npocmparcmee [A human in the information space]. Jaroslavl: JaGPU, 2014. 232—
246. Print.

BELL, ALLAN. “Language style as audience design” Language in Society 13 (1984):
145-204. Print.

BLOKPOEL, MARK; KESTEREN, MARLIEKE VAN; STOLK, ARJEN; HASELAGER, PiMm;
Ton1, IvaN, AND IRrIs VAN Rooij. “Recipient design in human communication:
Simple heuristics or perspective taking?” Frontiers of Human Neuroscience 6 (2012):
253. Print. Also available at <https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnhum.
2012.00253/full>.

Checklist. [TamsaTKa 06 OKa3aHNY CUTYaL[MIOHHO IOMOIIY MHBaIMAaM, nuuaM ¢ OB3 u
ManoMo6uIbHbIM rpymiaM Hacenenus (MI'H) [A checklist on providing situational
assistance to the disabled, persons with health impairments, and persons with mobi-
lity impairments]. Nyuvchimskaya nachalnaya shkola — detski sad (Komi republic),
2018. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://schkola-nyvchim.ucoz.ru/index/dokumenty_
organizacii_po_voprosam_obespechenija_dostupnosti_obekta_i_uslug/0-127>.

CHEKHOV, ANTON. Yexos, A.II. ITucomo AnIl. Yexosy 8 mas 1889 eo0a [Letter to
ALP. Chekhov 8 May 1889]. Web. 1 March 2021. <https://citata.su/chexov-anton-
pavlovich/759-citata-46.html>.

Committee on Higher Education. Odunmanpubiit cailT Bbiciieit arTecTannmoHHO
KOMVCCHY TIpM MUHMCTEpPCTBe HAayKy M Bblcurero obpasoBanus Poccuiickoit
Depepaunn [Official site of the Higher Assessment committee within the Ministry
of Science and Higher Education]. Web. 1 March 2021. <vak.minobrnauki.gov.ru>.

COMRIE, BERNARD. The languages of the Soviet Union. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, 1981. Print.

COMRIE, BERNHARD; STONE, GERALD, AND MARIA POLINSKY. The Russian Langua-
ge in the Twentieth Century. New York: Oxford University Press, 1996. Print.

DANIEL, M., AND N.P. DOBRUSHINA. Jauuans, M. A. & H.IL. [lo6promuna. “Pyccxuit
A3bIK B [larectaHe: mpobyeMs! s13bIKoBOIT MHTepdepentmu.” [Russian in Dage-
stan: interference problems]. Ed. V.P. Segeley et al. Komnvtomepnas numesucmuxa
U uHmennexmyanvHole mexHonoeuu. Ilo mamepuanam  mexoyHapooHoLi
koHgepenyuu «Juanoe 2013». tomus 12. Moscow: RGGU, 2013. 186-211. Print.

DANIEL, MICHAEL; DOBRUSHINA, NINA, AND SERGEI KN1aZEV. “Highlander’s Rus-
sian: Case study in bilingualism and language interference in Central Daghestan.”
Eds. Arto Mustajoki, Ekaterina Protassova, and Nikolai Vakhtin. Instrumentarium
of linguistics: Sociolinguistic approach to non-standard Russian. Helsinki: Helsinki
University, 2011. 65-93. Print. Slavica Helsingiensia 40. Also available at <https://
blogs.helsinki.fi/slavica-helsingiensia/slavica-helsingiensia-40/#more-108>.

460 © Frank & Timme Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur



Easy Language in Russia

DRAGOJEVIC, MARKO, AND HOWARD GILES. “Language and interpersonal commu-
nication: Their intergroup dynamics” Ed. Charles R. Berger. Interpersonal commu-
nication. Berlin: De Gruyter, 2014. 29-51. Print.

Encyclopedia of the Russian language. (Quiuuxiomemus. Pycckumit s3bik). Ed.
A. Moldovan. Moscow: Slovari XXI veka, 2020.

GAL, N.JA. Tanb H. . Cnoso sxusoe u mepmaoe: us onvima nepesoouuxa u pedakmopa
[Word, living and dead: on experiences of a translator and editor]. Moscow: Kniga,
1987. Print.

GAOORDI 2018. Ycnewinoe Hauano: Kax nodzomosump 4enosexa ¢ 0cobeHHOCMAMU
passumus Kk nepee3dy 6 0om conpogoxdaemozo npoxusanus [A successful start:
how to prepare a person with special developmental needs to moving into the as-
sisted living residence]. GAOORDI, 2018. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://gaoordi.ru/
wp-content/uploads/2017/06/Uspeshnoe-nachalo.pdf>.

GOST. Mumepnem-pecypcot u 0pyeas uHPOpMAayus, npedcmasneHHAas 8 IeKMPOHHO-
yupposoii popme. IIpunoxeHus O CrAUUOHAPHBIX U MOOUNLHBIX YCIMPOTICMS,
uHble nomv3osamenvckue unmepdeiicot. Tpebosarus docmynnocmu 0as modeil ¢
UHBATUOHOCINDIO U OPY2UX JIUY, C 02PaAHUMeHUAMU Hu3HedesmenvHocmu [Internet
resources and other information presented in electronic or digital form. Applica-
tions for stationary and mobile devices, other user interfaces. Requirements for
accessibility for persons with disabilities and other persons with impairments].
Standardinform, 2019. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://docs.cntd.ru/document/
1200167693>.

Gosuslugi. Tocycnyru [Portal of state services]. 2004. Web. 1 March 2021. <www.
gosuslugi.ru>.

Karrov, NIkoLAY V., AND VERA G. Sibirtseva. “Towards automatic text adaptation
in Russian” Higher School of Economics Research Paper WP BRP 16 (2014). Web. 1
March 2021. <https://ideas.repec.org/p/hig/wpaper/16-Ing-2014.html>.

KnuTtov, A.V. etal. Knyros A.B.; ITnakcun C.M.; Ipuropbesa H.JI.; Cunarymmmn PX.
& A.B. Yanmmuckuit. Crnoxcrocme poccutickux 3axornos. Onvim cuHmaxcu4eckozo
ananusa [Complexity of Russian laws. A syntactic analysis]. Moscow: Izd. dom
NIU VShE, 2020. Print.

KOMMERSANT. VINOKUROV, ANDREI. “CIMIIKOM HOpPMAaTMBHBI pycckmit: B
Beiciieit mIKosie SKOHOMUKY OL[EHM/IN CIIOXKHOCTb POCCHMIICKMX 3akoHOB. [Too
normative Russian: The Higher School of Economics assessed the complexity of
Russian laws]. Kommersant 48 18 March 2020: 5. Web. 1 March 2021. <https://
www.kommersant.ru/doc/4291932?fbclid=IwAR30n2eUJEuCqUW195JLdTH71
igbXecSSIbORsnj9UMLJH8EOKLPE-PONzs>.

KRroPATSEV, N.M. et al. Kpommaues H.M.; Kysuenos C.A. & A.A. Conosbes. “O
npobreMe COUMATBHOM KOMMYHMKALIMM HAa IIpUMepe THUIMYHBIX OLIMOOK
UCTIONb30BaHMA TOCYAPCTBEHHOTO sA3bIka Poccuiickoit Deneparuy B MpaBoOBbIX
mokyMmenTax. [On the problem of social communication on the basis of typical
errors in using the state language of the Russian Federation in legal documents].

© Frank & Timme  Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur 461



Arto Mustajoki, Zhanna Mihienko, Natalia Nechaeva, Emma Kairova, Anna Dmitrieva

Vestnik Sankt-Petersburgskogo universiteta. Yazyki. Literatura 16.2 (2019): 229-
243. Print.

LApPOSHINA A.N.; VESELOVSKAYA T.S.; LEBEDEVA M.U., AND O.F. KUPRESHCHEN-
KO. “Automated text readability assessment for Russian second language learners”
Computational Linguistics and Intellectual Technologies: Proceedings of the Inter-
national Conference “Dialogue 2018”. Moscow, 2018. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://
www.dialog-21.ru/media/5216/laposhina%D0%B0nplusetal. pdf>.

LarosHINA A, N. et al. JlTanomnna A.H.; Becenosckasa T.C.; Jlebemera MLIO. & O.
®. Kympernenko. “JIeKC4eCKuii COCTaB TEKCTOB YYeOHMKOB PYCCKOTO A3BIKA /IS
MUIafiIIes] IKOMIBL: KOpITycHoe uccienoBanme.” [Lexical analysis of the Russian lan-
guage textbooks for primary school: corpus study]. Komnviomepnas numesucmuxa
U UHMeNNeKMYanvHvle MeXHONOUU: N0  MAMePpUanam  MexoyHapooHoti
koHgepenyuu «Juanoe 2019». Moscow 2019. Available also at <http://www.dialog-
21.ru/media/4608/laposhina%D0%B0nplusetal-105.pdf>.

LARINA, TATIANA; MUSTAJOKI, ARTO, AND EKATERINA PrROTASSOVA. “Dimensions
of Russian culture and mind” Eds. Katja Lehtisaari, and Arto Mustajoki. Philoso-
phical and cultural interpretations of Russian modernisation. New York: Routledge,
2017.7-19. Print.

Law on Education. ®edepanvhuuii 3akon «O6 obpaszosaruu 6 Poccuiickoii Pedeparuu»
Cmamps 14 A3vik 06pasosanus [Federal law on education in the Russian Federa-
tion. Article 14. The language of education]. 2020. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://
www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc_LAW_140174/bf7fadb3532¢712ccd28¢-
€2599243fb8018ed869/>.

Law on Invalids. ®edepanvhuiii 3axkon «O coyuanvHoll 3dusume uHeanudos 6
Poccuiickoii  Pedepayuu». Cmamovs 14. Obecneuenue OecnpensmcrmeenHoz0
docmyna uneanuoos k ungopmayuu [Federal law on the social assertion of invalids
in the Russian Federation. Article 14. Guarantee of unrestricted access of invalids
to information]. 2020. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://www.consultant.ru/document/
cons_doc_LAW_8559/1ae5b3cbal387bc6a74be25b53847685861a039d/>.

Law on Languages. ®edepanvrutii 3akon «O a3vikax Hapodos Poccutickoti edeparuu»
Cmamvs 2. IocyoapcmeeHHvie 2apaHmuyu  pAasHONPAsUs A3bIKO8 HAPOOOs
Poccuiickoii Pedepayuu [Federal law on languages of nations of the Russian Federa-
tion. Article 2. The state guarantee of equality of languages of nations of the Russi-
an Federation]. 2020. Web. 1 March 2021. <http://www.consultant.ru/document/
cons_doc_LAW_15524/7d4f737e756645dc3056cac7b854229de806aa7e/>.

LEBEDEVA, M.Ju. et al. Jle6egea M.IO.; Becemosckas T.C.; JKunpuosa JIIO;
Kynpemenko O.0. & AH. JlanommHa. “JIekcu4eckuit cocTaB y4eOHUKOB IO
PYCCKOMY SI3BIKY /IS HOCUTETIEH VI MHO(OHOB: COIOCTABUTENBHBII KOPITYCHBII
anams.” [Lexical profiles of Russian textbooks for L1 and L2 learners: comparative
corpus study]. KomnvromepHas nunz6 Ucmuxa u uHmennexmyanvHle mexHomo2uu:
no mamepuanam mexoyHapooHoil kougeperyuu «Juanoe 2020». Moscow 2020.
Available also at <http://www.dialog-21.ru/media/5171/lebedevamyplusetal-119.
pdf>.

462 © Frank & Timme Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur



Easy Language in Russia

Lukasik, MAREK. “Lexical Minimum (Re)Defined” Lingwistyka Stosowana 23.3
(2017): 47-63. Print.

MEDVEDEVA, L.A. et al. MenBegeBa, V1.A.; ®axpergunosa, I.I; Mensunk E.B. &
CW. ®unaroB. Opeanuzauus o6y4eHus (UHCMPYKIMUPOSBAHUS) COMPYOHUKOS
0P2aHU3AUUT COUUATIEHO20 OOCTYHUBAHUSL MO BONPOCAM 00eCHeUeHUSI O0CYNHOCMU
07151 UHBAIUO08 YCTIY2 U 00BEKINO8, HA KOMOPLIX OHU NPEOOCMABIAOMCS, OKA3AHUS
npu amom Heobxo0umoti nomousu [Organisation of employee training in social
service agencies on ensuring accessibility to persons with disabilities of services
and facilities while providing the necessary assistance: a training guide]. Surgut,
Russia: Khanty-Mansi AO - Yugra Methodical Center for Development of Social
Services Publishing, 2017. Print.

Methodical guide. Memoduueckoe nocobue no obecneueruro docmynHocmu Onsg
un8anud0s 06vexmos u ycnye. Yacmo 1. Opeanusanust obecneuenus 0ocmynHocmu
0Nl UHBANUO06 00DeKMO6 U YC/y2 68 Y4PesOeHUAX COUUANbHOL 3auqumol U
opeanusayusx o6cnyxusanus Hacenenus [A guide for ensuring accessibility of fa-
cilities and services to the disabled. Part 1. Organisation of accessibility of facilities
and services for the disabled in social security institutions and public service agen-
cies]. Volgograd: Oblastnoi tsentr kontrolya kachestva sotsialnykh uslug, 2016.
Print. Also available at <https://omsu.ru/students/sotsialnaya-rabota/%D0%9C%
D0%95%D0%A2%D0%9E%D0%94%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%95%D0%A1%D0%
9A%D0%9E%D0%95-%D0%IF%D0%IE%D0%A1%D0%IE%D0%91%D0%98%
D0%95-%D1%87%D0%B0%D1%81%D1%82%D1%8C-1-1.pdf>.

Ministry of Health. Web. 1 March 2021. <https://covid19.rosminzdrav.ru/>.

MOSER, MICHAEL A. “Ts a Ukrainian standard of the Russian language on the agen-
da?” Ukrainian Humanities Studies in the 21st Century 7 (2020): 185-196. Print.

MUSTAJOKI, ARTO. “O MMHMMU3aLuy A3bIKa B y4eOHbIX Henax. [On minimization
of language for study purposes]. Russkiy yazyk za rubezhom 5 (1980): 62-77. Print.

MUSTAJOKI, ARTO. “A speaker-oriented multidimensional approach to risks and cau-
ses of miscommunication.” Language and Dialogue 2.2 (2012): 216-243. Print.

MUSTAJOKI, ARTO. “PasHOBMZHOCTM PYCCKOTO sA3bIKa: aHA/MN3 U Kiaaccudukanms.”
[Varieties of the Russian language: analysis and classification]. Voprosy Yazykozna-
niya 5 (2013): 3-17. Print.

MusTtajoki, ArTo. “Challenges in the standardisation of contemporary Russian.”
Eds. Ingrid Tieken-Boon van Ostade, and Carol Percy. Prescription and tradition
in language: Establishing standards across time and space. Bristol etc.: Multilingual
Matters, 2016. 288-302. Print.

MusTAjoKI, ARTO. “The democratization of Russian.” Eds. Arto Mustajoki, Ekaterina
Protassova, and Maria Yelenevskaya. The soft power of the Russian language: Plu-
ricentricity, politics and policies. London and New York: Routledge, 2019. 21-34.
Print.

© Frank & Timme  Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur 463



Arto Mustajoki, Zhanna Mihienko, Natalia Nechaeva, Emma Kairova, Anna Dmitrieva

MUSTAJOKI, ARTO; PROTASSOVA, EKATERINA, AND MARIA YELENEVSKAYA. “The
Russian language away from Metropolis: Challenges of pluricentric development.”
Eds. Arto Mustajoki, Ekaterina Protassova, and Maria Yelenevskaya. The soft po-
wer of the Russian language: Pluricentricity, politics and policies. London and New
York: Routledge, 2019. 3-12. Print.

NECHAEVA N.V. et al. Heuaesa, H.B.; Xenme, K.-C. & E.M. Kaiiposa. “IlepeBoy Ha
SICHBIV SI3BIK: 3apYOXXHBIIT ONBIT U nepcrekTuBbl B Poccun.” [Translation to Easy
Language: foreign experience and perspective in Russia]. PNRPU Linguistics and
Pedagogics Bulletin. In press.

NEWMAN-NORLUND, SARAH E.; NoorRDzIj, MATTHIJS L.; NEWMAN-NORLUND,
ROGER D.; VOLMAN, INGE A.C.; DE RUITER, JAN PETER; HAGOORT, PETER, AND
Ivan Ton1. “Recipient design in tacit communication” Cognition 111.1 (2009):
46-54. Print.

ODING, N.Ju. et al. Ogmur H.1O.; IO1mkoB A.10. & JI.V. CaBynbkuH. “Vicnonb3oBanue
HAIMOHA/IbHBIX SI3BIKOB KaK TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX B pecmybnmkax P®: mpaBoBsie
u sKoHoMmyueckre acekTsl” [The usage of national languages as state langua-
ges in republics of Russian Federation: legal and economic aspects]. Terra Eco-
nomicus 17.1 (2019): 112-130. Print. Also available at <http://te.sfedu.ru/evjur/
data/2019/1/0ding_i_dr.pdf>.

PALOMARES, NIcoLAS A.; GILES, HOWARD; SOL1Z, JORDAN, AND CINDY GALLOIS.
“Intergroup accommodation, social categories, and identities” Ed. Howard Giles.
Communication accommodation theory: Negotiating personal relationships and so-
cial identities across contexts. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 2016.
123-151. Print.

PAVLENKO, ANETA. “Linguistic russification in the Russian Empire: Peasants into Rus-
sians?” Russian Linguistics 35 (2011): 331-350. Print. Also available at <https://doi.
0rg/10.1007/511185-011-9078-7>.

PIERCE-GROVE, RI. “Conclusion: Making the new status quo: social media in educati-
on” Education and social media: toward a digital future. Eds. Christine Greenhow,
Julia Sonnevend, and Colin Agur. Cambridge (Massachusetts), London: The MIT
Press, 2016. 239-246. Print.

Pushkin Museum. Web. 1 March 2021. <https://www.pushkinmuseum.art/visitors/
accessible_museum/access/index.php>.

RANEPA (The Russian Presidential Academy of National Economy and Public Admi-
nistration). Web. 4 May 2021. <https://www.ranepa.ru/eng/>.

Redesign of the state. Pedu3satin eocyoapcmea. IIpo0susierie H08020 NOpmana 20cycrnye
[Redesign of the state. Development of the new portal of state services]. Web. 1
March 2021. <https://rocketmind.ru/cases/gosuslugi-promotion>.

RyazaNova-CLARKE, LARA. Ed. The Russian language outside the nation. Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press, 2014. Print.

Sacks, HARWEY, AND EMANUEL A. SCHEGLOFE. “Two preferences in the organiz-
ation of reference to persons in conversation and their interaction.” Ed. George
Psathas. Everyday language. New York: Irvington, 1979. 15-21. Print.

464 © Frank & Timme Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur



Easy Language in Russia

SAMMALKORPI, ILONA. AHAAU3 UHCMUMYUUOHANILHO20 O0WseHUS 6 Clyude
KommyHukamueHoi Heyoauu [An analysis of institutional interaction in a case of
communicative failure]. Master’s thesis. Slavonic and Baltic Dept., University of
Helsinki. Print (Manuscript). Published as Web Reports 14, 2006. Siirtolaisinsti-
tuutti.

SIBIRTSEVA, V.G., AND N.V. Karpov. Cubupnesa B.I. & H.B. Kapmos.
“ABTOMaTHYeCKas afalTalyA TeKCTOB LA 37IeKTPOHHBIX y4eOHMKOB. IIpo6meMb
U TIepCIIeKTUBHI (Ha puMepe pycckoro sA3bika).” [Automated adaptation of texts
for electronic textbooks. Problems and perspectives (Russian language as an ex-
ample)]. Novaya rusistika 7 (2014): 19-33. Print.

Statistics 2010. QepmepanpHas cayxb6a CTaTUCTUKU. Bcepoccuiickas IMeperch
Hacenennsa 2010 [Federal service of statistics. All-Russian census in 2020]. Web. 1
March 2021. <https://rosstat.gov.ru/free_doc/new_site/perepis2010/croc/perepis_
itogil612.htm>.

Tekstometr. Web. 4 May 2021. <https://textometr.ru/>.

Torstoy, Leo. Toncroit, JL.H. Juesnux 1817-1851 [Diary 1817-1851]. ITonHoe
cobpanue couunenuti [Collective works], tomus 46. Moscow: Gos. izdatelstvo “Hu-
dozhestvennaya literatyra’, 1937. Print.

The Translation into Easy and Plain Languages in Russia project. Web. 1 March 2021.
<http://translation-teachers.ru/ourprojects/plainrussian/>.

VAHAKUOPUS, ELENA. “OMHCKO-POCCHIICKOE COTPYSHMYECTBO B OO/IACTH SICHOTO
aspika” [Finnish-Russian cooperation in the field of simple language]. Presenta-
tion in the international scientific-practical conference Education for children and
adults with special education needs: methodology, theory, practice. 19 November
2020. Slides of a presentation.

VAKHTIN, N.B.; MUSTAJOKI, A., AND E. PROTASOVA. “Pycckue a3pikn.” [Russian lan-
guages]. Eds. A. Mustajoki, E. Protassova, and N.B. Vakhtin. Instrumentarium of
linguistics: sociolinguistic approaches to non-standard Russian. Helsinki: University
of Helsinki 2010. 5-16. Print. Slavica Helsingiensia 40. Also available at <https://
blogs.helsinki.fi/slavica-helsingiensia/slavica-helsingiensia-40/#more-108>.

ZHAVORONKOV, R.N. et al. )KaBoponkos, P.H.; ITytuno, H.B. Bragumuposa, O.H.
u #p. Memoouueckoe nocobue 0715 00yueHus (UHCMPYKMUPOBAHUSL) COMPYOHUKOB
yupexcoenuti MCO u 0pyaux opzanusayuii no 60npocam obecneueHus 00CmynHocmu
0717 UHBANIUO08 YCTIYe U 00BEKINO08, HA KOWOPbLX OHU NPe0OCHABNIAIOMCA, OKA3AHUS
npu smom Heobxooumoii nomousu [A Guide for employee training in medical and
social assessment institutions and other organizations on ensuring accessibility of
services and facilities to the disabled, providing necessary assistance]. Ministry of
Labor and Social Protection of the Russian Federation, 2015. Print. Also availab-
le at <http://www.buriat.izbirkom.ru/obuchenie/Metodicheskoe_posobie%20(1).
pdf>.

© Frank & Timme  Verlag fiir wissenschaftliche Literatur 465



Arto Mustajoki, Zhanna Mihienko, Natalia Nechaeva, Emma Kairova, Anna Dmitrieva

Appendix 1. An illustration of guidelines for Easy Russian.

Standard Russian

Easy Russian

baHkoBcKast KapTa

CrenyanbHbIi 6aHKOBCKIIT
MHCTPYMEHT B BUJie T/IaCTUKOBOII
KapTbl C HAHECEHHbIMM Ha Hee
UeHTUUKALVIOHHBIMU TaHHBIMMU,
KOTOPbIJI IO3BOJIAAET PACHOPSKATHCA
ZieHbTaMy CO CBOETr0 6aHKOBCKOTO
cyera.

baHkoBcKast KapTa

baHKOBCKas KapTa 3TO I/IACTUKOBAs
KapToyKa,

KOTOPYIO MOXXET CfiefaTh fiisi Bac 6aHk.
bank moxxet chenaTh 1A Bac
6aHKOBCKYIO KapTy, e/t Bol oTKpoeTe
B 6aHKe cyer.

Bbl cMo>KeTe OIIaTUTh 6aHKOBCKOI
KapToJl TOKYTIKY B MarasuHe Un
amnTeke.

DTO 3HA4YUT, 4TO BaM He noHano6sATCA
6yMarkKHbIE IEHbI'Y VIV MOHETHI.

CrenmasibHBIi aNmapar Ha Kacce
MarasyHa BO3bMeT JIeHbI'M IIPAMO C
Baruero cuera B 6aHKe Yepes
6aHKOBCKYIO KapTy.

[Bank card

A special banking instrument in the
form of a plastic card with personal
identification data printed on it, which
allows you to take money from your
bank account.]

[Bank card

A bankcard is a plastic card, which a
bank can make for you, if you open an
account at the bank.

You can use your bank card to pay for a
purchase at a shop or drugstore.

This means you do not need paper
money or coins.

A special machine at the counter takes
the money directly from

your bank account through your bank
card.]
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