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Abstract 
 
The so-called historical reenactment in Russia is a special subculture with its own ideology. 
Usually reenactors are adherents of different conservative worldviews (they are adherents of 
so-called ‘traditional family values’ and sexism; demonstrate negative attitudes toward 
feminism and LGBT, and also toward liberal ideas). Also historical reenactors consider things as 
more important than semiotic systems. This tendency serves the devaluation of history as 
semiotics. Semiotics should be the backbone of any historical research and any 
experiment/reconstruction: one should not simply reconstruct a certain item, but should first 
of all understand/reconstruct the role of the item inside the corresponding culture. Under the 
influence of this historical reenactment the importance of semiotics in historical sciences is 
subjected to devaluation, and experimental archaeology is converted into a cosplay show. 
Serious historians should distance themselves from movements of such kind, and oppose 
something to such movements or at least not hesitate to criticize them.  
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The so-called historical reenactment usually is just a subtype of experimental archaeology, but 
in Russia historical reenactment can be considered as a special subculture with its own 
ideology. In this short paper I am going to summarize my observations of this phenomenon 
and to describe characteristic features of this subculture. 
 
The interest of Russian historical reenactment is focused exclusively on wars or war events that 
took place in the past (wars of the medieval period, Great Northern War, the French invasion 
of Russia, WWI, Russian Civil War, WWII), while experimental archaeology is interested in 
reconstructing technologies and processes, and reconstructing of weapon is just a small part of 
experimental archaeology.  
Anyone can do experimental archaeology, while most are males.  
 
Historical reenactment in Russia is not just a part of experimental archaeology but is a 
subculture, i.e.: it is possible to speak about a very special worldview that is characteristic of 
historical reenactment.  
Usually reenactors are adherents of conservative worldviews: they usually are adherents of so-
called ‘traditional family values’ and sexism, also they usually demonstrate very negative 
attitudes toward feminism and LGBT, and also toward liberal ideas. And they often state that 
the same values existed in the historical periods of their interests. Also they usually are 
demonstratively patriotic and demonstrate negative or very critical attitudes toward the 
modern Western World, but at the same time they can have images of White and Christian 
Europe that is considered as a model of an ideal society and that is opposed to the modern 
Western World. 
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Reenactors often consider some societies that existed in the past as ideal models of society.  
Also they often are adherents of different conspiracy theories and also like to read fantasy. 
 
Such worldviews can be wrapped in different political ideologies, but in most cases they are 
wrapped in the ideologies which can be classified as authoritarian, which suppose notable 
oppression of a person by some systems (in nationalism as well as in communism). 
 
Often reenactors can be demonstratively religious, but sometimes also can be atheists. 
 
Historical reenactors usually demonstrate relatively poor knowledge of history outside the 
epoch of their immediate interest, and also they usually demonstrate a pretty poor ability of 
conceptual understanding of world history, poor knowledge of procedures of historical science, 
and sometimes can be adherents of different pseudoscientific ideas. For instance, they can 
seriously suppose that certain place names on the East European plain have originated from 
Sanskrit and that Sanskrit was the oldest language from that all other languages of the world 
have originated. 
 
If reenactors turn to some historical periods which are outside of the sphere of their 
direct/immediate interest, then they are interested in wars or weapons of these periods. 
Periods in which there were no wars are usually considered uninteresting. Often when 
reenactors turn to periods other than the period of their direct interest they uncritically project 
realities of their favorite period to another period, for instance: people who make reenactment 
about Vikings can suggest some Viking practices for the Neolithic period, presence of ships 
similar to longships of Vikings in the Stone Age and the existence of wars in the Stone Age. 
 
When historical reenactors speak about different issues belonging to the field of cultural 
anthropology they usually tend to overvalue the role of the biological component of humans 
and they often say that human behavior is mostly determined by biology/instincts.  
When they speak about certain ethnicities they overvalue the role of genetics, i.e.: they like to 
talk about what kind of DNA determines this or that ethnic group and whether this or that 
person looks like a representative of a certain ethnic group. 
 
Historical reenactors pay more attention to the reconstruction of things rather than to the 
reconstruction of semiotic systems. They consider things/wearing to be more important than 
ideas/semiotic systems. They prefer to make a highly detailed reconstruction of a costume 
using original materials, while, for instance, reconstructing a certain ancient language is usually 
considered as something that has little interest. They like to organize costume festivals, but no 
one of them has ever written even a small article.  
Reenactors propagate history as the history of things, and thus, through their activity, among 
laymen is spread the notion that history is, first of all, the history of things, but not the history 
of concepts. This tendency serves the devaluation of history as semiotics.  
As far as history is diachronic cultural anthropology, so semiotics should be the backbone of 
any historical research and any experiment/reconstruction, even if it is a reconstruction of 
certain wearing/things, i.e.: one should not simply reconstruct a certain item, but should first 
of all understand/reconstruct the role of the item inside the corresponding culture. 
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It is possible to say that the above described historical reenactment can be considered as a 
form of escapism, but it differs from harmless forms of escapism such as for instance, 
downshifting.  
Such historical reenactment subculture is pretty widely represented in social network services 
and that’s why its ideas are pretty influential. 
The wide public in Russia has pretty weak notions about historical science and experimental 
archeology, and under the influence of this historical reenactment these weak notions are step 
by step eroded. Also the importance of semiotics in historical sciences is subjected to 
devaluation under the influence of this trend. Experimental archaeology is converted into a 
costume show / a costume theater, into a cosplay under the influence of such historical 
reenactment.  
 
I suppose that serious historians should distance themselves from movements of such kind, 
and oppose something to such movements or at least not hesitate to criticize them.   


