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Abstract. This article studies the urgent issues of applying the social space theory to regional socio-
logical research. Representation space along with the semantic structure expresses the symbolic and 
substantive aspects of the region’s topology. This article aims to understand the essence and factors 
of social states, relations, and the spatial development dynamics using representations and comparing 
traditional and new practices. The uniqueness of this approach lies in analyzing the problems which 
occur when shaping a sociological approach to ideological, economic, social, and cultural practices 
and technologies, aimed at influencing the public consciousness in social, communicational, infor-
mational, discursive, and other representative contexts. The author evaluates communities’ changes 
by applying the social space theory and social topology as a methodological approach for studying 
social reality (which includes its conditions’ dynamics, features of urban and rural settlements, as 
well as ethnic and sociocultural processes). The current interpretations of representation cover a range 
of meanings, including representations or images, reproductions of a presentation, its repetition, and 
substitution. Representation, therefore, serves as an ideal object, since it interacts with the process of 
social communications in reproducing the structure of repetitions. Methodological interpretations of 
representation are numerous as they employ a wide spectrum of many “topological” interpretations 
of social phenomena in the regional life. Regional representation materializes in different versions of 
social space and identifies regional interaction as a close semantic connection, acting as an important 
condition for the society’s integration and consolidation.
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INTRODUCTION
Representation is a term borrowed from Old French representacion and directly 
from Latin representationem meaning “image, depiction, delineation, presentation, 
characterization, description”. Representations are numerous. Researchers asso-
ciate their formation and development with the development of the cognitive 
process through revolutions (cognitive, informational, cultural, scientific, spatial, 
technological, and managerial), as well as many other factors influencing the de-
velopment of representations during social change. Representativeness in sociol-
ogy is an indicator of statistical observations. One form of representation is com-
mon sense; it focuses on a system of “life-rooted” inner convictions, rejecting the 
encroachment of radicalism on life and its values. Common sense implies the 
rejection of the categorical nature of certain judgments and the rejection of illu-
sions, for example, in an attempt to take any particular fragment of a holistic 
phenomenon for an aggregate of the multiplicity of elements. Common sense 
opposes various kinds of radicalism, such as opposition which restrains other 
oppositions aimed at the establishment of certain ideals. Representations always 
characterize difference.

Representations are extensively used in regional studies. They are obligatory in 
characterizing social processes, social problems, and spatial forms in organizing 
regional and territorial systems, forms of social control in income distribution, 
redistribution and change of property rights, cultural dynamics, social justice, 
quality of life, ethnic identity, media practices, virtualization of social space and 
other aspects in the spatial organization of regional society.

This article analyzes the space theory application in regions and employs such 
methods and techniques as theory construction, constellation, and typology in 
macro- and microanalysis of the dynamics of social space in the study of various 
social problems.

MAIN PART
The development of sociology of space is included in a number of priority re-
search areas [10, p. 4]. Sociology of space is relevant for the humanities and 
social sciences: philosophy, culture studies, psychology, social geography, ecol-
ogy, anthropology, economics, and law. It is no less significant for social medi-
cine, architecture and other scientific disciplines. The choice of theoretical pref-
erences of sociological science is closely connected with a broad appeal to the 
problems of meaning, representation, and practice. On the basis of these catego-
ries, the conceptualization of the theory of social space takes place. An important 
place in this process occupies the development of the problems of the regional-
ization of social life, the transformation and localization of communications, 
along with the development of other areas of research. As G. S. Batygin wrote: 

“Theories can be strong and weak. A strong theory contains more proven hy-
potheses than a weak theory. If the number of refuted hypotheses becomes sig-
nificant, the theory, despite resistance, dies” [4, p. 109].
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The theory of social space has acquired the status of a strong theory. The most 
important condition for gaining this status is the employment of scientific meth-
ods for the representation of social cognition.

Social properties and qualities of space became the subject of scientific dis-
cussions at the turn of the 19th-20th centuries. C. Schmitt emphasized the im-
portance of “changing the conceptual field” of social sciences, which was realized 
by F. Ratzel, who formulated creative possibilities in the development of social 
values and meanings in connection with the topic of the “living space of society”. 
These possibilities were implemented with the help of achievements in mathe-
matics, physics, and biology, as well as the humanities, in the process of the 
scientific revolution of space [31, p. 563]. This revolution resulted in the forma-
tion of social topology as a special trend in the modern methodology of social 
sciences, which received an impetus to development in the process of the scien-
tific revolution of space. The basis of this is the theory of social space, which 
describes the structures, statics, and dynamics of society at global, regional and 
local levels, specifies the mechanisms of paradigmatic schemes of spatial and 
territorial development.

The thesaurus of sociology of space includes: G. Simmel’s ideas about the prop-
erties and qualities of space, M. Weber’s ideas about the world of meaningful action, 
E. Husserl’s and M. Heidegger’s ideas about perception of life and perception of 
the world. Philosophers of the 19th-20th centuries agreed that the space where a 
person finds his place and understands his/her inner self is his/her world. This world 
is a social reality in which language is, according to Heidegger, the “home of one’s 
being” [6, p. 152]. Representation is a fundamental operation of cognitive activity 
and human perception. Methodological interpretation of representation acquires 
“mathematical” interpretation in G. Leibniz’s monadology, but it is especially fo-
cused on E. Husserl’s phenomenology, which actualizes the concept of “intention-
ality” [13]. M. Heidegger’s philosophy developed the phenomenological project 
of “intentionality”. The German scientist compared the relationship of presentation 
and representation, linking them with the fact of presence. M. Vartovsky interprets 
representation as an operation rooted in history and culture as a phenomenon of 
“visual understanding” and thinking [33]. In social epistemology, representations 
act as intermediaries — models of symbolic, linguistic, logical, and mathematical 
systems. The use of various representations is associated with the modeling of 
certain types of values.

Philosophers traditionally regarded representations as phenomena present in one’s 
consciousness, in the knowledge of certain material and ideal objects used in cog-
nitive procedures. The problem of representations is extremely relevant when con-
sidering properties, relations and processes in the context of social events mediated 
through “image” and language, through symbolic systems and sign models. Scien-
tific knowledge carried out by means of representation is based on the categories of 
“state”, “event”, “space”, “time” and is widely used in modern social sciences.

An important link in the development of the idea of representation as a form of 
the humanities and social sciences is M. M. Bakhtin’s theory. In the late 1920s, the 

SIBERIAN SOCIUM

10 vol. 2  |  no 4  |  2018

SS V. А. Pisachkin, pp. 8-19



philosopher referred to the terms hybrid construction and dual social orientation; 
he made conclusions from the standpoint of sociological poetics. M. Bakhtin iden-
tified the following basic elements in the image of a person: “alien consciousness”, 
re-creation of “self-developing idea (inseparable from personality) in a human 
event”, “dialogue” as a special form of interaction between equal and equivalent 
consciousnesses” [2, 3]. This concept has become one of the most important ones 
in understanding the role of social representations. The scientist continued to de-
velop the idea of a hybrid construction of language and meaning in a number of 
other works.

These ideas are developed in modern authors’ studies. A. S. Akhiezer intro-
duces a model of the formation of “hybrid moral ideals”, which performs an 
integrative function in situations where heterogeneous ideals are perceived in the 
interpretation of “different groups”, acting as a single unity, although having a 
number of differences [1, p. 256]. A positive meaning of the hybrid ideal is the 
ability to form the space of an “abstract unity” that preserves the perspective of 
the integration process. Hybrids of this kind are formed in the process of spon-
taneous thinking and act as representative forms of world understanding. The 
author describes the “form of the logic of thinking” in culture and action, which 
constitutes a dual opposition with respect to inversion, in which mediation serves 
to absolutize one side of polarity and minimize the value of the other [1, p. 859]. 
In this construct, the object and subject of social knowledge have the properties 
of duality, where the “real product” is represented by a variety of positions, re-
lationships and interactions. The hypostasis of this product is representation as 
a kind of on-screen reality, the subject of “pure theorizing” created in thought. 
Reflected in scientific discourse, it expresses “the world in itself” and “the world 
for us”, it is not always clearly marked but is recognized and delimited in the 
established traditions, approaches, and studies.

Analysis of the morphological properties of social space as a complex mul-
tifaceted phenomenon in the form of representations is presented in the works 
by V. V. Ilyin, L. A. Mikeshina and other authors [14-17, 24]. L. A. Mikeshina 
characterizes representation as a “social event” [24, p. 109]. V. V. Ilyin notes 
that the form, in philosophical and methodological terms, has a structural or-
ganization in which the content is organized systematically and expressed in a 
“set of stylistic principles”, including praxeology, which includes various prac-
tices [17, p. 108]. These are also symbolic representations, where symbols appear 
as powerful spiritual resources that allow you to create different worlds by the 
power of imagination and are combined by the power of images. They express 
a figurative imitation in disclosing the mystery of “sense-generating morpho-
genesis” [17, p. 95].

It should be emphasized that representations enter into any area of knowledge 
through various symbolic systems:

“together, these phenomena form “phase space” that characterizes an altered 
state of the social space of modern society. The consolidation of axiological and 
semantic fields is determined by the material problem of benefit and property, 

SIBERIAN SOCIUM

11vol. 2  |  no 4  |  2018

SSV. А. Pisachkin, pp. 8-19



the spiritual problem of freedom, justice, and responsibility. The semantic con-
figuration of the communication spaces of modern society allows us to consid-
er spaces of freedom, control, dialogue, play and struggle as social substantive 
“braces”, the analysis of which is associated with the use of special procedures 
within the framework of sociological measurements of social space parameters” 
[29, p. 662].

V. V. Ilyin characterizes the problems of cognitive representation in the aspect 
of representational activity from the standpoint of the degree of freedom (in refor-
matting the structure of the world); productivity (in building semantic and figura-
tive potencies); metaphor; supra-logicality (symbolic allegory, meaningful allegor-
ic shapes); disinhibition (through symbolic self-expression) [17, p. 78]. The author 
associates representativeness with the activation of possessiveness (as an exhaus-
tive search of opportunity), game (as improvisation), convention (as spontaneous 
representation) [17, p. 79]. V. V. Ilyin connects the spontaneous determination of 
the action with distinctive, activity related, demonstrative positionality, which, in 
turn, is associated with the ability to view and change topics from unexpected po-
sitions. He considers the question of coordination of positions within the framework 
of visual representation, eidetic representation, and transformation from “mimesis 
to poiesis”, i.e. intellectual catharsis [17, p. 79].

V. V. Ilyin characterizes two parameters of meaning and reference. As the au-
thor notes, in the symbolic symbiosis, there is a birth of additional meanings—the 
merging of “logic with sensus”, the binding of diverse information and the emer-
gence (by combining) of new conceptual unities [16, p. 91]. The sign as a repre-
sentative of a subject in the theory of symbolic forms (represented in the tradition 
of logical atomism) means a certain object or phenomenon. In social mediation 
there is a combination of signs, meanings in their generation, circulation, trans-
lation, implantation, which all focus on the social life of the subject—object 
(reality). This is a world in which a person, being an expedient being, masters 
reality from the point of view of embodied values, goals, and interests [14, p. 111]. 
In this process, the region is an important link in the objective representation of 
social space.

Representation emerged as a form of sociological knowledge in the last quarter 
of the 20th century. Its wide application in sociology is connected with the con-
version of research to the theory of social representations. Its author, a French 
sociologist S. Moscovici, views representation as a procedure of social cognition 
within the framework of the difference between explanatory cognition of common 
sense and descriptive cognition of science [25-27]. He substantiated this by the 
fact that common sense successfully performs adaptive and regulatory functions 
in the behavior of people, various groups, and communities. His theory of social 
representations is based on the “conceptual scheme of forming a system of values 
and personal meanings of subjects in the course of social interactions”. The active 
role of social representations is determined by measurements of their states, and 
on the basis of a wide use of representations, a methodology of social cognition 
is built, in which the subject is the world, social space. Representations encompass 
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language, sign, symbol, construction of social reality, as well as other phenomena 
associated with interpretation of the presentation as a subject of methodological 
study in sociology.

The idea of representation found application in the treatise by P. Berger and 
T. Luckmann “The social construction of reality”. The authors characterize the 
representation of institutions “in roles and through roles” on which all other rep-
resentations depend. According to D. Durkheim, this process of “interconnection” 
is presented within the frame of integration and solidarity [5]. According to 
A. Schutz, this approach is based on the vision of everyday reality of the world 
[30]. This idea is also associated with K. Mannheim’s concept [23, p. 409]. Thus, 
stereotyping is viewed as a means of “its own embedding” in the living space—“the 
space of nature”.

Ideas about representation occupy an important place in Pierre Bourdieu’s works 
(habitus, fields and practices, capital, representation, dispositions, differences). 
Habitus generates a social world in the dialectical process of “internalization-ex-
ternality and externalization-internality”. Practice is the link connecting habitus 
with the social world. To exist in the social world, according to Bourdieu, is to 
differ (in the artistic field, in the fields of literature, politics, etc.) [7]. P. Bourdieu’s 
project focuses on changing the world. Thus, it is necessary to change the ways in 
which it is “constructed and reproduced”. Reproduction in social history is always 
associated with the criticism of historical experience [8].

A. Lefebvre suggests interpretation of the theory of production of space as rep-
resentation, imbued with knowledge, represented by “a mixture of knowledge and 
ideology”. He associates representations with the spatial practice of every society 
that creates its space and dominates it. These practices represent a complex dialec-
tic interaction, during which the domination and appropriation of products is carried 
out. Lefebvre’s model of space representation is associated with the emergence of 
perspective, which is the result of a historical turn in changing the attitude of the 
city and the village. This perception has defined intellectual representation that 
forms “visualization logic” as an urban practice [22, p. 52].

John Law regards representation as one of the aspects of “concentrated presence”, 
in which “significant absence” is depicted and reproduced. In this process, an al-
legory accompanies an image, in which the “jumble of realities” is associated with 
the perception of “unrelated multiplicity”, the comprehension of which requires 
an “assembly method” [21, p. 329].

Thus, in the theory of social space, representation appears in the following forms: 
representation space and representative space, along with the space of meaning, 
action space and space of relations. The most important role of representation is 
performed in the process of constructing social objects of virtual creativity. For the 
social topology of the region, representation becomes the most important method-
ological approach in research and constructive practice. Russian sociologist 
D. V. Ivanov views society in the process of realizing values, in which social 
changes are associated with the emergence of differences between the parameters 
of social states. During this period, virtualization takes place as a process of re-
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placing society’s real objects with new orientations in the process of “simulating” 
(replacing) significant properties and images [19, p. 181].

When analyzing social problems of regional life, it is highly relevant to study 
the representations that are actively involved in its formation, based on diversity 
and difference. The definition of the term region in sociology is close to the idea 
of self-reproduction. This is typical of the position of most authors in the framework 
of the sociology of regions. Many authors write about the region as a social body 
and a subject of reproduction. The application of the methodology of social topol-
ogy to the analysis of regional actions and events allows sociologists to assess the 
possibility of the impact of initiatives “implemented at the micro- and meso- levels 
in the development and movement of social forces at the macro-level”. Representa-
tions in the social topology of the region are an important part of the methodology. 
They make it possible to compare social order and the process of sustainable de-
velopment with inequality and the actualization of events related to social existence, 
with certain actions and technologies (actualization and optimization implemented 
on the basis of diversity and difference are actively involved in the reform of so-
ciety). Space as a social construct has been methodologically successfully inter-
preted by A. Giddens in the aspect of the concepts of regionalization, structuration, 
and dual hermeneutics [12]. M. McLuhan interprets the understanding of media as 
“the external expansion of man.”

G. M. Kazakova’s project is connected with the comprehension and verifica-
tion of the concept of “vernacular areas”, which is formed as a result of the 
spatial-geographical self-identification of its inhabitants. Identification of ver-
nacular areas is associated with a diverse texture that revives images of the 
territory, of places filled with a certain “spirit”, of landscapes as cultural texts 
in the totality of the sociocultural relations of its inhabitants [20, p. 62]. The 
author connects the emergence of such areas with the natural territorial self-or-
ganization of society, and with its self-identification. These are areas that are 
endowed by their inhabitants and neighbors with certain mental characteristics, 
perceptions that consolidate the behavior of the people who inhabit them. Ex-
amples are Ugra, Murom forests, Polesye, Dauria, such cities as Kazan, Saransk 
and other regions and centers. Vernacular areas in the process of creating “im-
ages” are formed with the help of a certain set of criteria, facilitating various 
actions. The boundaries of vernacular regions exist only in the minds of people, 
they are not on geographical maps. These are peculiar reference points for the 
orientation of the population in the inhabited area of the region, expressed in 
indefinite representations.

Each region, city, or settlement is not only a territorial unit, but also represents 
a subjective reality in the minds and attitudes of residents in the process of their 
mastering of social space. Using Novosibirsk as an example, S. A. Ilynikh charac-
terizes the possibility of constructing concepts of urban space based on the impact 
of mass communications and the city’s social practice [18]. The study revealed 
gender specificity in urban space assessments. Both positive and problematic as-
pects of it have a pronounced specificity depending on gender.
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In her study, I. A. Skalaban proposed a reconstruction of the residents’ experience 
of the place and its image in Novosibirsk interethnic community. The author found 
that the constructed image is based not so much on universal symbols, but to a 
greater extent on the symbolism and values of the ethnic community of a corporate 
type. The study was carried out within the framework of two projects: in the first 
one, with the employment of large-scale social mapping, 7 focus groups with lead-
ers of national-cultural autonomies were analyzed; in the other one, with the em-
ployment of social mapping, 6 group interviews were carried out with authoritative 
representatives of diasporas and local residents (in places of compact residence of 
diasporas from Central Asia and the Caucasus). The result confirms the correlation 
among information richness, density of meanings of the image of space, social 
practices associated with them, and a sense of security, which “reduces the fear of 
otherness” [32, p. 93].

Regional studies pay much attention to the problems of social toponymy. Top-
onyms are an important means of “public manifestation of identity.” N. A. Galak-
tionov gives a comparative analysis of the toponymic situation in the cities of 
Tyumen and Naberezhnye Chelny (Tatarstan) in the aspect of renaming streets. In 
Tyumen, representation of a “Russian city” is implemented; in Naberezhnye Chel-
ny, conversely, another strategy is employed whose essence is expressed in replac-
ing the existing names with their translation into the language of the titular ethnic 
group [11, p. 159].

A. A. Nesterova and T. F. Suslova reviewed mental representations in the mi-
gration process [28]. In 2015-2016, the authors conducted interviews using the 
method of transsymbolic analysis. The results of the study revealed Moscow res-
idents’ bipolar emotional perceptions and migrants’ expectations for support and 
assistance in “acceptable living arrangements”. Difficulties associated with the 
adoption of the new status of a migrant worker and a painful attitude towards mi-
gration as a forced situation are characteristic of the representation of migrants. 
Residents of the region expressed more negative than tolerant attitude towards 
migrants. Cognitive symbolism in relation to migrants revealed itself in the fol-
lowing way: 52% of Muscovites associated migration with “movement” of a mi-
grant, 27% associated it with “escape and flight”, every tenth Moscovite associat-
ed migration with a “way of life” characterized by overpopulation, repression, 
uselessness, alienation, and illegality. A third of Muscovites presented migration 
as “bad”, 18%—as “extensive, large-scale, global”, 9%—as “dangerous”. The 
responses of people aged between 31 and 50 are characterized by a link between 
the unsatisfactory nature of their economic and social status and the labor activity 
of migrants who are “competitors” who “reduce average wages in the region”. In 
general, mental representations of migrants and local population impede their pos-
itive interaction.

In the sociospatial discourse, A. V. Dmitriev and G. A. Pyadukhov highlight the 
conflict potential associated with external labor migration in the regions of Russia. 
The most important place in the study of this phenomenon belongs to the monitor-
ing of social representations. In the course of the monitoring, a measurement of 
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the state of migration process is recorded and its assessment is given. The research-
ers associate the conflict potential with the practices of “intermediaries”, compet-
itive rivalry of the subjects of the migration services market, legal unsettledness 
of the migration services market, the established nature of employers’ influence on 
intermediaries serving their interests [9, p. 370].

CONCLUSION
Representations in sociology are images embedded in one’s consciousness, under-
standing, and one’s knowledge of certain material and ideal objects in various 
cognitive procedures. The problem of representations is relevant when considering 
properties, relations, and processes in interpreting social events mediated through 
image and language, through symbolic systems and sign models. Scientific knowl-
edge, carried out by means of representation as a procedure, is based on the cate-
gories of “state”, “event”, “space”, “time” and is widely used in modern social 
sciences. The most important role of representation is performed in the process of 
constructing social objects of virtual creativity. For the social topology of the re-
gion, representation becomes the most important methodological approach in sci-
entific research and constructive practice.

Representation is a fundamental operation of human cognition and perception. 
The methodological analysis of representation acquires a “mathematical” inter-
pretation in topology, philosophical monadology, and is accentuated in phenom-
enology, which actualizes the concept of “intentionality”. Phenomenological 
projects of “intentionality” are developed in philosophy by comparing concepts 
through the relation of presentation and representation, linking it with the fact of 
”presence”. Phenomenology helps to reveal representation as an operation root-
ed in the specifics of a subject in history and culture, through phenomena of 
cognitive, eidic, and visual “thinking”. In social epistemology, representations 
act as intermediaries—models of symbolic, linguistic, logical, and mathematical 
systems. The use of various representations is associated with the modeling of 
certain types of values.

Regional processes constitute a particular object of representative practices 
analysis. Representations in the social topology of the region are an important part 
of methodology. They make it possible to compare the social order and the process 
of sustainable development with inequality and the actualization of events in the 
aspect of social existence and optimization. Thus, representation is a form widely 
used in the methodology of social cognition. The assessment of representations in 
the sphere of national relations (state relations, or ethnonational relations) serves 
as a basis for solving problems within the framework of ethnosocial and cultural 
processes, which is a complex object of state policy aimed at constructing region-
al integration models and consolidating Russian society. For sociology, representa-
tion is a tool and, therefore, a method of research and construction of social reali-
ty. For regional studies, it is an effective way to compare and distinguish between 
social conflicts and changes, to assess living standards and the quality of life of a 
person and society.
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Abstract. Nowadays, researchers studying social changes take particular interest in social capital and 
its structural components. One of such components is personal values. They form social relations, 
and they are especially important for social and economic development (in addition to cultural 
norms and trust). Besides, these values allow measuring social capital. This article aims to show 
the role and importance of value systems in the construction of social capital’s indicator model. 
The study was conducted by specialists of the Vologda Research Center of the Russian Academy 
of Sciences (VolSC RAS) in the Vologda Region. They identified different types of social capital 
carriers, as well as differences in their values. All respondents were divided into groups based on 
their preferences. Some were the carriers of paternalistic attitudes, which characterize people’s 
desire for stability and their fear of change. This group could potentially resist any changes. The 
other group included active people, who were “catalysts” for changes and innovations. These 
people contributed to the design of new technologies, introduction of new management decisions 
in organizations, and the socioeconomic development of the region. Consequently, values are a 
significant indicator for measuring social capital and for conducting a comprehensive study of the 
country’s and region’s social capital. Such studies have already proved their worth, and they can 
be especially useful for managerial staff, including practitioners, researchers, as well as educators. 
The research methodology, tested in two regions of the Northwestern Federal District, has proved 
its validity and can be used to obtain and analyze data in other regions in Russia. This technique 
is also applicable in the management of corporations and organizations.
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INTRODUCTION
Social transformations that have taken place in the world over the last decades 
entail significant changes in the mentality of Russian population. Researchers 
note the interconnection between the distribution of certain values and the level 
of society development, or trends in ongoing social processes. This is especially 
noticeable in connection with the modernization processes, the level of econom-
ic development, and the degree of democratization, as was pointed out by R. In-
glehart in his studies [8]. Values are of great importance for socioeconomic de-
velopment alongside cultural norms. Both values and cultural norms serve as the 
basis for the formation of social relations, whose indispensable part is taken up 
by social capital.

Social capital began to attract researchers’ attention in connection with their 
understanding of its role and importance for the development of non-economic 
factors alongside economic ones. An opinion which is gaining popularity these 
days is that one of the reasons for Russian reforms lagging behind is the state of 
society which is not fully ready for these reforms [10].

THEORETICAL BASIS OF ANALYSIS
The concept of social capital has deep theoretical roots, which are connected with 
the theory of capital by K. Marx, the theory of social solidarity by E. Durkheim, 
and the justification of democracy by A. de Tocqueville. P. Bourdieu extended the 
idea of capital to the area of social connections and introduced the term social 
capital to designate them. He proposed to understand social capital as a way to 
assess social competition and power in society [3]. We regard it as a social practice, 
as a way to achieve group solidarity, as a dynamic resource capable of changing 
forms. Social capital, as has been established, plays the role of an interconnecting 
principle, uniting other types of capital into total capital. It provides interaction 
and organization of social and economic subjects, contributes to the process of their 
improvement.

“Social capital acts as a network of social relations based on trust and charac-
terized by common norms and values and the degree of people’s involvement in 
them. It also functions as a set of external factors and results generated by social 
interaction within these networks and associations” [1]. Hence the opportunity to 
determine the characteristics of its resources, as well as the factors of social capi-
tal formation.

Being a fairly complex phenomenon, social capital can be represented as a 
model consisting of structural and cognitive components. The first component 
reflects the interrelation between social capital carriers and certain social struc-
tures, the second one describes the degree of social capital carriers’ trust in oth-
er people, their ability to consolidate with them and their ability to influence 
events.

There are certain properties of social capital, to a certain extent similar to the 
characteristics of human capital. At the same time, the main specificity of social 
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capital is its realization in the social relations of people. The more social capital is 
used, the more it increases.

The development of the concept of social capital has led to the need to iden-
tify its types. Theoretical search in this direction turned out to be productive. 
Robert D. Putnam in the course of his analysis paid attention to the external re-
lations of agents. He introduced the concept of bridging social capital, which 
describes connections that link people across a cleavage that typically divides 
society (such as race, or class, or religion) [13, 14]. Its other type—bonding cap-
ital—is aimed at intragroup interconnections, which contributes to enhancing 
identity and homogeneity in a group [14]. M. Woolcock supplemented the clas-
sification proposed by R. Putnam, by adding linking social capital. This type is 
formed when different members of the same community, being in an unfamiliar 
situation (in a different country), combine their resources [17]. Among Russian 
researchers, the distinction between bridging and bonding types of social capital 
has become a steady practice [1, 10].

The distinction of several types of social capital is of great importance for its 
study. In particular, the dominance of one of its types forms social relations, influ-
ences structural characteristics of society, inhibits or contributes to society devel-
opment [2].

Values that constitute social capital are of great importance for the formation of 
its particular type. Both international and Russian sociologists established the re-
lationship between values and social capital [9, 11]. F. Fukuyama focused on the 
role and importance of culture and its values in the development of society and the 
formation of social capital [6]. Values have a significant impact on the formation 
of individuals’ mutually beneficial behavior; values ensure people’s interaction, 
create conditions for collective behavior. Values that are oriented toward unifica-
tion, mutual aid, and solidarity favorably influence social capital.

One of the problems in the study of social capital is the problem of its measure-
ment. No unified approach to measurement parameters has been formed yet.

In our study of social capital while analyzing the information obtained, we iden-
tified a number of variables that reflect the following concepts: “... trust, networks, 
values and norms, solidarity, the ability to influence the state of affairs. These var-
iables are disclosed through a system of social indicators, which together form a 
cognitive model that allows obtaining information on the phenomenon under con-
sideration” [1]. These indicators correspond to the research hypothesis that values 
represent a certain type of regulatory relationships. According to R. Nureyev, they 
evolve in the context of a complex institutional choice [12]. Institutional context 
sets the direction for the formation of the type of a person who is a carrier of values. 
In our case, of interest is the transformation of values within the period of trans-
formation processes experienced by Russian society. The transformation of values 
is reflected in a person’s social attitudes, which can be identified in the process of 
research. The purpose of this article is to attempt to identify the role of values in 
an indicator model of social capital.
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METHODOLOGY AND RESEARCH METHODS
In the empirical measurement of social capital, we distinguished two of its types: 
bonding social capital—based on close connections and a narrow circle of trust—
and bridging social capital—encompassing more large-scale connections and a 
wider circle of trust. These types of social capital are traditionally distinguished 
by sociologists. When measuring social capital, we included the following indica-
tors: trust; networks of interpersonal informal connections; involvement in com-
munities; solidarity, readiness for joint actions; the feeling of being able to influence 
the situation in one’s environment; values [16].

According to the indicator model developed by the authors of this article, its 
value block is a multi-component model which includes several diverse indicators. 
It includes the level of adaptation to changing socioeconomic conditions, the locus 
of responsibility (internal or external), the general willingness to stay united, and 
innovative behavior [1].

The results of the study are based on the data obtained from a survey of the 
population of two regions of the Northwestern Federal District—the Vologda and 
Pskov Regions. The study was conducted as part of the research project “Region-
al Social Capital in Crisis Conditions”, implemented with the support of the Rus-
sian Foundation for Basic Research (RFBR). The choice of the two regions is 
connected with the fact that the structure of the Northwestern Federal District 
includes different subjects of the Russian Federation: a city of federal significance, 
a republic, and a region. There are historical, cultural, and industrial centers in the 
district under study. The regions of the Northwestern Federal District vary con-
siderably in their economic position. Given this diversity, the Pskov and Vologda 
Regions were selected for the study as they have an approximately equal socio-
economic position in the ratings for the population’s quality of life [15]. The re-
spondents were adult residents (over 18 years old) of urban settlements (n = 900). 
The sample population was broken down according to quotas by gender and age 
composition. To reduce systematic bias, random elements were introduced into 
the sample. For the analysis of the obtained data, SPSS Statistics and Excel pro-
grams were employed.

DATA ANALYSIS
At the first stage of the analysis, we identified groups of respondents—carriers of 
social capital of different types. Using the method of factor analysis, we revealed 
the relationship between the parameters included in the indicator model. Social 
capital indices were calculated for each respondent, on the basis of which respond-
ents were assigned to specific types [7]. According to the methodology of our study, 
in accordance with the identified level of accumulated social capital, all respondents 
were divided into five groups. The first group included people with the lowest lev-
el of social capital (Type 1), the last one—people with a high level of social capi-
tal (Type 5). The remaining groups had intermediate values in the indicator model, 
according to the total accumulated index of social capital (Types 2-4). The study 
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showed that the selected groups differ significantly in their basic indicator features, 
such as trust, inclusiveness, responsibility, and values [7].

The validity of the presented system, which includes 46 indicators, is confirmed 
by significant differences in the answers given by respondents assigned to a par-
ticular type, for example, types 1, 2, 4, and 5. Thus, almost half of the representa-
tives of type 1 (48%) believe that no one can be trusted, while out of the number 
of the respondents belonging to type 4, only every tenth person (9%) adheres to 
this opinion. Also, 4% of the respondents attributed to the 1st type are of the opin-
ion that “the majority of friends can be trusted”; a similar answer was given by 
28% of the respondents belonging to type 5.

Let us consider the first component—the level of adaptation to changing socio-
economic conditions. Constantly changing socioeconomic conditions require con-
stant adaptation. According to O. N. Yanitsky, for the population in Russia, adap-
tation has become an “eternal problem” [6]. The indicator of the level of adaptation, 
in our opinion, reflects not only population’s flexibility and adaptability, but also 
their use of networks to which they belong. A highly adaptable person, when en-
tering a difficult life situation, mobilizes all his contacts and all his surroundings. 
If he has faith in the stability and diversity of his environment, he is more confident 
in the future and is quickly guided in an unstable situation than a person with a 
small circle of contacts or unstable contacts.

The study shows that stability and adaptation are characteristic of a third of the 
respondents (36%). Significant differences are registered among the respondents 
belonging to different groups of carriers of social capital. Thus, among the respond-
ents of the fourth and fifth groups (high and very high levels of social capital) 46% 
and 48% respectively showed high levels of adaptability.

Those who are trying to actively adapt, but require a considerable effort to do 
so we define as “negatively adapted” (19% of the respondents). In groups with 
higher levels of social capital, their number is insignificant (20-23% in the third 
group and 13-15% in the first two groups). The most representative is the follow-
ing choice: “I manage to use new opportunities, achieve more in life, improve my 
financial well-being.” Only 4% out of the whole sample described themselves in 
the abovementioned terms, whereas in the fifth group and in the fourth group the 
number of those who made this choice amounted to 18% and 7% respectively). In 
the first group, this choice was absent, which indicates a low adaptive capacity of 
its representatives.

A significant proportion of the respondents in the first and second groups with 
a low level of social capital believe that in the current socioeconomic conditions 
they have to give up a lot while living in an atmosphere of strict self-restraint (more 
than 40% of the respondents in the first group, one-third in the second group), 
whereas among the people with the highest level of social capital there are only 
3% of such people.

As a second component, we analyzed the respondents’ locus of responsibility 
depending on the type of social capital identified. Responsibility refers to the zone 
of control, the area of social space that an individual describes as the zone of his 
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influence. Most respondents limit the area of responsibility to their family circle 
or contacts related to their workplace or occupation. In the course of the available 
data analysis, it was established that there is a connection between an individual’s 
typological features, which characterize his/her social capital, on the one hand, and 
indicators of his/her responsibility, on the other.

The locus of responsibility in the indicator model is a complex value; this indi-
cator consists of three components: the locus of responsibility for respondents’ 
financial position, for their career, for an interesting life. The idea of using this 
indicator is rooted in the notion that people with an active life position prefer to 
rely on themselves when implementing life strategies. At the same time, they are 
optimistic about the future, expand their circles, prefer to trust social institutions, 
which all indicates that they have a high level of social capital. Unfortunately, the 
majority of the population that adhere to traditional views are focused on paternal-
istic attitudes, on assistance from the state, employer, inner circle, but they do not 
actively seek to solve their own problems. Hence a pessimistic view of the future 
and a negative or suspicious attitude toward change, which corresponds to a low 
level of social capital.

The research hypothesis has been fully confirmed: respondents with a high lev-
el of social capital have an internal locus of responsibility: 73% of the respondents 
from the fifth group and 61% from the fourth group fully agree that “their financial 
situation depends on them; 70% and 59% of the respective groups agree that “every 
person is able to guarantee his/her own financial security.” Only 4% of the fifth 
group did not accept the first statement, but everyone agreed with the second one. 
The situation is different among the representatives of the first and second groups. 
They have a pronounced external locus of responsibility: 46% of the respondents 
in the first group and 36% of the respondents in the second group do not agree that 
their financial situation depends on them. Their opinions regarding the second 
statement are even more categorical: 67% of the first group disagree that each per-
son can secure their financial situation.

The respondents with different levels of social capital expressed clearer views 
on career, and hence the responsibility for their career development. All the repre-
sentatives of the fifth group and 92% in the fourth group either fully or partially 
agree that their career development depends on them; while in the first group 69% 
(44% completely and 15% partially) disagree with this statement. In the second 
group, the number of those who disagree amounted to 35%.

General attitude to life also confirms the identified trends: 96% of the represent-
atives with a very high level of social capital and 94% with a high level of social 
capital agree that the quality of their lives depends on them; 54% of the represent-
atives of the first group do not agree with this statement. In the second group, the 
number of those who disagree with the abovementioned statement is significantly 
smaller (21%).

We also used a general indicator to measure readiness to unite for joint activities. 
This indicator helps to reveal the respondents’ readiness to use their networks, their 
potential, and social circles for active actions.
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The study showed that respondents with a high level of social capital have a high 
level of readiness for forming associations. Those with a low level are not ready 
to unite. Thus, 67% of the representatives of the fifth group answered that they 
consider themselves to be “those who are ready to unite,” 22% are almost ready to 
form associations. The fourth group is less inclined to form associations: the ma-
jority (56%) are likely to unite, but only 28% are ardent activists. Only 18% of the 
respondents in the first group and 23% of the respondents in the second group are 
ready to unite. Moreover, in the first group more than one-third of the respondents 
(36%) are categorically against any association. 

Social capital forms a social environment conducive to the adoption of innova-
tive forms of behavior. In their research, M. Dakhli and D. de Clercq [4] pointed 
out the interrelation between social environment and innovations. It is the environ-
ment that creates conditions for the dissemination of information. And here the 
main role is played by the networks within which social capital is formed. F. Fuku-
yama noted the importance of the dissemination of information for the emergence 
of innovations, especially in the field of high technologies [5].

Public Opinion Foundation methodology for lifestyle typology identification 
allowed revealing the respondents’ tendency to similar patterns of behavior. This 
methodology was used both as a psychographic criterion and as an indicator of 
social capital. Owners of high-level social capital have an active life position, are 
innovators in introducing new ideas and practices, they trust new technologies and 
quickly adopt new behavioral practices. The choice of one form of behavior or 
another also demonstrates a connection with the economic capital of a person. 
According to our study, the fourth and fifth groups of the respondents, as carriers 
of higher social capital, differ significantly from other identified groups in the 
number of consumer practices. Almost everyone uses the Internet and email (90% 
in the fourth and 97% in the fifth groups), pays with cards (71-72%), therefore, 
trust banks and banking systems, and work on the computer (66-70%). But the 
most significant ones are rare consumer practices that distinguish people with high 
social capital from others. In the last two years almost every second respondent 
flew by the plane (43%), every third respondent received additional education 
(33%), was on a business trip abroad (17%); only 5 % of the representatives of the 
first group had all these indicators, however, the majority of the respondents be-
longing to the first group had none of them (0%).

DISCUSSION 
As the results of the research show, social capital is closely connected with the 
values of the population, and the level of their adaptation to changes. Paternal-
istic attitudes, the desire for stability, the fear of change characterize represent-
atives with a low level of social capital. Such people are a potential group to 
resist any changes: socioeconomic and innovative changes in the country or the 
region, and organizational changes in the workplace. People with high social 
capital are the core, the asset, the catalyst for changes and innovations; they con-
tribute to the development of new technologies and management decisions in the 
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organization, and to the success of the socioeconomic development in the region. 
Consequently, values are a significant indicator in the measurement of social 
capital and are necessary for a comprehensive study of the social capital of a 
country or region. 

The data obtained in this research can be used by practicing managers. The re-
search methodology, tested on two regions of the Northwestern Federal District, 
has proved its validity and can be used to obtain and analyze data in other regions 
of the Russian Federation. This technique is applicable to the management of cor-
porations and organizations. Identification of social capital carriers of one type or 
another allows assessing a current situation in the community with a view to re-
vealing those representatives who may become a pillar of innovation and develop-
ment. Understanding the existing problems and attitudes among the paternalis-
tic-minded part of the region’s population gives grounds for finding necessary 
social tools for initiating innovative social practices among them.
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Abstract. The actualization of working-class studies in Russia can be explained by the dynamics 
of the social structure of the post-Soviet society. The analysis of class and stratification approaches 
has shown that a new working class has become the main element of the social structure of the 
contemporary Russian society. This article studies and defines the new working class in its difference 
from the traditional proletariat and other types of hired workers. The author studies the youth’s 
professional identity, showing its instability and controversy, and its class-consciousness. That, 
in turn, speaks of the instability of the whole class identity and unformed class-consciousness. 
Contemporary working class shows no signs of the previous proletariat, but it is a new wide social 
class, which is still forming under social differentiation of new owners and hired workers in the 
economy and service sector. As already mentioned, the social position of the new Russian working 
class is fundamentally different from the status of the Soviet proletariat. Back then, the working 
class was the “leading social force”, the source of all progressive social transformations, and even 
the criterion of public morality. Nowadays, it has become an actual social group of employees, 
subjected to all forms of exploitation and alienation, and has the right to fight with the employers 
for the improvement of their working conditions. This article relies on the empirical data of the 
study conducted in April-June 2018 in the Ural Federal District. Its results show that the young 
people do not show sufficient and stable signs of solidarity and identity, which were inherent to 
their predecessors.
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INTRODUCTION
Modern Russian sociologists foreground the issue of the class structure in Russian 
society as open to investigation. Obviously, there is a class of large business and 
capital owners. The problems of the middle class are widely discussed. But the most 
numerous social group of hired workers to this day remains least studied. There are 
no clear criteria for their differentiation; class analysis is not used to identify differ-
ences within this group. A new current research challenge is justification of the class 
analysis for the description of the social stratification of Russian society.

In the Russian sociology of the late 20th-early 21st centuries, the concept of the 
working class is practically not used, apparently due to the ideological nature of 
the term. Throughout Soviet history, the working class was seen as the foundation 
of the social structure. The desire to abandon the communist ideology in social 
studies, as is generally known, led to the almost complete abandonment of Marx-
ism as a methodology in the social sciences. The abandonment of the rigid ideo-
logical control in the period of late socialism, and especially in post-Soviet Russia, 
led to the denial of the heuristic meaning of the Marxist approach to the explanation 
of the social structure.

Marxism, Weberianism, and functionalism are the main theories of social strat-
ification; the rejection of Marxism also meant the rejection of the search for class 
reasons to explain the new social stratification. In the Marxist theory, classes were 
considered as objectively existing structural elements, regardless of their repre-
sentatives’ awareness of their belonging to any of them. In the theory of class as 
the basis of social structure, the central idea is the category of interest.

It is the interests—economic, political, or cultural—that distinguish classes from 
each other. The difference between their interests determines class antagonism. 
Awareness of class interests is the element and the basis for the transformation of 
the “class in itself” into a “class for itself”. Self-identification of representatives of 
social groups with some class is one of the effective mechanisms of this process. 
Self-identity and awareness of belonging to a particular social group is a necessary 
step towards the formation and expression of class interests.

METHODOLOGY AND RESEARCH METHODS
Stratification theories, including class analysis of social differentiation, shaped the 
methodological basis for our approach. We also used empirical methods: a mass 
survey, an expert survey, and a biographical interview. We conducted a mass survey 
of the new working class youth aged 15-29, residents of the Ural Federal District. 

The target multistage sampling was used. It was based on four objective criteria: 
age (three age groups corresponding to the periodization of age cohorts in the of-
ficial statistics of the Russian Federation: 15-19, 20-24, 25-29 years old); sex; place 
of residence (city/village in the ratio of 80/20% in accordance with the distribution 
of the population in the Ural Federal District); and sphere of employment (real 
economy / service sector). The calculation of the sample size equaled to 1,500 
respondents: 500 people in each of the selected age groups in accordance with the 
statistical data on the other three criteria.
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Three cities (Yekaterinburg, Tyumen, and Kurgan) and typical rural settlements 
in these areas were selected for quantitative research. The required minimum for 
expert surveying equaled 100 respondents. During the biographical interview, 30 
informants were polled in accordance with the selected characteristics of the re-
spondent. All types of the tools used were developed by the team of the authors for 
the implementation of the project “Life strategies of a new working class young 
people in modern Russia”.

MAIN PART
As is known, K. Marx did not clearly define the concept of the “working class”, 
although it was he who devised the theories of class and socio-economic forma-
tions. For many decades, Marxism had been the basis for the scientific research in 
Soviet social studies. Its framework not only outlined, but also limited the range 
of possible problems and research tasks. The ideological commitment of the work-
ing class research also posed problems. Thus, a number of applied projects on the 
working class were implemented during the 1970s, but the setting of tasks was 
related to its role in the development of socialist relations, the influence of this 
class on the success of “building communism” [18, p. 29; 25, p. 9; 8, p. 14; 13, 
p. 21, 15, p. 24; 7, p. 13; 10, p. 18; 17, p. 30].

Already in the 1980s the subject-matter began to change gradually; there were 
attempts to study the transformation of the class of the hired workers in the sphere 
of material production, their creative potential, and real role in the life of the soci-
ety [11, p. 19; 19, p. 25; 18, p. 28]. In the 1990s, the concept of the “working class” 
virtually ceased to exist in Russian sociology. Despite this, the “working” topic did 
not disappear completely from Russian studies. A number of articles and disserta-
tions appeared reflecting the real situation and the real problems of industrial 
workers in the transforming Russia [22, p. 33; 23; 24, p. 8; 14; 16; 6].

In the second half of the 20th century, the notion of a “new working class” ap-
peared in Western sociology to designate a particular stratum. The new working 
class differed from the traditional working class by a higher level of education, 
engagement in technologically complex labor and their social intentions focused 
on the problems of power and management, unlike the old working class who was 
engaged only in solving economic problems. For the first time the term new work-
ing class was used by S. Malle (1963), followed by A. Touraine, A. Hertz, Bloun-
er, Galli and others. 

The ideas of the active participation of highly skilled workers in production 
management, increasing influence of trade unions, workers’ control over production 
and their growing political consciousness have not been confirmed in the globaliz-
ing capitalism and did not correspond to the realities of the modern world. On the 
contrary, current realities demonstrated tendencies towards increasing inequality, 
successful policies of global capitalism in separating the working class, preventing 
development of political organizations, and reducing the role of trade unions.

Meanwhile, the working class has inevitably changed alongside capitalism itself. 
It is quite obvious that nowadays neither industrial workers nor those employed in 
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the real sector of the economy are methodologically sufficient to be included in the 
working class. Probably, that part of the hired workers which belongs to the service 
sector (in its broadest sense) is also part of the new working class. Moreover, it is 
the service working class (grey-collar workers) that today shows the greatest growth 
dynamics: their number in the countries with developed market economies already 
exceeds the number of the workers employed in traditional industrial sectors.

Revitalization of the “working class” problematics requires the solution of not 
only applied tasks related to studying the real situation of industrial workers, but 
also comprehensive research and theoretical underpinning for using the class ap-
proach in modern Russia. We have analyzed the features of the class and stratifi-
cation approaches to the explanation of the social structure of contemporary Rus-
sian society and offer our own definition of the new working class (the co-author 
of the proposed definition is T. V. Gavriliuk, the head of the above-mentioned 
project). It is a group of hired workers employed in all spheres of material produc-
tion and service, whose labor, in content and nature, is routinized and segmented; 
they do not participate in management and have no ownership rights in the enter-
prise (organization) they work. As a rule, these are workers without higher educa-
tion. They are beyond the organizational authority and control; the degree of their 
freedom and powers in the organizational structures are limited; they practically 
do not affect any planning, organization or control of labor. The key difference in 
the new working class is not its place in the system of state power relations—prox-
imity to the sources of the centralized resource distribution, but their relation to 
property ownership rights and participation in the management of a particular en-
terprise” [3, p. 25].

This class includes not only hired workers employed in industrial production (as 
is still considered a priori in Russian sociology), but also the ever-growing group 
of hired service workers. To this day, in theoretical sociology and especially in 
applied research, workers are considered to be only a part of the traditional (indus-
trial) class. Stable nature of employment and a mandatory formal labor contract 
are not class-forming attributes for the new working class i.e. it also includes a 
certain percentage of the precariat that meets the basic characteristics. One of the 
arguments proving the erosion of social classes is often the fact of ownership of a 
certain number of shares of the enterprises by their employees. In our opinion, if 
the owner of the shares cannot influence the company’s policy, then their presence 
does not affect their social class status. Even with the shares of their companies, 
workers do not actually participate in organizational decision making, still remain-
ing only employees.

The nature of youth employment in the new working class and its dynamics in 
the Urals Federal District in the last decade demonstrate consolidation of class 
positions and a rather low social mobility (see Table 1). We analyzed youth em-
ployment based on the results of the household monitoring projects conducted by 
the National Research University Higher School of Economics. For the purposes 
of our project we identified only the households in the Urals Federal District as the 
subject of the research.
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Such surveys have been conducted in Russia as a whole and in its regions since 
1992. Their goal is to obtain “information on the number and composition of the 
workforce (employed and unemployed), the level of participation in the workforce, 
the level of employment and unemployment and their dynamics in the administra-
tive units of the Russian Federation. The selection units are private households; 
the observation units are persons aged 15 to 72–members of these households. 
During each survey, about 70 thousand people are polled” [12].

The overwhelming majority of the working youth employed in the formal sector 
of economy (the situation is the same for the village and the city) work full time, 
have one main place of employment and no second jobs. The position of the young 
people aged 15-19 is somewhat different: slightly less than 90% of them are full-
time workers (in 2010 and 2015). Employment structure in the informal sector 
looks less uniform. In this sector, about 2/3 of the working youth are employed 
full-time, and about 1/4 have second jobs; and less than 60% of the respondents 
work full time in the villages, while almost 30% (about 1/3 in 2010) have a second 
job. The situation in the informal youth employment sector remained almost un-
changed from 2010 to 2015. The exception is the situation in the age group 15-19.

With this in mind, the structure of Russian society can be presented not only in 
the categories of stratification theory, but also justified within the framework of the 

Table 1. The employment and availability of additional work in the formal and informal 
sectors among urban and rural youth of the Ural Federal District (by age group, %) *

Age groups
Main job Second jobFull-time Part-time Flexi-time

2010 2015 2010 2015 2010 2015 2010 2015
Formal sector

15-29 years old 97.11 97.57 2.09 0.79 0 1.28 0.8 0.36
15-19 years old 88.64 88.96 9.85 6.49 0 3.25 1.52 1.3
20-24 years old 97.15 97.51 1.96 0.81 0 1.19 0.89 0.49
25-29 years old 97.62 97.94 1.69 0.55 0 1.24 0.69 0.26
City  
(15-29 years old) 97.39 97.99 1.9 0.7 0 0.94 0.71 0.37

Village  
(15-29 years old) 96.37 96.39 2.58 1.05 0 2.23 1.04 0.33

Informal sector
15-29 years old 64.94 62.56 6.53 3.75 0 6.12 28.53 27.57
15-19 years old 46.96 28.74 10.43 11.49 0 2.3 42.61 57.47
20-24 years old 67.17 64.65 7.17 4.84 0 7.99 25.66 22.52
25-29 years old 66.39 65.43 5.25 2.2 0 5.51 28.36 26.86
City  
(15-29 years old) 69.17 66.04 5.18 2.87 0 4.49 25.65 26.59

Village  
(15-29 years old) 57.21 56 9.01 5.41 0 9.18 33.78 29.41

* Source: [12].
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class approach. It includes the following main classes: large shareholders, the mid-
dle class (small and medium businesses, managers, including public officials, in-
tellectuals and creative workers), the new working class, the underclass.

Of course, the class structure of any society, including contemporary Russian 
one, does not deny the existence of non-class social groups: schoolchildren, college 
students, asocial groups including criminal, etc.

Nowadays, in global and national sociology, the class approach is most clearly 
reflected in the controversy over the birth of a new social class—the precariat [20], 
which, according to some researchers, replaces the traditional working class. The 
author’s definition of the precariat as a “new dangerous class” is not represented 
in G. Standing’s work, but he describes its distinctive features. 

G. Standing emphasizes the fundamental differences between the precariat and 
the traditional working class. He sees the main differences in the concept of “se-
curity which includes 1) labor market security; 2) job security; 3) labor guarantee; 
4) labor safety; 5) qualification reproduction; 6) income security; 7) the security 
of expression” [20, p. 10]. Other differences are related to the participation of these 
classes in social distribution and peculiarities of their occupational identity. 

The precariat lacks occupational identity. This is expressed in the absence of 
career growth and class solidarity prospects. “The precariat does not feel as part 
of a solidarized labor community” [20, p. 12]. Considering the precariat as a new 
class, G. Standing determines its place and relationship with the other social groups. 
Contemporary class structure consists of four main groups: the elite—a small lay-
er of “absurdly wealthy citizens who are able to impose their decisions on any 
government”; “salariat”—those in stable full-time employment; professionals and, 
finally, the surviving industrial working class experiencing decline and loss of the 
sense of solidarity. 

“A new class, the precariat, is actively developing in the new social structure. 
It consists of many disadvantaged people living an uncertain and insecure life, 
working irregularly and constantly changing jobs without any prospects for 
professional growth” [20, p. 7].

In contrast to the stand of Standing, 2011, the methodological approach of Russian 
sociologists is vaguer: from recognizing the precariat as a new class to the complete 
denial of its class features. Zh. T. Toshchenko, who published the monograph “Pre-
cariat: From Prototype to New Class” in 2018, shares G. Standing’s ideas [21].

Despite the popularity of unstable forms of labor relationships, we do not con-
sider the precariat a new social class. In our opinion, the precariat is now becoming 
part of the new working class reflecting global stability and radical changes in 
labor relations. Treating the precariat as a separate new element of the social struc-
ture or as a new social class, we shift the research emphasis from the process of 
precarisation of all wage labor and global changes in labor relationships in the 21st 
century. Precarisation extends to almost all layers of employees regardless of the 
nature of their work, level of education and employment. Precarisation is a wide-
spread phenomenon of global labor and economic relations in all countries with 
market economies.
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Following G. Standing, domestic sociologists are trying to identify the danger 
of the precariat. Young Russian people, graduates of higher professional education 
institutions, are at risk: according to official data, up to 10% of university graduates 
cannot find employment. Thus, actual social risks are associated with this group:

1. The danger of deprofessionalisation of young professionals who are not in 
demand at the start of their careers as representatives of their profession.

2. The lack of desire among the precariat to accumulate human capital, improve 
their skills, change something in their working life.

3. The precariat is most common in the service sector, trade. Its representatives 
are engaged in the field of manual labor and services.

4. Most of the precariat today are citizens of Russia (by birth), in contrast to 
the developed western countries where this social stratum is replenished 
mainly by migrants.

5. Precariat representatives avoid any innovations and are not ready for chang-
es in their employment behavior considering instability and temporality of 
employment as a sign of time and fluidity as the standard of existence [4, 
p. 103-106].

The global social trends in the changing forms of employment alongside the 
transformation of the formally and permanently employed wage earners into pre-
cariously employed was noted by Western researchers in the twenty-first century 
[1]. Precarisation as a process of quantitative and qualitative change in employment 
concerns the majority of modern employees. This process is especially painful in 
Russia, where for many decades previous generations not only had the right to 
work, but were also legally obligated to work. Formalized employment was ac-
companied by the social guarantees of the employee’s job security and stability as 
well as “confidence in the future”.

The issue of the preсariat was raised again in the sociological community by the 
Russian government. In April 2013 at the international conference “Modernization 
of Economy and the Society”, Deputy Prime Minister O. Golodets stated that 38 
million able-bodied Russians are employed in the “non-legitimized labor market,” 
“it’s not clear where and how they are employed” [5]. 

This prompted domestic researchers to conduct a “revision” of the Russian wage 
labor market. It revealed that about 30% of Russians are in precarious employment 
[4, p. 101]. The fact of non-stable insecure employment does not allow us to con-
fidently assert the 30% share of the precariat in the contemporary social structure. 
This is only the starting point for the study of the actual transformation of the labor 
market, employment, and new forms of wage labor. 

Short-time and part-time employment, freelancing, housework, self-employment, 
contracted work, and other forms of modern labor can hardly be categorized as 
precariat. All the more, one cannot argue that all those who are in unstable employ-
ment form a certain class. Z. T. Golenkova considers the precariat to be a certain 
social stratum. One can agree with her in determining deprivation as the basic 
criterion of belonging to this group.
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“Only those representatives of informal wage labor who are subjected to dep-
rivation can be considered the precariat. The necessary condition is the forced 
nature of informal employment. The imposition of temporary employment on 
the individual, deprivation of his/her freedom of choice, his/her leasing or ex-
ternalization – all these events are signs of precarious social and labor relations” 
[4, p. 101].

It should be noted that Russian state authorities are much concerned with pre-
carisation of Russian employees.

January 1, 2016, a law prohibiting non-standard forms of employment namely, 
externalization, outsourcing and staff leasing in all their forms, came into force.

The process of precarisation of wage labor is particularly pronounced in the 
characteristics of the contemporary, new working class of Russia. These charac-
teristics are associated with the loss of class solidarity and erosion of class identi-
ty. Some features of class self-consciousness of working youth, which we identified 
in our empirical study, are shown in Table 2.

The contradictory assessments and exactly opposite statements of the respond-
ents characterize the vagueness of class consciousness and absence of class iden-
tity. This is particularly evident in their assessment of life prospects. Recognizing 
that being a worker (craftsman) is beneficial, they are nevertheless confident that 
their position is “not for the entire life”. More than 70% of young workers are 
confident that “tomorrow” a worker can become a successful businessman. The 
call for class solidarity (“must fight”–86.2%) is immediately refuted (42.3%–“there 
is no working class”). The signs of unstable class identity even more clearly demon-
strate the attitude of the working youth to their own class and representatives of 
other social strata (Table 3).

Table 2. The class identity attributes of the new working class youth

Attributes Agree  
(% surveyed)

Disagree  
(% surveyed)

Today being a worker, a professional, is profitable. 73.4 26.6
Working people have always been the majority, they are 
the basis of any society. 75.1 24.8

The new working class today is the only force capable 
of boosting the country’s economy. 53.1 46.9

Being a worker today is prestigious. 36.2 63.8
Workers today are those who could not achieve anything 
in their lives. 19.2 80.8

Workers are the most powerless part of society. 27.4 72.6
Workers must fight for their rights, defend their interests 
in relations with employers. 86.2 13.8

There is no working class today; everyone who is 
employed is in completely different conditions. 42.3 57.7

Today’s worker may be a successful businessman 
tomorrow. 70.7 29.2
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Table 3. The attitude towards the representatives of different professions and groups  
(% of the respondents)

With respect,  
would like to be  

one of them
With respect Indifferent Rather 

negatively

Businessmen 35.3 38.6 23.1 3.1
Workers 8.8 78.9 11.7 0.6
Artists, actors 10.1 56.5 30.5 2.8
Scientists 8.9 67.5 21.0 2.6
Officials 8.0 32.2 37.2 22.6
Managers 6.4 43.6 45.9 4.1
Designers 10.4 48.5 38.3 2.8
Military personnel 13.1 68.1 16.7 2.1
Policemen 9.5 56.0 29.2 5.3
Teachers 7.5 79.5 11.8 1.2
Doctors 8.0 81.4 9.3 1.3
Musicians 7.3 53.5 35.8 3.4
Migrant workers 2.1 20.4 42.5 35.0
Crime bosses 4.6 16.6 35.4 43.4
Politicians 4.6 26.0 41.6 27.8
Sales Consultants 3.2 44.4 45.2 7.2
Bankers, Financiers 6.9 41.9 43.7 7.4
IT specialists, programmers 6.1 50.8 38.2 4.9

Table 4. The distribution of the answers to the question “How long are you going  
to work in your current profession?” (groups of respondents, %).
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By sex
Males 57.5 54.3 41.4 61 47.8 100
Females 42.5 45.7 58.6 39 52.2 100
By age groups
15-19 years old 21.5 28.2 38 41.5 34.2 100
20-24 years old 38.7 35.5 35..7 25.4 30.6 100
25-29 years old 39.8 36.4 26.3 33.1 35.1 100

Groups of respondents by field of employment
Industry 50.2 54.3 33.1 48.3 44 100
Service sector 49.8 45.7 66.9 51.7 56 100

Groups of respondents by residence
Cities 71.3 87.4 77.1 87.3 70.1 100
Rural areas 28.7 12.6 22.9 12.7 29.9 100
In general, all 
respondents 17.3 22.6 23.2 7.8 29.2 100
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Along with the traditional high rating in the public mind of the professions of 
teachers, doctors, scientists and the revived respect for the military (from 67.5% 
to 81.4%; 8—13% do not exclude the possibility of becoming one of these), the 
span of assessments of the “worker” status is remarkable in itself. Almost 80% of 
respondents indicated that they treat workers “with respect,” but only 8.8% would 
like to retain their current status. This implies the severest identity crisis among 
working-class youth and lack of prospects for the growth of class-awareness. The 
instability of class identity is also manifested in the evaluation of perspectives and 
professional affiliation (Table 4).

Professional identity of working youth, according to the distribution of the re-
spondents’ answers, is unstable and contradictory. This indicates instability of class 
identity and unformed class consciousness.

CONCLUSION
Nowadays, the working class as the main element of the social structure is not a 
return to the proletariat of the past centuries: it is a new large social class that is 
emerging in the course of the social differentiation of new owners and new em-
ployees in the real sector of the economy and service.

The social status and social position of the new Russian working class differ 
significantly from these characteristics of the traditional working class, the “Sovi-
et working class”. The Soviet period in the history of the country was characterized 
by the recognition of the working class as the source of everything progressive and 
positive (even in the sphere of moral relations); it was the backbone of state policy. 
The new working class is still being formed as an actual social group. Its social 
role and status do not allow us to claim that nowadays it is turning from a “class 
in itself” into a “class for itself”. At the same time, it is the new working class that 
represents a new large social group of employees who are exploited and alienated.
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INTRODUCTION
The end of the 20th century was marked by the penetration of digital technologies 
into all spheres of human life. They rapidly changed them and contributed to the 
emergence of qualitatively new types of social relations. The Internet has given 
people almost unlimited possibilities for transferring and processing information 
and performing transactions that were previously made only in the physical world, 
for example banking.

However, not all activity in the Internet can be viewed as positive. Certain ac-
tivities within the network can lead to negative consequences and impacts on cer-
tain spheres of life.

The relative novelty of the social relations realized through the social networks 
in the Internet and the deficiency of legal and regulatory framework give rise to 
problems and risks associated with cyber-crime. The popularity and continuous 
development of social networks in the Internet promote new types of socially dan-
gerous actions and transform traditional crimes.

Internet fraud is one of the most frequently encountered crimes manifesting 
themselves in various forms online. Despite the fact that online fraud was first 
reported a long time ago, as the Internet is becoming more accessible every year, 
more and more types of online fraud are appearing. However, the measures of fraud 
prevention and correction are mainly contradictory and fragmented. They can 
hardly address the newest forms of criminality.

High-quality legal and regulatory environment in the Internet-based social net-
works requires an interdisciplinary study of all emerging threats on their platforms. 
Fraud is one of the most frequent and possibly dangerous threats. This paper at-
tempts to address the problem of development of quality measures for online fraud 
protection and prevention using the sociological analysis.

MAIN PART
The social network as a sociological concept appeared as far back as in the middle 
of the twentieth century. However, over more than sixty years it has undergone a 
great transformation of meanings. The first websites did not suppose any connec-
tion either between the user and the network administrator, or between the users. 
Users remained anonymous consumers of the content offered by the administrators. 
Various feedback tools appeared gradually with new technological advancements. 
Initially, there were functions of voting and commenting; then communication 
services developed in the form of conferences, chats, etc. [15, p. 111]. Thus, grad-
ually, websites began to turn into sort of virtual social networks.

In general, virtual social networks are a form of virtual social space which can 
be defined as a virtual social structure populated with virtual social groups, virtual 
personalities, and virtual individuals. Therefore, any online community where us-
ers communicate and exchange information can be considered as a social network. 
These communities are most often formed on the basis of common interests, out-
looks, and values.

In the second half of the 20th century, scientists, primarily Western, initiated mul-
tiple studies of social networks to better understand online interactions. They ana-
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lyzed the structure of the relationships in social networks and the actions of users 
who create and modify these structures. Such studies were even more popular at the 
beginning of the twenty-first century. (See, for example, the works by B. Hogan) [7], 
D. M. Boyd (1) and many others.). Ten years ago, N. G. Fielding and R. M. Lee ed-
ited the fundamental Handbook of Online Research Methods [5]. Therefore, it is 
difficult to disagree with A. A. Morozova that complete theories have been produced 
from social network analysis stating that websites are one of the attributes of the 
information society, that they form a special communicative space with its own char-
acteristics and differences from real world interaction [9, p. 201-202].

The interaction on social networking sites is a series of contacts between user 
profiles, implemented in the social network as “friendship”. Ye. G. Efimov rightly 
points out that these contacts “allow network users to create public or semi-public 
profiles within the limits imposed by the system, define groups of other users with 
whom they can communicate and share information, view and link their contacts, 
messages, likes, etc.” [4, p. 27].

Despite all the specifics of virtual relationships, they still remain the relationship 
between man and man, man and group or group and group, to which human laws 
and rules [12, p. 128-129], behavioral attitudes and needs still apply [14]. In addi-
tion, despite the advantages of social networks, their main drawbacks are anonym-
ity and impersonality, which can entail dangers and risks of various kinds, includ-
ing various fraudulent activities.

A rather large amount of personal information voluntarily placed in online social 
networks brings to the fore the problem of information security and protection 
against unlawful attacks on the data stored in such networks, as well as intellectu-
al, financial and physical property.

The importance of information security threats is emphasized by the Doctrine 
of Information Security of the Russian Federation, which defines the following 
“main types of threats:

 � to constitutional human and civil rights and freedoms with regard to the 
receipt and use of information; privacy in the use of information technolo-
gies, … interaction between the State and civil society; as well as applying 
information technologies for the preservation of cultural, historical, spiritual 
and moral values of the multi-ethnic people of the Russian Federation;

 � to the sustainable and smooth operation of the information infrastructure, 
primarily of the critical information infrastructure of the Russian Federation;

 � to the development of the sector of information technologies and electronics 
in the Russian Federation and improving the performance of production, 
research and scientific and technological community to develop, produce, 
and operate information security means and provide information security 
services meeting the needs of the domestic market and entering the world 
market, as well as ensuring the accumulation, preservation, and efficient use 
of domestic information resources;

 � threats to the security of information and telecommunication means and sys-
tems, both deployed and in the process of creation on the territory of Russia”[2].
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One of the main types of online crimes most often committed on social network-
ing sites and directly connected with the security of information and personal data 
is internet-fraud. With the development of information technologies and the emer-
gence of social networking sites as the main platforms for interaction on the Inter-
net, fraudulent actions have changed their nature based on certain properties and 
functions of the virtual environment.

Social networking sites attract various kinds of fraudsters because their audience 
is constantly and rapidly growing. Their users are free to spread information re-
maining anonymous. Site administrators have practically no control over the users 
which means that communication on the website is almost unregulated.

In addition, these sites are characterized by a number of features which togeth-
er form a set of favorable conditions for online crime growth. They include:

1. First, anonymity which can be created with certain (often quite simple and 
basic) skills and knowledge. The opportunities for anonymous access to 
social networks not only generate a large amount of dangerous information, 
spam and advertising, but also a sense of freedom and impunity, encourag-
ing fraudulent schemes within the network.

2. Secondly, the speed of actions and information transfer provided by social 
networks. It allows fast delivery of messages, electronic payments and com-
mercial operations. The speed and easy access to such operations applies 
virtually to the entire Internet space and creates a delay from the moment a 
criminal act is committed until the user realizes that s/he has become a victim. 
This, in turn, can imply that there will be no consequences for the perpetrator.

3. Thirdly, the lack of effective legal regulation and security of Internet pay-
ments and Internet banking including cyber payment services and transfers.

4. Fourthly, the cross-border nature of social networks and, hence, the crimes 
committed on their platforms. The fraud perpetrator and their victims may 
be located in different cities, regions and countries. The differences in the 
legislation and territories can complicate capturing of the criminal and let 
him/her commit more crimes in several places at the same time.

Thus, social networks create a favorable environment for fraud perpetrators who 
use increasingly sophisticated methods of committing criminal offences. Current-
ly, the punishment for online fraud is provided for by art. 159 of the Criminal Code 
of the Russian Federation. Nevertheless, fraud incidents are widespread and con-
tinue to increase in frequency.

Fraud is generally defined in modern scholarly publications as: 
“any deprivation of another person’s property by deception, betrayal of public 
trust, misappropriation, embezzlement and property damage through deception 
or abuse of trust using computer hardware” [6, p. 445]; 
“unlawful intentional distortion, alteration or disclosure of data with the purpose 
of obtaining benefits (usually in cash) using a computer system that is used to 
commit or cover a single or serial crimes” [8, p. 62], 

etc. Each existing definition reveals certain aspects of this type of online crime.
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This type of crime in social networks is the result of the interaction within the 
most unprotected sphere of public relations. Unlike any other type of computer 
related crimes, fraudulent actions are most noteworthy because, in essence, they 
are directed neither at the computer or other means of transmitting information, 
but directly at the person. Most fraudsters aim at monetary gain by deception or 
abuse of trust. Most often, criminals commit such actions that are almost impossi-
ble to distinguish from the goods and services offered on the Internet by legal en-
trepreneurs and firms. Thus, they not only cause damage to users, but also undermine 
the reputation and credibility of legitimate commercial activities on the Web.

Fraud on social networking sites has, according to I. A. Nikitina, two compo-
nents: technological and communicative. The first implies plotting a crime and 
using the Internet environment to cover it up (for example, creating anonymity) 
and receiving money from the user without directly contacting him or her. The 
second includes putting the potential victim under psychological pressure and 
making him/her act in the interests of the fraudster [11, p. 122].

An important aspect of information security is to prevent and counter the use of 
social networking sites for fraudulent purposes. This becomes a daunting task in 
the modern dynamically developing world. Researchers believe that today there 
are no effective measures to prevent fraud on the Internet. Therefore the responsi-
bility to exercise reasonable caution lies with the users who want to make their 
actions on the Internet as secure as possible [3].

Among the possible measures aimed at protecting social network users, we can 
distinguish three categories: measures taken by the administrators of social net-
works; measures taken by commercial organizations that may incur risks in the 
event of fraud; and measures that ordinary users can take [10, p. 71].

Based on the foregoing, fraud on social networking sites can be considered one 
of the most common and dangerous illegal actions in the Internet environment. It 
has various forms and features and changes with the development of technology 
creating threats for both ordinary users and commercial organizations. It has be-
come a problem at the national and even international levels. In addition, it has a 
dangerous social and psychological impact on the users who have encountered it.

We conducted a sociological survey of Internet users in order to study their 
awareness and attitude to fraudulent actions on social networking sites. The sample 
for this survey included those Internet users who are registered on the websites of 
the following social networks: VKontakte, Odnoklassniki, Instagram, YouTube, 
Facebook, and Twitter. The so-called instant messengers—instant messaging sys-
tems for text, audio and video messaging (for example, Telegram, WhatsApp)–were 
not taken into account in the study.

The number of the users of the social network VKontakte (488,810,000) in ac-
cordance with the Catalog of VKontakte users [16] was considered as the volume 
of the entire population since almost all Russian users of social networks are reg-
istered in this network. In this case, with a confidence interval of 5 and a confidence 
probability of 95%, the minimum sample size of the respondents must be 385 re-
spondents in order to get reliable and representative results. The calculation of the 
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sample took into account the age distribution of the users. In addition, the ques-
tionnaire included questions formulated to identify the reason for registering and 
using the social networking sites, the level of user confidence in the interlocutors 
and site administrators and the relevance of the problem of fraud.

During the empirical study, 428 people were interviewed. The survey was 
launched on the Google Forms platform which is an online service for creating 
feedback forms that include questionnaires, surveys, online testing, and registration 
forms.

This technical tool is easy to use and has a number of advantages for conducting 
empirical research:

 � simplicity and clarity of the interface for the respondents;
 � free of charge and round-the-clock access to the data from various devices;
 � possibility to publish links on various platforms, including social networking 
sites;

 � providing possibility to download the received data in various formats suit-
able for Microsoft Excel and the statistical data processing package–SPSS.

Altogether, 1 093 Internet users took part in the survey in May 2018.
The results of the sociological survey can be divided into four parts: basic in-

formation, personal data, threats of fraud and the influence of the user’s field of 
education.

The age distribution of the majority of the respondents is 14–28, which corresponds 
to the official statistics of the user audience of the social networks presented in the 
survey. Thus, the sample can be considered as representative [11] (Fig. 1).

Fig. 1. Age distribution of social networks’ users
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Almost all respondents are registered on various social networking sites. The 
overwhelming majority did it on their own, and only a small portion of the respond-
ents admitted that they entrusted this process to their relatives and friends.

However, even the presence of this aggregate (less than 5%) may indicate that 
a certain percentage of users of social networking sites are more susceptible to 
dangers and risks of hacking, since registration by an outsider often leads to shar-
ing of passwords and makes the user vulnerable to cybersecurity threats such as 
social and psychological pressure (Fig. 2).

The most popular among the Russian users of social networking sites is VKon-
takte. The second place goes to YouTube – a social media platform built on the 
principle of a social network. The social network for sharing photos and videos 
Instagram ranks third in popularity. Given the specifics of the social media and net-
works aimed at visual data, it can be assumed that, during registering on these sites, 
anonymity is more difficult to maintain than on the classic examples of social net-
working sites such as VKontakte, Facebook or Odnoklassniki (Table 1).

The survey revealed the information related to personal data by asking questions 
aimed at identifying the data which users most frequently post on the networks 
taking into account the degree of privacy of their user profiles and information 
disclosure behavior in relation to the other users of this network or the Internet.

The most pertinent information, which most often enters the network through 
voluntary publication, is photographs (which is not surprising, given the large num-
ber of Instagram users). However there is a large percentage of those people who do 
not publish any data in open access. This can be explained both by the lack of need 
and by the desire to maintain complete anonymity on the network (Tables 2-3).

Fig. 2. Distribution of users registered in social networks according to the survey results
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Table 1. Popularity of social networks among users
Which social network do you use? % of observations
Facebook 10
VKontakte 96
Twitter 21
Tumblr 8
Odnoklassniki 4
LiveJournal 0
Ask.fm 7
Instagram 47
YouTube 62
Use none 0

Table 2. Published average data by sample
The data published by the users % of observations
photo 65
telephone number 12
address 3
location 10
family status 6
Information about their work 12
Do not post anything 31

Table 3. Published data by different age groups
The published data Up to 14 14-20 21-28 29-45 46-55 56 and older
photo 1 33 24 5 2 1
telephone number 0 5 5 1 1 0
address 0 1 1 1 0 0
location 0 4 4 1 1 1
family status 0 2 1 1 0 0
Information about their work 0 4 6 2 1 0
Do not post anything 0 16 9 4 1 1
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Also, in most cases, users leave their profiles on the social network open. How-
ever, older users tend to grant selective or restricted access to their profiles (Fig. 3), 
which may indicate their greater caution and can be explained by previous online 
fraud experiences (Fig. 4).

To learn about the users’ perception of fraud threats on social networking sites, 
we asked questions about their attitudes to this phenomenon and relevant personal 
experience (what threats affect the users’ activities on the network; the users’ ex-
perience of social media fraud; whether they consider themselves protected).

Most users are disturbed by threats of both human and technological nature 
(Fig. 5). However, the percentage of people who noted threats related to human 
activities and directed at the users (for example, fraud) is almost twice the percent-
age of those who chose technological threats aimed at destroying their computer 
system (e.g. viruses) (Fig. 6).

When distributed by age categories, the value of the “technological threats” 
variable begins to decrease and the value of the variable that says that users are not 
worried about any of the listed types of threats (Fig. 5) rises. This situation may be 
associated with a lower awareness of the older generation of the users in compar-
ison with the younger ones who get access to social networks at an early age.

Fig. 3. Profile privacy specifics by age

0%

19%

9%

4%

1% 1%
1%

18%

13%

2%
1%

12%

10%

4%

1% 1%
0%

1%

0% 0% 0%
0

20

40

60

80

100

14 and 
younger    

From 14
to 20

From 21
to 28

From 29 
to 45

From 46
to 55

55 and
older

N
um

be
r

Age

Your profile...

is open to all Internet 
users

is open only to the users 
of this network

is open only to those 
network users whom you 
granted access

closed to all except you

SIBERIAN SOCIUM

50 vol. 2  |  no 4  |  2018

SS A. I. Kukhto, A. V. Maltseva, pp. 42-58



Fig. 4. Respondents’ perceptions of the impact of threats depending on the age
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Fig. 5. Respondents’ perceptions about the fraudulent threats’ economic impact  
on user activity on social networks
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Table 4. Distribution of threats depending on the social network, preferred by a respondent

Social network

Types of threats

Concerned 
about man 

made threats

Concerned 
about 

technological 
threats 

Concerned 
equally about 
both types of 

threats

Are not 
concerned Total

Facebook 25 14 39 23 100
VKontakte 24 13 39 23 100
Twitter 21 12 49 17 100
Tumblr 17 20 46 17 100
Odnoklassniki 20 13 53 13 100
LiveJournal 0 0 0 100 100
Ask.fm 3 17 73 7 100
Instagram 26 13 44 17 100
YouTube 26 11 39 24 100
Use none 0 50 0 50 100
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The distribution of the user attitudes towards threats depending on their preferred 
social networking sites (Table 4) is also quite interesting. In this case, the number 
of the people who have noted man-made threats also prevails for almost all the 
social networks. The only exceptions are the users of Tumblr and Ask.fm, which 
can be explained by the greater openness of these networks and fewer data secu-
rity technologies (for example, registration confirmation via e-mail is not necessary 
for registering on the Ask.fm network).

When comparing the percentage of the users who have encountered fraud during 
their activity in the social networks (Fig. 7), one can see no direct correlation. The 
number of the respondents who have personally encountered online fraud and are 
now worried or not worried about the problem of human threats is approximately 
the same.

From the charts described above, it can be noted that, in general, regardless of 
the age, preferred social network or fraud experience, the majority of the users 
are worried about threats from human activities. This indicates that fraud preven-
tion on social networking sites is a common growing concern and site adminis-
trators together with the authorities and the users themselves shall deal with the 
problem. Since the legislation in the area in question is underdeveloped, as well 
as the technology solutions to fight cybercrime, the dialogue seems to be the most 
successful strategy.

Fig. 6. Distribution of respondents’ views on the nature of threats
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Threats associated with the loss of financial resources are called an urgent prob-
lem by a third of the social networks users (Fig. 8). Figure 9 shows an interesting 
distribution of the values: 26% of the respondents consider the problem of fraud 
in social networks relevant; they encountered it personally; 37% of the respondents 
personally experienced fraud, but they believe that it was an accident and ignore 
the risks; 12% have never been fraud victims, but assessed the risks as relevant. 
This group is most secure. Many of them treat online payment services and plat-
forms offered by various social networks with caution; 25% of the respondents, in 
our opinion, constitute a risk group, since these users have not personally encoun-
tered the problem and do not consider it critical, which may result in reckless online 
behavior (Fig. 9).

Despite the high frequency of fraud on the social networking sites as well as the 
fraud-related negative experience of some users, for most it is not relevant, which 
may again be due to the respondents’ low awareness of the potential online dangers 
(Fig. 9).

Among the respondents who have experienced fraud on the social networking 
sites, the majority believe that they were poorly protected against various kinds 
of criminal actions (identity theft or breach of trust) by the site administrators 
(Fig. 10).

This empirical study allowed us to identify a number of trends in the users’ at-
titude to this phenomenon and its influence on their activities within the social 
network.

First, the majority of the users tend to consider human threats within the social 
networks to be the most dangerous for themselves. Obviously, the problem of 
technological threats is being gradually and successfully solved through the crea-
tion and improvement of various technologies (for example, antivirus or cleaning 
programs). The problems of fraud and breach of trust have not been much elabo-
rated on and are currently requiring further investigation and solution.

Secondly, a significant number of the users encountered fraudulent activities on 
the social networking sites directly or indirectly, which implies that the phenome-
non is common on the Internet and on various platforms, regardless of the country 
of origin and the attempts of the social network administrators to mitigate risks. 
Fraud is a transnational phenomenon, therefore, in order to find a solution to this 
problem, there is a need for consistency between the law enforcement and govern-
mental systems of different countries.

Thirdly, the potential threats associated with money transfers do not allow the 
respondents to use freely all the features and services of the social networks.

Fourth, despite the widespread occurrence of fraud on the social networking 
sites, more than 60% of the users do not consider the problem of online fraudulent 
activities relevant to themselves. They tend to reason like “it will not affect me”. 
Based on these statistics we can assume low user awareness, literacy, and infor-
mation culture. Thus, it is important to timely disseminate information related to 
certain types of fraud and fraud prevention on the social networking sites.
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Fig. 7. Distribution of the nature of threats according to the personal user experience
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Fig. 9. Distribution of user opinions on the urgency of fraud according to their personal experience
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Fig. 10. Distribution of the sense of security according to the personal experience of users
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CONCLUSION
Social networking sites are becoming an integral part of people’s lives. Their 
importance is continuously growing in all spheres of modern social life. How-
ever, the influence of social networks on social development remains ambiguous. 
On the one hand, online networks facilitate active communication between peo-
ple, rapid transfer of information and access to the resources necessary for the 
successful life of the individual and meeting his/her needs. On the other hand, 
virtual communication is different from the real one. It is less subject to control 
and regulation, which can give rise to all sorts of risks and threats associated with 
the loss of personal data and formation of various deviant behavior patterns in 
individuals.

Interaction on social networking sites remains one of the most unprotected types 
of human relationships, creating ever new security threats, both technical and, to 
a greater extent, man-made. Despite the development of technology and knowledge 
society, the overall level of erudition and education, which should be increasing 
every year, is not high enough. At the moment not all social network users are 
competent in the field of information literacy and personal data protection. Many 
of them do not consider it necessary to restrict public access to their personal in-
formation which can be used by criminals for gaining money profit or against the 
owners themselves. In addition, a large number of the users believe online fraud 
and overall cyber security do not have anything to do with them personally.

Computer fraud today is massive; and in most cases fraudulent actions through 
direct interaction with the user mean the attacker’s expected outcome will be pos-
itive. Fraud on social networking sites develops dynamically, is geographically 
distributed and has a latent character, which makes legal regulation difficult and 
forces the average user to take full responsibility for protecting their own person-
al data and finances.
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Abstract. The authors commemorate the anniversary of the famous Russian sociologist Gennady F. 
Shafranov-Kutsev in this article, studying his concept of modernization of vocational education (pre-
cisely, its essence, modernization directions, features, problems, contradictions, and prospects). Using 
this concept, the authors plan to deepen the methodology and interpretation of the students’ monitoring 
results in the Sverdlovsk Region (1995-2016). The object of study remained the same at all monitoring 
stages—the third year university students in the Sverdlovsk Region. During the monitoring and forming 
the sample, an essential feature was the students’ major field of study: engineering, natural sciences, 
humanities, and social economics. The sample size reflected the overall growth in the students’ num-
ber: N1995 = 851; N1999 = 994; N2003 = 954; N2007 = 1,210; N2009 = 1,495; N2012 = 1,802; N2016 = 1,827. 
The monitoring material and methods have already been published, discussing the details of analysis 
and identifying the main trends. This article focuses on mapping the monitoring results to G. F. Sha-
franov-Kutsev’s modernization concept and Tyumen researchers’ results of particular interest is the 
problem of students’ admission into universities, quality of education, formation of innovative potential 
of future specialists, and the conditions for its actualization. The authors conclude with a proposal for 
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a more in-depth study of the contribution of Ural and Siberian sociologists to the development of the 
national sociology of education and youth.
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INTRODUCTION
The monitoring program Social and Cultural Development of Students in the Sverd-
lovsk Region (1995-2016) was constantly improved and deepened, and the moni-
toring tools, while remaining stable, were enriched and updated. One of the most 
significant updates is that the problems of students’ adaptation at the university, 
the quality of education, and the students’ attitude to study were included in the 
research. By stage VI of the monitoring (2012), the research had actualized the 
problem of the students’ attitude to the modernization of higher education. The 
authors of the monitoring team had their own concept of this modernization, meth-
odologically substantiated in the works by G. B. Korableva [2-4] on the dialectics 
of educational institutions and professions, implemented in the doctoral dissertation 
by D. Yu. Narkhov [5-6].

However, the integrative approach to research required that the authors should 
avoid confining themselves to one-handed vision of the problems and prospects 
for the modernization of higher education. The concept by G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev 
gave another vision thereof.

The reasons for taking this concept under consideration were plenty. First of all, 
the authors have had a long-term creative cooperation. The formation of the Ural 
Federal District, which united our regions, made it even more intense, thanks to 
the Ural sociological readings, the Koganovsky readings, the Tyumen sociological 
forum and other joint scientific and practical conferences. One of the authors re-
ceived G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s generalizing monograph [11] with the inscription: 
“To Yuri Rudolfovich with the kindest regards. Social boys, do not shoot the pianist, 
he plays as well as he can!” And the team (as he called them “social boys” in a 
friendly manner) highly appreciated his modesty and, most importantly, the skill 
of the “pianist”.

The concept’s attraction lies in the essential profound understanding of the 
“modernization of professional education” (its advanced development; continuity 
of education; design of innovative development; variation, regionalization and 
extended network) [11, p. 26-33].

The concept’s attraction lies in proving the importance of constant sociological 
study, monitoring the social mindset in connection with the processes of modern-
ization, the requirement to correlate the proposed model of modernization with the 
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culture, interests, capabilities and abilities of the citizens. The character of the 
research was aligned with G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s inherent understanding of the 
role of students as one of the main driver groups (engines) for the modernization 
of the Russian society. Moreover, the real—youth—composition of the student 
network is emphasized, it is defined as “youth concentrated in institutions of pro-
fessional education”. In fact, this reinforced the main focus of our monitoring: in 
today’s Russia, dreams of a sharp increase in the share of “silver” (third age) stu-
dents remain dreams, and student sociology will remain a branch of the sociology 
of youth for a long time.

The concept’s attraction lies in the core idea: innovative renewal of the country 
and the society is impossible without modern advanced professional education [11, 
p. 5-6].

The concept’s attraction lies in the intolerance to any “unforeseen errors and 
miscalculations” in the documents defining reforms in the education system; in 
criticizing “haste and hustle” in their implementation, when the urgent problems 
and the proposed approaches to their solution are discussed neither with the soci-
ety nor with professional pedagogical community. The authors were especially 
impressed by G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s negative attitude to the “mechanical cop-
ying of foreign approaches and models”, to discarding “the positive aspects of the 
national education system” [11, p. 7, 9].

The concept’s attraction lies in a deep sociological analysis of the current situ-
ation (supported by many years of managerial experience). According to G. F. Sha-
franov-Kutsev’s fair opinion, this analysis should avoid “modernization euphoria”. 
Its purpose is to distinguish between a real and genuine renewal and a false inno-
vative trial and error method in modernizing education. [11, p. 13].

The concept’s attraction lies in understanding the most acute (“burning”) prob-
lems in the development of professional education (distraction from the needs of 
the economy, poor quality of training, inefficient use of the available material and 
financial resources). Meanwhile, the concept offers a balanced approach to solving 
these problems. A typical example is the attitude to the existing proportions of 
various levels of professional/vocational education (basic—secondary—higher), 
reflected in the priority orientation of schoolchildren (their parents, and most teach-
ers)—“University! University! University!” But, stressing the negative effect of 
this situation on the training of skilled workers and mid-level specialists, G. F. Sha-
franov-Kutsev unequivocally spoke out against any ill-considered changes in these 
proportions, against overestimating the current technological structure, and against 
underestimating the promising transition to higher technological structures. Any 
attempts to preserve the Russian scientific and technological backwardness (in-
cluding those within the structure of professional/vocational education, the list of 
degrees in vocational training) are viewed as a distortion of the essence of mod-
ernization [11, p. 13].

The points mentioned above allowed us to correct the research tasks and add a 
new one—to reveal whether students feel like students and whether they are real 
actors in the modernization of higher education, how they evaluate the various 
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aspects and directions. Accordingly, the monitoring toolkit was supplemented. The 
result interpretation of the new stages of monitoring got more advanced than the 
data interpretation by the Tyumen counterparts.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
It is clear that in terms of its focus and content G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s concept 
of the modernization of professional education was much broader and deeper than 
the augmented issues of our monitoring. It covered the renewal of all components 
of the education system (educational content; educational technologies, widely 
used information technologies, in particular; organizational forms of educational 
institutions; state and public administration of the education system, etc.). The most 
important thing is to respond to new challenges of the time, to take foreign expe-
rience into critical account, to focus on the balance of interests and a close coop-
eration of all actors in the process of modernization of professional education. The 
description of these actors is accompanied by a proper analysis of the interaction 
between the state, civil society and an individual, which is especially important 
[11, p. 11]. G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev succeeded in overcoming the one-sidedness of 
both sociocentric and anthropocentric approaches, and developed an integrative 
approach in understanding the problems of modernizing professional education 
(this reflects the main trend in the development of the modern Russian sociology).

Highly appreciating G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s contribution to supporting the 
general theory of modernizing education, it should be noted that our goal was much 
narrower—we sought to look at these problems through the prism of the interests 
of only one of the educational communities—students. Consequently, not claiming 
the given analysis of this concept comprehensive (which is still due to a proper 
study), there should be highlighted those issues that allowed the researchers to 
supplement the social and cultural portrait of Sverdlovsk students.

First, the pre-university stage, secondary, and high school, should be looked at. 
It is the modernization of the school that Tyumen colleagues considered basic and 
fundamental in modernizing the entire education system (this opinion is shared). 
The most important thing in it was to switch from teaching knowledge, skills, abil-
ities and behaviour to bringing up an independent, competitive, and energetic per-
son with a set of universal competences [14, p. 652]. But the results of their soci-
ological analysis of the real situation revealed the fact that, unfortunately, even 
today, schoolchildren’s development has not become a priority in terms of creativ-
ity, critical thinking, and independence; many teachers are not ready to identify, 
discover and develop creative abilities of their students [14, p. 653].

This critical assessment became the initial point for identifying the role of the 
reason “I have the best abilities in this particular area” in choosing a university and 
a profession (see [1]), and for understanding how the respondents assessed their 
critical thinking, within the framework of monitoring. The former aspect was con-
sidered at all stages of monitoring, the latter—only at stage VII (2016).

The monitoring materials can seem ambiguous. The number of those respondents 
who named their ability and skills as the motive in choosing a university and a 
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profession decreased by half over the years of monitoring. At stage I (1995), this 
motive was given by every third respondent, at stage VII (2016)–by every sixth 
respondent [1, p. 351].

At the same time, at stage VII, the students’ self-assessment method revealed 
the development of various aspects of critical thinking.

It was unexpected that the students’ subjective assessments were relatively high. 
But to explain such surprises is one of the most important tasks for sociologists in 
interpreting the data. One of the possible explanations was that the Tyumen re-
searchers interviewed schoolchildren, but we interviewed third-year students (this 
was one of the selection criteria). And their answers were affected by university 
education, and the recently increased attention to this characteristic feature of a 
creative person. Secondly, the assessments were subjective. Even if we assume that 
those self-evaluations were too high, it will become clear that the ability to think 
critically is becoming increasingly important for future specialists. In addition, the 
question was put clearly. The respondents were asked to assess how well various 
aspects of the ability were developed. The respondents also named poorly devel-
oped aspects of critical thinking, for example, “the ability to effectively interact 
with people when searching for new solutions”, which is thought very important 
to note [8, p. 565]. The students’ answers made it possible to draw more general 
conclusions: even taking into account the shortcomings of “real democracy”, the 
socialization of today’s youth brings positive results. In this regard, the description 
given by N. Zorkaya to the modern youth: “not rebels, but opportunists” [1] reveals 
new characteristics: although students, as the most intellectually developed youth, 
are critical of many aspects of real life, they still want to be heard, even having 
adapted to these aspects [1, p. 565].

In many ways, G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s opinion is close to the conclusions of 
our monitoring. He thinks higher education has transformed into a social impera-
tive, when a university more often attracts applicants by its social status rather than 
taught knowledge or degree. It is remarkable that the Tyumen sociologists base 
these conclusions on a study of high school graduates’ plans of [12, p. 13]. 

We fixed this trend (deprofessionalization) after analyzing the motives for stu-
dents to choose a university [1, p. 351]. Interest in the profession, remaining a 
prior motive, ceased to be exceptional. In general in 2016 this motive was chosen 
by two out of every five students, whereas it was 18% among all other options. A 
high interest in the profession as a motive for choosing a university was still named 
only by “humanitarians” and “naturalists” (such as future architects, doctors, law-
yers). “Economists” and, especially, “technicians” named this motive almost twice 
less often (!) [1, p. 353].

Extremely significant for us was the conclusion of Tyumen sociologists that 
universities now have a smaller number of well-prepared applicants. The reason is 
a mass enrolment of school graduates with poor pre-university training. This has 
negative consequences. Many university professors are forced to reduce the re-
quirements for students. It results in a lower level of their professional training [11, 
p. 170]. The results of our monitoring showed the same important trend (which is 
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very dangerous, but, unfortunately, typical!). In fact, it contradicts the main goal 
of modernization—improving the quality of professional training.

The respondents’ self-assessments are typical [1, p. 291-292]. The Unified State 
Examination (USE) initially led to the identification of four groups of students 
(Table 1).

As can be seen, the smallest group is applicants with highest scores (over 90 for 
each subject). Together with “good scores” (74-90 for each subject), they comprised 
a little over a third among those who entered universities in 2012. However, in 
2016 they comprised a little less than a third. “Satisfactory scores” comprised the 
overwhelming majority (every second applicant?!) on both stage VI and stage VII. 
As for the proportion of applicants with lowest scores (under 60 for each subject), 
it even grew in 2016—every fifth (in 2012—every seventh).

The monitoring revealed (or, better to say, confirmed the observation of Rus-
sian sociologists of education) the important trend—the foundation for social 
inequality in education is beginning to be laid at earlier stages of school (and 
even preschool) education. The structure of the “best pupils” and “good pupils” 
is typical: among the former, the ratio between graduates of gymnasiums and 
vocational classes and graduates of general education schools was 25:10, among 
the latter it was 12:10. It should be noted that this result coincides with the re-
search of the Tyumen sociologists dedicated to studying the Tyumen university 
(elite) gymnasium and justifying possible ways of attracting gifted school grad-
uates to universities.

A different aspect of this problem was reflected in the structure of the “best pupils” 
and “good pupils” in the territorial approach. It was surprising to find that the pro-
portion of former residents of small towns and medium-sized cities turned out to be 
higher than their average share (for former residents of large cities, the situation is 
reverse). But this can be explained. In these settlements, parents are less willing to 
give their children a contracted training. There are also gender differences (Fig. 1).

It can be noticed that the most negative changes over the years of monitoring 
affected male students. In 2012 there were almost as many students with “excellent 
grades” among them (7%) as among female students (6%). In 2016, amid a gen-
eral decline in this group, they were 1.5 times less. In particular, negative changes 
were seen in the groups of students with “good grades” (the share of male students 
decreased, the share of female students increased slightly) and “satisfactory grades” 
(where reverse trends are traced). The growing feminization of higher education 
(even technical education) seems to be doubtful as soon as the number of male 

Table 1. Students’ self-assessments of their entry exam results, 2012-2016, %

Year
Assessment grades

Excellent 
(271 and over)

Good 
(221-270)

Satisfactory 
(181-220)

Low 
(less 180)

2012 7 30 49 14
2016 3 28 48 21
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students in a group of applicants with a very low level of pre-university training 
was twice bigger than the number of female students, at both stages of monitoring. 
If applied to technical colleges, the general trend “applicants with “satisfactory 
scores” went to university” gets a new shade of implication “applicants with “sat-
isfactory scores” went to university to be engineers”.

This trend has already highlighted a serious issue of how the change in the com-
position of students (every second with “satisfactory scores”) will affect the stu-
dents’ life plans, their interest in studying, and in their prospect profession. In the 
final stages of monitoring, the problem of motivation for high-quality studies and, 
in the future, for professional activity became more acute. It should stressed that 
the number of students at technical colleges who initially were guided only by the 
desire to have a certificate of higher education, increased. At the same time, they 
did not care much about the degree and the nature of their prospect profession. For 
example, every third student of the Ural Forestry University named this motive in 
2012, and almost every second students did so in 2016 [1, p. 363].

The situation is complicated in the regional context (this aspect has been deep-
ly studied in a number of works by G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev [7, 8, 10, etc.]). He is 
right to have pointed out the “methodological error” of many Russian reformers 
who ignore specific regional conditions in which each university operates, seeking 
to impose a single (unified) approach to modernization [9, p. 17]. G. F. Sha-
franov-Kutsev critisizes the growing distortions in the development of the Russian 
system of higher education, and in particular the situation when elite education, 
financial and intellectual resources are “over concentrated” in the capital cities and 
megalopolises. He is particularly concerned about the consequence (here it is the 
position of a sociologist) — there is an excessive concentration of “young, well-
trained people, whose abilities are not always fully utilized” [12, p. 14]. It should 
be emphasized that the point is about the “excessive” concentration (after all, this 
situation has evolved historically), about the need to level the opportunities of dif-
ferent regions. Meanwhile, in the conditions of the “demographic hole”, the capi-

Fig. 1. Distribution of students’ self-assessments of their USE results  
depending on their gender and in general, 2012-2016, %
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tal universities “intercept” school graduates with higher scores from the provinces, 
and the “provincial” universities solve their problems according to the “residual” 
principle. As a result, even in Yekaterinburg universities, insufficient pre-universi-
ty training (formally recorded in low and satisfactory scores of the Unified State 
Exam) does not significantly affect the plans of high school graduates.

The monitoring proved this situation sustainable. Four out of five students go to 
the university they wanted and choose the degree they wanted (Table 2).

Unfortunately, when addressing this question to third year students, we clearly 
underestimated the diversity assumed by the recent admission rules, when you can 
apply for a maximum of five universities, for three degrees in each.

So, the priorities of school graduates are quite stable. It is not only sociologists 
who record the imbalance (the priority of socio-economic and humanitarian edu-
cation over technical one) (See table 3). It can be justified by a painful but accel-
erated development of market relations, and a landslide deindustrialization in the 
1990s, and a fundamental change in the prestige of many professions. Both life 
plans of young people and their educational strategies have changed significantly.

The early 2010s revealed the negative consequences of this imbalance. The Ural 
Federal District suffered a huge lack of experts with higher education in engineer-
ing and technical areas, which was especially acute in the conditions of the region-
al re-industrialization. To overcome the consequences, certain measures have been 
taken, including the priority of state budgeting for degrees in engineering. The 
measure may be necessary. But again, G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s concept is appeal-
ing. It should be kept in mind that he worked as the rector of a rapidly developing 
university for many years. His concept offers a combination of concern about the 
prospects for higher education (hence it emphasizes the need for constant analysis 

Table 2. Influence of Unified State Examination results on students’ choice  
of universities and career, 2012-2016, %

Year

Answers
No influence,
I study in the 

university where I 
wanted.

I study in the 
university where 

I wanted, but a 
different degree.

I study the degree 
I wanted, but 
in a different 

university.

I had to choose a 
different university 

and a different 
degree.

2012 69 11 10 9
2016 65 12 11 12

Table 3. Share of students who passed Unified State Examination in Physics and Social 
Science in the Sverdlovsk Region, %

Subject Year
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Social Science 38.7 56.7 56.3 58.9 58.5 59.5
Physics 20.3 26.9 24.3 26.7 28.3 30.6
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of new trends in the Russian labour market) and attention to the path of young 
people starting their adult life (he assumes it illogic to prevent young people choos-
ing a profession which is competitive in the labour market, even taking into account 
that there are many such experts already) [11, p. 146]. It becomes particularly clear 
that the sociological analysis of modernization is not only scientific, but also a 
humanistic one.

Therefore, it is obvious why we share the Tyumen colleagues’ criticism of the 
Unified State Exam (USE) as the only (or, taking into account growing academic 
contests, almost the only) criterion for admission to the university, and support the 
proposal to give all (!) universities the right to hold qualification exams for their 
applicants [11, p. 170-171]. In addition, there is a very important point in this crit-
icism (usually underestimated by those who limit the analysis of the USE only to 
“entering” a university, but one has to study there). It should be noted that the qual-
ity of education decreased, with the USE introduced. It should be emphasized that 
it resulted in one-sided education. High school students focus on studying only those 
subjects that allow them to enrol in a university after passing the USE [12, p. 14].

Finally, it should be stressed that G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev’s concept of modern-
ization emphasizes the role of higher education in shaping the innovative potential 
of young people. Comparing the interest in innovations among young workers with 
different levels of education, the Tyumen researchers recorded a significant trend 
(2013): two out of five respondents with higher education showed a high degree 
of interest in innovations. This is 2.3 times higher than those with incomplete sec-
ondary education, 1.5 times higher than those with high school education, 2 times 
higher than those with secondary education [15, p. 42. calculated by the authors].

The fact that a lot has been done in the system of higher education according to 
this modernization parameter, but much more needs to be done, can be proved by 
one of the monitoring results. The students were asked whether their opportunities 
to participate in research activities increased or not. The answers were quite vivid: 
52% said “yes”, 48% said “no”. Lower assessment (two out of five respondents) 
was given to specific skills—to implement the results of their first scientific re-
search; to participate (together with teachers) in the work of university innovative 
firms and small enterprises [1, p. 340]. But this is where the “point of reference” 
problem, which is very important for the interpretation of the sociological research 
results (including our monitoring), arises. Of course, “two out of five” is not even 
every second, but only some years ago only a few students were involved in such 
innovative research. And here are positive changes.

CONCLUSION
This happy note could finish the article mainly aimed at the problems and contra-
dictions of the modernization of higher education. However, it would be wise to 
mention the original reason for the article. It was important to celebrate the jubilee 
of such a serious scientist as Gennady Filippovich Shafranov-Kutsev, especially 
for his friends and colleagues. It is essential that we should analyze Russian re-
gional sociological ideas, concepts and theories more widely—this is a systematic, 
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everyday approach. And, keeping in mind the classic scientists (we just celebrated 
the 95th anniversaries of Zakhar Ilyich Fainburg and Lev Naumovich Kogan), we 
need to turn to modern sociologists and analyze their contribution to the develop-
ment of Russian sociology. Indeed, it was only in the development of the program 
and tools of our monitoring when we widely used V. V. Melnik’s synergetic ap-
proach, V. V. Gavrilyuk’s theory of “provincial youth”, and M. Akulich’s “sociol-
ogy of consent” ... Unfortunately, there are hardly any articles that would summa-
rize their experience and the experience of many Tyumen colleagues. We must pay 
attention to another issue, which L. N. Kogan described, with his usual humour: 
“every assistant professor has his/her own theory”. It is the ability to analyze and 
find the truth that qualifies researchers and editors of scientific journals. The pres-
ent article seems to begin a comprehensive analysis of the concept developed by 
G. F. Shafranov-Kutsev and other sociologists of the Ural-Siberian region.
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INTRODUCTION
Modern sociological and pedagogical papers say a lot about the crisis of modern 
national education. It seems primarily important to explain a number of concepts 
and related topics and perspectives, which need to be clarified despite being evident 
and frequently used. First, what is the “crisis of education”? Indeed, when it comes 
to the crisis of education, it is important to determine what is meant by the research-
ers of this problem. The very word ‘crisis’ (from the Greek Κρίσις—decision, 
judgment, distinction) has a number of semantic shades: “turning point”, “deadlock 
situation”, “boundary”, “transition state”. Despite a wide range of semantic shades, 
it is possible to define a crisis as a deadlock situation, when the previous ways of 
existence of an object (institution, group, environment, etc.) are impossible. They 
will either destroy the object, or prevent its reproduction. 

There is one more manifestation of crisis, which, in our opinion, takes place in 
the field of education: imitation. The object in a critical situation does not develop. 
It seems to be “frozen”. It creates the illusion of its self-development. In fact, the 
object can exist and function only when it receives a task from the outside, with 
external functions “overlapping” (J. Searle). Thus, the object (system) loses the 
quality of autopoiesis (self-development by means of its own elements). 

All these manifestations of crisis apply to modern Russian education in varied 
ways.

It is important to define the “crisis of education”. Education is not the same as 
learning. Education is the environment where the process of reproduction of human 
social resources takes place. It includes various aspects of teaching and learning and 
also social, sociocultural determinants indirectly related to teaching and learning.

Thus, the improvement of education is not limited to the improvement of the 
elements of learning environment, including teacher training, material support, 
developing information technologies, etc. The modern stage of social moderniza-
tion (and education is the most important social subsystem) evokes new require-
ments to the reproduction mechanisms of the educational environment, which are 
referred to as autopoiesis of education, in the article.

MAIN PART
A few words should be said about the essence of autopoiesis (applicable to social 
objects). The concept and the term of autopoiesis were suggested by the Chilean 
scientists U. Maturana and F. Varela [10, p. 15]. The German sociologist N. Luh-
mann extrapolated this concept to social life [7]. The main principle of autopoiesis 
is that the reproduction of the world and the reproduction of actors are interrelated 
processes, or, better, it is a single process. The well-known sociologist G. Ritzer 
identified four characteristic features of autopoiesis: “society produces its own 
basic elements; creates its own boundaries and structures; it is self-referential and 
closed” [14, p. 223].

Based on the ideas of the above mentioned scientists, it is possible to determine 
the essence of autopoiesis in the field of education. Education is a complex process 
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that goes beyond teaching and learning. It covers the sociocultural environment 
and social institutions where a young person is socialized (family, public organi-
zations, cultural institutions, media, etc.). School is an institutional environment 
which accumulates a young person’s social experience required in a given society. 
At the same time, young people do not only acquire competencies necessary for 
life but also master the qualities that allow them to constitute themselves as social 
actors. In other words, young people are able to be participants and most important 
elements of social reproduction (autopoiesis).

At different stages of human history and in different types of civilizations, edu-
cation performed specific autopoietic functions.

Historical types (paradigms) of educational autopoiesis are as follows:
1. Imitative. The system “teacher–student”. The evidence of the most ancient 

origin of this type is the Upanishads, the 8th century BC ancient Indian religious 
and philosophical treatise.

Spiritual teachers—the guru—shared their spiritual experience and knowledge. 
Students did not just study and receive knowledge from their teachers but they 
adopted their teachers’ life experience directly. The meaning of the imitational 
paradigm of education is not so much the production of new knowledge but its 
reproduction. The main thing is to preserve the experience of the past since the 
spiritual source is there. The past experience did not only teach special knowledge 
but also rendered the cult magical practices, rituals, and special mythopoetic stories 
(epics).

2. Classic (eidetic). It appeared back in the 5th century BC in Ancient Greece. 
Educational autopoiesis is based on a specific philosophical discourse (in other 
words, a way of thinking). 

“The classical type of philosophizing presupposes the existence of a system of 
samples determining the comparison and understanding of the main aspects and 
spheres of being: nature, society, human life, activities, cognition and thinking” 
[5, p. 399]. 

Classical discourse is based on tradition, the authority of scientists, thinkers, 
scientific schools, religious tenets, ideological clichés, educational standards, etc.

Classical discourse underlies the classical type of educational autopoiesis. Its 
essence is that classical education is focused on the formation of the type of per-
sonality that corresponds to the historically established cultural patterns. Young 
people do not just master knowledge, they are brought up as actors, and their prac-
tical, professional competences are relevant to social (personal) competences.

Young people are assumed to be active in mastering school or university knowl-
edge. While doing so, they follow socially accepted cultural patterns. The symme-
try of the axiological (value, ethical) and utilitarian basics in classical education 
enables young people to be involved in the processes of reproduction of the soci-
ety without destroying its architectonics (this is the essence of classical autopoiesis).

Classical education has its flaws. But it contributed greatly to the development 
of science, literature, painting, music, architecture, education itself, and also to the 
formation of modern civilizations. Classical education gave birth to Da Vinci, 
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Galileo, Newton, Descartes, Kant, Tolstoy and many other great scientists and 
artists. Classical education was a prerequisite for modern technologies, economic 
and political institutions (including democracy), and personal freedoms.

3. Non-classical and post-non-classical education.
The late 20th century and especially the early 21st century witnessed the beginning 

of the “information society”. This phenomenon has been paid considerable attention 
by national and international authors. The framework of the article and its main 
focus do not allow the concepts of the “information society” to be dwelled on.

It should be noted that the “information society” has its hidden and often unno-
ticed side. It is the humanitarian component. That is, the information society does 
not only mean developed information technologies. This is a new type of repro-
duction of the society and the person, or, in terms of this article, autopoiesis. It 
should be reminded that autopoiesis is interpreted by the authors of the article as 
a mechanism of double reproduction: reproduction of actors reproducing social 
connections (“networks”), which, in turn, create conditions for the reproduction of 
the actors themselves.

One of the first scientists who paid attention to the humanitarian component 
of the information society was A. Moles. [11] He showed that totally dominant 
mass communication forms a new type of personality with a split mind. Actors 
of this type do not have a substantial eidetic support. They do not have a fixed 
ontological role in social communication. And the communication itself has nei-
ther segments nor symbolic markings or habits. A. Moles called this communi-
cation “mosaic”.

How is autopoiesis possible under these conditions? (A. Moles did not use the 
term autopoiesis.) There is only one way: the social actor must be an “expert”. The 
expert is not just a narrow-minded specialist. This is an actor that can perform ac-
tor’s functions only by receiving tasks from the outside. The actor’s creative abil-
ities are manifested in following the instructions correctly. With mass media (in-
cluding the system of knowledge) emancipated and alienated from the actor, the 
latter becomes an object of manipulation by political and business elites.

Some scholars argue that the absence of substantial barriers and the “ground-
lessness” of the world lead to the emancipation of man from fetters restricting the 
human freedom of traditions, freedom from ideological dictate and national prej-
udices, which reveals man’s self-development. Others, on the contrary, see it as a 
severe and irreversible humanitarian crisis, which inevitably leads (if it has not led 
yet) to the “death of the subject” as a sovereign actor, because, having no “ground”, 
it becomes a thing that can be manipulated.

Both positions have their own arguments. This situation can be called the “bi-
furcation point”, the breach of two related but contradicting trends—on the one 
hand, emergence of universal communication codes that allow actors to operate 
with large amounts of heterogeneous information and, on the other hand, neglect 
the classic “roots” of knowledge, which is accompanied by actors loosing “author-
ship”. Authorship is an ability of people to play their own role in communication. 
The absence of such a role leads to the “death of the author”.
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It is obvious that the “death of authorship” should not be taken literally. Of 
course, authorship and authors are alive and well. It is only the metaphor borrowed 
from postmodernism reflecting the subjectlessness of autopoiesis in education.

The idea of the subjectlessness of autopoiesis may seem rather controversial and 
improper. If autopoiesis does not have a subject, then who produces modern tech-
niques and technologies, who develops modern science? This is not about the 
degradation of human intelligence, but the role of man in the society and in com-
munication.

The classical paradigm of education could exist in a stable, “stationary” society. 
In the non-classical era of the mosaic culture and the culture of “experts” (A. Moles), 
elements of classical education remained but were severely criticized for formalism, 
bureaucracy, disrespect for the child’s personality, lack of freedom of expression, 
etc. It is shown in a famous film The Wall (1982) by A. Parker. The film portrays 
the school as a gigantic virtual meat grinder, which grinds children into imperson-
al human material.

Modern reality can face the crisis of classical education. The word “crisis” does 
not mean that classical education has exhausted its possibilities. It is just the opposite. 

It is apparent that since the 1990s, after the collapse of the USSR, many educa-
tion reformers thought that classical education was outdated and did not follow 
modern trends. In their opinion, there is no need to reproduce the classical patterns 
of education or take into account the national features in the context of globaliza-
tion and the deideologization of the global socio-political and cultural space. The 
modern “network society” is not tied to the basic cultural patterns, “eidetic roots”.

The most important indicator of neglecting classical education is the crisis of its 
humanitarian component. This conclusion may seem strange, given the real “boom” 
in higher humanitarian education in modern Russia. The crisis of humanitarian 
education is not only expressed in the reduced amount of classes given to the hu-
manities in general education schools and universities but in other things. The 
humanitarian component of education is necessary when teaching “non-humani-
tarian” sciences: physics, chemistry, mathematics, etc. Its social meaning is the 
formation of a person who is ready and able not only to apply knowledge in prac-
tice, but also to create and reproduce the “practice” itself—the space of opportu-
nities for being a social actor. 

Nevertheless, the crisis of classical education does not indicate its degradation 
at all. The educational systems that incorporate elements of classical education 
with due account of the national social traditions and culture operate effectively. 
The need to rehabilitate classical education as autopoiesis is especially relevant in 
the context of the emerging “network” principles of societal order and the associ-
ated post-non-classical communication models.

It is classical education that is a counterbalance to the destructive anti-humani-
tarian tendencies to eliminate a person as a sovereign and sole subject of autopoi-
etic processes in the society, to “take it off the scene”.

There are various theories justifying the idea that not only people, but any things 
and beings can be subjects (actors) of social reproduction and modernization in the 
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“network society”. The French sociologist B. Latour believes that in the “network 
society” actors (“actants”) are not only people, but also any processes, artifacts, 
social groups, and even microbes that are involved in the autopoiesis of social 
networks [6].

Indeed, we live in a world where everything is interconnected. It is extremely 
difficult, if not impossible, to determine the share of participation of an individual 
subject in the social processes of the “network world”. Of course, all this does not 
mean that we do not appreciate the contribution of great people to the development 
of modern technologies, science, culture, and politics (B. Gates, I. Mask, S. Spiel-
berg, M. Zuckerberg, V. Putin, etc.)  But the vast majority of people are involved 
in the “network” autopoiesis anonymously, in absentia.

The danger of neglecting or underestimating classical education may not worry 
people much today. This may be due to the fact that many of them, especially young 
people, associate their education and self-realization with the “networks” and the 
Internet. The “networks” and the Internet today are the most important channels 
for replenishing the identity crisis, existential vacuum, anomie, especially after the 
collapse of the USSR, the destructive anti-humanitarian processes that took place 
in Russia in the 1990s, when the socio-political system and the ideology of social-
ism were destroyed, and the basic semantic guidelines were lost.

The “networks” and the Internet have won the minds of almost all young people. 
This is more than an accessible and operational source of information. “Network-
ing” helps young people feel freer and independent from the authority of adults. 
“Network” communication is distinguished by a high degree of independence from 
the social context (social, political, ideological, and even material conditions of 
life). First, the actors of the network world are free to make decisions and judge-
ments, give evaluations, and build personal life strategies. The actors of the network 
society do not accept any dictate or submission. Actions of actors do not carry a 
burden of moral or status obligations, or any braces.

Second, the actors are practically independent of each other, or at least this de-
pendence is not forced. The network society has no hierarchy, or vertical depend-
ence. The actors are responsible for their actions and report solely to themselves.

Third, as soon as they are not “tied” to a particular social context, the actors do 
not take social responsibility. Social identity is not expressed since the actors are 
rather building partnerships with members of the virtual community. There are no 
loyalty issues.

Fourth, the actors do not normally have “long-term” strategies, there are no sta-
ble preferences. They prefer to make plans for the near future here and now. It 
should be emphasized that this is primarily about young people—hyper-mobile, 
responsive to social change, understanding social, professional, economic condi-
tions, not afraid to risk money (which is usually scarce) and reputation (which is 
often perceived as unimportant capital).

But what about classical education and related issues (direct dialogue between 
the teacher and students), classical forms of education (teaching, upbringing, dis-
cipline)? It is not only young people and/or their parents, but also a number of 
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“progressive” education innovators, scientists, and psychologists who believe that 
classical education has become outdated, moreover it hinders social development. 
For some reason, many experts in theory and practice, namely reformers of edu-
cation in Russia after the collapse of the USSR and the associated communist 
ideology (the Soviet explanation), decided that young people, children, and teen-
agers should be emancipated from the “ideological dictate” of adults. No one has 
the right to interfere with young people’s personal freedom.

As mentioned above, education as an autopoietic system can exist in its own 
constantly generated space, which, in turn, is incorporated into the sociocultural 
space of the society.

To understand the nature of the social space of education, one can use Popper’s 
Three Worlds but in a rather different edition. According to Popper, Three Worlds 
coexist interconnected: 1) the objective reality; 2) the subjective world of mind; 3) the 
world of objective content of thinking, the products of people’s mental activity [13].

From the socio-ontological point of view (socio-ontological approach), the con-
cept of Three Worlds takes on a slightly different look.

World One is the world of human existence, of direct human being. It is about 
the so-called “world of life”. This is a pre-predicative, pre-reflective world in which 
the existentials of human existence are found manifesting: the fundamental mood 
of “being,” the presence-in-the-world as the primary ontological beginning of hu-
man existence. Within a given world, autopoiesis is manifested in the concern for 
a shared-with-others world.

World Two can be called the societal world, or the world of “System”. If “World 
One” is the world of care for being, then “World Two” is instrumental, a world of 
resource. People are not only concerned with their presence in the world, reliable, 
ontologically safe, but also with the resources of this world. The autopoiesis of 
“World Two” is the reproduction of human existence (material, organizational).

World Three is a structurally organized space of knowledge, meanings, and 
patterns. It is about the eidetic sphere ensuring the involvement of individuals in 
social communications. World Three forms semantic boundaries, within which 
ideal types of social actors are constituted. Each civilization constitutes types of 
actors (personalities) that correspond to samples of the eidetic picture of the world.

Thus, World Three is the most important component of social autopoiesis since 
it connects the existential-ontological and instrumental modes of social reproduc-
tion with the personal one. The basis of “World Three” is the educational environ-
ment, the central element being a young personality. Therefore, the educational 
environment includes the whole complex of conditions that form a young person 
as an active social actor.

The educational environment does not exist isolated from other spheres 
(“worlds”) of social being. But the connection between them is not only practical. 
Of course, a modern educational system needs modern equipment, information and 
management technologies, qualified teachers, etc. But the ontological connection 
is just as important. It is less tangible since it concerns the existential component 
of education.
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What happens to the educational space in the era of “network society”? First of 
all, it loses the ability to reproduce and retain social reality, which loses its eidetic 
integrity and clarity. In other words, modern man lives in an excessively complex 
mosaic world resembling a labyrinth with traditional communication channels 
destroyed. There is no sole reality—there are many realities that suddenly appear 
and just as suddenly dissolve in an endless communicative network flow, where 
the object and the subject, the meaning and the sign, are constantly changing plac-
es (remember Latour’s theory).

An important element of education as autopoiesis is the ethos of education. 
Translated from Greek, ἔθος means custom, rules of conduct. The framework of 
the article does not allow dwelling on various approaches and theories of ethos.

The concept of ethos is rarely used in social sciences. One can assume that this 
concept appeared in the thesaurus of social sciences, promoted by M. Weber’s 
well-known paper Protestant Ethics and the Spirit of Capitalism, where the German 
sociologist examined the religious and ethical foundations of social development, 
in Western European civilizations in particular.

A common thing for these scientists is an attempt to explain the nature of social 
phenomena and processes by the peculiarities of the value (cultural) core of a par-
ticular society rather than by the structural properties and institutional mechanisms 
of social systems [2, 3, 15].

Social membership and the ability of individuals to be actors in a given society 
are determined by their attitude to the cultural core, around which social life is built 
and ordered. But the cultural core does not just unite people but it acts as a cultur-
al attractor. It acts as a central intention and at the same time as a horizon of op-
portunities for individuals to express themselves as social actors. The cultural core 
forms a discursive space forming traditions, which make it possible to maintain 
the identity of the social order of a given society [15].

V. I. Bakshtanovsky and V. Yu. Sogomonov think that ethos is “an intermediate 
level between varied manners and proper morality, between what is real and what 
is proper” [1, p. 96]. According to another point of view, ethos is “undeclared or 
undefined norms and values which guide people in their acts” [12, p. 31].

Summarizing all the said above and introducing a certain wording into the state-
ments made, we can give our own definition of ethos. Ethos is the root value system, 
visible or invisible, explicit or implied, present in everyday human life. Ethos can 
exist within the space it constructs. Such spaces can be a community, school, uni-
versity.

What is the educational ethos? This is a system of stable and horizontal relation-
ships between participants in the educational process: teachers, students, parents, 
and school (university) authorities. The educational ethos does not share knowledge 
directly. But it creates and consolidates the environment in which students (school-
children, university students) are brought up as actors of the educational process; 
“on the whole, a constantly deteriorating quality of our education—general and 
vocational—comes from a decline in the level of educational ethos, including ac-
ademic culture” [8, p. 208].
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The attributes of the educational ethos are various forms of solidarity (friend-
ship, fraternity), special behavioural rituals (initiation). Ethos enables a person 
to feel the boundaries of one’s true being. This is a world a person must always 
return to. The architectonics of the ethos is not established by any institutions, 
but is constituted by direct members of ethical solidarity. Different kinds of ethos 
are inseparable from the actors who reproduce them. The educational process 
is possible when teachers and students carry out a common cause, a “work” 
(poiesis).

Ethos always presupposes solidarity—the natural connection of interested par-
ticipants in a common cause. But this is not a system connection. In the system, 
each element is an integral part of the whole. In the ethos there are no elements 
(constructs) that make up the whole. In the ethos there is no hierarchy or subordi-
nation. In the ethos, each participating unit is self-sufficient.

Thus, the attributes of the educational ethos are: a sense of one’s place in the 
ethical community, self-esteem, confidence in the teacher, and others. Of course, 
all that has been said is so obvious that it does not need special explanations and 
comments. But all these ethical qualities cannot be brought up or introduced arti-
ficially into young people’s minds.

There must be a special ethical environment and a system of ethical practices 
and rituals associated with it, allowing young people to feel involved: dedication 
(initiation); maintaining the corporate spirit of the ethos and its members; the for-
mation of myths, legends, “stories” of ethos, the formation of their own style; 
promotion of leaders representing the interests of the ethical community, etc. The 
ethical environment allows young people to build and put into practice their life 
strategies [16]. 

Moreover, it is necessary to recognize present signs of “extinction” in the modern 
educational ethos. The extinction of the ethos does not mean its disappearance. It is 
just the situation when the ethos “adapts” to new conditions, ceasing to be the envi-
ronment where young people are brought up as actors of educational autopoiesis.

There are external and internal threats to the educational ethos. External threats 
lie in “colonization” of ethos by the administrative system. The “colonization” of 
ethos occurs when the administrative system tries to incorporate the ethos artifi-
cially, to impose its own rules and codes on it, to subordinate it to the “official” 
imperatives and instructions.

Internal threats lie in forming a parallel ethos. The ethos can replace the admin-
istrative system, performing unusual functions. For example, intracorporate soli-
darity of teachers, professors, and students who form their own virtual “magic 
corporations”. Internal threats are connected to external ones. Resisting the pressure 
of the administrative system (“colonization”), the ethos forms its own internal 
structures that are self-contained. It becomes the so-called “parallel ethos”.

Sometimes these corporations form symbioses, “networks” of relations estab-
lishing destructive informal institutions or structures that lock themselves in and 
“grow isolated”. A “parallel” ethos makes its own rules, codes of conduct, and 
forms of solidarity. Withdrawing, the ethos will simply collapse or will be a de-
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structive amorphous formation. Modern schools and even universities suffer from 
different kinds of parallel ethos with their inherent negative features: “mutual re-
sponsibility”, protectionism, pressure on teachers (especially those who are per-
sistent and demanding).

The lack of healthy corporate relations between administrative structures and 
ethos, based on mutual trust, on the one hand, and on publicity and openness, on 
the other, is a serious problem for the development of modern education.

CONCLUSION
Education problems have always been the focus of attention of sociologists. But 
in modern reality, this topic is more relevant than ever. This is connected with the 
quality of teaching and learning in general, with the insufficient provision of infor-
mation technology to schools and universities, and the bureaucratization of the 
entire education system. Disputes and discussions about what kind of education is 
necessary in Russia have always been going on, and there is no doubt they will 
continue in the future. But it is desirable that “pundits”, sociologists, educators, 
psychologists, and politicians involved in this problem should pay more attention 
to the fact that the word education comes from the Latin educare. The meaning of 
education is not only in teaching skills, abilities, and knowledge but in caring for 
people who can and should be actors of the modern world and their own lives as 
elements of this world.

The article substantiates the idea that, despite the “tectonic” changes in all are-
as of social life, with Russia entering the “global village” called the “network so-
ciety”, the role of classical education with all its attributes should be kept. This is 
proved by the positive experience of education in such developed countries as 
Japan, Sweden, South Korea, and Finland [18].

What should be stressed is such attributes of classical education, as educational 
space and educational ethos. The question of how to include classical education in 
modern educational processes is a matter of a different research.
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We review one of those innovative monographs, which are devoted, on the one hand, to 
the poorly studied problematics, and on the other hand, the issues studied in it themselves 
are debatable. The mass rejection by Russian social scientists of the ideology-driven sci-
entific picture of the social structure of our country built on the “dialectical unity” of the 
triad (including the working class, the collective farm peasantry and the “layer”—the in-
telligentsia), provoked the attempts (in different ways methodologically grounded and not 
always successful) to create a new picture of the social structure of society, in which often 
there was no place for the intelligentsia. And if there was, the state and functions of this 
social group were often depicted in negative colors. Despite serious research conducted at 
the end of the past—the beginning of the current millennium among the Russian intelli-
gentsia, there are ambiguous and contradictory approaches to the definition of this social 
group in the Russian scientific literature. Moreover, even today there is a denial by some 
scientists of its very existence.

The research results published in the monograph “How do you live, intelligentsia?” are 
aimed at overcoming such problems. Their object is the elements of this social group, in 
which, perhaps, its features are most clearly manifested—representatives of the humani-
tarian intelligentsia: teachers, health care and culture workers. Among the undoubted mer-
its of this work is the desire of its authors to answer such pressing questions concerning 
the intelligentsia as, for example, the reality of its existence in modern Russia, the preser-
vation in it of those features that were traditionally inherent in its representatives, etc.

The monograph under review, along with the Introduction, Conclusion and Appen-
dices, includes 10 chapters, each of which covers various aspects of the life-worlds of 
the Russian humanitarian intelligentsia employed in the fields of health, education, and 
culture. The first field is crucial for understanding the subsequent content of this deep, 
non-trivial work.

V. G. Nemirovsky, pp. 81-85
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The theoretical and methodological basis of these studies is the works by the classics of 
sociology E. Husserl, who first introduced the concept of “life-world”, and A. Schütz, who 
viewed this phenomenon as the embodiment of life-practical meanings. The authors of the 
monograph did not ignore other well-known foreign and Russian scientists who explored 
certain aspects of the life-world (p. 13). In particular, they logically appeal to the works by 
K. Marx, P. Sorokin, J. Alexander, and other classics of world science.

According to the definition given in the work, the approach to the study of the meaning 
of life is based on the concept called the “sociology of life”, because it operates with the 
characteristics of people’s interaction in the process of solving real problems and attitudes 
to everything that happens in the society that surrounds them and in which they are involved 
with all their lives1.

The monograph presents the following definition of the category of the meaning of life: 
it should be understood as “a set of goals-principles forming a strategic core of attitudes 
that represent the core of people’s consciousness and behavior and constitute the underly-
ing, inner content of their life” (p. 20). At the same time, the authors rightly emphasize that 
“the meaning of life includes active participation in its realization” (p. 20).

The validity of the materials presented in the monograph, the logic and persuasiveness 
of the conclusions made on their basis is largely determined by its serious empirical base. 
We are talking about a number of Russian studies: How do you live, intelligentsia? (2016), 
The life-world of Russians (2014), Transformation of the economic consciousness of Rus-
sians (2012), Political consciousness of Russians: 25 years later (2013), Man and Moral-
ity (2014), as well as the results of research conducted by the Institute of Sociology of the 
Federal Science and Research Sociological Centre RAS (FSRSC RAS), Institute of So-
cio-Political Research RAS (ISPR RAS), RLMS, Russian Public Opinion Research Centre 
(RPORC), Levada-Centre, Foundation Public Opinion, Organization for Economic Co-op-
eration and Development (OECD), data from an international project The Barometer of 
Trust (p. 9, 12).

In our opinion, one of the serious advantages of the monograph is the analysis of the 
specificity of the diverse life-worlds of the modern Russian humanitarian intelligentsia in 
the following important aspects:

 � as a social and professional group;
 � as a worldview community (socialist, liberal, nationalist, patriotic, technocratic, etc.);
 � by characterizing its main activities (labor, politics, culture, daily life, etc.);
 � as aggregates of social groups, more and more obvious characteristics of which are 

becoming the precarization of work and way of life (p. 9).
Based on the results of research, representatives of the humanitarian intelligentsia do 

not differ from the general mass of the population in many characteristics of their value 
orientations. But it is important to note that specific indicators were found that are unique 
to this group. First of all, it is a higher assessment of the significance of labor, compared 
to other respondents. The authors rightly emphasize: “such an attitude to work gives hope 
and confidence that the humanitarian intelligentsia has a significant creative energy reserve 
(hereinafter the author’s italics—V. N.) to benefit the country, show creativity in work, 
show other social communities and groups example of performing job duties ...” (p. 23).

Among other features of the value orientations of the Russian humanitarian intelligentsia 
mentioned in the monograph is its higher commitment to cultural leisure activities and com-
munication in its life practice. On the contrary, only a small part of the respondents recog-

1 Toshchenko J. T. 2016. Sociology of life: monograph. Moscow: YuNITI-DANA.
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nizes politics as a significant factor in their life (p. 24). As you can see, there are active 
processes of social stratification of the humanitarian intelligentsia, and each of its folding 
layers has a specific life-world. In particular, it concerns its ideological positions. Thus, about 
14% of the respondents from the humanitarian intelligentsia have communist and socialist 
views (p. 24). Besides, an insignificant in number, but a very influential group with right 
(neoliberal) orientations is singled out. As a result of the social changes in Russia over the 
past two decades, these people have significantly benefited. Well-off and wealthy, they ad-
vocate for Western norms and values, actively promoting them. As the authors point out, 

“for them, what has been tested abroad becomes an ideal and guideline, but they do 
not pay attention to the extent that this corresponds to the national traditions and 
spiritual and moral orientations of Russians” (p. 26). 

Some of them hold comprador positions, they would like to move and work abroad, their 
children and families often live there. A rhetorical question is appropriately asked in the paper: 
“Can we assume that this group will be a sincere defender of Russia’s national interests?”1

These two groups of the Russian humanitarian intelligentsia that are approximately equal 
in number and opposite in their worldview (socialist and neoliberal) are in rather tense 
relations that can potentially lead to social conflicts. At the same time, it is difficult to dis-
agree with the author’s opinion that “the flaws of liberal politics are becoming increasing-
ly apparent to most people—their economy management since the early 1990s led to the 
collapse of the country’s economy and the loss of potential that Soviet Russia had in the 
late 1980s years” (p. 27).

In the meantime, the confrontation between socialist and neoliberal worldviews that 
characterize the antinomy of social consciousness is being replaced by another complex, 
contradictory phenomenon—an orientation toward patriotic and national views. In particu-
lar, every fifth of those surveyed in 2016 (22.1%) claimed that the ideas of patriotism were 
closer to them, and 7-8% expressed their commitment to national (nationalist) orientations. 
The author of the section comes to the logical conclusion that a significant percentage of 
the intelligentsia is in favor of supporting the directions of official policy, which are aimed 
at strengthening the statehood, external and internal independence of the country.

According to the data cited in the work, among the humanitarian intelligentsia, there are 
approximately two times less than the total surveyed population of those who adhere to 
extremist nationalist convictions—3.6%. The increase in the size of this group in recent 
years (mainly due to people with a low level of education), not just its activity, but often 
insolent actions lead to conflicts and clashes on ethnic and religious grounds.

Considerable scientific and practical interest is presented in the monograph classification 
of ideological orientations, depending on how they consider the implementation of the 
principles of government. In particular, there is a significant group of knowledge workers 
who support the establishment of an authoritarian regime (about a third of the respondents). 
Significantly, there are one and a half times more of them than the supporters of democra-
cy and freedoms in our country (p. 28).

Particular attention is paid to the characterization of “small but ambitious and persistent groups 
that adhere to monarchical views (2.7%, among the population—5.2%). Only 1.6% acknowl-
edged themselves to be oriented toward governing the country from the standpoint of religious 
tenets and canons (among the population—1.5%)” (p. 29). Based on these data, in the monograph 
a logical conclusion was made about the low influence of similar attitudes in our country.

1 See more: Toshchenko Zh. T. 2015. The phantoms of Russian society. Moscow: Center 
for Social Projection and Marketing Publ. [In Russian]
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Of considerable interest are the detailed explanations of the quantitative indicators given 
in the work (percentage distributions) with the use of vivid illustrative material from “real 
life”. In this case, with the appeal to the 2017 scandal surrounding the film Matilda, which 
was initiated by Natalia Poklonskaya, a Deputy of the State Duma of the Russian Federation.

There are also other small groups identified on this basis, for example, anarchists, which 
are sometimes quite noticeable against the general political background, but they play an 
insignificant role in the social life of modern Russia. A reasonable conclusion is made, 
according to which the modern Russian intelligentsia is heterogeneous, but is a combination 
of groups of different composition and size, occupying different ideological positions, 
sometimes not just far from one another, but even of a confrontational nature (p. 29-30).

Of undoubted interest to the reader is the material devoted to the complex and contradic-
tory processes of precarization of the modern Russian humanitarian intelligentsia. In particu-
lar, the essence of the so-called “snob-intelligentsia” is clearly and convincingly shown (pp. 
33-34). Significantly, the degree of precarization varies in different groups of the humanitar-
ian intelligentsia. Anxiety to lose work is more common among medical workers and cultur-
al workers (p. 77), which, in our opinion, reflects the process of “optimization” and contro-
versial reforming of these fields conducted by the state over the past two decades.

Among the undoubted advantages of the monograph under review is an analysis of the 
relationship between the precarization of the employment of the intelligentsia and its in-
stitutional trust. The assertion that an unstable life situation or its perception as such creates 
among many representatives of a given social group a distrust of the surrounding reality 
seems fully justified. Accordingly, “instability, precariousness of one’s own position of the 
intelligentsia reinforces a feeling of caution and distrust towards institutions” (p. 137). It 
is difficult to disagree with the authors’ opinion that for the intelligentsia the processes of 
precarization are reflected in the devaluation of their labor, which is associated with a de-
cline in its prestige and pay, the widespread practice of concluding short-term labor con-
tracts, etc. All this causes frustration among the masses of highly skilled intellectual labor 
workers in the future, uncertainty about the future, institutional mistrust (p. 137).

At the same time, a significant factor determining the political activity of the intelligent-
sia is the situation that forms the external features of its life-world: a sense of its inability 
or impossibility to influence the decisions of the authorities, as a result—self-withdrawal 
from the election of this authority. According to the cited data, more than 90% of the rep-
resentatives of the humanitarian intelligentsia believe that they cannot influence state de-
cision making, the decision making of the republican, territorial, regional, and city (district) 
authorities (p. 157).

As a result of all this, in recent years the leading role among the value orientations of 
the Russian humanitarian intelligentsia is primarily played by “everyday life”, which in-
cludes family, inner circle, personal life, professional activity, and free time (p. 197).

Based on the conducted research, the authors come to a disappointing conclusion about 
the intelligentsia as an inert and passive mass, which focuses on their daily interests. Against 
the background of the passivity of most Russian humanitarians on their behalf, although 
small in number, but quite ambitious groups are speaking in order to realize self-serving 
interests (p. 36).

In our opinion, it is important to single out the indicators of satisfaction with the life of 
the humanitarian intelligentsia cited in the work—more than 73%, which is slightly high-
er than the national figure (66%). And only 5% of the representatives of this social group 
would like to live in another country. This denies the widespread opinion that this social 
group lacks patriotism. Based on the results of the conducted research, the authors express 
an informed opinion: 
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“... we can state not only the special role of the intelligentsia in the past and present 
of Russian society, but also pin hopes on the future, created and realized by repre-
sentatives of this specific social group” (p. 53).

One cannot but agree with the clearly formulated conclusions, according to which 
“the wage growth of the humanitarian intelligentsia is accompanied by the emer-
gence and spread of new, more sophisticated forms of exploitation of social and 
humanitarian workers. Owing to these processes, we believe that the social com-
munity “state employees”—as the definition of the mass layer of the “new poor”, 
which includes, among others, the Russian intelligentsia, has acquired a new form 
and character, reflecting a different social reality” (p. 97).

At the same time, the thesis that “despite deteriorating working conditions and the ina-
bility to protect one’s rights, the intelligentsia remains loyal and faithful to its work” seems 
to be very significant in characterizing the life-world of the modern Russian humanitarian 
intelligentsia (p. 113).

The conclusions formulated by the authors of the monograph on the results of their re-
search (pp. 228-231) have a serious scientific value and practical significance. In our opin-
ion, they objectively reflect the situation in the life of the Russian humanitarian intelligent-
sia, which leads to profound deformations of its life-world. Certainly, “what is happening 
with the intelligentsia at the present time, raises many questions that require urgent solutions” 
(p. 231).

An important advantage of the monograph is a clear language, an intelligible, bright 
style of the material presentation. Along with tables and graphs, percentage distributions, 
convincingly confirming the conclusions of the authors, it contains elements of scientific 
journalism, interesting examples that explain the scientific arguments to the readers.

The contradictory, ambiguous processes occurring in recent years in Russian society, 
which increase its social stratification, tension in relations between “ordinary” citizens 
and the authorities, increase people’s desire for social justice, and they cannot but affect 
the life-world of the humanitarian intelligentsia. In many respects, the future of Russian 
society depends to a large extent on what position the representatives of this public group 
will take, what worldview attitudes will become widespread in its life-world and how 
they will manifest themselves in the real behavior of the intelligentsia. Therefore, this 
work seems to us today relevant as never before. It seems appropriate to continue the 
research conducted by the authors of the monograph, which will allow us to understand 
more deeply both the processes taking place in Russian society today and the prospects 
for its development.
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In 2005, the Centre for the Study of Social and Cultural Change of the Institute of Philosophy 
of the Russian Academy of Sciences (CSSCC IPh RAS, Head — a corresponding member 
of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Dr. Sci. (Philos.), Professor N. I. Lapin) initiated the 
research interregional program Socio-cultural Evolution of Russia and its Regions.

In 2011, on the initiative of N. I. Lapin, the typical methodology was supplemented by the 
methodology of obtaining modernization indices developed by the Centre for Modernization 
Research of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (CMR CAS, supervisor—Professor Chuantsy 
He) based on international statistics. CSSCC adapted it to the peculiarities of Russian statistics. 
The use of this technique allowed the Program participants to determine the levels of sociocul-
tural modernization, its qualitative states, and types in all regions of Russia. The results are 
systematized by a team of Program participants and are presented by federal districts in 2016 
in the Modernisation Atlas of Russia and Its Regions: Socio-economic and Socio-cultural Trends 
and Challenges11. Texts, tables, color maps, and graphics of the Atlas illustrate the fact that in 
modern Russia two stages of modernization are being carried out simultaneously: industrial 
(primary) and information (secondary). By 2010, Russia entered the preparatory phase of the 
secondary, informational stage, but about 60 regions out of 85 still remained at the primary, 
industrial stage. Many regions need to move to the second stage of modernization.

In different regions under the Program with the support of the Russian Humanitarian Sci-
entific Foundation (Russian: RGNF, now the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (RFBR)) 
annually in different cities (Moscow, Tyumen, Kursk, Cheboksary, Smolensk, Ulyanovsk, 
Kazan, Ufa, Vologda, Perm, Omsk, Samara, Tolyatti) all-Russian scientific and practical 
conferences were held. Materials of all conferences are published in the form of collections.

On 15-17 October 2018, The 14th all-Russian Scientific and Practical Conference So-
cio-cultural and Socio-economic Factors of the Development of Innovation Systems in the 
Regions was held in Tula, the hero city. The conference was held in collaboration with the 
Institute of Philosophy of the Russian Academy of Sciences, CSSCC, the Scientific Coor-
dination Council Issues of Socio-cultural Evolution of Russia and its Regions, the Section 
of Philosophy, Political Science, Sociology, Psychology, Law Department of Social Scienc-
es RAS (FPSSPL DSS RAS), the Research Committee of the Russian Society of Sociolo-
gists (ROS) Socio-cultural Comparativistics of the Regions of Russia, and the Tula Soci-

1 Lapin N. I. (ed.). 2016. Modernisation Atlas of Russia and Its Regions: Socio-Economic 
and Socio-Cultural Trends and Challenges. Moscow: Ves mir.
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ological Centre with the financial support of the RFBR (project No. 18 -011-20051\18g) 
in the classrooms of the Tula State Lev Tolstoy Pedagogical University.

Over 70 researchers from 20 regions of Russia attended the conference. All reports of 
the conference were published in the collection Socio-cultural and Socio-economic Factors 
of the Development of Innovation Systems in the Regions.1

The current 14th conference in Tula opens a new stage in the comprehensive study of the 
processes of socio-cultural and socio-economic modernization of the regions: it focuses on 
the development of Regional Innovation Systems (RIS) as the primary level of the Russian 
National Innovation System (NIS).

The plenary session General Problems of Innovation Systems Development in the Regions 
of Russia was opened by L. A. Belyaeva, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor, Leading Researcher at 
the Institute of Philosophy of the Russian Academy of Sciences with her report “Quality of 
Life in a Post-Industrial Society: Milestones for Russia”. In this speech, the quality of life is 
considered as a complex characteristic of an individual’s living in the conditions of a post-in-
dustrial society. The theoretical presentation of the problem is based on the works of scientists 
studying post-industrial society and specialists in quality of life. A new method of subjective 
assessment of the quality of life was proposed, taking into account its existential content. The 
methodology was tested using data from the European Social Survey (ESS), which allowed 
us to compare the subjective quality of life in 18 European countries and determine the place 
of Russia among these countries by general and integral indices.

N. I. Lapin, Dr. Sci. (Philos.), Professor, Corresponding Member of the Russian Acad-
emy of Sciences, Chief Researcher, Head of the CSSCC IPh RAS, Chairman of the Scien-
tific Coordination Council of the Section FPSSPL DSS RAS, based on the results of many 
years of research, concluded that the first reverse stage of the anthroposociocultural trans-
formation of Russia has mostly exhausted its constructive potential by now. A new stage 
of its transformation is ahead — the formation of institutions of reflexive innovative self-de-
velopment, which will allow Russia to adequately respond to the great global challenges 
and improve the quality of the population’s life, competitiveness and other advantages of 
the regions as socio-cultural communities.

The growing interest in the regional aspect of the national innovation system, in the 
opinion of V. T. Tarasov, the Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Associate Professor at the Department of 
Economics and Corporate Governance of the Cheboksary branch of RANEPA (Russian: 
RANKHiGS) under the President of the Russian Federation, determines the importance of 
the analysis of causal relationships between inputs to and outputs from the innovation pro-
cess. In his speech, using the panel regression method, he analyzed the interaction of factors 
of the regional innovation system using the National Research University HSE database 
on innovation development of 83 Russian regions for 2008-2015.

The joint report of L. E. Basovskiy, the Dr. Sci. (Tech.), Professor, Head of the Depart-
ment of Economics and Management of the Tula State Pedagogical University and E. N. Bas-
ovskaya, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Associate Professor of the Department of Economics and 
Management of the Tula State Pedagogical University “Regional Innovation Systems: 
Analysis of the Interaction of Factors” is dedicated to improvement of the theory of long-
term technical and economic development. With the help of econometric models it has been 
shown that in developed countries the post-industrial economic structure dominates. In 

1 N.I. Lapin, V.I. Mosin (eds.). 2018. Socio-cultural and Socio-economic Factors of the 
Development of Innovation Systems in the Regions: Collection of Reports. Tula: Tula 
State Lev Tolstoy Pedagogical University.
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Russia, Brazil, India, and China, industrial structure prevails and post-industrial structure 
is spreading. In some regions of Russia the post-industrial structure dominates but in some 
regions it has not even started. Traditional factors—the growth of labor and capital—do 
not effect the growth of the economy of modern Russia. It is necessary to identify new 
growth factors—new economic, including those related to human capital, science and in-
novations, institutional, social, ethnic variables, parameters of state policy.

N. V. Dergunova, Dr. Sci (Polit.), Professor at Ulyanovsk State Pedagogical University 
considered investment policy as a mechanism for managing innovations in the region, 
showed the stages, mechanisms, results of the investment policy of the governor and the 
regional government in order to study the process of forming a regional innovation system, 
its institutions and structural elements, necessary conditions.

The presentation of R. Kh. Salakhutdinova, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor of Saint 
Petersburg State University was devoted to contemporary problems and prospects of the 
innovation policy of the Leningrad Region as a border region, statistics of employment of the 
population of the Leningrad region, the strategy of socio-economic development of the Len-
ingrad Region until 2030, and vectors of its development were considered. It was concluded 
that it was necessary to use a set of measures for the development of innovative employment 
within the framework of the emerging innovative economy of the Leningrad Region.

E. A. Kogay, Dr. Sci. (Philos.), Professor, Head of the Department of Sociology of the Kursk 
State University raised the problem of strategic planning in the development of the Russian 
macro-region. Her presentation was focused on the de-actualization of regional development 
strategies, developed in the first decade of the new century, and the importance of developing 
strategies that correspond to new realities. It was pointed out that it was necessary to take into 
account the socio-cultural conditions, determine the respective priorities and competitive ad-
vantages of the development, and adhere to the principle of succession of strategies.

G. F. Romashkina, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor, Head of the Department of Mathematical 
Methods, Information Technologies and Management Systems in the Economics of the 
University of Tyumen and V. A. Davydenko, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor, Head of the Research 
Centre of the University of Tyumen, spoke about their region as a testing ground for Rus-
sian managerial innovation practices. In twenty-five years that have passed in the contin-
uously ongoing Russian transfer to a market economy, the Tyumen region is distinguished 
by significant managerial innovations. Some of them remained regional practices, others 
are controversial in terms of current legislation, global practices for supporting economic 
development, but many of these innovations were replicated throughout Russia.

According to V. I. Mosin, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Associate Professor, Director General of 
the Tula Sociological Centre, Senior Researcher at the Centre for Regional Historical Stud-
ies of the Tula State Pedagogical University the effectiveness of the activities of the terri-
torial public self-government bodies depends largely on the initiative and quality work of 
chairmen, activists, senior in houses, and ordinary citizens. He believes that a constant 
connection between the elements of this vertical and close cooperation on local issues in 
the context of the socio-cultural development of the region is necessary. In the Tula Region 
such work has been going on for more than ten years, and good results have been obtained.

Socio-cultural specificity of society, according to A. A. Shabunova, Dr. Sci. (Econ.), Asso-
ciate Professor, Director of the Vologda Research Centre of the Russian Academy of Sciences, 
is directly related to the efficiency of formal institutions, the quality of public administration, 
innovative development, economic growth, and success of modernization. That is why social 
innovations, being, on the one hand, a factor of sociocultural development (contributing to an 
increase in the activity of the population and its civic identity, a change in the social environment, 
etc.) have a direct impact on the socio-economic functioning of territories.
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At the section Russia, Its Regions and Local Communities at the New Stage of Socio-cul-
tural Evolution was considered not only the state of Russia at the present stage of the devel-
opment, but also national peculiarities in the development of the CIS countries. G. Zh. Asylkhano-
va, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor of the Law and History Department of the Innovatve University 
of Eurasia (Pavlodar, Republic of Kazakhstan) in her speech reviewed the new principles of 
social policy that contribute to strengthening the social stability of Kazakhstan’s society, the 
stability of its social structure. E. V. Kargopolova, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor at the Department 
of Sociology of Astrakhan State University, and N. V. Dulina, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor at the 
Department of Sociology of Volgograd State University, presented the results of the analysis 
of the region’s evolution as a heterarchical system with its inherent complexity, interdepend-
ence of elements, and the potential for self-organization from below.

The main approaches to the identification of competitive advantages of the region, the 
assessment of which becomes necessary for the implementation of the tasks of strategic 
planning of the socio-economic development of the Russian regions were considered by 
Yu. M. Pasovets, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor at the Department of Sociology of 
Kursk State University.

According to D. I. Petrosyan, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Associate Professor of the Vladimir 
Branch of the RANEPA under the President of the Russian Federation, the level of public 
confidence in regional institutions is a clear indicator of the state of social cohesion in the 
region. According to N. G. Semedova-Polupan, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor of 
the Cheboksary branch of the RANEPA under the President of the Russian Federation, 
today Chuvashia, having entered a new stage of sociocultural evolution, demonstrates in-
dicators characterizing the stable development of the region, and this is especially notice-
able in the field of healthcare.

In the speech of A. N. Tarasova, Cand. Sci (Soc.), Associate Professor of the Ural Fed-
eral University, changes in the labor behavior of young people over the last decade were 
analyzed, changes in the structure of employment were considered. The innovative devel-
opment of Belarus, which is in the Union State with Russia, according to L. G. Titarenko, 
Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor at the Department of Sociology of the Belarusian State Univer-
sity, dictates the need for effective modernization.

V. G. Kharitonova, Cand. Sci. (Hist.), Associate Professor, Leading Researcher of the 
Chuvash State Institute of Human Sciences, analyzed the materials from a survey of the pop-
ulation of Chuvashia in the framework of the project Socio-cultural Evolution of Russia and 
its Regions. In the speech of F. Kh. Yuldasheva, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Assistant Professor, Head 
of the Department of Social Sciences of Andijan State University (Uzbekistan), and 
A. A. Egamberdiev, a Senior Lecturer of Andijan State University, were considered the in-
novation issues in the context of modernization of the socio-economic life of the society in 
Uzbekistan, were analyzed the issues related to changes in the system of values and to the 
formation of creativity, innovative thinking and innovative consciousness on the basis of 
them, which is a condition for the formation of an innovative society in Uzbekistan.

M. M. Yusupov, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor of Chechen State University, 
Director of the Centre for Social and Strategic Studies (Grozny), examined the role of re-
ligion in socio-cultural life, the level of religiousness of the population and the religious 
infrastructure in the region.

Opening the meeting of the section Problems of Innovative Development of Regions and 
the Formation of Regional Innovation Systems (RIS), D. D. Vasilchenko, a student of Kursk 
State University, analyzed the potential for innovative development of the regions of the 
Central Black Earth (Chernozem) Region.
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The relevance of the development and implementation of the innovative potential of young 
people in the Russian Federation is realized, in the opinion of E. P. Galkina, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), 
Associate Professor of the Department of Philosophy, Sociology, and Political Science of 
Ulyanovsk State University, and M. I. Kadnichanskaya, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Assistant Professor 
of the Department of Philosophy, Sociology, and Political Science of Ulyanovsk State Uni-
versity, both in the state as a whole and in many regions of the country.

The features of the functioning of science in modern Russia, according to N. A. Kasavi-
na, Dr. Sci. (Philos.), Associate Professor and Leading Researcher at the Institute of Phi-
losophy of the Russian Academy of Sciences, are determined by the underdevelopment of 
its ties with business and the insufficient development of applied research. The formation 
of an Innovative Economy (IE), according to G. E. Kudinova, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Associ-
ate Professor, Head of the group Economics of Environmental Management, Senior Re-
searcher at the Institute of Ecology of the Volga River Basin RAS (Tolyatti), determines 
the improvement of the mechanisms of scientific and technological development, the in-
teraction of state institutions, scientific and technical sphere, and market forces, creates 
conditions for sustainable development.

As supposes N. M. Lavrenyuk, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Senior Researcher at the Institute for 
Strategic Studies of the Academy of Sciences of the Republic of Bashkortostan, Associate 
Professor at the Department of Sociology and Work with Youth of Bashkir State Univer-
sity, the innovative development of Russian regions is in the mainstream of general trend 
of changing technological patterns and the process of increasing competition for high-qual-
ity human resources due to their limited nature.

The presentation of M. A. Lastochkina, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Senior Researcher of the 
Vologda Research Centre of the Russian Academy of Sciences, provides statistical data and 
their analysis on the state of research and innovation activities in the regions of the North-
western Federal District.

E. A. Plekhanov, Dr. Sci. (Ped.), Professor at the Department of Social and Humanitar-
ian Disciplines of the Vladimir Branch of the RANEPA under the President of the Russian 
Federation, in his speech analyzed the results of the socio-economic development of the 
Vladimir Region over the past five years. In the speech of A. V. Khoroshilova, a Master 
student of the Kursk State University, small and medium business was considered as an 
agent of modernization.

E. N. Chesnova, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Associate Professor at the Department of Philos-
ophy and Cultural Studies of the Tula State Pedagogical University, and E. G. Martyanova, 
Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Senior Researcher at the Scientific and Research Laboratory for So-
ciology, Cultural Tourism and Applied Ethics at the Department of Philosophy and Cultur-
al Studies of the Tula State Pedagogical University, told about the peculiarities of the 
formation of the innovative potential of the Tula region on the example of cultural tourism. 

At the Round Table Problems of Socio-cultural Evolution of Local Communities, prob-
lems of youth in the modern labor market in the context of their impact on innovative de-
velopment of Russia were analyzed by G. R. Baymurzina, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Senior Re-
searcher of the Bashkir branch of the Federal Science and Research Sociological Centre of 
the Russian Academy of Sciences.

A. I. Vinokurov, Cand. Sci. (Psych.), Associate Professor, Vice-Rector for Research of 
the Smolensk State Institute of Arts, showed that innovation processes and self-developing 
environments actualize the need of municipalities to develop a strategy of sociocultural 
policy, the content of which is development, production, and consumption of innovations.

The territorial public self-government, in the opinion of R. A. Kabelevsky, the chief 
instructor-specialist of the Public Relations Department of the Local Government and Youth 
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Policy Office of the Tula Administration, and S. V. Kostyuchenkov, the Chairman of the 
Board of the Centre for the Promotion of Local Government Development of Tula, is one 
of the ways to implement initiatives of the population and plays an important role in solv-
ing the problems of local communities.

The presentation of A. S. Melnikova, a Senior Lecturer of the Department of Sociology and 
Mass Communications of Novosibirsk State Technical University, showed the results of the 
research aimed at studying the living conditions and self-government activity of the population 
of the Novosibirsk region and how it interacts with the administration of municipalities.

Colleagues from Novosibirsk, E. B. Mostovaya, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor of the Depart-
ment of Political Economy of the Novosibirsk State National Research University, O. V. 
Skvortsova, Cand. Sci. (Ped.), Associate Professor of the Siberian State University of Wa-
ter Transport, Yu. A. Afanasyeva, intern of ZAO Deloitte & Touche CIS, A. S. Melnikova, 
Senior Lecturer at the Department of Sociology and Mass Communications of Novosibirsk 
State Technical University, spoke about the tasks, tools, and first results of the research of 
self-government activity of the population and the administration of rural areas of the No-
vosibirsk region in 2017.

According to T. K. Petrushenko and T. N. Fedorova, Senior Researchers at Saint Peters-
burg State University, the study of social well-being presents a comprehensive picture of 
the population’s adaptation to transformational conditions and, as a result, characterizes 
the success of reform of society.

The actors of the modernization processes of the territory, along with the authorities, accord-
ing to E. B. Plotnikova, Cand. Sci. (Hist.), Associate Professor, Head of the Department of 
Sociology at Perm State National Research University, and Yu. S. Markova, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), 
Senior Lecturer at the Department of Sociology of Perm State National Research University, 
are residents, who are ready to support and participate in the modernization of the region.

V. S. Yurina, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Associate Professor at the Accounting, Analysis and 
Auditing Department of Volga Region State University of Service (Tolyatty), using her city 
as an example, examined the current problems of the development of single-industry cities, 
gave information about their condition today, restrictions and new opportunities for devel-
opment in the context of socio-economic reality.

Opening the Round Table meeting Actual Aspects of the Evolution of Regions and Local 
Communities, Yu. A. Drozdova, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor at the Department of 
Philosophy and Sociology of the Volgograd Institute of Management (branch of RANEPA), 
showed that for the Volgograd Region symbolization of space, wartime symbols are the fun-
damental basis for regional identity, consolidation of territorial communities.

A. A. Vinokurov, a teacher of the A. S. Pushkin secondary school no 26 in Smolensk, in 
his speech showed that the carriers of innovation in the sphere of socio-cultural activities 
can be women—workers of local governments, participants in a pedagogical experiment 
on the formation of culture of health protection.

The most important condition for the prosperity and well-being of any nation, according 
to T. G. Kulseev, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Associate Professor of Kursk State Medical Univer-
sity, is the state of public health. The value of health as the most important resource nec-
essary for the production of material benefits has become more tangible due to the negative 
trends in the decline in the reproduction of the population, the process of its aging.

In her speech, E. P. Martynova, Dr. Sci. (Hist.), Professor of Tula State Pedagogical Uni-
versity, relied on the results of an ethnosociological survey conducted by the author in spring 
2017 in schools of the Tula Region in order to identify the needs of the population in ethno-
cultural education. The study showed that, despite the focus of modern school education on 
preparing students for the Unified State Exam (Russian: EGE) and Basic State Exam (Russian: 
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OGE), among students and their parents in such a traditionally “Russian” region as the Tula 
Region, there are ethnocultural educational needs. According to Yu. V. Nazarova, Dr. Sci. 
(Philos.), Professor at the Tula State Pedagogical University, professional ethics as a way of 
streamlining work activity has a significant impact on the reputation of the profession.

Innovative development of the regions, according to N. D. Sorokina, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), 
Associate Professor of the Moscow Aviation Institute (National Research University), is as-
sociated with the solution of the technological breakthrough problem in Russia. For this 
purpose, active involvement of citizens in these processes is necessary. Yu. V. Ushakova, 
Assistant of the University of Tyumen, in her presentation, reviewed the opinions of experts 
on the impact of information technologies on the labor market and its transformation. She 
presented potential options for the transformation of the professions and the demand for labor.

A. V. Schepotev, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Professor of the Tula University (Tula Institute of 
Economics and Informatics) Association, Chairman of the Tula Regional Organization of 
the “Knowledge” Society of Russia, and L. V. Getmantsev, Researcher of the 4th State 
Central Interspecific Polygon Ministry of Defense of the Russian Federation, Member of 
the Astrakhan Regional Branch of the Russian Military Historical Society in Akhtubinsky 
District (Akhtubinsk), in his speech reviewed the trends in the development of information 
and educational activities in the realities of the modern world, requiring the preservation 
of Russia as a unique social community of peoples.

Kireyevsky District of Tula Region, in the opinion of A.V. Shchepotiev, Cand. Sci. 
(Econ.), Professor of the Tula University (TIEI) Association, the Chairman of the Tula 
Regional Organization of the Society “Knowledge” of Russia, and Ya. Yu. Fedorova, an 
11th grade student of the Kireyevsk school for orphans and children left without parental 
care, has a unique centuries-old military history, captured in a fairly large number of mon-
uments, military memorials, military burial places, architectural complexes, and museums.

S. N. Baranets, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Associate Professor at the Department of State and 
Municipal Administration, North-West Institute of Management (branch of RANEPA, Saint 
Petersburg), in his speech at the Round Table Summarizing Experience and Specifying 
Methods for Identifying the Innovative Potential of Research and Economic Subjects of 
Regions presented one of the aspects of theoretical generalization of the results of the in-
cluded and participating observation of socio-political processes and experiments in the 
field of regulation of local authorities through the implementation of state municipal poli-
cies in the regions of the Russian Federation.

The socio-economic development of the state and its competitiveness on the external 
market is ensured, in the opinion of N. V. Vlasova, Cand. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor 
at the Department of Philosophy, Sociology and Political Science of Ulyanovsk State Uni-
versity, primarily by having a developed “knowledge generation” environment based on a 
significant sector of fundamental research in combination with an effective education sys-
tem, developed national innovation system, holistic state policy, and regulatory legal sup-
port in the field of innovation.

In his speech, G. I. Gerasimov, Dr. Sci. (Hist.), Associate Professor, Scientific Consult-
ant of the Tula State Arms Museum, suggested that the world outlook in Russia does not 
favor the creation of new ideas. An alternative to the existing society can be a society based 
on a creative worldview that will be more effective in innovation than the current one.

V. V. Krupchatnikova, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Associate Professor at the Department of 
Economic Theory and Applied Economics of Novosibirsk State Technical University, spoke 
about innovation activity and innovation infrastructure as the most important factor in the 
development of innovative economy of the country and regions.
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I. Kulibaba, Cand. Sci. (Art Studies), Head of the Office of National Cultures of the Cen-
tre for the Culture of the V. D. Polenov Peoples of Russia at the Russian State House of Folk 
Art (Moscow), noted in his speech that culture is the basis of life, spiritual development of 
the nation, and complex socio-cultural modernization. Under these conditions, the effective 
management of the sphere of culture, the development of unified approaches to the forms of 
sociocultural work becomes a fundamental factor of inspiration and creation.

A. R. Mazhitova, Cand. Sci. (Philos.), Manager of the Centre of Agricultural Consulting 
of the Republic of Bashkortostan, told about the problems of demography, labor potential, 
and modernization possibilities of the Republic of Bashkortostan.

Causality, in the opinion of V. M. Pivoyev, Dr. Sci. (Philos.), Professor at the Department 
of Humanitarian and Social and Economic Disciplines of the Northern Institute (branch) of 
the All-Russian State University of Justice (RLA of the Ministry of Justice of Russia) in 
Petrozavodsk, is a characteristic of material, physical, and static phenomena that are replaced 
by consequences. The causal analysis leads away from the problem of assessing moral and 
spiritual responsibility for actions in the social sphere of life, the question of responsibility 
moves into the sphere of so-called objective circumstances beyond the control of the subject.

In the speech of A. A. Salakhutdinov, Researcher at Saint Petersburg State University, 
the main issues and problems of innovative employment of the population of the Leningrad 
Region were considered. The author concluded that it is necessary to use a set of measures 
for the development of innovative employment in the framework of the innovative econ-
omy being formed in the Leningrad Region.

V. P. Samarina, Professor of A. A. Ugarov Stary Oskol Technological Institute (branch) 
of the National University of Science and Technology “MISiS”, Dr. Sci. (Econ.), and P. P. 
Skufina, Dr. Sci. (Econ.), Professor, Head of the Department of the G. P. Luzin Institute of 
Economic Problems, a Separate Subdivision of the Federal Research Centre “Kola Science 
Centre” of the Russian Academy of Sciences (Apatity), presented a comparative assessment 
of the rating of the “supporting regions” based on a comparison of the socio-economic 
indicators of their development. The prospects for the development of the regions were 
identified and the socio-economic factors that hinder the development of the “supporting 
regions” were highlighted.

The socio-cultural and socio-economic factors of the development of innovation systems 
in their own regions were covered by M. A. Gruzdeva, Cand. Sci. (Econ.), Head of the 
Laboratory of Research of Social Management Problems, Senior Researcher at the Volog-
da Research Centre of the Russian Academy of Sciences, O. N. Kalachikova, Cand. Sci. 
(Econ.), Deputy Director, Head of the Department of Living Standards and Lifestyle Stud-
ies of the Vologda Research Centre of the Russian Academy of Sciences, and A. L. Che-
blakov, Head of the Information and Analytical Department of the Tyumen Regional Duma.

The conference participants came to the conclusion that it is necessary to develop local-
ly specialized innovative systems in the regions. Their reports and speeches suggested a 
typology of such systems, showed the complexity of new tasks and demonstrated a model 
of their anti-simplification research using the example of finding an effective balance of 
interactions between government bodies and firms, outlined the main directions for further 
research on the problems of socio-cultural evolution of Russian regions.

At the meeting of the Scientific Coordination Council Problems of Socio-cultural Evolution 
of Russia and its Regions of the Section of Philosophy, Political Science, Sociology, Psychol-
ogy, Law of the Department of Social Sciences of the Russian Academy of Sciences on 17 
October, the participants of the conference summed up and supported the proposal to hold the 
next 15th conference (2019) on this Program, dedicated to the problems of innovative activity 
of youth, on the example of the Leningrad Region (at Saint Petersburg State University).

SIBERIAN SOCIUM

93vol. 2  |  no 4  |  2018

SSV. I. Mosin, pp. 86-93



review

DOI: 10.21684/2587-8484-2018-2-4-94-95 

Sociological science in the system of ensuring 
security and combating crime in Russia

Vladimir E. Shinkevich

Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Associate Professor, 
Siberian Law Institute of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Russia  
(Krasnoyarsk, Russian Federation) 
vlashink@yandex.ru

Problems of counteracting crime, ensuring the national security of modern society 
still remain relevant for our society, and therefore, represent an actual subject of 
research of many social scientists in the framework of national and regional scien-
tific schools. This can be confirmed by the all-Russian scientific-practical conference 
Philosophy, Sociology, Law in the System of Counteracting Crime, which took 
place on 22 November 2018 on the basis of the Siberian Law Institute of the Min-
istry of Internal Affairs of Russia together with the Krasnoyarsk branch of the 
Russian Society of Sociologists.

In general, noting the positive changes in Russian society in recent years, the 
participants at the conference drew the attention to the following issues: the role 
of sociological, philosophical, and legal research in solving problems of social 
security in the region, ensuring law and order, improving the state as a social po-
litical institution; classical, neoclassical, and post-non-classical scientific schools 
about the problems of ensuring social security and the progressive development of 
society and the region; the importance of applied and fundamental scientific re-
search in ensuring the security of the region; deviant behavior as a subject of so-
ciological and criminological analysis; the role of the humanities in the system of 
fighting crime; the main forms and methods of using the results of scientific research 
in the practice of combating crime; problems of legal education, the formation of 
skills of law-abiding behavior.

Representatives of educational and scientific institutions, state and municipal 
authorities of Irkutsk, Krasnoyarsk, Krasnodar, Kazan, Kyzyl, Moscow, Novosi-
birsk, Omsk, Oryol, Rostov-on-Don, Samara, St. Petersburg, Tyumen, Tolyatti, 
Ufa, Yaroslavl expressed their desire to take part in the scientific-practical confer-
ence. The agenda of the scientific forum was not ignored by the sociologists of the 
Kyrgyz Republic, which is actively developing cooperation with Russia, including 
the Siberian regions, where a large number of citizens of former republics of the 
formerly united state are studying and working today.

V. E. Shinkevich, pp. 94-95
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The conference was held in plenary and sectional formats, as well as in three 
modes: full-time, part-time, and online, which undoubtedly expanded the range of 
communication opportunities and brought the creative context to the scientific 
forum. This representation gave the event an interdisciplinary character mainly 
with a practical orientation.

The following sections were presented at the conference: “Sociology in the sys-
tem of combating crime, development, and social security of modern society”, 
“Social and philosophical problems of scientific support for the processes of de-
velopment of modern society, prevention and crime control”, “Legal problems of 
scientific support for the processes of the development of modern society”, “Tol-
erance and interethnic relations among the youth”.

The conference participants listened with great interest to the reports and eval-
uated the materials presented by the participants of the scientific forum to the or-
ganizing committee, Yu. Yu. Komlev, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor (Kazan) Postmod-
ernism on Deviance and Crime; S. V. Egorychev, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor (Ufa) 
Sociological monitoring in the feedback mechanism in the management of the in-
ternal affairs bodies; T. N. Ivanova, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor (Tolyatti) The Social 
Nature of Terrorism; D. D. Nevirko, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor (Krasnoyarsk) Eco-
logical safety as a component of national security in modern conditions: on the 
materials of sociological research; T. I. Grabelnykh, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor 
(Irkutsk) On the importance of a sociological understanding of security issues in 
a regional society; T. F. Yashchuk, Dr. Sci. (Jur.), Associate Professor (Omsk) Pro-
jects of codification of the Russian criminal legislation in the late 1920s-1930s; 
A. V. Bezrukov, Dr. Sci. (Jur.), Associate Professor (Krasnoyarsk) The role of the 
police in implementing the Constitution of the Russian Federation and the consti-
tutionalization of the law and order; G. R. Khaidarova, Dr. Sci. (Phylos.), Profes-
sor (St. Petersburg) Media policy: the post-truth problem situation; T. V. Izluchen-
ko, Cans. Sci. (Phylos.), Associate Professor (Krasnoyarsk) Deviance of the 
extremist consciousness: causes and consequences, and many others.

The results of the scientific forum contributed to the optimization of further 
research in the field of ensuring the national security of Russia and combating crime 
in its regions.

According to the results of the all-Russian scientific and practical conference, 
the participants decided that the main direction of the activity of philosophers, 
sociologists, and lawyers in the field of scientific support for the security process-
es of modern society and the region should be the development of basic recom-
mendations for regional authorities and public structures to identify and eliminate 
causes and conditions, contributing to the increase of social tension and the man-
ifestation of the negative consequences of human life.
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editorial article

TO THE MEMORY OF D. D. NEVIRKO

On 14 December 2018, at the age of 66 passed away Dmitry D. Nevirko, a well-
known Siberian sociologist, Dr. Sci. (Soc.), Professor of the Department of Soci-
ology of the Siberian Federal University, a member of the editorial board of the 
Siberian Socium scientific journal.

D. D. Nevirko was born on 14 April 1952 in the Kovel District of the Volyn 
Region. Like many of the sociologists of this generation, he received an engineer-
ing education, graduating with honours in 1976 from the Krasnoyarsk Polytechnic 
Institute. His entire future life and work activity was associated with the Krasno-
yarsk Territory.

In 1988, he was appointed Deputy Head of the Krasnoyarsk Specialized Second-
ary School of Militia of the USSR Ministry of Internal Affairs, from 1999 to 2017 — 
Deputy Head of the Siberian Law Institute of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of 
Russia for scientific work (September 2011 – April 2012—Deputy Manager of the 
Siberian Law Institute of the Federal Drug Control Service of Russia).

In 1993 he defended his thesis for the degree of Cand. Sci. (Soc.) on the topic 
Socio-political orientation of young people who chose the profession of an employ-
ee of the internal affairs bodies: on the materials of a sociological study of cadets 
of the special secondary school of militia in Krasnoyarsk and Irkutsk, In 1995 he 
became Assistant Professor. In 1999 he defended his thesis for the degree of Dr. 
Sci. (Soc.) on the topic Features of the personality socialization in authoritarian 
institutions of Russia of the 90s. In 2000, D. D. Nevirko was honoured the scien-
tific title of professor.

To the memory of D. D. Nevirko
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He led a great public work: he was Deputy Head of the Krasnoyarsk Branch of 
the Russian Society of Sociologists, a member of the Board, Head of the Regional 
Branch of the Krasnoyarsk Territory of the Russian Sociological Association, a 
member of the Anti-drug Commission of the Krasnoyarsk Territory, a member of 
the Expert Council of the Krasnoyarsk Regional Fund for Support of Scientific and 
Scientific-technical Activities.

D. D. Nevirko made a great contribution to the development of national sociol-
ogy. His areas of scientific interest were human socialization, police sociology, 
sociology of deviant behavior, sociology of higher education, and post-non-clas-
sical universum sociology. D. D. Nevirko created a sociological concept of human 
socialization in modern authoritarian institutions, left behind him his students. He 
is the author of more than 200 scientific papers, including 12 monographs, 20 text-
books, a number of sociological methodologies, brochures and articles.

He had the rank of police colonel. He was awarded the Medal of the Order “For 
Merit to the Fatherland”, 2d class, medals “For Valor in Service”, “200 Years of 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Russia”, “For Distinction in Service” of three 
classes, badges “For Excellent Service in the Ministry of Internal Affairs”, “Hon-
ored Fellow of the Ministry of Internal Affairs”, “For Distinction in Service”, 2d 
and 1st classes, “For Faithful Duty”, ”Coat of Arms of Krasnoyarsk“, gratitudes 
and certificates of merit of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Russian Federation 
and Governor of the Krasnoyarsk Territory, Head of Krasnoyarsk.

A talented scientist, an experienced leader, a reliable friend, an excellent family 
man. The memory of this remarkable man will forever remain in our hearts.

Editorial board
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