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Abstract. The lack of consensus in society on the most important problems of history negatively affects 
the formation of the collective memory of the younger generation. The socialization of millennials 
(in the terms of N. Howe and W. Strauss) has specific features that become the main tool for the for-
mation of a new collective identity. In the postmodern era, society faces a number of risks and needs 
recommendations to mitigate them. The purpose of this article is to reveal the features of the collective 
memory of student youth on the example of the perception of the events of the Great Patriotic War 
(WWII) in the conditions of a super-tolerant postmodern society. The following concepts were chosen 
as the methodological basis of the research: social construction (P. Berger, T. Luckmann), the concept 
of collective memory (M. Halbwachs, P. Nora, A. Assmann), as well as the post-structuralist direction 
of postmodernism (Z. Bauman, J. Baudrillard). The empirical base of the study was formed by the 
results of a large-scale research project of the Russian Society of Sociologists “Russian Students on 
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the Great Patriotic War”, which has a fifteen-year history. Processing the data obtained has required 
using the software product Vortex 10. To study the peculiarities of young people’s perception of the 
events of the war years, the authors have chosen problematic issues, actualized by modern socio-po-
litical processes. The results have revealed the prerequisites for the alienation of generations (lack 
of discussion of events with relatives), as well as some inconsistencies in the perceptions of young 
people about the role of the countries participating in the Second World War to the real historical 
reality. The novelty of the results was predetermined by the identification of features in the views 
of civilian and military youth concerning controversial issues of history, explained by differences in 
the educational environment. In addition, the differences in ideas about patriotism in the two youth 
groups are shown and attributive markers of the concept of “patriotism” are proposed. The results 
obtained may be of interest to researchers studying youth problems.

Keywords: youth, collective memory, collective identity, society, postmodernism, commemorative 
practices, generation, millennials.

Сitation: Grosheva I. A., Groshev I. L., Grosheva L. I. 2020. “Collective memory of student youth 
in the post-modern era”. Siberian Socium, vol. 4, no. 3 (13), pp. 33-48.
DOI: 10.21684/2587-8484-2020-4-3-33-48

INTRODUCTION
The preservation of collective memory is of particular importance in the upbringing 
of new generations. Collective memory helps to develop immunity to information 
pressure and rejects attempts to rewrite history in the future. However, in the course 
of continuous transformations, the transmitted knowledge about the historical past 
turns out to be non-identical to their individual perception. A new historical picture 
of the world is evolving, which entails inevitable changes in collective memory. 
The society has entered the postmodern era, characterized by increased tolerance, 
pluralism, and uncertainty. In the postmodern perspective, stereotypes are not wel-
come, it is not customary to set strict boundaries for the perception of reality. As a re-
sult, there are gaps in people’s knowledge, fragmentation of life experience, inter-
pretation of the truth in a certain context [9, p. 150]. Everything in this world is 
subject to chance, giving rise to alternative forms of development and multiplicity 
of perception and interpretation. Z. Bauman warned about the growth of moral am-
bivalence and the strengthening of symbolism in the postmodern society [5]. The 
famous French researcher J. Baudrillard in his work “The Transparency of Evil” 
warned about such side effects as indifference and deviant tolerance which threaten 
to turn our life into a masquerade [8, p. 34]. A similar warning was expressed by 
D. S. Likhachev: “You cannot kill the true past and replace it with a theatrical one…” 
[13]. He revealed two approaches to the perception of the past: as a theatrical per-
formance and as a document. In the first case, tutorials and textbooks are created to 
emphasize what should be read and memorized. The second approach requires 
the development of analytical skills. The attitude to the past forms the national im-
age since each person is a bearer of the national character.
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Attitude to the past, which forms the collective historical memory, has become 
topical in relation to the current generation, chronologically distant from the trag-
ic and destructive events of the 20th century. This generation does not have their 
own impressions and experiences associated with these events. Young people born 
between 1985 and 2003 are imbued with the spirit of postmodernity. N. Howe and 
W. Strauss called this generation millennials (or generation Y) [11] and described 
a number of positive and negative qualities inherent in the representatives of this 
generation. On the one hand, millennials are regarded as quick learners, they are 
very tolerant; on the other hand, they are stigmatized for their infantilism, lack of 
critical thinking, pragmatism. The digital era contributed to the increased speed of 
information perception and at the same time narrowed millennials’ attention span, 
which led to the underdevelopment of analytical thinking and the inability to sys-
tematize information. Our concern about these peculiarities of the modern genera-
tion gave rise to scientific and practical interest in studying the youth’s perception 
of such a significant event as the Great Patriotic War (the Eastern Front of World 
War II). It also gave rise to such issues as moral values and patriotism among mod-
ern students. On the basis of the data of a large-scale project of the Russian Society 
of Sociologists titled “Russian Students and the Great Patriotic War”, it became 
possible to identify changes in the youth’s worldview.

THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL BASIS
Sociology of youth as a branch of sociology makes it possible to apply a whole 
arsenal of interdisciplinary approaches that reveal the problems of socialization of 
the younger generation in the conditions of “elusive” (in E. Giddens’s terms) and 
“fluid” modernity (in Z. Bauman’s terms). In connection with the ambiguity of 
modern interpretations of history, it seems significant to use the riskological direc-
tion within the framework of the concept of risk society by W. Beck [6], and 
E. Giddens [9]. In the course of our research, we relied on the concept of social 
construction by P. Berger and T. Luckmann, in whose works the construction pro-
cess is divided into the following procedures: habituation, typification, institution-
alization, and legitimation [7]. Typification occurs in the process of assimilating 
specific models of human experience (habitus). The generations of “grandfathers” 
and “fathers” create traditions as the basis of typified collective representations 
that are institutionalized in the process of passing on to younger generations (the sta-
tuses and roles are distributed, norms and sanctions are objectified, etc.). Then 
comes the legitimation (justification) of the social order.

The use of poststructuralist theoretical cases by J. Baudrillard and Z. Baumann 
in the framework of postmodernism is justified by the ambivalence of the interpre-
tative paradigm that dominates in modern society in relation to event content. 
Within the framework of the postmodern approach, we turn to the functional in-
terpretation of the “collective memory” concept. The concept of collective mem-
ory was described in the works by M. Halbwax, A. Assman, and P. Nora. Despite 
the fact that the relationship between social and collective memory was analyzed 
in the mid-1920s by E. Durkheim’s student, the French philosopher and sociologist 
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M. Halbwax, his approach is still relevant. Collective memory is the memory of 
local groups, it is not universal and is associated with the cultural heritage of the 
social environment of the individual. Memory lends itself to symbolic construction 
by distinguishing between meaningful memories and secondary ones. In the natu-
ral course of forgetting, or in the course of deliberate falsification, the social 
memory is destroyed, which inevitably entails a change in individual memory [10, 
p. 135]. German historian A. Assman proposed to consider collective memory a 
combination of social, cultural, and political aspects. This approach explains the 
mechanism of constructing identity with the help of commemorative practices used 
for manipulative purposes (demolition of monuments, renaming of streets, etc.) [4, 
p. 32]. The French historian P. Nora researched the concept of commemoration, 
which is a product of the present, in contrast to memory, which personifies the past. 
Collective memory is a product of rooting in something specific: in an object, space, 
and image [14, p. 20]. It is logically linked to identity that expresses collective 
experience and explains the meaning of what is happening. Memory forms a col-
lective identity, and turns into commemoration.

Postmodern changes in culture are expressed in the fragmentation of history, 
criticism of authorities, and increased attention to diversity. Interest in the past is 
growing, but, according to some authors, this leads to the commercialization of 
cultural and historical heritage, the transformation of history into a performance. It 
is no secret that as a result of the “parade of sovereignties” many states faced the 
problem of national self-determination and began to construct their own identity 
based on the concept of a victim [19, p. 231]. The lack of consensus in society on 
issues of national history negatively affected the historical consciousness, which is 
defined by Z. T. Toshchenko as “a set of ideas, views, perceptions, feelings, moods 
that reflect the perception and assessment of the past in all its diversity” [18, p. 41]. 
For example, on the eve of the 70th anniversary of the Victory in the Great Patriotic 
War, many researchers noted with alarm that the number of young people “without 
family memory” was growing. Young people preserve their memory “by inertia”, 
and art and propaganda contribute to the development of commemorative practices. 
And if earlier it was a “memory boom” [16, p. 21], now it is selective memory. Se-
lective memory develops on the basis of political or social pragmatism, which forms 
the memory necessary for a particular period. The selection of information patterns 
takes place according to the goals set by political agents who form a corresponding 
request to the media. As a result, the Holocaust, for example, becomes an analogue 
of the Great Patriotic War, while genocide as a manifestation of national hostility 
fades, transforming into a local problem [3, pp. 88-89].

The phenomenon of social pragmatism was revealed in the results of a study con-
ducted in 2017 by E. L. Omelchenko and Yu. V. Andreeva using the method of bio-
graphical interviews in the families of different generations (a total of 31 biographi-
cal interviews in nine three-generation and two two-generation families). Such events 
as the Battle of Kursk, the Battle of Stalingrad, and the Fall of Berlin, among others, 
were unquestionably interpreted as significant, but the information about prisoners-
of-war and what happened to them was interpreted as opaque by the families. The re-
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searchers concluded that family stories have become a one-sided legacy. The preser-
vation of memories creates intergenerational breaks that make it possible to hide facts 
that are unpleasant for a family biography [15, p. 153]. There is a gradual destruction 
of  sites of memory (les lieux de mémoire  in P. Nora’s terms), and along with such 
concepts as “memory-archive”, “memory-duty”, a third concept is added to create a 
complete picture of this metamorphosis — “memory-distance” [14, p. 35]. 

In this article, proceeding from M. Halbwax’s concept of collective memory and 
relying on A. Hüssen’s concept of cultural memory and specific temporality in 
discursive analysis, we dwell on the assumption that the collective memory of such 
a significant event of the 20th century as the Great Patriotic War not always viewed 
as adequate to the historical memory by the generations Y and Z in Russia. For the 
modern youth, the social memory is a specific phenomenon, defined by A. Hüssen, 
Professor of Columbia University, as “the twilight of memory”, which is understood 
as “each generation’s memory decline under the influence of time and moderniza-
tion” [12, p. 3]. 

RESEARCH METHODS
The article is based on the materials of a large-scale research project “Russian 
students about the Great Patriotic War” carried out by the Russian Sociological 
Society (RSS) during a fifteen-year period. We carried out a study aimed at iden-
tifying young people’s memories about the Great Patriotic War. In total, four waves 
of research were carried out. The first study was done on the eve of the 60th anni-
versary of the Great Victory (N = 2,000 in 2005), the second one on the eve of the 
65th anniversary of the Victory (N = 3,500 in 2010). In the third study, titled “Mod-
ern Russian students about the Great Patriotic War” (2015), 4,691 respondents were 
interviewed. They were students of 53 Russian universities. 14,626 people took 
part in the fourth wave of the federal sociological survey “The attitude of students 
to the Great Patriotic War” carried out by the Russian Sociological Society (on the 
basis of the decision of the RSS Presidium dated 29 November 2019), which last-
ed from 10 December 2019 to 10 March 2020. Students who took part in the survey 
represented more than 80 universities and 50 cities in Russia and the countries of 
the former Soviet Union. Of these, 10,065 people were students of Russian uni-
versities. All the participants of the survey were interviewed via Google Forms.

For the analysis, 1,196 students studying in five cities in the Ural Federal District 
(UFD) were selected. These five cities included Surgut, Yekaterinburg, Tyumen, 
Chelyabinsk, and Nizhnevartovsk. The distribution by city is shown in Table 1.

The majority of the respondents are young people aged between 17 and 25. There 
is a gender bias in the general array. Representatives of both genders took part in 
the survey; however, on average, female students were better represented than male 
students (Table 2).

As can be seen Table 2, representatives of the humanities predominate; every 
tenth respondent specializes in technical sciences, every fifth representative studies 
economics. For the first time, cadets of Tyumen Higher Military Engineering Acad-
emy named after the marshal of engineering troops A. I. Proshlyakov took part in 
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the RSS research project. Despite the relatively low number of military respondents 
(N = 102), the opinions expressed by the military youth about the events of the 
Great Patriotic War/WWII, their attitude to the ambiguous conclusions and assess-
ments of the past have a certain scientific value. Data processing was carried out 
using the Vortex 10 software product.

Table 1. The distribution of the respondents by the cities of the Ural Federal District
N Cities of the Ural Federal District Number of people %
1. Surgut 466 39
2. Yekaterinburg 292 24
3. Tyumen 205 18
4. Chelyabinsk 121 10
5. Nizhnevartovsk 112 9

Total 1,196 100

Table 2. The distribution of the respondents by gender and major in college/university (%)
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Gender Major in college/university
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Surgut 24 76 62 3 17 14 0 3 1
Yekaterinburg 47 53 8 20 9 2 7 53 1
Tyumen 65 35 35 6 8 0 0 1 50
Chelyabinsk 20 80 26 2 70 0 2 0 0
Nizhnevartovsk 18 82 75 9 3 8 1 4 0
The Ural Federal 
District 36 64 42.3 8 21.6 4.8 0.6 12.3 10.4

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Students’ perception of the events of the Great Patriotic War was studied 60, 65, and 
70 years after the end of the Great Patriotic War. It should be noted that over the 
course of 15 years, a large number of publications have appeared in the press related 
to the ambiguous interpretation of the events which took place 75 years ago. Accord-
ing to a number of researchers, the desire to debunk the myths of the Soviet past 
turned into acts of historical vandalism associated not so much with the change of 
ideals, but with the desire of young people to distinguish themselves [2, p. 42].

The research materials show that teachers (76.5%), films devoted to the Soviet 
period (65.8%), stories told by relatives (64.6%), meetings with war veterans who 
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took part in the Great Patriotic War (43.4%) appear as the main sources of knowl-
edge about the Great Patriotic War. No differences were found between the answers 
of students representing various cities of the Ural Federal District. The relatively 
low percentage of mentions of the Internet as a source of information about the 
Great Patriotic War may be due to the predominance of entertainment communica-
tion which focus mainly on hype information. Obtaining information of a different 
nature (for example, historical information contained in archival documents) was 
not considered as relevant. For example, in 2015, during the implementation of the 
research project “The influence of historical falsifications and myths on the con-
sciousness and social behavior of modern Russian youth” (N = 2,051, Moscow, 
2015), it turned out that “as sources of information about the Great Patriotic War, 
the youth chose textbooks (78%), the Internet (60.1%), movies and TV series 
(45.4%), conversations with knowledgeable people (37.5%), and fiction (37.3%)” 
[1, p. 72]. Currently, the opinion that Internet sources about the Great Patriotic War 
predominate among millennials has not been confirmed since the Internet as a 
source of information about the Great Patriotic War was mentioned by only 18.5% 
of the respondents. The data obtained indirectly confirm the presence of a certain 
communicative environment where the events of the Great Patriotic War are most 
often discussed (Table 3).

Table 3. The respondents’ preferences of interlocutors/sources of information about the 
Great Patriotic War (% of respondents)
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1 Teachers, university professors 26 12.3 27 26 22
2 Parents 19 19 18 12 18

3 Elderly relatives (grandfathers, 
grandmothers, great grandparents, etc.) 18 18.5 16 23 28

4 Elderly relatives — WWII veterans 7 3.2 7 3 7
5 Friends 12 19 15 13 9
6 No one 17 28 17 23 16
7 Other representatives 1 0 0 0 0

Total 100 100 100 100 100

As can be seen from Table 3, there are differences in the answers across the cit-
ies of the Ural Federal District. Students from Yekaterinburg chose the option “no 
one”, while students from Nizhnevartovsk preferred to talk about the war first with 
elderly relatives (grandmothers, grandfathers, etc.), and then with teachers. Almost 
every fifth respondent does not talk to anyone about the events of the Great Patri-
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otic War, which can be interpreted in two ways. On the one hand, as noted by 
G. S. Shirokalova and O. K. Shimanskaya in their studies conducted among the 
students of Nizhny Novgorod State Linguistic University (N = 238, 2019), there 
is a gradual loss of interest in the past events and the widening generation gap in 
families [17, p. 244]. On the other hand, in our opinion, the result obtained may 
indicate the absence of accumulated information within the family itself, or the 
absence of an established constructive dialogue between generations.

The questionnaires of all waves of the research included problematic questions 
that made it possible to assess young people’s general level of knowledge about 
the events of the Great Patriotic War/WWII, including the question of these four 
countries’ contribution to the victory in WW II: the USSR, the USA, the UK, and 
France. The youth appreciated the contribution of each country to the victory over 
fascism with an absolute predominance of the USSR. However, at the national 
level, we compared the results of the three waves of research, which made it pos-
sible to assess the dynamics of the ongoing processes in the worldview of the 
younger generation (Table 4).

Table 4. Assessment of the contribution of  the USSR, the USA, the UK, and France to 
the victory in WWII (%)

Contribution USSR USA UK France
2005 2015 2020 2005 2015 2020 2005 2015 2020 2005 2015 2020

Considerable 96 95 99 11 12 30 12 11 29 7 9 19
Not very 
significant 2 1.5 0.6 46 44 50 59 55.5 51.5 45 41 50

Inconsiderable 2 3.5 0.4 43 44 20 29 33.5 19.5 48 50 31
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Source: the data for 2005 and 2015 are taken from [20, p. 190].

Table 4 shows that over the past 15 years, young people’s perception of other 
countries’ contributions to the victory has grown: threefold for the United States, 
twofold for the United Kingdom and France. In the Ural Federal District, every 
fourth respondent assessed the contribution of the United States and United King-
dom as significant. Among the cities of the Ural Federal District, differences in 
estimates were revealed. For example, among the Surgut students there were 2.7% 
(12 people) who rated the USSR’s contribution to the victory as not very significant, 
and 1.4% (6 people) as insignificant. In Yekaterinburg, more than 40% of students 
are confident in the UK’s significant contribution (every fifth in Nizhnevartovsk 
and every third in Chelyabinsk). Among the Tyumen youth, only one in ten noted 
the significance of the contribution of these countries. The data obtained confirm 
the results of a survey conducted by the All-Russian Public Opinion Research 
Center (VTsIOM) in August 2019 (N = 1,600). According to the data obtained, the 
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majority of Russians assessed the contribution of the USSR to the victory in World 
War II as significant (84%). However, since 2009, i. e. since the beginning of the 
monitoring, there has been a decrease in the share of respondents who are confident 
that the main role in the victory belongs to the USSR (from 86 to 69%). A third of 
respondents noted the importance of the contribution of the United States and one 
in four mentioned the contribution of the United Kingdom [16]. A change in the 
interpretation of the results of World War II occurred as a result of a super-tolerant 
postmodern reality, unwillingness to carry out a critical analysis of information 
about Lend-Lease and the victorious war of the Americans and the British. As a re-
sult, a new reality has been constructed, which results in habituation and legitimi-
zation of events that tip the balance in favor of the exaggeration of the significance 
of actions for some participants with a simultaneous understatement for others. 
As a result, we are confronted with a discrepancy between the collective and his-
torical memory. The applied commemorative practices in the form of replacing the 
term “fascist Germany” with the term “the Third Reich”, “accomplices of the fas-
cists” with “collaborators”, etc. are slowly but surely forming a new historical 
picture of the world. One of the most powerful commemorative practices — “de-
communization” — openly allows any acts of vandalism to be carried out with 
impunity. It can be viewed as one of the ways of channeling the youth’s energy 
into destruction, thus distracting the active part of the population from real prob-
lems, using the dubious, momentary glory of the “act of Herostratus”.

In connection with negative trends and attempts to repeatedly rewrite history, 
especially in the neighboring countries, the questionnaire of the fourth wave 
included for the first time a problematic question about the attitude of young 
people to some controversial events of the Great Patriotic War/World War II. 
Young people were asked to express their agreement (disagreement) with them. 
When comparing the data at the all-Russian level with the data at the federal 
level, we found no significant difference. However, upon closer examination, the 
difference in responses increases. Table 5 presents the results distributed accord-
ing to different levels (the position “controversial and disputable” was not taken 
into account).

Attention is drawn to the ratio of the positions in the table among the cadets. 
The degree of rejection of some is much higher than at the national and federal 
levels. Fig. 1 shows the answers of the respondents with the inclusion of the in-
termediate position “controversial and disputable” at the Ural Federal District 
level.

The received answers characterize the young people’s uncertainty, their ignorance 
of the subject of the discussion, which explains the shift to the intermediate posi-
tion: “controversial and debatable”. The picture is generally identical for the cities 
of the Urals Federal District under study, with the exception of Tyumen, where half 
of the respondents are military youth. Noteworthy is the significant difference in 
the responses of military and civilian youth on positions related to the occupation 
and justification of aid to the fascists (Fig. 2).
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Table 5. The respondents’ opinion about the events related to the Great Patriotic War 
(% of respondents)

Events, opinions

Russia Ural Federal 
District Tyumen
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Both Germany and the USSR are guilty of 
the War 40 16 38 17 51 10 56 6

Germany’s invasion of the USSR  
on 22 June 1941 was NOT unexpected 30 34 27 33 26 34 20 33

Help to the fascists (“Forest Brothers”, 
“Bandera”, etc.) can be justified  
by the struggle against the Soviet system, 
Stalinism, for the independence of Ukraine, 
the Baltic countries, etc.

39 15 40 13 47 17 62 13

Liberation of the Baltic States, Eastern 
Europe in 1944-1945 was an occupation 36 13 36 14 50 17 72 8

Desecration of graves and demolition 
of monuments to Soviet soldiers and 
commanders in a number of countries is 
decommunization (struggle against the 
legacy of the USSR)

38 32 39 30 41 42 51 37

Source: the data for Russia are taken from [19, pp. 7-16].
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Fig. 1. The opinion of Ural Federal District respondents  
about the events related to the Great Patriotic War  

(% of respondents)

0 20 40 60

Both Germany and the USSR are guilty of the war

Germany's invasion of the USSR on June 22, 1941 
was NOT unexpected

Desecration of graves and demolition of monuments 
to Soviet soldiers and commanders in a number 

of countries is decommunization (struggle against 
the legacy of the USSR)

Liberation of the Baltic States, Eastern Europe 
in 1944‐1945 was an occupation

Help to the fascists ("Forest Brothers", "Bandera", etc.) 
can be justified by the struggle against the Soviet 

system, Stalinism, for the independence of Ukraine, 
the Baltic countries, etc.

Ural Federal District

Agree Disputable Disagree



SIBERIAN SOCIUM

44 vol. 4  |  no. 3 (13)  |  2020

SSSS I. A. Grosheva, I. L. Groshev, L. I. Grosheva, pp. 33-48

Fig. 2. The opinion of Tyumen Higher Military Engineering Academy  
respondents about the events related to the Great Patriotic War  

(% of respondents)
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It should be noted that military youth to a greater extent adhered to a negative 
assessment of the prospects for further cooperation with those countries that com-
mitted acts of vandalism against the monuments to Soviet soldiers (69%). And only 
one in four believed that these countries were sovereign and could do what they 
thought was right. Among civilian youth, one in five was convinced of the need to 
reduce cooperation, and about half of the respondents recognized the right of 
other countries to act at their own discretion.

The received answers raise many questions, first of all, to the educational envi-
ronment, and secondly, to the organization of educational work. In the era of super-
tolerance, it is not customary to talk about ideology; however, ideology is invisibly 
present. There is a hidden struggle for the minds of the younger generation. In part, 
it has already been possible to change the opinion of modern people about some 
historical events. At present, it is necessary to take into account the peculiarities 
of socialization not only of millennials, but also of the next generation — centen-
nials. Particular attention should be paid to revealing the essence of historical events, 
the gaps in knowledge of which were discovered during the study. Unfortunately, 
in the minds of the younger generation, many actions taken with the aim of re-
evaluating the past in a direction beneficial to certain circles are not identified as 
extremist. Weak handling of factual material is replaced by copying someone else’s 
worldview model.

In connection with the revealed differences in the responses of civilian and 
military youth, it is interesting to compare the opinions of the two groups about 
the modern portrait of a patriot. Patriotism by itself does not have a factual evalu-
ative system (unlike historical memory), which makes it difficult to adequately 
assess the level of patriotism. The lack of a qualitative assessment is replaced by 
a quantitative one - the number of events, their participants, etc. It is also important 
to have a desire to be a patriot, since the patriot status implies the performance of 
important duties regardless of one’s own interests, goals and plans.

Research has shown that over a five-year period, the image of the Tyumen pa-
triot has become closer to the all-Russian one. In the minds of young people, it is a 
person who respects and takes pride in their Motherland and its history. A patriot is 
a person who respects veterans and representatives of the older generation in gen-
eral; who is ready for self-sacrifice and does not avoid serving in the army. The 
position “not to avoid joining the army” has disappeared from the all-Russian and 
regional portrait. Most likely, the obviousness of the need to serve in the army has 
been recognized. There are differences in the portrait of a patriot among civilian and 
military youth. Civilians place emphasis on the so-called speculative qualities that 
do not require additional physical and mental effort (e. g. “to respect” or “to take 
pride”). The signs of an active patriot (“to be ready”, “to take part”) were in 5th and 
6th places. For the military, on the contrary, “not to avoid joining the army” and “be 
ready for self-sacrifice” took 2nd and 3rd places, respectively. Indeed, a military man 
has a willingness to sacrifice himself; he regards the concepts of “patriotism” and 
“military duty” as inextricably linked. Special attention should be paid to the fact 
that the main feature of patriotism “to work honestly and conscientiously” was cho-
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sen by every fourth (at the national and regional levels, military youth) or fifth re-
spondent. Volunteers among the younger generation do not yet fit into the portrait 
of a patriot. In the course of the fourth wave of the study, it was revealed for the first 
time that for every tenth representative of civilian youth at the all-Russian and re-
gional levels, patriotism was regarded as an obsolete phenomenon.

We consider patriotism a necessary element of the social potential of Russian 
society, which should include such indispensable qualities as involvement, assis-
tance and empathy. Involvement expands the range of social interaction of the 
individual outside of purely professional duties since it belongs to the sphere of 
moral education. Assistance presupposes the involvement of a person in projects 
at various levels, and empathy helps to make patriotism part of one’s inner being 
or mental structure.

The creation of an adequate algorithm for a balanced assessment of facts, events 
and the situation as a whole is a mandatory component, a key tool in educational 
work not only with the representatives of the Russian armed forces, but also with 
young people of the new generation.

CONCLUSION
Collective memory is a chronotope that has a temporal structure. It allows reveal-
ing not only the past of the past, but also the future of the past. Lack of attention 
to millennials (and, in the future, to centennials), the use of voluntaristic commem-
orative practices contribute to a change in the memory of today’s youth, which is 
reflected in the research results. The memory of a generation devoid of attachment 
to society loses the opportunity to become an element of the cultural memory of 
their descendants.

In the course of a comparative analysis of the survey results based on the answers 
given by military and civilian youth, we came to the following conclusions:

1. Most of the distinguishing features of the military educational environment 
are generated by structural and functional features of military education. 
Special attention is paid to the minimum risk strategy in educational and 
pedagogical experiments. The introduction of innovations into the educa-
tional process is carried out only after a thorough analysis, testing and con-
firmation of positive results. Thoughtless copying of foreign methods is 
unacceptable due to the inevitability of being dependent on foreign mental-
ity when choosing a pedagogical strategy. We would like to draw attention 
to the need for a thorough analysis of any attempts to reform Russian edu-
cation in “one fell swoop”. Fast-track reforms are unacceptable a priori, and 
the desire to extrapolate the so-called innovation processes in the civilian 
educational environment to military education is not justified either econom-
ically or strategically.

2. Despite its technical orientation, military education contains a significant 
component of the humanities. Particular attention is paid to military history. 
Answers given by students who are representatives of the same generation-
al group but who belong to different educational environments, proved the 
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validity of the chosen strategy. The strategy for the development of the hu-
manities in Russian military institutions of the Ministry of Defense has been 
successful since it focuses on patriotic education. This educational model 
should be adopted by educational establishments representing civil education 
in Russia.
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