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Abstract. One of the priorities of the society’s development is the reproduction of its key val-
ues. In this regard, uniting ideas of patriotism and citizenship among the younger generation 
becomes particularly important. The degree of patriotic identity is an important indicator of an 
individual’s social maturity level and a prerequisite for becoming a citizen of their country. As 
a social community, youth is diverse in its composition; therefore, the comparative analysis of 
patriotic ideas and values of its main groups is gaining particular interest. This article reviews the 
academic literature on the theoretical approaches to the study of the patriotism, paying attention to 
the sociological research of the features of one’s patriotic values in different groups of the young 
people. The empirical basis of the study includes a comparative survey of patriotic orientations 
(conducted from March to July 2017) of the representatives of three main groups of the young 
people living in the South of the Tyumen Region: school students, university students, and young 
people. The authors show the features of the patriotic mindset of the given youth groups, which 
can be explained by their age, value orientations, and available social experience. The results 
show the impact, which some youth’s life aspects (such as their satisfaction with their lives, social 
position, and plans for the future), have on their political orientation. The authors conclude on 
the peculiarities of civil and patriotic views among the representatives of major groups of youth, 
revealing similarities and differences in the process of forming their civil identity.
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INTRODUCTION

A stable society implies a value system uniting the main strata and groups of the 
population. The youth, their social orientations, outlook on life, civic and patri-
otic policies determine future directions of the country’s development. Having a 
great integrative potential, patriotic ideas contribute to the reconstruction of the 
sociocultural foundations of the Russian society on the basis of love for the 
motherland, civil identity, moral values, historical memory, and the country’s 
achievements.

On the one hand, representatives of the younger generation are free from social 
behavioral stereotypes and established standards, including the political sphere. 
On the other hand, they are in search of a worldview which would form their life 
position and new social practices, including their first civic experience.

The patriotic identity formation is an important step in the young person’s 
development. It implies awareness about his/her place in the society, building a 
life strategy in accordance with the interests of his/her country with a gradually 
developing individual sense of civic responsibility. Patriotic values promote a 
more meaningful attitude to the socio-political events in the country, participation 
in the life of the local community as well as increasing social maturity of an in-
dividual.

Youth as a social group are rather heterogeneous in composition. It unites indi-
viduals with different levels of education and life experience. In this regard, it is 
of particular interest to compare positions of different age groups from 14 to 30 
years old (schoolchildren, university students, and youth workers) in order to as-
certain the peculiarities of the formation of their patriotic views and values.

At present, the study of the young generation’s patriotic values reveals the 
following issues: differences in the researchers’ understanding of the essence 
of patriotism; inconsistency regarding the significance and role of the patriot-
ic values ranging from uncritically positive perception to a complete denial of 
their significance; an insufficient number of comparative studies of civil and 
patriotic views and values of different age and social groups within the Russian 
society.

We distinguish several approaches to the concept of patriotism. According to 
the Sociology Encyclopedia, 

“patriotism is a moral and political principle, a social feeling, the content of 
which is love for one’s native land, pride in its past and present, readiness to put 
the country’s interests above one’s own, the desire to protect homeland interests” 
[10, p. 713].

The Russian Pedagogical Encyclopedia notes that 
“patriotism is manifested in a sense of pride in the achievements of the native 
country, bitterness about its failures and misfortunes, respect for the historical 
past of its people, national memory, national and cultural traditions” [5, p. 110].

In our study, we proceed from the definition given in the Concept of Patriotic 
Education of the Citizens of the Russian Federation: 
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“a special focus of self-realization and social behavior of citizens, the criteria 
for which are love and service to the homeland, ensuring the integrity and sov-
ereignty of Russia, its national security, sustainable development, duty and re-
sponsibility, implying the priority of social and state principles over individual 
interests and aspirations and being the highest purpose of life and activity of 
each individual, social group, and strata” [18].

The process of formation and development of patriotic views is gradual. It re-
flects one’s personal experience and presupposes the influence of social institutions 
(primarily educational) and the immediate environment. According to A. N. Mal-
inkin, patriotism begins with a person’s natural affection for the motherland and 
the place where he or she was born. This is deeply individual and is exactly the 
source of the patriotic feelings and attitudes the person develops in later years. The 
objects of these feelings are gradually generalized, “expanding in concentric circles 
(father’s house – place of birth – fatherland; parents – kin – nation)” [23, p. 32]. 
J. Westheimer connects the origins of patriotic ideas with the inherent psycholog-
ical need to belong to larger social communities. This need gives a feeling of tran-
scending the self [32, p. 316-320].

G. P. Zvezdina notes that the socio-pedagogical meaning of patriotism lies in its 
“ability to influence the development of a person through the feeling of a deep 
connection between the destinies of each person and his/her people. It defines 
the person’s worldview, lifestyle, and behavior and gives a meaning to human 
existence” [41, p. 92].

Modern youth shape their patriotic values in fundamentally different conditions 
than the older generation of the Soviet heritage. In Soviet times patriotism was 
the most important axiological basis of state development. The currently chang-
ing socio-political situation fosters the idea of 

“erasing the boundaries between national states (eliminating many of their func-
tions), territories (border free travels), loosening kin ties and attachment to the 
native land” [15, p. 67]. 

This results in patriotism gradually losing its value. Both of these approaches 
are extremes. They fail to see a deep connection between patriotic values and the 
process of forming a person’s identity (including civil) under the influence of the 
country’s cultural and historical development. This process also involves critical 
assessment.

Analyzing patriotic orientations, O. I. Efremova [40, p. 1], following D. O. Afa-
nasyeva [1, p. 135], singles out three main components: a cognitive component 
reflecting a person’s ideas about the Homeland, nation, historical past, culture, and 
traditions; an emotional component including a complex of experiences (love for 
one’s country, attitude to national ideas and values); and a behavioral component 
which is the manifestation of these experiences in the person’s behavior and activ-
ities. T. V. Tolstukhina and A. A. Lavrikova believe that the degree of maturity of 
the cognitive component of patriotic orientations shows the true development of 
patriotism among young people [35, p. 101].
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As for the main functions of patriotism, N. M. Il’ichev identifies the following: 

ideological, suggesting an influence on the general system of values, views, and atti-
tudes of the individual; methodological—expressed in certain actions aimed at trans-
forming the social reality; communicative—implying spiritual unity of citizens based 
on the feeling of love for their country, pride in it; regulatory—expressed in the vol-
untary fulfillment of the patriotic norms and principles by the individual and various 
social groups; and axiological, the essence of which is that patriotic ideas provide the 
direction for the actions of both individuals and various communities [12, p. 88].

From the point of view of the functional approach, A. V. Kuz’min and 
Yu. N. Trifonov distinguish three functions of patriotism. The cognitive function 
refers to the knowledge about one’s homeland “being initially accumulated at 
the everyday level of citizens’ consciousness, then consolidated at the theoretical 
level, and in this sense anticipates the patriotic attitude and patriotic activity as 
the structural elements of patriotism”. The mobilizing-encouraging function 
means that the love for one’s own country motivates the person to patriotic ac-
tivity and serving the community. The educational function is carried out in the 
process of the formation of the civic character [20]. M. Hand, J. Pierce and J. Kane 
emphasize the role of the educational institutions and teachers in instilling pat-
riotism among young people [11, p. 405-418; 13, p. 600-607]. In terms of patri-
otic education of young people, the most relevant patriotic functions are ideo-
logical, educational and communicative. They stimulate maturity and develop 
civic consciousness.

Schoolchildren’s patriotic orientations were studied by S. S. Gadzhimagomedo-
va [6], O. L. Lushnikova [21], V. E. Musina [25], V. A. Khudik and N. V. Logino-
va [16], E.V. Cherkesova [4]. M. M. Akulich and G. Z. Efimova [2], N. V. Dulina 
and N. A. Ovchar [6], E. M. Mikhailova and T. V. Cherkesova [24]; and a number 
of other researchers studied university students’ civil and patriotic values.

From March to June 2017, the Sociological Laboratory of the Department of Gen-
eral and Economic Sociology, University of Tyumen, conducted a sociological survey 
of young people in the Tyumen Region. The sample population consisted of 1,087 
urban and rural senior schoolchildren of general education institutions, as well as 
1,360 university students in the cities of Tyumen, Tobolsk, and Ishim. In April–July 
2017, we surveyed 956 representatives of income-earning youth from Tyumen, To-
bolsk and Ishim. More than twenty enterprises of the Tyumen Region represented 
the income-earning youth. Stratified multistage proportionate sampling was used.

The purpose of our study is a comparative analysis of the characteristics of pa-
triotic orientations in the representatives of the three groups of young people: 
schoolchildren, university students and income-earning young people. The study 
involves identification of similarities and differences due to the respondents’ age, 
level of education and social status.

RESEARCH RESULTS
Schoolchildren. 52.5% of 10th grade students and 47.2% of 11th grade students 
took part in the survey. Using S. Schwartz’s methodology [14], we established that, 
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on the one hand, high school students living in cities wanted to be independent in 
making the most important life decisions and are ready to take risks. On the other 
hand, they want to see a strong state able to protect their interests, if needed.

Among the surveyed schoolchildren from the countryside, the following answers 
were the most popular: “It is important for him/her to be loyal to his/her friends. 
S/he would like to devote her/himself to close people ”(74.3%); “It is important 
for him/her that everyone in the world be treated equally. S/he is convinced that 
everyone should have equal opportunities in life ”(66.7%); “S/he firmly believes 
that people should take care of nature” (63.3%); “It is important for him/her to 
make decisions about what and how to do. S/he likes to be free and do not depend 
on others ”(61.5%). To sum up, rural high school students, compared to urban ones, 
put the problem of equality of life opportunities and availability of modern amen-
ities much above state help and protection (in terms of popularity, this option ranked 
eighth).

According to the survey, “the overall respondents’ satisfaction with their own 
lives is rather high: implementing a 10-point grading scale, half of the respondents 
living in the city (50.2%) rated their satisfaction as “rather high ”(6-8 points), 34.6% 
of the respondents rated it as “high” (9-10 points). Only 1.5% of the respondents 
are completely dissatisfied with their lives (1-2 points)” [34, p. 659]. More rural 
than city high school students rated their satisfaction as “high” (9-10 points) – 
45.3%; the generalized number of those with “rather high” and “high” life satis-
faction is 85.5%.

To almost half of the urban schoolchildren (51.9%) future brings mixed feelings. 
Only 36.2% are confident and optimistic. The majority of the respondents (85.8%) 
are to some extent worried about Russia’s future. In these questions, the opinions 
of the urban and rural respondents almost completely coincide.

The correlation analysis has revealed a negative statistical relationship between 
the variables How do you see your future? and In general, how satisfied are you 
with your life today? (Pearson’s correlation –0.314 **). This suggests that the more 
optimistic schoolchildren are about their life prospects, the higher their social needs 
and requirements to the socio-political situation in the country are; and therefore, 
the lower their current satisfaction with life is.

Answering the question How proud are you to be a Russian citizen?, about a third 
of the secondary school students living in the city (32.1%) replied that they “are very 
proud”; 40.4% of the survey participants admitted that they are “more likely proud” 
of this circumstance. This indicates a fairly high level of patriotic sentiment among 
the students surveyed. Among those who are “proud” or “rather proud” to be a Rus-
sian citizen, the majority of males receive “good and excellent” marks at school 
(34.6%); and there are slightly more girls (43.1%) than boys (29.2%).

Rural schoolchildren who “are very proud” to be Russian citizens are almost twice 
as many (55.6%). The total number of those who chose the answer “very proud” or 
“more likely proud” to be a Russian citizen is 87.9% (compared to the generalized 
72.5% of urban high school students). This suggests a greater prevalence of patriot-
ic ideas among the secondary school children residing in rural areas.
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The level of schoolchildren’s satisfaction with their lives is connected with the 

degree of manifestation of their patriotic orientations: the majority of those who 
are proud that they are Russian (23%) are also “rather satisfied” with their lives 
(see Fig. 1).

In addition, a certain statistical relationship was established between the variables 
How proud are you to be a Russian citizen? and How do you see your future? 
(Pearson’s correlation is 0.222 **).

The surveyed schoolchildren, more often than the respondents from the other 
groups, wished to change their place of residence in the future and move to an-
other country. One fifth (20.4%) of the urban high school students and 13.4% of 
the rural schoolchildren participating in the study replied affirmatively the ques-
tion Would you like to leave Russia?; 21.1% of the urban schoolchildren and 
16.8% of the rural ones answered “probably would like to” leave; 58.3% of the 
urban schoolchildren, and 69.3% of those from the rural schools “absolutely do 
not plan to leave the country” and “more likely plan to stay than leave.”

Among those who want to leave Russia 25.6% are “excellent” and “good and 
excellent” students, and 15.6% are “good and satisfactory” and “mostly satisfac-
tory” students. These values for the teenagers who are planning to live in Russia 
are 32.9% and 25.1% correspondingly. Thus, there is no direct correlation between 
studying well and future plans to relocate.
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Fig. 1. The distribution of the respondents’ (school students’) answers the question  
To what extent are you proud of being a Russian? depending on the response to the  

question In general, how satisfied are you with your life today? (% of total respondents)
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The analysis of respondents’ answers to an open question about the reasons for 

their possible relocation (35.7% of the students answered the open question) iden-
tified the following most common groups of reasons:

 � cognitive motives (23.6%) (“I want to see the world”, “look at life in other 
countries”, “get education abroad”, “for the period of study”, “get a Master’s 
degree, then return”);

 � better life opportunities abroad (19.4%) (“more opportunities to achieve 
something”, “a great prospect of earning money abroad and developing 
yourself in society”, “I believe that you can become more successful abroad”, 
“for a better life “);

 � socio-economic problems in Russia (15.1%) (“low wages, low standard of 
living”, “social inequality and corruption”, “social policy”, “low standard 
of living and comfort”, “low standard of living and high level of corruption 
in Russia”);

 � political factors (11.5%) (“authoritarianism and corruption”, “the state often 
forgets about the wellbeing of the country and its citizens”, “the imperfection 
of politics and government bodies”, “officials treat everyone but themselves 
like dirt”, “I love Russia, but hate the regime”).

In the opinion of high school students, these factors reflect the biggest problems 
in our country.

The urban schoolchildren demonstrated certain paternalistic attitudes towards 
the state; while the rural ones are more worried about the problem of equal oppor-
tunities for self-realization. In contrast with the other groups of the respondents, 
the schoolchildren are more alarmed about their future, primarily in connection 
with the existing socio-economic problems.

To compare the obtained results with the all-Russian indicators, we provide the 
data of the 2016 VCIOM polls: 80% of Russians share patriotic feelings [28]. The 
majority of the Russians (70%) are not ready to leave the native land forever for 
the sake of a better life. Among those who consider this possibility (only 23%), the 
majority are young people (36% from 18 to 24 years old), residents of Moscow 
and St. Petersburg (32%) [34].

The possible factors shaping the current trend in the high school students’ 
responses include the processes mentioned by D. O. Afanasieva: today’s youth 
are immersed in a new globalized information environment, offering many more 
“reference groups and communities to choose from”. Thanks to the Internet and 
other forms of mass communication, a person can join almost any social group 
or community. As noted by U. Beck and Z. Bauman, absence of the power of 
physical space over people’s social life diminishes the value of traditional social 
groups–national, territorial, etc.–as the basis for the self-identity of the members 
of modern society” [1, p. 138]. The influence of globalization on the civic 
self-identification of youth is also considered in the works of P. Shelberg, [30, 
p. 65-83], P. Norris and R. Inglehart [19, p. 171-178]. Z. Azhar and I. Manzh note 
that the dominant Western culture reduces manifestation of the local national and 
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cultural identity among young people and reduces the influence of traditional 
norms and values [28, p. 2198-2210]. In addition, G. Gizatova and O. Ivanova 
draw attention to the fact that one of the manifestations of this process is the 
increasing expansion of cultural cosmopolitanism, based on the spread of popu-
lar culture [11, p. 25-30].

University students. The students completed the Schwartz value survey [14]. 
The following answers were the most popular: “It is important to be faithful to 
one’s friends. S/he would like to devote him/herself to close people”(69.1%),  “S/
he firmly believes that people should take care of nature. It is important for him/
her to take care of the environment ”(65.2%),“It is important for him/her to make 
decisions about what and how to do. S/he likes to be free and not depend on oth-
ers”(64%), and “It is important for him/her to listen to the opinions of other people 
which are different from his/hers. Even when s/he does not agree with them, s/he 
still wants to understand their point of view ”(61.5%).

The least popular among the students were the following statements: “It is im-
portant for him/her to be rich. S/he wants to have a lot of money and expensive 
things”(25.4%), “S/he is looking for adventure and s/he likes to take risks” (22.1%) 
and “S/he appreciates traditions. S/he tries to follow religious and family traditions” 
(19.9%).

The students’ answers revealed the same vital values as the surveyed schoolchil-
dren: namely, good relations with close people, care about the environment, as well 
as independence in decision making. At the same time, they do not feel the need 
to rely on a strong state. They rely more on their own capabilities and avoid such 
extremes as traditionalism, on the one hand, and propensity for adventure and un-
justified risk, on the other.

This group of the respondents have a rather high level of satisfaction with life: 
half of the respondents (50.0%) rated it as “rather high” (6-8 points, 10-point grad-
ing scale), another 30.8% described it as “high” (9-10 points). Only 19.2% of the 
boys and girls collectively chose “rather low” (3-5 points) and “low” (1-2 points).

The university students are more positive about their life prospects compared to 
the schoolchildren: almost half of the respondents from this group (48.1%) look to 
the future with confidence and optimism. The majority of them (21.9%) are “rath-
er satisfied” with their lives (6–8 points, a 10-point grading scale) or (20.0%) 
“perfectly satisfied” (9-10 points). A slightly smaller number of the respondents 
(41.1%) have mixed feelings about their future, and another 7.7%—experience 
uncertainty and anxiety.

The answers of the students and schoolchildren revealed a negative statistical 
relationship between the variables “How do you see your future?” And “In gener-
al, how satisfied are you with your life today?” (Pearson correlation –0.280 **).

When asked whether they are worried about Russia’s future, the majority of the 
university students (62.0%) answered in the affirmative, and another 31.1% said 
that “they are more likely concerned than not.” The girls (95.4%) are somewhat 
more concerned about their country’s future than the boys (87.2%); and the sec-
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ondary school students (96.8%) are slightly more concerned than the university 
students (92.5%).

To assess the level of maturity of their civil identity, this group of the respondents 
were asked: “How proud are you that you are a Russian citizen?” The level of their 
patriotic sentiment was quite high: 46.0% of the respondents “are very proud”, and 
another 39.5% are “rather proud” that they are Russian citizens; while 14.5% “are 
not very proud” and “absolutely not proud”. Among those who are “very proud” 
or “rather proud”, there are more girls (89.1%) than boys (76.9%). There are more 
technical college students (93.5%) who responded like this than university students 
(84.0%).

The answers of both the university students and schoolchildren show a certain 
positive correlation between the levels of the patriotic sentiment and life satisfac-
tion. According to the survey, the majority of the young boys and girls who are 
“very proud” of the fact that they are Russian citizens (39.2% out of 46.2%) con-
sider themselves to be “rather satisfied” (6-8 points, a 10-point grading scale; 22.4%) 
or “completely satisfied” (9-10 points; 16.8%) with their lives today.

5.1% of the respondents in this group replied positively to the question “Are you 
going to leave Russia?” Another 9.4% said that they are “more likely to leave than 
not”. More than half of the respondents (56.8 %) expressed a desire not to leave 
the country with varying degrees of confidence. Among the respondents who plan 
to move to another country in the future, there are almost three times more univer-
sity students (16.2%) than students of secondary vocational educational institutions 
(5.4%). This may be due to the fact that the former are more sure that their profes-
sions are in demand abroad.

Analyzing the students’ answers to the question about the reasons for a possible 
relocation, we singled out the following most common groups of reasons:

 � socio-economic (“corruption, crisis”, “low social status”, “I am proud of the 
country, but there is no opportunity for development”, “working in the cho-
sen field makes no economic sense”, “conditions for doing business”);

 � educational (“study (with subsequent return)”, “high level of education”, “I 
want to do medical residency training abroad”);

 � political (“chances of another iron curtain”, “do not like the political system”, 
“the desire to have several citizenships”).

Compared to the surveyed high school students, the number of the university 
students who would like or are likely to leave Russia is almost three times less: 
41.5% of schoolchildren compared to 14.5% of university students. This circum-
stance may be associated with a more established social status and life plans of the 
university students compared with those of the schoolchildren, since the latter are 
only on the way to their professional self-determination.

40.1% of the university students answered the question Can you call yourself a 
patriot? affirmatively. Another 45.9% answered “more likely yes than no”. Patri-
otic views are somewhat more often manifested by girls (89%) than boys (1.8%). 
Technical college students more often call themselves patriots (57.7%) than those 
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receiving higher education (37.3%). Out of 14.6% of the university students who 
are planning to leave Russia in the future, 8.7% consider themselves to be patriots. 
Thus, they do not directly associate patriotic feelings with the desire to live and 
work in the native country.

Most of the students who confidently call themselves patriots are satisfied or more 
likely satisfied with their lives (out of 40.6%, their share is 35.1%) (see Fig. 2).

The respondents’ answers revealed a negative statistical correlation between the 
variables Can you call yourself a patriot? and Are you going to leave Russia? (The 
Pearson correlation is –0.381 **). Thus, the higher the level of the students’ civic 
self-awareness, the more certain they are about connecting their future with their 
native country.

In the opinion of the students surveyed, the main forms of patriotism manifes-
tation are the following: “love for one’s native country” (68.4%), “knowing the 
history, culture, and traditions of one’s native country” (60.3%), “defend one’s 
native country in case of an armed conflict” (33.1%), “working/living for the pros-
perity of one’s native country” (31.1%). The responses reflect the emotional (“love”), 
cognitive (“knowing history”), and behavioral components (“protect”, “work/live”) 
of patriotic orientations (see Fig. 3).

Some students gave their own answers: “know the advantages and disadvantag-
es”, “love for the land where one was born and which feeds one”, “the country is 
the people, not a territory or organization; solve the problems of the people”, “take 
care of one’s country”. 
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Fig. 2. The distribution of the respondents’ (university students’) answers to the question 
Would you call yourself a patriot? depending on the response to the question  

In general, how satisfied are you with your life today? (% of total respondents)
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Fig. 3. The distribution of the respondents’ (university students’) answers to the question What does it mean to be  
a patriot, in your opinion? (no more than three answers) (% of total respondents)
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D. Omel’chenko and S. Maksimova claim that young people consider knowl-
edge about the history and traditions of one’s people, concern about the environ-
ment, absence of emigration intentions, and readiness to protect the sovereignty 
of one’s country to be the main forms of patriotic actions [26, p. 27-36]. D. Ra-
vych stresses that it is important for young people to understand that “loving 
one’s native country does not mean to ignore its mistakes” and true patriotism is 
inseparable from respecting other national cultures [29, p. 579-581]. The impor-
tance of a critical approach to patriotism analysis is also noted in the works of 
A. Rapoport [27, p. 109-124], G. Gray [8, p. 8-16], and M. V. Kozhanova [13, 
p. 269-273].

To identify the sources of patriotic and civic feelings, the survey participants were 
asked an open question: What makes you feel proud of Russia?. The responses were 
formed into thematic groups, the most popular of which are:

1. Historical heritage (25.8%) (“Victory in the Great Patriotic War”, “the former 
greatness of the USSR”, “rich history, Russia’s distinct spirit”, “great victo-
ries”, “rich past and bright future”).

2. Cultural achievements (17.8%) (“rich cultural heritage”, “traditions”, “spir-
it of the Russian people”, “cultural development, strong moral fiber and 
mutual assistance”, “literature and art”, “for the inherited great culture”, 
“folklore”, “pre-revolutionary culture”, “Russian folk songs”, “films of the 
USSR”).

3. The country’s political activity (16.7%) (“foreign policy”, “army”, “pow-
er and balanced decisions of the government”, “Russia is a powerful state 
helping all others. We have many opportunities”, “we avoid conflicts, 
against all odds”, “[Russia] does not give in to provocations, helps other 
countries”, “won back the Crimea”, “opposition to the US”, “Russia’s 
tolerance”).

4. Natural resources and economic opportunities (13.4%) (“free medicine, 
comfortable and stress free life”, “wealth of the country”, “oil and gas”, “size 
and resources of the country”, “economic progress”).

5. Outstanding people (4.2%) (“Putin”, “outstanding scientists, writers, athletes, 
artists”, “Chekhov, Dovlatov”, “historical figures”, “Olympic champions”, 
“veterans”, “smart people of Russia”) .

2.7% of the respondents contained negative evaluations: “so far there is nothing 
to be proud of”, “nothing,” “I have no sense of pride in my country”).

Thus, the level of patriotic sentiment of the surveyed university students turned 
out to be quite high, they are more optimistic in comparison with high school stu-
dents about their life prospects and less oriented towards relocation abroad in the 
future. The main forms of patriotism manifestation in this group of respondents 
are love for their country, knowledge of its history, traditions, as well as protection 
of the country against a military attack.

Youth workers. Overall life satisfaction among youth workers is lower than 
among the respondents of the other two groups: using a 10-point grading scale, 
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more than half of the respondents (60.7%) rated their life satisfaction as “rather 
high” (6-8 points) and another 18,5% as “high” (9-10 points). At the same time, 
18.7% are “more likely unsatisfied” with their lives, while 2.1% are absolutely not 
satisfied.

The majority of survey respondents answered positively the question Are you 
proud that you are a Russian citizen?: (57.6%) replied that they “are very proud”, 
and another 33.1% are “more likely proud” of their citizenship. Only 8.4% of the 
respondents are “not very” and “not at all proud”; another 0.9% are not citizens of 
the Russian Federation. Among those who are more or less proud to be a Russian 
citizen, the ratio of males to females is approximately equal: 91.6% men and 90.4% 
women.

Representatives of youth workers expressed the greatest sense of pride in the 
fact that they are Russian citizens (90.8%), compared with the university students 
(85.5%) and schoolchildren (72.5%) (see Fig. 4).

Youth workers’ answers, similar to the other groups of respondents, showed a 
certain correlation between the level of life satisfaction and expression of patriot-
ic sentiment: the majority of those who are very proud to be Russians are more 
satisfied (34.4%) or completely satisfied (13.9%) with their lives (see Fig. 5).

Most of the surveyed youth workers are worried (71.6%) or more likely worried 
(24.9%) about the future of Russia. Married respondents are somewhat more wor-
ried about the future of our country (74.5%) than those who have not started fam-
ilies yet (69.4%) or not officially registered (67.9 %). This is probably due to the 
greater responsibility assigned to the representatives of the first group and possible 
child presence.

L. V. Gulyaeva, G. Z. Yefimova, pp. 53-73

Fig. 4. The distribution of the responses of the three groups of respondents to the  
question To what extent are you proud of being a Russian? (% of total respondents)
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Approximately half of the respondents from this group (49.2%) answered neg-

atively to the question Would you like to leave Russia?; another 25.2% “are not 
likely to” leave the country. Only 16.2% allowed for such possibility. Among those 
who would like or are likely to move to another country, the respondents in com-
mon-law marriage prevail (21.8%). Their number is noticeably smaller among 
those who have already started their own family (13.1%) or are single (17.9%).

There is a negative statistical correlation between the variables Are you proud 
to be a Russian citizen? and Would you like to leave Russia? (Pearson correlation 
–0.343 **), suggesting that one manifestation of patriotism is the desire to connect 
one’s future and the future of one’s family with Russia.

CONCLUSION
The comparative study of schoolchildren’s, students’ and youth workers’ patriotic 
orientations has resulted in the following findings:

1. Schoolchildren’s core values are ultimately close to the students’ social at-
titudes: independence in decision-making, loyalty to close people and fam-
ily, and caring for the environment. However, students rely more on their 
own strengths, abilities, and achievements. Schoolchildren tend to rely more 
on the strong state, which could protect their interests and satisfy basic social 
needs.
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Fig. 5. The distribution of the respondents’ (young employed people’s) answers  
to the question To what extent are you proud of being a Russian? depending on  

the response to the question In general, how satisfied are you with your life today?  
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2. The three groups of the respondents reported relatively high life satisfac-

tion. Schoolchildren expressed the most satisfaction; at the same time they 
demonstrated the most disturbing outlook for the future, in comparison 
with the other groups of respondents. This can be explained by their age 
and social status: soon they will be taking the most important entrance 
examinations to universities/vocational schools, then study hard, and look 
for employment.

3. The overall level of patriotic sentiment among the respondents was quite 
high. Youth workers are most proud to be Russian citizens; they are fol-
lowed by students and then schoolchildren. It can be attributed to their 
social maturity.

4. The majority of survey respondents are largely concerned about the future 
of Russia. Youth workers are more interested in Russia’s growth prospects, 
which, we believe, is due to their more defined life plans.

5. The largest number of respondents wishing to leave Russia in the future was 
among the surveyed schoolchildren. This probably testifies to the incom-
pleteness of their civil identity. Among university students and youth work-
ers, the number of those who are ready for relocation is much lower and 
about the same. Among those surveyed who plan to move in the future to 
another country, there are almost three times as many university students as 
vocational school students. This may indirectly indicate a greater confidence 
of university students in their chances to find work abroad.

6. Schoolchildren are the least patriotic group of respondents: they are some-
what less proud of being Russian citizens or worried about Russia’s future. 
They are 2.5 times more likely to relocate abroad in the future. The main 
groups of reasons for relocation were: cognitive motives, positive evalu-
ation of job and life prospects abroad, as well as the existing socio-eco-
nomic problems in Russia. There are certain differences in the responses 
of urban and rural schoolchildren: urban high school students are the only 
group with paternalistic sentiment and an openly expressed need for state 
support. While secondary school students living in the village are more 
concerned about the equal opportunities for different groups of people in 
achieving life success; they are characterized by a more active patriotic 
sentiment than their urban peers.

7. Students occupy an intermediate position between schoolchildren and youth 
workers in terms of the degree of patriotic sentiment and overall life satis-
faction. Respondents from this group have a rather positive outlook on their 
life prospects: almost half of them look to the future with confidence and 
optimism. The most popular forms of patriotism manifestation among uni-
versity students are love for their country; knowledge of its history, culture 
and traditions; protection of the country against military attack. Most often, 
their sense of pride for Russia is sparked by its historical heritage, cultural 
achievements, and political activity.
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8. Youth workers are the most patriotic group of the respondents. The majori-

ty of them are proud of being Russian citizens, highly concerned about 
Russia’s future, and do not plan to relocate. At the same time, they are some-
what less likely to rate their life satisfaction as “high”. It may be due to the 
fact that they have already experienced their share of life difficulties while 
studying, job hunting and employment.
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