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Abstract. The paper analyzes political values and attitudes to the political behavior of modern 
Russian students in the context of ensuring the future sustainable development of the Russian 
political system. Based on the materials of a mass survey of schoolchildren from a total of four 
regions in South-Western Siberia (Republic of Altai, Altai Territory, Kemerovo and Novosibirsk 
Regions), a conclusion on their negative assessment of Russian politics and the delegation of 
some socio-political institutions is made. The correlation existing between the critical attitude to 
power and the schoolchildren’s age and place of residence is proved. In turn, students determine 
the difference between the degree of awareness of politics and the level of discussion among 
young people. At the same time, the contradiction between the criticism of Russian politics and 
the willingness to take any action to change the political situation that exists in the political 
consciousness of schoolchildren is revealed. Most students prefer to shift the solution of their 
problems to state bodies or public organizations. At the same time, there is a dependence of the 
predisposition to protest forms of political activity on the gender and income level of the 
respondent's family. In general, the conclusion was made that while maintaining the youth trends 
of mass political consciousness, certain elements of parish culture, and sparseness of spatial 
networks, the Russian political system will be able to neutralize public discontent. And it can 
ensure its sustainability if it effectively solves socio-economic problems and takes into account 
the needs of society when making political decisions.  
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1.  Introduction 
The modern stage of social development is characterized by rapid and multidirectional transformations 
of all spheres. As Bauman, Z. notes describing the social reality of “fluid modernity,” “Nowadays, 
patterns and configurations are no longer defined and, moreover, are not self-evident; there are too many 
of them, they collide with each other, and their precepts contradict each other, so they are all devoid of 
their coercive, limiting force to a large extent. Instead of serving as a prerequisite for a behavioral style 
and setting the framework for determining a life course, they follow it (follow from it) ...” [7]. This trend 
makes it difficult to predict the sustainability of the development of the entire political system, reduces 
the possibility of risk assessment and social management.  

The theory of “double structure” impacts the state of mass individual consciousness that determines 
the behavioral practices of individuals and their associations, one of the main factors of stability and 
destabilization of political systems. From these positions, the study of political values and attitudes of 
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schoolchildren as the carriers of political practices of the future is being updated. And although this 
social group does not have the fullness of political rights, the stability of the Russian political system in 
the medium term will depend on it. In addition, the generation of modern schoolchildren is distinguished 
by high digital literacy, and, it is able to play independent roles in individual political processes even 
today, in the information society.  

The study of the indicated problem is part of the subject area of political socialization. Its stages, 
agents and mechanisms, their features in modern society were considered by many bright 
scholars,including Wasburn, Philo C., Adkins Covert, Tawnya J., Schuplenkov, O. V., and 
Schuplenkov, N. O. [24]. In their works, the decisive role of political socialization in maintaining the 
political stability of society is noted. The activities of traditional political socialization agents, trends 
and effectiveness of changing their influence and impact on the needs and specifics of young people in 
a digital society were analyzed by such scientists as Kudakina, A. I. [13], Belgarokova, N. M. [8]. The 
influence of the political environment on the results of political socialization of generations on the 
materials of Britain was studied by such authors as Grasso, M. T., Farrall, S., Gray, E., Hay, C., Jennings, 
W. [2]. 

The political consciousness of modern Russian youth is actively explored in various fields of social 
sciences. However, the bulk of research (Sorokin, O. [19]; Chuev, S. V., Timokhovich, A. N., Grishaeva, 
S. A. [21]; Vinogradov, V. D., Chekmareva, A. V. [10]; Eliseev, A. L., Malik, E.  N., Melnikov, A. V. 
[12]; Novichenko O. V., [16], etc.) is dedicated to students as a most active, organized, and accessible 
to study part of the Russian youth. In this context, the study of political values and attitudes of 
schoolchildren is fragmented and local [6].  

The issues of sustainable development of the political system in its various aspects were considered 
by such scientists as Toffler, A. [20], Grishin, O. E. [11], Popova, O. V. [18], Levashov, V. K. [15], 
Bobkova, E. M. [9], and others. 

2.  Materials and Methods 
This article is based on the results of a mass survey of schoolchildren from four regions of South-
Western Siberia (Republic of Altai, Altai Territory, Kemerovo and Novosibirsk Regions), conducted by 
as a survey in 2019. The sample size was 1,102 people aged 12 to 18 years. The sample is unrelated and 
quoted, with the control of sex, age, and the area of residence. 

3.  Sustainability of a Political System: Problem Statement  
In Political Science, there is no agreed definition in the concept of “stability of a political system” and 
indicators of its operationalization. Most definitions adapt interpretations of the systems sustainability 
of systems as universal categories to the political sphere. So, O. E. Grishin under the stability of a 
political system means “one of its properties, characterized by the potential ability to remain within the 
framework of existing parameters and criteria, as well as to return to its original position when exposed 
to external and internal factors, while maintaining progressive movement in a given set of political 
coordinates” [11].  

The definition of O. V. Popova is similar to it. She interprets the stability of the political system as 
the state of its institutions, “allowing it to develop effectively under the influence of external and internal 
factors” [18]. 

The ISPS RAS scholars consider “stability” in dialectical connection with “instability,” an extreme 
manifestation of which cases a systemic crisis of society and could lead even to its collapse. In their 
opinion, social sustainability covers all areas of public life and includes socio-economic, socio-political, 
socio-ideological, an socio-psychological sustainability [15].  

Some researchers attribute sustainability to risk minimization and predictability of political actors’ 
strategies. For example, Petrov, V. K. and Selivanov, S. G. under the stability of the political system 
understand the predictability of state behavior and the stability of state foundations under the influence 
of external and internal changes [17].  
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Easton, D. and Toffler, A. connect the stability of the political system with the effectiveness of direct 
communication and feedback between the state and society [20]. 

A significant factor in ensuring the sustainability of political systems is the state of mass 
consciousness. It is operationalized through indicators of trust, political ideals, and attitudes towards 
political behavior; it is also objectified in the political practices of the youth. 

4.  Results 
The stability of the political system depends on situational and basic elements of mass consciousness. 
A situational element is the assessment by citizens of political reality. As the survey showed, more than 
half of schoolchildren in the regions of South-West Siberia are unable to assess or critically evaluate 
contemporary Russian politics. 12.5% said that contemporary politics did not fully meet their 
expectations, 32.7% said that it basically did not meet their expectations, and 28.6% found it difficult to 
answer.  

When analyzing the responses by gender, it was found that the young men more critically evaluate 
Russian reality than the girls do. So, 26% of the young men said that they were completely or mainly 
satisfied with the Russian political reality, 50.5% of them were completely or mostly not happy about 
politics in Russia. These indicators are 26.4% and 41% for the girls surveyed, respectively (Table 1). 

In age groups, positive assessments of Russian politics prevail over negative only in the 12-year-
olds. 45.7% of the respondents are completely or rather satisfied with it, 19.6% of them are completely 
or rather not satisfied. Starting from the 13-years-old, the proportion of those who answered that modern 
Russian political reality did not meet their expectations turned out to be more than those who was 
satisfied, reaching a peak among the 18-year-olds. The share of such is 54.1% and 18%, respectively 
(Table 1). 

Table 1. Distribution of answers to the question “How does contemporary Russian political reality 
correspond to your expectations?”, %. 

 Gender Age, years 
  Male  Female 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
1. Totally matches 5.9 2.0 8.7 2 4.3 3.7 3.6 3.4 3.6 

2. Basically matches 20.1 24.4 37 28 21.2 21.1 19.8 24.4 14.4 
3. Completely does 
not match 16.1 9.7 6.5 9.6 14.6 12.4 9.9 13.7 17.1 

4. Basically does not 
match 34.4 31.3 13 22 31.1 31.1 44.8 33.7 36.9 

5. Difficult to answer 23.6 32.6 34.7 38,4 28.8 31.7 21.9 24.8 27.9 

In addition, the survey confirmed the effect of the type of settlement, namely the respondent’s place 
of residence on students’ attitudes towards politics in Russia. Although, in this case, it is more correct 
to introduce an intermediate variable in the analysis, namely the intensity of the information flow on 
political issues, which varies in a scale of settlement and affects an attitude towards politics. So, among 
those schoolchildren living in regional centers, a share of 23.9% positively assesses the Russian political 
reality, and 51% of schoolchildren negatively assess it. For small cities, these figures are 28.2% and 
39.9%; for those living in rural areas, they make up 29.3% and 37.6%. Also, as the type of settlement 
decreases, the proportion of those who found it difficult to evaluate politics in Russia increases (25.1%, 
31.9% and 33%, respectively). 

The vast majority of students (86.7%) could not or did not want to explain the reasons for their 
position. Based on answers to open questions, we can highlight several claims of young respondents to 
contemporary politics in Russia:  

• 5.9% of all respondents answered as follows: an incompetence and not taking into account the 
citizens’ interests in the decision-making process (“adopted laws are not needed and / or infringe 
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on citizens,” “irrational decisions,” “society’s problems are not resolved,” “laws express the 
interests of the political elite only,” “people’s opinions are not taken into account”, etc.); 

• A share of 3.5% noted the unresolved social problems (“there is no solution to social problems,” 
“small pensions and salaries,” “high unemployment,” etc.); 

• 3.1% focused on “corruption”; 
• 1.9% noted the existing lack of democracy (“irremovability of power,” “illegitimate elections,” 

“restrictions on rights and freedoms”); 
• 1.5% of respondents answered as follows: unfavorable economic situation (“the economic 

situation is not satisfactory,” “a large number of taxes,”,“the presence of monopolies”; 
• A share of 1.3% answered as follows: foreign policy problems and militarization (“poor relations 

with other countries”, “large expenditures on military needs”, “foreign policy more than 
domestic”, etc.); 

• 1% answered as follows: non-compliance with the adopted laws (“not all laws are executed by 
the officials,” “lawlessness”); 

• A share of 1% answered as follows: “lack of freedom of speech” and “excessive propaganda”. 

An analysis of the reasons for dissatisfaction with the Russian political practice in the context of the 
socio-demographic characteristics of schoolchildren shows that the boys more clearly than the girls 
motivate and concretize their assessments (Table 2).  

Also, the allocation of claims is differentiated by age. If the majority of the 12-year-olds who justified 
their estimates speak of the absence of democracy in Russia (that reason is indicated by 10.9% of the 
total number of respondents), then among the respondents of 13-18 years, incompetence and lack of 
consideration of the interests of citizens in the political decision-making  process comes first (among 
13-year-olds, 4.8% of respondents named this reason, 8.3% among the 16-year-olds, 9.9% among the 
18-year-olds), and in the group of 14-year-olds, the motive of unresolved social problems is added to it 
(4.7%). From the age of 15, the number of criteria for evaluating politics in Russia has increased 
dramatically (Table 2). 

Table 2. The reasons for the dissatisfaction of students with the modern politics in Russia, %. 

 Gender Age, years 
 Male Female 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
Incompetence 
and not taking 
into account the 
interests of 
citizens in the 
decision-making 
process 

6.7 5.2 0.0 4.8 5.6 4.9 8.3 4.7 9.9 

Unresolved 
social issues 4.1 3.1 0.0 0.0 4.7 3.1 4.2 4.3 5.4 

Corruption 4.5 1.9 2.2 2.1 1.4 1.8 3.6 4.7 5.4 
Lack of 
democracy 3.5 0.6 10.8 2 0.9 0.0 2.6 0.9 3.6 

Unfavourable 
economic 
situation 

2.2 0.8 0.0 1.4 2.3 1.2 1.0 0.4 3.6 

Foreign policy 
issues 1.6 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.6 1.6 1.7 4.5 

Non-compliance 
with laws 1.2 0.8 2.2 0.7 0.0 1.8 1.0 0.4 2.7 

Lack of freedom 
of speech 1.8 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.8 2.1 1.3 0.0 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 364

371



 

In contrast to the assessment of the activities of political institutions, which is situational in nature 
and depends on the sources of information and its content, trust is more stable and can level out 
fluctuations in public moods.  

Speaking of trust in politics, Sztompka, P. notes that “a united solidarity community of citizens 
participating in politics and loyal to the authorities could not exist without horizontal trust, which 
citizens mutually endow with each other, as well as vertical trust in public institutes [22]. Sztompka, P. 
attributes “trust in the state and its institutions” to public or vertical trust, meaning “a composite indicator 
of recognition, acceptance or support from citizens” [22]. Bobkova, E. M. points to another important 
feature of trust, namely, its existence on the basis of limited knowledge of citizens about a diverse and 
ever-increasing complexity of social reality [9]. 

According to the survey, among all political institutions, students mostly trust the power structures, 
such as the Federal Security Service of the Russian Federation (49.8% trust absolutely and most likely, 
18.4% do not trust absolutely and most likely) and the army (48.5% and 17.0%). The Institute of the 
President of the Russian Federation closes the top three political structures with maximum ratings: 
41.2% of schoolchildren trust it, and 27.7% do not trust.  

The second group consists of political institutions, the credibility of which is below 40%, but their 
rating exceeds their anti-rating. It includes the police (37.4% of all respondents absolutely or rather trust 
it, and 24.7% do not trust absolutely or rather do not trust ), the Government of Russia (34.6% and 
29.1%), Federation Council (32.9% and 28.2%), regional legislative assemblies (29.5% and 24.1%), and 
local authorities (30.0% do not trust absolutely or rather them, 26.1% do trust). 

And finally, the third group consists of those political institutions which have a high anti-rating 
among schoolchildren. It included governors (trust – 29.2%, do not trust – 27.8%), the State Duma 
(35.8% and 27.5%), and the Chairman of the Government (36.4% and 29.1%).  

Young men are more critical of political institutions than girls (Table 3). Among the latter, the 
number of those who fully and rather trusts prevails over the percentage of those who fully and rather 
do not trust in relation to all political institutions that were evaluated. In this context, the young men 
mainly trust only the law enforcement agencies, such as the army (45.5%), FSB (41.7%), police (32.1%), 
and President (36.8%). In relation to municipal and regional authorities, the Federation Council, the 
State Duma, the Government of the Russian Federation and its Chairman, the level of mistrust among 
the young men prevails over trust. 

By age groups, a tendency to decline in confidence to the Russian political institutions as th 
schoolchildren grow older is observed. The highest levels of trust among respondents are 12-year-olds. 
The decrease in the level of trust starts at the age of 14, which reaches a negative peak in the group of 
17-year-olds, and then the trust grows slightly among schoolchildren who have reached 18 years of age 
(table 3).  

The level of trust in regional legislatures is most indicative here. So, 58.7% of respondents aged 12 
years, 28.1% of 13-years-old respondents, 27.8% of 14-years-old respondents, 34.8% of 15-years-old 
respondents, 30.7% of 16-years-old respondents, 24.8% of 17-years-old respondents, and 22.5% of 18-
years-old respondents trust their regional parliaments. Moreover, in the last two age groups, the number 
of people who do not trust regional legislatures exceeds the number of people who do trust (27.4% and 
27%).  

The level of trust in the State Duma of the Russian Federation is already sharply declining among 
the 13-year-old students (43.5% of respondents at the age of 12 completely or rather trust it, 19.6% 
completely or rather do not trust; among the 13-year-olds – 26% and 30.8% of all respondents, 
respectively). 
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Table 3. Level of trust in socio-political institutions in age and gender groups, %. 

 Gender Age, years 

 Male Female 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
Local Administration, 
Municipal Council          
I trust 25.8 33.5 45.6 30.1 28.3 34.8 28.6 26.9 28.8 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 33.5 39.0 26.1 33.6 38.2 31.1 40.1 41.0 34.2 
I do not trust 31.9 21.5 19.6 24.6 23.6 26.1 26.6 27.8 31.5 
I find it difficult to answer 8.7 6.1 8.7 11.6 9.9 8.1 4.7 4.3 5.4 
Legislative Assembly of the 
region          
I trust 27.6 31.0 58.7 28.1 27.8 34.8 30.7 24.8 22.5 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 31.1 39.5 19.6 37.7 38.2 29.2 37.5 37.2 38.7 
I do not trust  30.3 19.2 13.1 20.5 20.7 26.7 25.5 27.4 27.0 
I find it difficult to answer 11.0 10.3 8.7 13.7 13.2 9.3 6.2 10.7 11.7 
Governor           
I trust 26.4 28.8 36.9 22.6 31.1 30.4 32.8 23.1 21.6 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 31.7 37.4 34.8 38.4 31.1 36.6 32.8 34.6 38.7 
I do not trust 35.0 24.6 17.4 28.8 28.3 26.1 29.2 34.2 30.6 
I find it difficult to answer 7.0 9.2 10.9 10.3 9.4 6.8 5.2 8.1 9.0 
The State Duma          
I trust 23.6 30.7 43.48 26.02 30.19 29.81 26.04 24.8 22.5 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 25.0 33.1 23.9 34.3 29.7 26.1 32.8 27.8 27.9 
I do not trust 44.5 28.8 19.6 30.8 31.6 36.6 37.5 42.7 38.7 
I find it difficult to answer 6.9 7.4 13.0 8.9 8.5 7.5 3.6 4.7 10.8 
Council of the Federation          
I trust 28.5 36.5 56.5 38.3 30.2 329 34.4 28.2 28.8 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 27.0 32.8 19.6 24.7 34.9 27.3 34.4 29.1 32.4 
I do not trust 36.2 21.8 15.2 26.0 23.6 30.4 28.1 34.6 28.8 
I find it difficult to answer 8.3 8.8 8.7 10.9 11.3 9.3 3.1 8.1 9.91 
Government of the Russian 
Federation          
I trust 30.5 37.9 60.9 45.2 34.9 32.9 32.8 26.1 32.4 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 24.2 33.1 13.0 24.7 27.8 32.9 33.8 29.9 28.8 
I do not trust 38.2 21.8 17.4 23.3 26.9 25.5 29.7 38.9 29.7 
I find it difficult to answer 7.1 7.2 8.7 6.8 10.4 8.7 3.6 5.1 9.0 
Prime Minister          
I trust 26.4 31.3 50.0 40.0 27.8 31.7 25.5 22.6 26.1 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 20.9 29.5 15.2 25.3 33.5 19.3 30.7 23.1 21.6 
I do not trust 45.7 28.8 15.2 24.7 28.8 37.9 39.1 48.3 43.2 
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I find it difficult to answer 6.9 10.3 19.6 11.0 9.9 11.2 4.7 6.0 9.0 
President of Russia          
I trust 36.8 44.7 65.2 56.8 38.2 36.0 40.6 35.5 36.9 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 21.7 26.7 13.0 24.0 26.4 23.0 27.1 23.9 25.2 
I do not trust 36.0 21.0 10.87 12.33 27.4 32.9 28.1 35.9 29.7 
I find it difficult to answer 5.5 7.5 10.9 6.9 8.0 8.1 4.2 4.7 8.1 
Police          
I trust 32.1 41.6 65,2 41.1 34.9 39.1 35.9 32.1 36.9 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 32.7 34.3 21,7 35.6 32.6 31.1 35.9 35.5 33.3 
I do not trust 29.9 20.5 8,7 17.8 25.9 26.1 25.0 30.3 23.4 
I find it difficult to answer 5.9 3.6 4,4 5.5 6.6 3.7 3.1 2.1 6.3 
Army          
I trust 45.5 50.8 73,9 53.4 43.4 52.8 46.9 44.4 45.9 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 27,0 30.7 13,0 30.8 31.6 26.0 28.6 30.8 29.7 
I do not trust 22.2 12.8 8,7 12.3 17.0 16.8 20.3 19.2 16.2 
I find it difficult to answer 5.3 5.7 4,4 3.4 8.0 4.6 4.2 5.6 8.1 
FSB          
I trust 41.7 56.4 78,3 51.4 41.5 54.7 53.1 45.7 47.7 
I do trust in some aspects, do not 
trust in other aspects 26.0 25.4 4,4 28.1 28.3 22.4 26.0 26.5 28.8 
I do not trust 26.6 11.8 8,7 14.4 20.7 18.0 17.2 23.1 16.2 
I find it difficult to answer 5.7 6.4 8,7 6.2 9.4 5.0 3.6 4.7 7.2 

When analyzing the dependence of the level of trust in the Russian political institutions on the 
schoolchildren’s place of residence, the previously highlighted thesis about a more critical perception 
of politics by the residents of regional centers was confirmed. The students living in them trust more 
than they do not trust, only four institutions, namely: the President, the army, the FSB and the police. 
At the same time, among the schoolchildren from rural areas, the confidence rating outweighs the anti-
rating for all political institutions (Table 4). 

Table 4. Level of trust in socio-political institutions in various categories of settlements, %. 

 
Regional 

center 
Small 
town Village 

Local Administration,  
Municipal Council    
I trust 27.3 31.4 34.3 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 36.3 35.6 37.7 
I do not trust 30.2 25.5 19.1 
I find it difficult to answer 6.3 7.5 8.9 
Regional Legislative Assembly     
I trust 26.3 31,9 33.9 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 36.3 34.0 35.8 
I do not trust 28.1 21.8 18.2 
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I find it difficult to answer 9.3 12.2 12.0 
Governor    
I trust 25.9 26.6 31.8 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 33.7 33.5 37.6 
I do not trust 33.9 28.2 21.3 
I find it difficult to answer 6.4 11.7 9.3 
The State Duma    
I trust 25.8 30.8 28.7 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 27.3 28.7 33.9 
I do not trust 41.4 30.9 28.7 
I find it difficult to answer 5.6 9.6 8.6 
Council of the Federation    
I trust 29.7 37.2 36.4 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 31.0 28.2 29.9 
I do not trust 31.7 26.1 23.1 
I find it difficult to answer 7.6 8.5 10.5 
Government of the Russian 
Federation    
I trust 32.0 36.2 38.3 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 27.6 29.3 31.8 
I do not trust 33.9 28.7 20.7 
I find it difficult to answer 6.4 5.85 9.3 
Prime Minister    
I trust 26.1 26.1 36.4 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 25.6 29.8 23.4 
I do not trust 40.2 34.1 30.9 
I find it difficult to answer 8.1 10.1 9.3 
President of Russia    
I trust 39.3 39.9 45.4 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 22.9 27.1 25.9 
I do not trust 32.2 26.0 20.4 
I find it difficult to answer 5.6 6.9 8.3 
Police    
I trust 35.8 38.3 39.8 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 34.6 35.6 30.6 
I do not trust 26.4 23.4 22.2 
I find it difficult to answer 3.2 2.7 7.4 
Army    
I trust 45.1 51.6 52.6 
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I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 30.3 27.7 27.5 
I do not trust 20.7 16.5 10.5 
I find it difficult to answer 3.9 4.3 9.3 
FSB    
I trust 48.0 49.5 53.4 
I do trust in some aspects, do not trust 
in other aspects 26.1 27.1 24.1 
I do not trust 20.7 18.1 14.5 
I find it difficult to answer 5.3 5.3 8.0 

A study of the political attitudes of today’s students, their answers to the question “What forms of 
political activity are they ready to use to protect their interests?” also contribute to predicting the degree 
of stability of the Russian political system. 

And here, the desire to shift activity to someone to solve their problems comes first. A total of 58% 
will turn to state bodies to protect their interests, 34.1% of respondents turn to public organizations. 
30.2% of respondents use the Internet as a means of solving problems (social networks, reposts).   

The results shows a crisis of confidence in traditional institutions with respect to articulation of theor 
interests, all the more requiring personal efforts and / or responsibility. So, less than a quarter of 
respondents (23.9%) are ready to take part in elections. Participation in strikes, rallies, and 
demonstrations attracts the same amount (24.4%); 9.6% of respondents are ready to participate in 
unauthorized protests. 15.4% consider it possible for them to participate in the activities of public 
organizations; 8.3% of those polled consider it possible for them to participate in the activities of 
political parties. 7.2% of all schoolchildren are ready to financially support politicians and their projects. 
18.4% found it difficult to answer this question. 

Attitudes to appeal to state authorities and public organizations as methods of solving problems 
prevail in both gender groups, but the girls are more inclined towards them (Table 5). Also, the girls are 
more likely to participate in elections (25.4%), in the work of public organizations (18%) and discuss 
problems in social networks (31%). The young men are more willing to participate in mass actions 
(30.1%), including unauthorized ones (12.8%). 

Among the age groups, as they grow older, there is a systematic increase in the share of those ready 
to discuss their problems on social networks and repost political information, as well as apply to state 
bodies and public organizations to protect their interests (Table 5). At the same time, if the number of 
people willing to apply to public organizations grows gradually, then when applying to government 
agencies, the next two “leaps” in growth are clearly distinguished: 54.3% of the 14-years-old  (13-years-
old – 43.8%) and 63% of the 16-years-old (15-years-old – 52.8%). The willingness to participate in 
rallies and demonstrations is especially high among the respondents aged 15 (29.2%), 18 (27%), 17 
(26.9%) and 13 (24%) years old. 
Table 5. Willingness to apply the methods of political activity to protect their interests in case of violation in the 

age and gender groups, %. 

 
Gender Age, years 

Male Female 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
Appeal to government 

bodies 56.7 59.0 47.8 43.8 54.2 52.8 63.0 67.5 66.7 
Appeal to public 

organizations 31.3 36.4 23.9 32.9 32.1 27.9 35.9 39.7 37.8 
Participation in strikes, 

rallies, demonstrations 30.1 19.8 19.6 23.9 19.8 29.2 22.4 26.9 27.0 
Participation in elections 21.9 25.4 23.9 21.2 25.0 18.6 24.5 27.3 24.3 
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Participation in the work of 
political parties 8.9 7.7 2.2 8.9 9.4 9.3 5.2 9.8 8.1 

Participation in the work of 
public organizations 12.2 18.0 4.4 12.3 14.6 18.0 16.7 18.4 13.5 

Participation in unauthorized 
protests 12.8 7.1 8.7 11.6 5.2 11.2 4.7 14.5 11.7 

Material support for 
politicians and their 
projects 7.1 7.2 2.2 8.9 10.4 5.6 3.1 8.1 8.1 

Discussions in social 
networks, reposts of 
political information 29.3 31.0 19.6 24.0 29.2 31.1 32.8 34.2 30.6 

Difficult to answer 17.9 18.5 28.3 25.3 18.4 19.9 18.7 10.3 18.0 

The correlation of acceptable methods of political activity and the family income of respondents is 
interesting. So, the children from families with a monthly income of up to 10 thousand (66.1%) and over 
40 thousand rubles (65%) are more likely than the others to contact government agencies; those children 
from families with a monthly income of 10-15 thousand (42,6%) and 15-25 thousand rubles (40,6%) 
more often than the others are ready to contact public organizations. The pupils from families with 
incomes of 10-15 thousand, 15-25 thousand, and 25-40 thousand rubles are more inclined to discuss 
their problems in social networks and repost political information. Children with family incomes of up 
to 10 thousand, 10-15 thousand and 15-25 thousand rubles allow themselves to participate in mass 
actions (Table 6). 

Table 6. Willingness to apply methods of political activity to protect their interests in case of violation in 
relation to family income, % 

 
Up to 

10,000 
rubles 

10,000-
15,000 
rubles 

15,000-
25,000 
rubles 

25,000-
40,000 
rubles 

Over 
40,000 
rubles 

Appeal to government bodies 66.1 57.4 59.4 54.7 65.0 
Appeal to public organizations 33.1 42.6 40.6 32.0 30.0 
Participation in strikes, rallies, demonstrations 28.1 27.8 28.6 25.1 21.4 
Participation in the elections 26.6 25.3 21.9 24.0 28.6 
Participation in the work of political parties 5.8 10.5 9.4 8.0 11.4 
Participation in the work of public organizations 12.4 19.1 19.3 17.1 13.6 
Participation in unauthorized protests 8.3 13.6 12.5 9.1 9.3 
Material support for politicians and their projects 9.1 7.4 7.8 6.3 7.1 
Discussion on social networks, reposts of political 
information 

28.9 37.6 31.3 30.7 23.6 

5.  Discussion 
The results of the study allow us to draw several observations. Among the modern schoolchildren, a 
negative assessment of contemporary politics in Russia is widespread. A critical attitude towards the 
authorities is associated with an increase in awareness of politics and the level of discourse about it 
among the young people. In turn, these indicators correlate with their age and place of residence.  

Those schoolchildren living in the regional capitals are most critical of the modern Russian political 
system. Many of this category are traditionally more oriented towards the possibility of migration transit 
(academic and labor) to Moscow and St. Petersburg, which reduces the subsequent protest potential of 
the youth and increases the stability of regional political systems.  

A greater impact on the students’ political behavior  has a rating of their trust in political institutions. 
There is a delimitation of those authorities to which the society assigns responsibility for making 
antisocial decisions in the socio-economic sphere. In this context, a high level of trust among the young 
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people is received by law enforcement agencies, as they are positioned outside of socio-economic policy 
or as subjects of the implementation of anti-corruption measures. This creates the basis for the regime 
of militocracy and the strengthening of the role of representatives of power structures in the Russian 
politics. 

Also, the survey showed the impact of gender characteristics on the political attitudes of students. 
The young men are more critical than girls in assessing the Russian political system and are more prone 
to protest forms of political activity. Increasing family income reduces a possibility of taking part in 
protest activities among the young people. 

6.  Conclusion 
In general, we can state that, in the context of the “global village,” the stability of the Russian political 
system is associated with the quality and intensity of political discourse in the youth environment, 
complemented by the presence of elements of parish culture and the factor of spatial networks 
sparseness. Despite the schoolchildren’s critical perception of Russian political reality, the prevalence 
among them of those who trust the majority of Russian political institutions over those that do not trust 
will ensure the stability of the political system in the medium term. On the other hand, the stability of 
the political system will be associated with the ability of the authorities to effectively solve socio-
economic problems and take into account the needs of society when making political decisions. 

7.  Acknowledgments 
The publication was prepared in the framework of the scientific project supported by the Russian 
Foundation for Basic Research No. 19-011-31156 “Optimization of the State Information Policy 
Regarding Children and the Youth in a Digital Society and Transformation of the Process of Political 
Socialization of Schoolchildren (On the Example of the Regions of South-West Siberia and Northern 
Kazakhstan).” 

References 
[1] Grasso M T, Farrall S, Gray E, Hay C, and Jennings W 2019 Socialization and generational political 

trajectories: an age, period and cohort analysis of political participation in Britain Journal of Elections, 
Public Opinion and Parties 29(2-3) pp 199-221 

[2] Grasso M T, Farrall S, Gray E, Hay C, and Jennings W 2019 Thatcher’s children, Blair’s babies, political 
socialization and trickle-down value change: An age, period and cohort analysis British Journal of 
Political Science 49(1) pp 17-36 

[3] Nieuwelink H, Dekker P, and ten Dam G 2018 Compensating or reproducing? Students from different 
educational tracks and the role of school in experiencing democratic citizenship Cambridge Journal of 
Education 49(3) pp 275-292  

[4] Nieuwelink H, ten Dam G, Geijsel F, and Dekker P 2018 Growing into politics? The development of 
adolescents’ views on democracy over time Politics 38(4) pp 395-410  

[5] Stadelmann-Steffen I, and Sulzer L 2018 Just another brick in the wall? The relationship between 
classroom-based political education and the political interest of young adults in Switzerland Journal of 
Youth Studies 21(4) pp 552-575  

[6] Bazarova D R, and Darizhapova M N 2018 Features of political value-semantic formations of the modern 
youth (generalization of research experience) Izvestiya of Irkutsk State University. Psychology Series 
26 pp 3-13 

[7] Bauman Z 2008 Fluent modernity (St. Petersburg, Russia: Piter) 
[8] Belgarokova N M 2009 Problems and factors of political socialization of the modern Russian youth Bulletin 

of the RUDN University. Sociology Series 3 pp 50-61 
[9] Bobkova E M 2014 Trust as a factor in the integrity of society Socis 10 pp 70-75 
[10] Vinogradov V D, and Chekmareva A V 2012 Political values in the perception of student youth Bulletin of 

St. Petersburg University. Series 12. Sociology 4 pp 161-166 
[11] Grishin O E 2015 The stability of the political system: concept, approaches, regulators Modern Problems 

of Science and Education 1-1 Available at: http://science-education.ru/ru/article/view?id=18121 
(Accessed 19 03 2019) 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 364

378



 

[12] Eliseev A L, Malik E N, and Melnikov A V 2015 The specifics of socio-political self-determination of the 
modern Russian youth Sociology and Life 3 pp 83-93 

[13] Kudaktina A I  2014 Political socialization of the Russian schoolchildren in the context of socio-
communicative transformations of the beginning of the 21st century (Dissertation of the Candidate of 
Sociological Sciences) (Krasnodar, Russia) Available at: http://cheloveknauka.com/politicheskaya-
sotsializatsiya-rossiyskih-shkolnikov-v-usloviyah-sotsiokommunikativnyh-transformatsiy-nachala-
xxi-veka#ixzz5yX2Mlh00 (Accessed 19 03 2019) 

[14] Levashov V K 2010 Socio-political sustainability of society: Theory, measurement, strategy (Moscow, 
Russia: Nauchnyy mir) 

[15] Levashov V K 2013 Socio-political sustainability: Risks and prospects Public Opinion Monitoring: 
Economic and Social Changes 4(116) pp 29-41  

[16] Novichenko O V 2013 The main trends in the transformation of the political values of the youth of modern 
Russia Theory and Practice of Social Development 9 pp 50-53  

[17] Petrov V K, and Selivanov S G 2005 Sustainability of the state (Moscow, Russia: “Ekonomika” CJSC 
Publishing House) 

[18] Popova O V 2018 Factors of political stability in the Russian metropolis (on the example of St. Petersburg) 
In S G Eremeev, and I I Kuznetsov Eds. The problem of stability of political systems of the modern 
world: Materials of the international scientific conference (pp 252-263) (Moscow, Russia: Publishing 
House of Moscow University) 

[19] Sorokin O 2007 Features of the formation of political consciousness of the modern Russian youth Vlast 8 
pp 48-52 

[20] Toffler A 2002 Future shock (Moscow, Russia: “AST” Publishing House LLC) 
[21] Chuev S V, Timokhovich A N, and Grishaeva S A 2017 Political values of the Russian youth: Research 

materials Vlast 11 pp 54-60  
[22] Sztompka P 2012 Trust is the foundation of society (Moscow, Russia: Logos)  
[23] Scheglov I A 2015 Political socialization in Russia as a theoretical and applied problem Theory and 

Practice of Social Development 2 pp 47-50 
[24] Schuplenkov O V, and Schuplenkov N O 2013 Political socialization and identity in the conditions of 

transformation of Russian society Sotsiodinamika 6 pp 1-58 
[25] Wasburn P C, and Adkins Covert T J 2017 Making citizens: Political socialization research and beyond 

(Germany: Springer) 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 364

379




