digital intelligence and its components is a necessity for each individual, and the general formula of a modern
successful personality is a harmonious combination of cognitive, emotional and digital intelligences.
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The modern pedagogical process is designed to ensure the formation of diversified, morally
and socially responsible citizens who can make decisions in a situation of choice, predicting
possible consequences, ready for democratic cooperation and intercultural interaction, capable of
participating in the development of the economic, political and cultural spheres of Russian society.
At the present stage of the Eurasian integration processes and political transformation of Russia,
the problem of the formation of civic culture and civic education play a civiliarchic role. The
transition of Russian society from one political regime to another and the change in values are a
factor in changing the attitude of society towards citizenship. Citizenship has always played an
important role in the political consciousness of Russia, and in the context of the modern
transformation of society, this fact cannot be underestimated. The civilizational character of
Russian federalism and the civic dimension of nationality are specific, and one of the features of
this character is citizenship.

Keywords: Citizenship, civic education, civiliarchic values, youth, political socialization,
Russia, Eurasian integration.

The relevance of the topic of this article is associated with the growth of political activity of
citizens seeking to influence the modern integration processes in Russia. Currently, there is a
noticeable increase in the influence of young people on the political institutions of Russian society,
on the formation of political parties and, ultimately, on the process of making and implementing
political decisions. Revealing the reasons, forms and mechanisms for the inclusion of young
people in the modern political process actualizes the topic of this article. Political practice
demonstrates that in a globalized world, countries that can effectively develop the innovative
potential of youth will have strategic and political advantages. The definition of the vectors of
youth policy aimed at the development, improvement and implementation of the creative potential
of modern youth in political life makes the topic of the article relevant. In modern Russia, there is
an increase in opportunities for the realization of young people, both in political and other spheres
of public life, which can act as a guarantee of the development of dialogue and partnership
between youth and political power, a condition for the stability and sustainable development of
CSOs and the state. In this regard, it becomes relevant to study issues related to understanding the
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role of youth in the modern political process, studying the forms and content of its political
activity, mechanisms for implementing state youth policy and optimizing the activities of
institutions for the political participation of youth in the Russian political process.

Despite the wide range of problems being developed, in modern Russian political pedagogy
and sociology, insufficient attention is paid to the study of the peculiarities of the civic
consciousness of Russian youth and students at the present stage of Eurasian integration. In
particular, the forms of legitimate and illegitimate protest civic activity of students, the
peculiarities of civic consciousness of students studying in universities in Russian regions and
megacities have not been sufficiently studied. The principles of modern youth policy aimed at
developing the civic culture of Russian students and measuring citizenship have not been
sufficiently developed. Within the framework of this article, a wide range of models for the
formation and education of citizenship was analyzed, with an emphasis on the Russian model of
the formation of youth citizenship. As for the scientific elaboration of this problem of comparative
research, it is important to note that the younger generation, the social integration of youth, the
reproduction of society, as well as the transformation of Russian societies occupy a sufficient place
in the works of the classics of political sociology, as well as in the works of Western and Russian
researchers of our time. Features of social reproduction of Russian society are reflected in political
pedagogy, a systematic approach, in theories of social transformation of Russian society. Special
attention should be paid to theories that study the issues of social development of the young
generation, its social integration. In this regard, sociological theories are of interest: socialization,
youth subcultures, destandardized transit of young people and their social integration in a society
at risk, everyday practices of Russian youth, the peculiarities of the transit of urban, rural, regional
and provincial youth and their NGOs. A significant place in the research of political pedagogy is
occupied by theories focused on the study of the system of higher education of students. These are
theories of social and professional mobility, educational strategies, changes in the life paths of
students in the context of Russian modernization. In this article, an important place is occupied by
theories of the development of youth citizenship, theories of citizenship and civic culture, as well
as comparative studies of sociologists and political scientists based on the study of the
characteristics of citizenship, civic culture of youth.

The prerequisites for the formation of federal and regional CSOs in Russia, at the stage of
Eurasian integration and political transformation, the value orientations of Russians, including
young people, were considered by O.V. Gaman-Golutvina, G.Ya. Grevtseva, N.V. Ippolitova,
A.V. Lubsky and others [18;19;20;21;24]. In this context, the political and civic activity of social
groups of the population and the specific forms of this democratic participation were considered in
studies of the motives for involving youth NGOs in politics.

The subject of this article is Russian youth and students in the context of the Eurasian
integration of Russian society. It is obvious that civic attitudes, the peculiarities of civic culture
and the forms of implementation of the civic engagement of young people and students of Russian
unions, the influence of public youth policy on the formation of Russian citizenship.

The purpose of the study of this article is to analyze the factors and conditions that influence
the formation of citizenship of Russian youth and students in modern Russian society. Taking into
account the fact that the identification of mechanisms for the development of legitimate and
illegitimate protest civic activity vertically and horizontally affects youth NGOs and student
unions. Despite the existence of a new Russia and the emergence of a new generation during the
period of independent statehood, modern youth demonstrates a low level of citizenship, which is
explained by the transit system of civic education, which does not yet meet the modern needs of
competitiveness and does not contribute to the development of innovative thinking, as well as the
disinterest of state institutions in the development of young people active civic identity.

The scientific novelty of this article is as follows: 1) the differences in the cultural and value
dimensions of civic education of regional and federal youth are argued; 2) developed a civiliarchic
dimension of the civic engagement of young people in modern Russia; 3) developed non-
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civiliarchic disobedience of youth NGOs in modern Russia, analyzed the factors contributing to
the circulation of conflict civil discourse among youth and students; 4) analyzed civiliarchic
directions of transformation of civic education of Russian youth: from the ways proposed by
public authorities to innovative social networks focused on protecting social rights and freedoms;
5) explained the low efficiency of public youth policy in the field of civic education and the
development of civic patriotism of Russian youth; 6) the key democratic competencies of
citizenship were studied, since so far the Russian system of civic education and youth non-
governmental organizations cannot provide an agenda for the formation of citizenship among
young people.

This article allows you to analyze the social processes of changing the citizenship of Russian
youth to new forms of its implementation. In addition, the result of this study is a comparative
analysis of youth policy in the development of youth citizenship and conceptualization of it as a
factor determining the formation of both legitimate and illegitimate protest civic activity of young
people and their NGOs. Also, as a result of the study, the development of citizenship and civic
engagement of youth in political parties and CSOs, and students in universities was developed.
The article shows how the transformations of Russian statehood and civil society lead to the
formation of a civil state, which, as a consequence, should lead to a decrease in the level of
resistance of youth NGOs. The research problem lies in the existence of a contradiction: on the one
hand, public youth policy shows the need to increase the citizenship of young people, but at the
same time the means and content of this policy indicate the restraint of public institutions to have
young people and students with high civic engagement. On the other hand, in modern scientific
discourse, citizenship, following the changes of modern society, becomes more and more
multifaceted and complex. Not getting the opportunity to actively participate and influence either
the life of political parties, civil society and their university, or what is happening in the country,
Russian youth and students do not know enough forms of expression of another type of
citizenship, actively used by them in EU member states and the USA.

Strengthening European and Eurasian integration processes in the modern world activates the
tasks of civic education of Russian youth in a new civilization based on the priorities of the values
of human morality and culture. The critical situation in which the younger generation finds itself
requires turning to a certain system of values associated with the best national traditions, the
common human tradition of humanism as a global worldview that determines a person's attitude to
the world around him and other people. The solution to many pressing problems of modern
Russian society depends on the level of citizenship of the younger generation, therefore, the civic
development of the individual is the most important component of the educational process. At the
same time, a number of topical issues related to the formation of youth citizenship, as well as the
conceptual foundations of the system for the formation of citizenship, the content and readiness of
youth for professional and personal interaction with civil society organizations (CSOs), remain
unexplored in political pedagogy [1,17-20; 3].

In modern Russia, students are the part of young people who are the most institutionally
united, characterized by certain social behavior and psychology, and a system of value
orientations. However, in recent decades, higher education is increasingly viewed in Russia not as
an elite social ‘lift’, but as a mass form of life for school graduates, upon completion of which a
diploma will provide them with a job. Students still retain the features of a separate social and
demographic group, but, as they become a mass social group, they lose the characteristics of
civilism and elitism. Russia, according to the political discourse of public authorities, is on the
path of innovative development, digitalization and modernization, which requires consolidation
from CSOs, and from each individual person to fulfill his duty as a citizen and patriot. The
definition of a “good citizen”, and with it the content of the concept of citizenship, depends on the
political system and on the role that the government offers to its citizens. Young people and
students, due to their special importance in the reproduction of society, are expected to behave
actively and responsibly. However, youth policy at the country and university level is still limited
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both in form and in content by military and patriotic education. Speaking about citizenship, the
government regularly replaces it with the concept of “patriotism”, thereby preventing the
development of either civic consciousness or civic activity [7,106-109;9;13,45-49].

In political pedagogy, the issue of citizenship is experiencing a new wave of interest: post-
modern civil society is characterized by globalization, multiethnicity and multiculturalism, the
rapidly growing role of technology and information, consumerism, such a more complex society
also presupposes a more complex, comprehensive understanding of citizenship. In Russia, on the
one hand, by recognizing the transit of modern CSOs, the public authorities are transmitting the
values of innovation, openness and civic responsibility. On the other hand, youth policy, including
in the issue of civic education, not only does not contribute to the development of civil, political
and social rights, but also does not develop new types of citizenship (media citizenship, social
citizenship, environmental citizenship, ecological citizenship, digital citizenship). With the
constant declaration of the need to increase the level of civic education, in fact, at the level of
public youth policy and at the level of universities, we are talking only about military and patriotic
education [14]. It is worth recognizing that federal public institutions and local government bodies
are conducting parallel efforts to increase civic engagement and civic consciousness. A
comparative analysis of civic educational practice in the formal and informal environment shows
that the process of shaping youth citizenship is not purposefully carried out. As a result, a number
of contradictions have developed between:

e the need of CSOs for political active youth, ready for civic self-determination on the basis
of civic position and civic competence, and the unwillingness of the educational process at
universities to provide this social demand;

e the demand for this integral quality among young people and the shortcomings of
theoretical and practical tools for its formation in the civiliarchic educational process of
universities and CSOs.

The indicated contradictions determined the essence of the research problem for this article:
what are the political pedagogical conditions for the formation of citizenship among young people
in universities according to its structural, substantive and integral characteristics? The main task of
civic education is to contribute to the effective political socialization of youth through
communication to such civiliarchic values, which are a priority at this stage of modernization of
public administration and local government in Russia. The purpose of this article is to analyze the
processes of Eurasian integration associated with the participation of young people in determining
the strategy and tactics of building the Russian state, using comparative analysis and the method of
content analysis of official documents.

The civilized priority of civic education is defined in regulatory and legal documents in the
field of political socialization (Federal Law “on Education in the Russian Federation”, The RF
Government Programme “Development of Education for 2013-2020”, National Doctrine of
Education in the Russian Federation until 2025, State program “Patriotic education of citizens of
the Russian Federation for 2016-2020” etc.). A comparative analysis of these documents allows
us to conclude that one of the main goals of political socialization is the education of literate
citizens of a legal, democratic state, capable of acting in a civil society, respecting human dignity,
rights and freedoms, that is, a person with humanity, morality, Russian civil identity, which is
based on the values of the civil state.

Political pedagogy examines the pedagogical aspects of the social and political formation and
development of the individual, acquiring social and political status, functioning, as well as
maintaining the achieved and restoring the lost social and political characteristics. The complexity
and inclusiveness of civic education shows its interdisciplinarity. Currently, political educators in
Russia are taking practical steps to restore certain structures of the civic education system, in
particular youth organizations, associations, clubs, military and sports camps, spiritual and
educational centers, a museum, linking their work with the education of civic patriotism, youth
development, focused on a wide range of initiatives, etc. Thus, political pedagogy comparatively
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studies the issues of a person’s sequential passage through the stages of civil and political
socialization, his inclusion in the system of social relations at different periods of life. This is
largely facilitated by an interdisciplinary approach, interdisciplinary connections of political
pedagogy of education with other social and humanitarian sciences. The interdisciplinary
connections of the political science of education shows that it is within the competence of political
pedagogy and pedagogical sociology to identify the interaction of the influence of the
microenvironment and education on personality development. The significance of political
pedagogy in interaction with pedagogical sociology is determined by the fact that the impact of
macrofactors and mesofactors of political socialization is projected onto one young person, a
group of young people through the action of microfactors [14,21-37;17,138-141].

In modern Russian conditions, it seems necessary to monitor the process of socializing
influence on the individual of the social environment due to the fact that as a result of the ongoing
social, economic and institutional transformation of Russian society, new social and political
conditions for its functioning arise. To understand the essence of the changes taking place in the
process of civil socialization at the present stage of society’s development, it is necessary to
analyze in more detail both the conditions of the social and cultural mechanisms of the individual's
assimilation of the national experience of previous generations, and the shifts in political life
characteristic of modern Russian society. In order to analyze the features of the process of political
socialization in modern Russian society, it is necessary to study the mechanisms of
institutionalization, as well as the factors of spontaneous political socialization of Russians, the
role of political education as a means of directed political socialization. A directed form of
political socialization is an educational and purposeful teaching effect on an individual. The
spontaneous process of political socialization, on the contrary, due to its uncontrollable nature,
needs to be carefully studied in order to obtain the ability to manage it and reduce the risks of the
occurrence of destructive processes due to deviations from lawful behavior. Cognition of the
mechanism, factors and patterns of political socialization is possible on the basis of a
comprehensive analysis of indicators: political culture, agents, institutions of socialization and
political education.

The Union State of Russia and Belarus, the Eurasian integration processes and the ongoing
institutional changes in the political system in Russia are reflected in the political socialization of
Russian youth as in the process of their inclusion in political relations at the level of political
activity and at the level of forming young people’s awareness of political reality. In the context of
the transformation of the political system at the present stage, the political socialization of Russian
youth has its own characteristics, consisting in a variable choice of models of political behavior.
The younger generation has the ability to more quickly assimilate the experience of political
reality gained in previous decades under the conditions of a weakened mechanism of state control
over the socialization of young people, which led to the instability of ideological attitudes and
ideas in relation to the established forms of statehood, social spiritual values, goals and prospects
of social development. A weak connection with the political experience of previous generations
creates the prospect of an innovative alignment of political forces and ensuring the continuation of
the process of development of social life, but at the same time it has the risks of interrupting the
continuity of generations and the loss of the value civilizational foundations of civiliarchic culture.

The participation of youth in the protest movements of 2011-2014 and the anti-corruption
protests of 2017-2018 in large cities of Russia, the emergence and spread of radical nationalist
groups, political youth extremism, the decisive role of youth in the device of the so-called ‘color
revolutions’ in many countries have raised the issue of the need for careful, a balanced,
scientifically and methodologically developed approach to the processes of political socialization
of Russian youth. One of the important results of public and scientific discussion on this issue was
the conclusion about the need for a targeted impact on the processes of political socialization of
young people, the desired result of which should be the formation of civic identity, attitudes of
civic responsibility, patriotism, spiritual and moral values among young people. The period of the
collapse of the USSR, democratic transition and value vacuum came to an end, together with the
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awareness of the state authorities of the need to educate the younger generation from the
standpoint of ensuring Russia’s national interests. Over the years, state programs have been
adopted to implement state youth policy and ensure effective patriotic education of citizens.

One cannot but take into account the fact that the democratic transition in Russia and other
republics of the former USSR proceeded in parallel with the processes of inciting nationalist
sentiments, gaining independence, and the beginning of state building. The political elite of most
of the states that emerged in the post-Soviet space needed at least the creation of a formal
democracy of a civil society organization (CSOs). At the same time, political competition was not
allowed, which was partly due to the rather apathetic attitude of citizens to the protection of their
rights and freedoms, conditioned by the political culture. The establishment of a full-fledged
functioning democracy was not in the interests of the ruling groups, since it was necessary for
them to consolidate their newly acquired power positions. Accordingly, democratization was
carried out largely by the active participation of the ruling political parties, that is, under the
control of state institutions. The new governments, at least initially, were pushing for democratic
change. At the same time, in countries where, after the consolidation of power, it became possible
to reduce democratic elements to a minimum, this was done. This state of affairs was a
consequence of the fact that, on the one hand, the predominantly transformed Soviet bureaucratic
political culture became the elite in the states, on the other, there was no clear division of citizens
into social strata aware of their civic interests. Both the political power and the majority of the
population perceived democracy in the abstract, expecting automatic economic growth, quality of
life and legal protection from it. At the same time, stable democratic movements were also absent
due to the lack of a reliable and stable social base. In a number of countries, authoritarian
traditions were superimposed on these factors. Political parties that in fact adhered to a democratic
orientation, or did not have real levers of influence on power, or, while in power, in fact used
authoritarian methods of government, while often resorting to populist methods due to poor
experience in government. Thus, various difficulties were formed for the development of
sovereign democracy [19].

The gradually strengthened Russian elite revised a number of provisions of the legislation
and the theory of democracy, in particular, the idea of sovereign democracy, and also rebuilt the
political system for itself. Thus, it is obvious that sovereign democracy requires the transformation
of an authoritarian political culture, and hence its carriers in the institutions of state power, into a
new one with civiliarchic democratic attitudes. Otherwise, democratic regimes, even if they are
formally strengthened, will be predominantly declarative in nature. The education of the younger
generation, the innovative processes of its development are becoming important links in the
system of Russian statehood. When developing new standards for Russian civic education, it is
emphasized that it should be aimed at fostering civic, democratic, patriotic convictions, at forming
tolerance in the conditions of our multicultural society. The solution of these tasks requires the
formation of a political culture among the growing citizens as a necessary condition for their
democratic life and social growth. An analysis of the pedagogical aspects of the formation of
political culture in the modern conditions of Eurasian integration is especially important due to the
role that cultural originality played in the historical development of Russia. Young people are
carriers of the political culture of Russian society, which is formed through civic education,
political socialization, social and political activity. The formation of political culture is a socially
conditioned process of personal development in the field of civic education, political relations and
activities. Being a kind of culture in general, the political culture of young people acts as a unity
and common, and also has its own characteristics in the field of civic education, the field of
relations both at the micro level and at the macro level.

Political educators are responsible to society for the result of their activities. This emphasizes
the importance of their social, political and cultural role in Russian society, the importance of a
purposeful orientation of the future teacher towards the tolerant and humanistic values of their
profession. One of the essential confirmation of this is the establishment of the main directions of
the state policy of modern Russia in the field of modernization of Russian education. The key goal
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of the new state program was the implementation of state policy in the field of civic education, the
creation of conditions for increasing civic responsibility for the fate of the country, increasing the
level of democratic consolidation of society in order to solve the problems of ensuring national
security and sustainable development of Russia, strengthening the sense of patriotism of citizens
towards the history and culture of a multinational country, ensuring the continuity of generations
of Russians, educating a citizen who loves his homeland and family, who has an active civic
position. The functioning of state institutions in accordance with the goals has actualized interest
in the problem of forming a modern model of political socialization of Russian youth, its factors,
principles and approaches [25].

Eurasian integration processes and political transformations in Russia have created conditions
for not so much integrating factors among young people as differentiating ones. During the
transitional period for it, the radical breakdown of the entire social system, the state significantly
weakened its control over the processes of political socialization. Transformational processes have
significantly reduced the role of such social institutions from the standpoint of moral and patriotic
education, and at the same time the primary factors and conditions for the socialization of young
people, such as the family, the education system, and the army. Social networks, information and
communication technologies, television and the Internet, as well as informal associations, which
previously did not occupy leading positions in the socialization process, took a leading place in the
socialization of young people. It was these means of political communication that began to
influence the emerging worldview of the younger generation, its political ideology and social
orientation. Unlike the older generation, the modern generation of young people has developed
radically different values and political life priorities. Information and communication technologies
and social media are developing the framework of political knowledge, which occupies a leading
place among the means of influencing the civic consciousness of young people and youth NGOs.
Modern social networks carry out purposeful and latent civic socialization of young people,
influencing political activity, civic position, forming attitudes towards certain models of political
behavior and ideology. An important place in the political socialization of modern youth began to
be occupied by youth associations, movements, NGOs and various youth unions. Until now, no
equal in scope of political tools for the socialization of young people has appeared in Russia. The
need of young people for political communication with peers on various civic interests,
communication was realized in the processes of civic education of various informal youth
organizations: left and right radical, nationalist, football fans and others.

A comparative analysis of the processes of political socialization of youth at the stage of
Eurasian integration processes follows the geopolitical and regional conflict model, caused not
only by economic problems, but also by the adherence of the Jewish society to ethnic and
confessional values. Therefore, the adoption of state programs aimed at establishing civic identity
and patriotism in Russian society speaks of the remaining urgent issue of the political socialization
of Russian youth in order to ensure the stable development of the state. To achieve these goals, the
young generation must undergo political socialization based on political and social priorities,
common norms and values of the development of the state and society. What model of political
socialization is being formed in the Russian state and how does it affect the worldview of young
people? Currently, there are two vectors of political socialization of youth, purposefully formed by
society and the state. One of them can be attributed to the conservative, traditional, or, using the
terminology prevailing in Russian philosophy at the end of the 19th century, the national approach.
This approach is based on social and cultural traditions, which are the basis for the formation of
civic and patriotic attitudes among young people. It is proposed to transfer some methods of
Russian political pedagogical schools to the system of civic education. Instilling spiritual and
moral values among young people, the formation of civic identity through strengthening the state's
attention to the history and culture of Russia. The theme of patriotism is being developed in raising
the prestige of the army, popularizing sporting events, such as the Olympic Games in Sochi in
2014, etc. The political elite, with the support of state institutions, initiated the creation of civic
networks and political youth organizations, such as “Molodaya Gvardiya”, “Nashi”, “All-Russian
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People’s Front” and others with the aim of direct participation in the process of political
socialization of youth on the basis of patriotic, civic positions [22;23;25].

The second way is attributed to the liberal democratic or individualistic type of civic
education, the concept of which is borrowed from the civic educational systems of Western
countries. Success in life and career development are declared the leading goals of human life.
Civic education of young people is based on instilling competencies in them, that is, on those skills
and abilities that they will need in practical application. The borrowing of Western models led to
the restructuring of the entire system of civic education. The goals implemented in these two
directions are in some contradiction: it is difficult to expect civic responsibility and solidarity from
a young person if he is motivated for personal success. Thus, we can conclude that in Russian
society there is no single model of political socialization of young people. But the measures of
political influence on young people should be flexible, free from political pressure, taking into
account the youth characteristics of this social group of maximalism of positions and assessments,
political naivety, inexperience, and a tendency to imitate prominent representatives of the political
arena. It is important for the state to create opportunities for youth to be active, gain political
experience, assimilate the values of patriotism, civic solidarity with its people, and make
independent and creative choice of political behavior. The state youth policy is of particular
importance in the processes of political socialization of youth. Moreover, in political pedagogy,
citizenship is defined as the ability and willingness to act in the role of a citizen, as a virtue of a
free and full member of a political community, which contributes to his commitment to the
interests of this community; as an active and conscious involvement in the political life of the
community [16]. Political pedagogy considers “citizenship”, “civil”, “civil society” and “civility”
categories as components of civiliarchy, manifested in political active or passive participation, as
well as the problems of civiliarchic culture, freedom and the need for political relations of the
individual, state institutions and society.

The 21 century was characterized by the emergence of a large number of political
pedagogical studies in which citizenship was viewed as a complex social and psychological
phenomenon, as an integrative personality trait and a basic value orientation. An analysis of
modern research suggests that it makes sense to consider the process of the formation of an
individual's civic consciousness only in the context of the interaction of constructive and
destructive factors, since this phenomenon manifests itself in the form of individual behavior, but
is mediated by the social and cultural environment. Recognition of the impossibility of forming
citizenship outside social conditions, on the one hand, and the inseparability of the individual and
social, and on the other hand, necessitates the search for opportunities to harmonize personal and
public interests, finding a balance between the actor-institute of relations between the citizen and
the state in order to achieve the effectiveness of civic education [5;8]. This position is confirmed in
the following provisions: the consistency of individual virtue and social justice is important; a
harmonious unity of social and personal is necessary, a reasonable combination of internal
freedom and respect for state power, personal and public, general and private interests.
Recognizing the integrative nature of citizenship, some researchers consider its essence through
the prism of some particular quality, understood as the main, basic, typical, which refracts the
meaning of citizenship. The analysis of scientific research makes it possible to single out the
following leading foundations of citizenship: 1) activity and responsibility; 2) consciousness and
self-awareness of the individual; 3) national and moral qualities; 4) emotions, feelings, faith; 5)
civic duty and civic obligations; 6) moral, legal and value civic position and civil religion.

Attempts to reduce citizenship to any one quality, that is, patriotism, activity, knowledge of
rights, are untenable, since, for example, knowledge of one's rights and obligations, laws is not an
example of a civil attitude to business, the world, people, and even to themselves yourself. In
various definitions of citizenship, as a rule, the development factor and, moreover, its focus on
reaching the top are not recorded. In this context, a rather large list of civic qualities and
characteristics is being recruited, which are not always equivalent, they cannot be put on the same
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level. Analyzing these definitions, it is important to differentiate them, to build a hierarchy of
qualities that form a meaningful and logical structure of citizenship. At the same time, based on
the criterion of formation, citizenship can be represented as a multi-level structure: 1) low level,
that is, civic position is not formed, the presence of civic qualities is not clearly traced, low
readiness to exercise the rights and duties of a citizen; 2) the middle level, that is, civic position
and qualities at the stage of formation, partial readiness to exercise the rights and obligations of a
citizen; 3) a high level, that is, civic qualities are formed, an active civic position, a high readiness
to exercise the rights and obligations of a citizen [15].

The effectiveness of civic education in Russia largely depends on the modern methodology
of the educational process, conditioned by the new philosophy and psychology of a person,
understood as a self-overcoming being, transforming himself. First, the content of civic education
should include knowledge, methods of activity, value orientations, without which it is impossible
to fulfill social roles in modern Russian society. Secondly, when studying the issues of
anthropocentrism and civic studies, it should be remembered that in conditions of an ecological
crisis, the tasks of political pedagogy related to human survival come to the fore, which require
that a person be aware of himself as a part of society and nature, understand the responsibility for
their sustainable development. Thirdly, the personal experience of young people is an effective
means of civic education, which presupposes an appeal to real political, economic, social reality,
its tendencies and contradictions. The individual experience of young people, including common
sense, delusions, myths, requires scientific understanding, since only scientific knowledge makes
it possible to understand the deep mechanisms of development, the true meaning of the events
taking place in the world. Proceeding from this, it is necessary to carry out a synthesis of personal
experience and scientific information, which will contribute to the formation of not only
knowledge demanded by a citizen, but also relations, value orientations, samples of civic
consciousness adopted by a person. Fourth, the active component of the educational process,
focused on systematic modeling and analysis of life situations requiring students to apply
knowledge and skills, plays a leading role in designing the content of formal and informal civic
courses. Gaming technologies are involved in such activities. Fifthly, education of a citizen
presupposes the development of skills and attitudes necessary for direct participation in political
affairs, but the system of civic values (attitude to rights and freedoms as values, civil peace and
harmony, state unity, love and respect to Russia) that lie behind political institutions and
procedures. As the practice of studying civics courses has shown, the desire of university teachers
and CSO trainers to activate the cognitive activity of young people in some cases leads to the
“falsification’ of educational forms, which contradicts the need to form civic values. In this regard,
it should be noted that the content of the problematic problem analyzed by young people is
important not because of what example is specifically analyzed, but because of what moral and
legal attitude will be fixed in the minds of young people as a result of its reasonable solution. The
listed principles of constructing the content of formal and informal civic courses will become
effective only if there is productive communication between the teacher and youth, based on a
civiliarchic dialogue and partnership. An educational dialogue and partnership, as practice shows,
can be successful if the value and semantic equality of teachers and youth is realized, of course,
not in terms of the amount of knowledge or life experience, but in its innate right to unlimited
knowledge of the world in those forms that are organic and comfortable. on a personal level [10].

In the process of realizing the goals of civic education, formal and non-formal educational
activities should be supplemented by the transformation of the social and pedagogical environment
of the educational institution and CSOs. It is about acquiring the democratic experience of
tolerance, partnership, solidarity and consensus among young people. The life of universities and
CSOs should be a source for the formation of democratic views and behavior among the young
generation through the organization of student unions and youth associations, student government
bodies, and the development of cooperative ties. It is the corporate work to change the university
environment and social networks that is aimed at realizing the goal of civic education, shaping the
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readiness of young people to participate in improving the social mechanism and personally
influencing the social and political life of Russia. For this, young people must understand the
relationship between citizens, citizens and society, citizens and the state; should be able to live in
the modern world with its diversity of cultures, possessing the methods of activity, practical skills,
models of civic behavior. Young people should also be able to overcome political conflict
situations and be aware of the consequences of their activities. Thus, the implementation of the
goal of civic education requires a systematic approach in terms of integrating formal and non-
formal activities [11]. The entire educational process is intended to serve the civil socialization of
youth.

The difficult process of building a civil society in Russia is closely related to qualitative
changes in the consciousness of Russian citizens. An important role in this process belongs to the
civic education of the population of Russia. It should contribute to the formation of the political
and legal culture of the individual, humanistic moral guidelines and democratic citizenship. In this
context, one of the most difficult problems of the democratic reform of civic education being
carried out in Russia is raising the legal culture of young people. Without a qualified and effective
solution to this problem, it is difficult to talk about the stabilization of the social and legal situation
in Russian society. Without a legal culture in state institutions and CSOs, the goal of democratic
reform and the creation of a welfare state will hardly be achieved. This does not mean the formal
or informal sphere of civic activity and the fulfillment of a particular social role, but the hierarchy
of values in the structure of each actor. At the same time, the internal value and external social
content of their activity do not coincide.

Historically, different types of value orientations of youth and youth NGOs have developed
in Russia. In particular, civil conformist path on which the youth, trying to become an actor, adapts
to the system of norms, rules and prohibitions of Russian society, represented primarily by state
institutions and CSOs. The youth identifies becoming as an actor with the development and
obedient performance of one or another political and social role, the pursuit of an ideal with a
social and political career. Moving up the ladder of political and social growth is taken by him as
self-affirmation, although in fact, as this progress, young people more and more cease to be
themselves, lose their civic characteristics and, of course, human independence. On this path,
citizens of Russia and CSOs are formed, whose political and social expectations, as a rule, have
not been achieved, and whose natural talents have not been realized. As young people lose their
civic principles, there is an imperceptible substitution of the idea of serving their people and state
institutions by serving a superior, and the substitution of the ideal by social norms inevitably leads
to the replacement of these norms themselves by the execution of the will of the ruling elite at the
federal and regional levels [2;4]. Hence, the following pattern follows: the more civil
independence and human dignity are preserved as an individual, citizen and specialist, the more
difficult the political life of young people in Russian society and, moreover, an official career is.
And here there should be no illusions: the formation of young people as self-worth individuals and
their social status, success in Russian society not only do not coincide, but for the majority of
youth NGOs there are things that are incompatible. Since on this path work for the benefit of
Russian society becomes an end in itself, the highest achievement in the personal plane can only
be professional growth, which, however, makes a person himself only a means of labor, and his
personal qualities are an optional addition to the profession. Therefore, it turns out that there are no
irreplaceable people here, and the most highly qualified specialist remains only a ‘partial’ person.
There is also a civil non-conformist path, in which young people do not adapt to political and
social norms and rules, but seeks to bypass them, to get out of the comprehensive control and
constant pressure of Russian society. In this sense, civil anti-conformism, an antisocial way of
alienating young people from Russian society, in an effort not to adapt or bypass the norms of life
of Russian society, but to break, pass them by force and deception. The main danger is not even
that youth NGOs violate the laws of the country, but that, along with state institutions, they
constitute an additional source of discomfort and fear in life, deprivation of human dignity and
personal principles. From the point of view of civil society and the rule of law, violation of public
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norms and laws is inadmissible, and in its content it is as resistance to evil by force (violence) of
state powers, an attempt to respond to force by force of state institutions. And as long as there are
state institutions with their legitimate and legal instruments, as long as there will be hard and soft
power. From the above properties of values, it clearly follows that evil can only be neutralized by
civil education, democratic dialogue and partnership. Therefore, in the field of civic education and
morality, and even more so in law and politics, their opposition is insurmountable. As for the civil
superconformist path, this is the conscious creativity of those actors who transmit and educate
young people and youth NGOs with civiliarchic values of patriotism, faith, love and beauty and
realize the spiritual potential of the young generation, regardless of their profession and social role.
In this sense, the system of civic education at all levels is the only social institution that can really
direct the value and orientation activities of young people towards the formation of an independent
and socially active personality of a citizen of Russia, fully aware of his personal responsibility for
everything that happens in his country. For young people in CSOs and universities are busy not
only mentally, but above all cultural education and self-education [2; 6;12]. It is during the years
of formal and informal civic education that the formation of aesthetic and artistic taste and moral
sense begins and basically ends, but how successfully this already depends on the quality of the
work of CSOs and the university institution. Political pedagogy, in fact, to this day, divides
teachers and students, respectively, into the actor of their influence, thereby destroying the
spiritual and value level of their communication. The task, therefore, is to do this purposefully and
professionally, that is, not imposing ready-made attitudes, but maximally contributing to the
disclosure of value principles.

Thus, value and civic activity combines internal value self-regulation and external and
evaluative goal-setting, personal self-realization and social activity. Their combination, the
manifestation of the internal in the external, the correspondence of means to goals is most feasible
today only in the system of civic education in the unity of educational processes. But for this it is
necessary to move away from the stereotypes of our thinking at all levels and understand that
humanitarian, spiritual and value training is today the real basis for the modern development of the
social institution of civic education and the first effective step in the realities of the 21* century. It
should be noted that at present, modernization on a national scale is lacking an integral system of
civic education of young people, an organic and significant part of which would be the system of
educating a citizen of Russia, focused on the formation and development of an individual who is
ready to live in a civil, democratic society and a social state, free, possessing human dignity,
humanistically oriented, tolerant, socially active, characterized by citizenship and patriotism.
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T'PAXKJIAHCKOE OBPA3OBAHUE MOJIOJEXH B YCJIOBHASX EBPASHMCKOM
HUHTETPAIIMA POCCUWCKOI'O OBIIECTBA
AJleKkcaHsIH AIIOT
Epesanckuii 2ocyoapcmeennulii ynusepcumem, Apmenus
Hemanuxuna Bajnenruna
bencopoockuii cocydapcmeennbiii HAYUOHATLHYIL
uccredosamenvckuil ynusepcumem, Poccutickas ®edepayus
AHHOTANUSA
Ha coBpeMeHHOM 3Tane eBpa3uiCKON MHTErpaluu POCCUHCKOro 00IIecTBa rpaxIaHcKoe 00pa3oBaHUe
MOJIOZICKH MTPAET PELIAIONIYIO POJIb B 00yUeHUH OyayILIeil MOINTHUECKOM IUTHI HEe TOJIBKO (OPMaNIbHOI 1
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HeopManbHOH y4eOHBIM NporpaMmaM, HO M HOJUTHYECKOH >ku3HH. OmHAa W3 BaXHEHIINX poieit
YHHBEPCHTETOB M OpraHu3anuil rpaxkmganckoro obmectsa (OI'O) B poccuiickoM oOmiecTBe — 00y4aTh, U
00yJaTh MOJIOJBIX JIFO/ICH TOMY, KaK OBITh ITOJUTHIECKH aKTHBHBIMU WICHAMH MHOTOHAIMOHAIEHOTO Haposa
Poccuiickoit ®eneparyn. MHOrOHaIMOHATBHOE TOCYJAPCTBO HE MIOJDKHO TEPSTh POJNb TPAXKTAHCKOTO
obpaszoBanus 1 OI'O B MOATOTOBKE MOJIOJEKH U CTYASHTOB K MH(MOPMHUPOBAHHIO U BOBICYCHHIO TPAXJAH,
yzensisi IpU 9TOM 0co00€ BHHMAaHHE TPaJUIMOHHBIM aKaJIeMHYECKUM HayKaM M Pa3BHTHIO TPYJOBBIX
pecypcos.

I'paknanckoe 00pa3oBaHME BBIIBMIAET MHCTHTYLHOHAIbHYIO (yHKIMIO 00pa3oBaHus 1o Qopmupo-
BaHMIO HMH(GOPMHUPOBAHHOTO 3JIEKTOpaTa Ha MEXIUCHHUILIMHAPHON M KOMMYHHKAaTHBHOH ocHoBe. OHO
HANpaBJIeH Ha OXBAaT BCEX IPEAMETHBIX 00nacTeil, coueras B ceOe pa3lMYHbIC HABBIKM M KOMIICTCHIHH,
KOTOpBIe OyIyT IOJIC3HBI MOJIOJBIM JIFOASIM M CTYJISHTaM Ha MPOTSDKCHUH BCEH MX COLHMANBHOHN KU3HH B
KavecTBE TpaxkJaH, H30upaTeell U JTUAepoB, a Taoke WieHoB OI'O, MoIUTHYECKUX NapTHH WX YIaCTHHUKOB
IpaXkJaHCKUX MHUIMATUB U ABWKEHUs. [ paknaHckoe oOpa3oBaHME MOXKET MOIEPHU3MPOBATH POCCHUCKOE
00IIECTBO IMBHIMAPXUUECKUM 00pa3oM, IOCKOIbKY Oojiee BHHUMATelbHbIE M MOTHBHPOBAHHBIE IPaX<JIaHe
BEAyT K OoJiee AEMOKPATHUYECKOMY M CIIpaBEeAIHMBOMY 0OIIecTBy. Beerna Obu10 BaKHO OBITH TOJEPAHTHBIM U
HeneycTpeMIeHHbIM rpakaaHnHoM. Ho B poccuiickom oOIecTBe, KOTOPOE CTalKUBAETCS CO CIOKHBIMU
rII00aNBHBIMH TPOOJIEMaMHU U MEKHUHTETPAIIHOHHBIMU KOH(DINKTaMH, TAPTUHHAS MOINTHKA U 3PPeKTHUBHOE
TpakAaHCKOEe 00pa30BaHUE SIBIAIOTCS HMIEPATHBOM POCCHHCKOTro marproTm3Ma. CIemyromue MoIoble
TIOKOJICHUSI JJOJDKHBI OBITh MH(OPMHUPOBAHBI M HAJEJCHBI MOJHOMOYMSIMH JUIS PELICHHs CTOSIIHX Iepen
HUMH 3aJad Ha WHCTHTYLHMOHAJIBHOM YypoBHe, Ha ypoBHe OI'O, a Taxke B €Bpa3sMiiCKOM ¥ TINIOOATEHOM
Maciutabe. MosozaexxHble HemnpaBuTeabcTBeHHbIe opranuzanuu (HIIO) noimkHBI aJekBaTHO OLCHUBATH
MOJIMTHYECKYIO Cpely U OBITh HOBATOPCKMMH, a TAKOKe NPUHUMATh I'yMaHUCTUYECKHE, HHPOPMHPOBAHHbIE U
CBOEBPEMEHHBIE PEIICHHUSI.

CucteMaTH4ecKUd TOAXOA K TPaXXZAHCKOMY OOpa30BaHUIO YYMT MOJOABIX JIOJEH, Kak ObITh
XOPOIIMMHU TpaXIaHaMH, KaK paboTaeT JeMOKpaTHs U 4TO TpedyeTcs s TOro, 4ToObl OHA CIIyXKuia Oyary
Bcex rpaxkaad Poccuu. B 9ToM KOHTEKCTe MONOABIX MoAeH HEOOXOIMMO IeIeHaNPaBICHHO 00yJaTh TOMY,
Kak ObITh A()(H)EKTUBHBIM WICHOM IMBIIHAPXUIECKOTO OOIIECTBA M B TO K€ BPEMs, KaKWe WHCTPYMEHTHI
UCTIONB30BaTh [UISL JIOCTMDKCHUS XOPOIIErO YIPaBIEHHS M COLHAIBHOW CIIPaBEUIMBOCTH, OOpPHOBI C
KOppYIIIMEH M 3KCTPEMH3MOM, TEM CaMbIM COXpaHssS LUBHINAPXUUECKUH IHalor W IIapTHEPCTBO B
MHOT'OHALIMOHAJIbHOM, MHOT'OKYJIbTYpHOM U MHOros3bI4HOM cTpaHe. CoBpeMeHHble MooexkHbie HITO moryT
CO3/1aBaTh ¥ Pa3BUBATh COLMAJIBHBIC CETH JUIS MHANBHIYAIBHBIX U KOMIUIEKCHBIX ITPOrpaMM He(OpMaIbHOTO
00y4eHHsI Ha OCHOBE UCCIEA0BAHUIN MOTUTHYECKOHN MearOruKu.

Viyumienue TpaxkIaHCKOTO 00pa30BaHUs MOXKET YCTPAHUTh MHOTHE HEIEMOKPATHUECKUE HEJOCTATKH
MOMUTHIECKOH CHCTEMBI TPAaH3UTHOTO POCCHICKOro 00mecTBa. AKTHBHAs TpakKAAHCKAs MACHTHYHOCTH U
yaactie OI'O MOBBIMIAIOT MUBHINAPXUUECKYIO MOZOTYETHOCTh M30PAHHBIX JOJDKHOCTHBIX JIMII, TTOCKONIBKY
TOJBKO MH(MOPMHUPOBAHHBIE M MOTHBHPOBAHHBIE IpakIaHe OyIyT 3alaBaTh CIIOXKHBIE BOIPOCHI JIHJEpaM
CBOMX IMOJUTHYECKHX MapTUi. DTO yiydmaeT MUBIINAPXUIECKUH TUCKYPC, TOCKOIbKY MH()OPMUPOBAHHBIE
U 3aMHTepecoBaHHble rpaxaaHe yepe3 HIIO u coumanbHble cetn OyayT TpeOoBaTh GONBIIEr0 OT OpraHOB
rOCY/IapCTBEHHOM BJIACTH M IOJMUTHYECKUX mapTuil. OHU peanu3yloT POCCHHCKHMI Hpaeall Ipa)KIaHCKOTrO
MaTpUOTH3Ma M PABEHCTBA, INPEIOCTAaBISS KaXIOMY TpaXIaHHHY, HE3aBHCHMO OT MPOUCXOXKICHHS,
HUHCTPYMEHTBI, KOTOPBIE TTO3BOJISIIOT €MY CTaTh IOJHONPABHBIM Y4aCTHHUKOM MOJIMTHUECKOTO TpoIiecca.

KiioueBble c10Ba: Tpa’kAaHCTBO, TPaKAaHCKOEe 00pa3oBaHKE, IUBHINAPXUUCCKUE IEHHOCTH, MOJO-
JIeKb, TIOMUTHYECKAs colranu3anyst, Poccus, eBpasniickast HHTETparusl.
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