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Abstract: Today there are diverse trends (such as government’s intervention into the
private lives of people, reduction of state’s support and impact in the social sphere, and glo-
balization that makes the world smaller) that complicate the sociological study of patriotism
in a ‘traditional’ way — as a value orientation ‘measured’ by simple questions about one’s
knowledge, feelings, actions, and self-identification. Thus, it is necessary to identify several
frameworks for the empirical study of patriotism. The first ‘dimension’ is traditional ‘patri-
otic mood’ - a set of stable cognitive, affective and behavioral value orientations. The second
‘dimension’ consists of different components of the social well-being associated primarily
with the estimates of life in the country. The third ‘dimension’ consists of persistent stereo-
types of the neighboring and other countries in the geopolitical context. The fourth ‘dimen-
sion’ is a result of the political decisions considering national security issues. Russia’s political
leaders connect food trade to national security; therefore, food insecurity’ is to a great extent
manufactured for political reasons to bolster national security or (food) nationalism.
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Unlike the western sociological tradition, the concept ‘patriotism’ is very popular in
Russia despite the changes in its connotations [Trotsuk, Suvakovig, 2013]. In the Soviet
times, this concept had clear positive interpretations; since the early 1990s it acquired
negative connotations due to the separation of the previously identical terms ‘homeland’
and ‘state’ after the state’s refusal and failure to fulfill its social and economic obligations
under the new market economy [Narbut, Trotsuk, 2014]; since the early 2000s the state
strives to revive its former unity with the homeland so as to restore the Russian citizens’
warm feelings associated mainly with the native land, its language, history, and culture
[State Program..., 2001; 2005; 2011; 2015]. Moreover, the already bizarre term ‘patriotism’
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today becomes less comprehensible under the globalization that, on the one hand, blurs
the very foundations of the traditional interpretations of patriotism and, on the other
hand, reinforces the ‘local’ forms of identification — with national, regional and local com-
munities [see, e.g.: Bauman, 2000].

Such diverse trends determine the necessity to use more complex empirical interpreta-
tions of patriotism than we are used to in representative national surveys since the late Soviet
— early post-Soviet times, when the standardized questionnaire for the study of the patriotic
mood was developed with some slight modifications added by different research centers
[see, e.g.: The image of a patriot.., 2013; New Russian patriotism.., 2014; Pride, patriotism,
and responsibility, 2015; patriotism.., 2017]. A typical set of questions on the patriotic mood
includes: respondents’ self-identification in terms of patriotism (answers to the questions
like ‘do you consider yourself a patriot?” and ‘what are your feelings to your country?’), the
dominant meaning of the word ‘patriotism’ in the public opinion, estimates of the necessity
for the state to develop educational programs to promote the patriotic mood, key elements
of ‘true patriotism, and main indicators of ‘non-patriotic behaviour’. For instance, according
to the 2000s” data, the Russian public opinion polls show a gradual increase in the number
of respondents considering themselves patriots, with 84% of ‘patriots’ in 2010 (the highest
level) and about the same share in 2016 (80%) [Patriotism in Russia.., 2016].

Certainly, we have to continue the study of the patriotic mood of the Russians in general
and of different generations and social-demographic groups in particular. For instance,
such surveys can reveal important trends in the patriotic mood of the Russian student
youth. The Sociology Chair of the RUDN University conducted surveys on the same type
of the Moscow students sample (N=1000) in the mid-2012 and in the mid-2016. According
to the data, more than a half of the respondents considered themselves patriots in the first
survey (60%), and this number has not changed in 2016 (58%). Almost every third student
(28% in both surveys) found it difficult to identify oneself in terms of patriotism primarily
appealing to the impossibility of such an unambiguous self-identification (every second
respondent in this group) or to the term’s loss of its meaning in the contemporary world
(every fifth respondent). Regardless of self-esteem in terms of patriotism, there is a stable
list of the objects of national pride - the historical past (66% in 2016), natural resources
(52%), sports achievements (56%), cultural heritage (43%) and arts (40%). Such a set of
‘objects’ indicates an undesirable for the Russian government separation of the concepts
‘homeland’ and ‘state’ in the youth outlook for the common ‘objects’ of lack of pride (only
every tenth respondent found grounds for pride) relate to the activities of government
institutions in general, and to the state of the economy and social sphere, domestic policies
and respect to human rights and freedoms - in particular.

However, when answering the identification question, the students chose answers
proving the priority of civil identification as ‘citizens of Russia’ (49% vs. 44% in 2012)
rather than cosmopolitan (19% vs. 16% in 2012) or regional (12% vs. 17% in 2012). Such a
trend can be a result of the state programs of patriotic education implemented since 2001
and embracing all educational levels, and of some widely promoted geopolitical successes
of the Russian state in the international arena. The interpretation of the homeland have
also not changed: when answering the question “For you homeland is, first of all...” almost
every second respondent preferred ‘Russia as a whole’ (51% in 2012 vs. 53% in 2016), ‘my
family and friends’ (19% in both surveys), ‘the locality of birth’ (16% vs. 18%), and ‘the
place (city, town, village) where I live’ (12% in both surveys).
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The dominance of the patriotism interpretation as love to one’s country is confirmed
by the respondents’ confidence that there is a growth of patriotism in the periods of wars,
revolutions and radical political upheavals (75% in 2012 vs. 69% in 2016), but not under an
extreme aggravation of social contradictions (31% vs. 30%). In 2012, the students were asked
about the most patriotic national holiday, and the most frequent answer was the Victory
Day (84%). This is still the prevailing answer in Russian public opinion polls, which is why
in 2016 the students were asked about their perception of the Winter Olympic Games 2014
held in Russia. Only every tenth student said that he did not care about this sports event at
all; 19% consider it unjustified and unnecessary waste of budget funds; while the majority
(70%) believe that the World Olympic Games were an honor for the country (34%) and a
great chance for Russia to prove its possibilities (36%), i.e. there is a clear orientation of the
youth on the vivid global demonstration of the country’s merits (sports and organizational).

There are persistent stereotypes of the Russian student youth considering different
aspects of patriotism, such as a clear distinction of ‘homeland’ (an object of pride and
warm feelings) and ‘state’ (an object of harsh criticism for the shortcomings of economic
and social policies), and a persistent contradiction in the answers to relevant questions.
When answering the open question “Whom do you personally would call a ‘true patriot’
in contemporary Russia and in the Russian history?” respondents mainly name famous
‘statists: in today’s Russia it is the president of the country V. Putin, whose position has
strengthened (11% in 2012 vs. 46% in 2016, which points to the political trust of the younger
generations), while in the country’s history it is a ‘statist’ Peter the Great, whose position has
also strengthened (13% vs. 20%). However, the student youth outlook is somewhat bizarre
when choosing the patriots of Russia in the past and present for the second positions in
the corresponding lists in 2016 belong to very contradictory political figures, such as V.
Zhirinovsky (13%) and 1. Stalin (6%), which were not so popular four years ago.

Perhaps, the reason for considering the above mentioned political figures in the past
and present as true patriots of Russia is the dominance of ‘presentational’ and ‘statist’
elements in the ‘true patriotism’ concept despite the clear distinction of the homeland and
the state in the public opinion. The majority of students in both 2012 and 2016 surveys
preferred the following indicators of a ‘true patriot’ though there is a decline in the
politicized presentational elements in the last four years despite an active state support of
educational programs and celebrations with a clear patriotic emphasis [Graph 2}: “honors
history and traditions of the people” (69% in 2012 vs. 65% in 2016), “loves one’s country”
(79% in 2016), “performs one’s military duty by serving in the army” (36% in 2012 vs.
24% in 2016), “seeks to represent one’s country in the most positive way” (37% vs. 24%),
intolerant to any forms of disrespect to one’s country” (35% vs. 22%).

The majority of students (75% in 2012 vs. 76% in 2016) believe that Russia is a country
with an enormous potential for development and should not depend on the West (67 vs.
69%); all problems of the country are determined by the inability of the rulers to rule the
state, by their selfish interests (67% vs. 43%, which points to the growth of the ‘statist’ part
of the patriotic mood and to more positive connotations of ‘patriotism’ today), and by
the lack of ‘normal’ laws (66% vs. 41%, perhaps due to the fact that in 2016 the wording
was changed to “lack of laws or disrespect to laws if there are any”, so if we add 28% of
respondents that agree with the statement that “unlike other countries that live by the law,
Russia lives by the proverbs and sayings”, the total number of respondents pointing to the
lack of laws in general will be the same as four years ago).
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Certainly, there are limits for sociological comparison if the wording of questions was
changed, however, our questionnaire as a whole stayed the same, which allows making some
careful conclusions. Thus, there are persistent ideas about national features of Russians such
as that they traditionally care much about the spiritual side of life (36% in 2012 vs. 39%
in 2016) and keep up the traditions of mutual help and support (39% vs. 43%). In 2016,
some new answers were added to evaluate some widespread ideas of the state educational
and propagandist discourses: 65% of respondents believe that Russia can be defeated but
not conquered, 57% - that the greatest victories and deeds in the history of Russia were
determined by love to the country; however, the students still support the traditional critical
self-perception of Russia as a country with two perennial woes - fools and roads. There is a
contradiction in the patriotic mood: on the one hand, it focuses on the notion of homeland
(not the state) as an object of love and pride; on the other hand, there is a clear strengthening
of the statist component, perhaps due to the successful steps in the international arena and
educational and propagandist measures in the domestic policies. For instance, in 2012 45%
believed that in 10-15 years Russia would become an average moderately developed state or
a strong independent state (41%); in 2016 a half (56%) believes that in 10-15 years Russia
will become a strong independent state, and a third (34%) thinks that its global position will
be limited to an average moderately developed state.

Such a distribution of responses is largely due to the students estimates of the situation
in the country considering its possible threats: two-thirds feared social unrest and disorder
in 2012 (78%), while in 2016 this share dropped to a half (49%), which proves the younger
generations’ confidence in the future of the country. At the same time, there are negative
tendencies in estimates of the state policies for the level of corresponding concerns increased:
46% fear ecological catastrophes (37% in 2012), 67% - religious conflicts (47%), though less
fear the collapse of science and education system (46% vs. 57% in 2012) and the loss of national
culture (36% vs. 52%) perhaps due to the proved potential of self-regulation and self-survival
of these spheres. The shares of the student youth fearing other threats have not changed
much: almost every second respondent fears mass unemployment (49% vs. 46% in 2012) and
economic policy failure (55% vs. 57%). The majority of students believe that the country is
not threatened by state disintegration (86% in 2016 vs. 76% in 2012) or a military dictatorship
(82% in both surveys), i.e. students locate’ key problems of Russia in its economic and social
management (domestic policies) rather than in the political sphere (desovereignization or
a radical change of the regime). Perhaps, such a distribution of answers is also determined
by the clear ‘statist’ accents in the state educational and propagandist measures considering
the patriotic mood of the society. The student youth support the state attempts to influence
the patriotic attitudes though the level of such support declined (probably due to the state
propaganda’s emphasis on the ‘naturalness’ of being a patriot for every ‘normal’ man): 41% (vs.
57% in 2012) believe that patriotism should be purposefully taught; 30% (vs. 21%) consider
patriotism as emerging spontaneously rather than as a pseudo-value imposed by force; 29%
(vs. 22%) argue that patriotic feelings are formed both spontaneously and purposefully. In
2016, less respondents mentioned the neccessity of purposeful patriotic education, but at
the same time more respondents believe that the state does strive to perform this function:
38% (a significant decline compared to 60% in 2012) argue that the Russian government and
the president only speak about patriotism instead of taking practical steps to strengthen the
patriotic mood of the population — 44% vs. 14% in 2012 confirm such steps as being taken by
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the authorities; in 2016 only 6% (vs. one in five in 2012) say that the authorities do absolutely
nothing in this direction. The leaders in the list of insitutions forming the patritic mood have
changed, today these are not ‘purposeful’ political, educational or cultural institutions, but
rather ‘spontaneous’ - family and mass media |[(Graph 3)

There are many contradictions in the results of the ‘traditional’ sociological evaluation
of the patriotic mood of even a certain social-demographic group, which determines the
necessity to add some ‘dimensions’ to the empirical study of patriotism to get more reliable
estimates ofits level and key indicators. The first dimention is ‘internal; i.e. the social well-being
measured through the identification of key (generational) problems and the level of social
trust; the second dimension is ‘external, i.e. the perception of the country’s position in the
international arena measured through the images of the neighboring countries in the public
opinion; the third dimension combines elements of the previous two, and in the Russian case
it is the so-called ‘food nationalism’ that became obvious under the state interpretations of
food security as national security after imposing food embargo on ‘hostile’ countries despite
inevitable negative economic impact of this decision on the economic access to food.

Let us consider some examples of the suggested three dimensions. First, it is a
combination of the level of social trust and identification of key social problems. Though
trust is believed to be a default position in a democratic society [Hosking, 2014, p. 177],
it’s level is more sustainable and higher in China than in the United States with trust rises
and falls due to different political, economic and other circumstances [Public Trust in
Government, 2014]. Another feature of the contemporary society is growing public distrust
in official and professional institutions, in which people used to place their confidence
[Putnam, 2000], though some authors refuse to admit the decline and prefer to name the
situation as trust taking different forms [Giddens, 1991] under the general trend to the
‘culture of suspicion;, rising crime rates, weakening of the family institutional functions and
scientific and medical knowledge expert positions, etc. [Fukuyama, 1999, p. 49-52].

In Russia trust is very differentiated [Gudkov, 2012]: on the one hand, there are social
institutions with a sustainable high level of trust, such as the president (above 60% though
depending on the time of survey and objective social-economic or geopolitical situation);
on the other hand, trust to the majority of social institutions is much lower and unstable
(for instance, only 23% claim to trust regional authorities [Institutional trust, 2016]). Until
recently, such a distribution of social trust was typical for the Russian society, but today the
youth demonstrates a more optimistic position than the population in general and the older
generations. In 2016, we measured the level of the youth trust to basic social institutions of
the Russian society Compared to our previous surveys conducted on the same
type of representatives samples of Moscow students in the early 2000s (N=1000), the level
of the younger generations’ trust to basic social institutions increased. For instance, in 2012
only one-third of Moscow students trusted the government, local NGOs and international
NGOs working in Russia, courts and mass media; every fourth - to the Federation Council
and Public Chamber; one in five - the State Duma; the leader of the students’ trust rating
was the president followed by the church, banks and big business (from 40% to 50%), and
the ‘anti-leaders’ were political parties, police and law enforcement agencies, and the army.
According to the Graph 4, the previously mentioned strong ‘statist’ elements of the patriotic
mood of the youth can be explained by the growth of the general social trust of the Moscow
students. In 2016, there are three groups of social institutions by the level of social trust:

375



Irina V. Trotsuk, Some ‘indicators’ to ‘measure’ patriotism in the contemporary world

(1) the leaders of the rating - the president (63%) followed by the government, church and
courts (about every second respondents claims to trust them); (2) more than 40% trust
the army and law enforcement agencies, the State Duma and Public Chamber, banks, big
business and local NGOs; (3) anti-leaders of the rating stayed the same though the level of
distrust decreased to about two-thirds of the respondents — international NGOs, political
parties, and mass media. Such a distribution of the youth trust certainly determines the
significance of ‘statist’ elements in the patriotic mood of the younger generations.

Another component of the social well-being consists of the estimates of the macro-
social context of life in the country identified through the dominant fears and concerns.
Such estimates usually rely on the U. Beck’s theory that today’s ‘risk societies’ are so full of
different dangers that they are perceived as ‘normal’ [Beck, 1992]; thus, we consider risks as
both real and potential threats that can indicate the state of public opinion. The survey of
the Moscow students in 2016 revealed a high level of social fears though the results differ
considering ‘real’ and ‘general/potential’ fears (respectively answers ‘very afraid’ and ‘very
afraid and a little afraid combined’ on the [Graph 5]. It is hard to interpret the results for
there are no absolute leaders (rather an outsider - ‘aliens attack’). Nevertheless, as more
real the respondents consider such fears as nuclear war, civil war, war actions in general,
terrorist attacks, a mass epidemic, and chemical or radioactive contamination (such threats
were chosen by almost every third respondent), while among rather potential threats the
leaders are war actions and terrorist attacks, technological catastrophes and the impact of
the global economic crisis (more than 80%). Fewer respondents consider as real or potential
threats political extremism, rampant crime, and the corruption and lawlessness, which again
supports the ‘statist component of the patriotic mood, together with the threats with the
smallest shares of answers, such as ethnic conflicts, a revolution/coup, absence of power/
anarchy, and complete loss of traditions, i.e. the threats proving the weakness of the state.

Certainly, the figures above are too high to speak of a positive social mood of
the younger generations; however, most threats are not ‘real’ for the respondents have
not experienced them, rather these are persistent narratives of the political and media
discourses making many threats not actual but realistic. The majority of students learn
about such threats from the mass media - radio (84%), television (71%), Internet (70%) or
magazines and newspapers (49%) rather than from one’s relatives and friends (28%), older
generations (27%) or peers (24%). Moreover, despite the high level of fears, the majority
of the youth have an optimistic general mood - 48% look to the future with hope and
optimism, 39% - rather calmly though without special hopes and illusions, and only 11%
- with anxiety and 3% - with despair.

The second ‘dimension’ that reinforces the ‘statist’ component of the patriotic mood
is the low level of foreign policy anxiety’ as revealed by the relation of most positively and
most negatively perceived countries [see, eg.: Narbut, Trotsuk, 2012; 2017]: to identify
the first group we used a closed question; to identify the second group we used an open
question (the leader of this ‘anti-rating’ is the USA with 44% of answers). We relied on
the traditional definition of the stereotype introduced by W. Lippmann - as a means
of ‘mapping’ social world to make it comprehensible. “The world that we have to deal
with politically is out of reach, out of sight, out of mind. Man... can just about span a
sufficient portion of reality to manage his survival, and snatch what on the scale of time
are but a few moments of insight and happiness. Yet this same creature... is learning to
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see with his mind vast portions of the world that he could never see, touch, smell, hear,
or remember. Gradually he makes for himself a trustworthy picture inside his head of
the world beyond his reach” [Lippmann, 2004, P. 27]. The state strives to purposefully
influence the public opinion perception of the country’s key international partners; while
for other countries beyond the state interests, the government allows the spontaneous
formation of generalized images/social stereotypes. Therefore, except the key geopolitical
powers like China and the United States, other countries attract the Russian state attention
quite sporadically, that is why the (geo)political picture of the world in public opinion
usually differs from the real situation in the international arena.

In 2016, the request to choose from the given list of countries those the students
think most positively about revealed one positive ‘hero’— Belorussia (49%), a group of
most positively perceived countries — China, Italy, Spain, and Cuba (more than 36% each),
and a group of countries not thought about positively — Egypt, North and South Koreas,
and Australia (less than 10% each) [Graph 6). Except for Belorussia, other most positively
perceived countries are either geopolitical competitor of Russia (China) or European
countries that imposed sanctions on Russia, which proves that the youth do not consider
such states as threatening Russia.

The third ‘dimension’ of the patriotic mood that should be taken into account when
considering the patriotic mood is the perception of the government decisions that affect the
everyday life of the population. Despite the fact that Western reports emphasize the nega-
tive impacts of the food embargo on Russian consumers (higher prices, less selection, lower
quality), the food anti-sanctions (imposed on the ‘hostile’ countries sanctioning Russia),
the quest for food security (self-sufficiency) and import substitution are widely supported
by the Russian population despite their obvious negative impacts on food practices [We-
gren, Nikulin, Trotsuk, 2017]. The national representative phone surveys conducted by the
Center for Agrarian Studies of the Russian Presidential Academy of National Economy and
Public Administration in 2016 (N=1800) show that, on the one hand, the population feels
insecure when considers food prices and one’s abilities to buy food products of good quality
and in sufficient amount [[Graph 7{8}; on the other hand, the population support the food
anti-sanctions for the western sanctions and Russia’s retaliatory food embargo
spawned additional emphasis on self-sufficiency and national security.

Moreover, the food embargo and countersanctions are supported by the rise of ‘food
nationalism’: Russian consumers prefer domestic food products over foreign, and the
government strongly supports popular beliefs that Russian food is of better quality and
free from harmful ingredients used in the West

Thus, the traditional ‘measurement’ of patriotism needs to be supplemented by new
frameworks to interpret the contradictory data of sociological studies correctly. The article
presents three such additional dimensions: sociological evaluation of different components
of the social well-being associated primarily with the level of trust to basic social institutions
and with a set of key social threats; persistent stereotypes of neighboring and other countries
in the geopolitical context (as a specific type of external threats to one’s country); and the
perception of governments (geo)political decisions considering the issues of national
security. Some illustrative examples of these dimensions allow to explain the strengthening
of the ‘statist’ elements of the patriotic mood of the Russian youth given a clear distinction of
the ‘homeland’ and ‘state’ concepts in the interpretation of patriotism.
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VpwuHa B. Tporyk!

Pyckn ynuBepsureT nmpujare/bcTBa
Hapopna (PYIH)

Pycka npepcenanyka akagemuja

32 HaLIMOHA/IHY €KOHOMM)Y I jaBHY
apvuaVCcTpanujy (PAHEIIA)

Mocksa (Pycka @eneparnyja)

HEKMU ,,IIOKA3ATE/bN” 3A ,MEPEILE” ITATPMOTU3MA
Y CABPEMEHOM CBETY?

(Ilpesog in extenso)

Caxerak: JJaHac OCTOje PasHM TPeHAOBM (Ka0 LITO Cy MeLlame BIafie y IpUBaTHe
JKVBOTE JbY[Y, CMatbelbe p>KaBHe MOApIIKe I YTIIaja Y APYLITBEHOj chepn u r1obamms-
anyja Koja CBET YMHY MarmblM) KOjJi KOMIUIVKY)Y COLMOJIOIKO [IPOy4YaBame MaTpuoT-
3Ma Ha WPAGUUUOHANAH HAYNH — Ka0 BPELHOCHY OpHUjeTanujy Koja ce Mepu jeFHOCTaBHUM
OMTabUMa O HedujeM 3Hamy, ocehamuMa, aKTUBHOCTHMA ¥ CaMOMAEHTU(DUKALIMjOM.
Crora je morpe6HO npeHTH(UKOBATY HEKOMMKO OKBMPA 3a €MIMPHUjCKO IIpOydaBarbe
marpuoTusMa. [IpBa gumeH3uja je TPagyIVMOHAIHO IATPUOTCKO PACIONIONKele — HU3
CTabGM/IHNX KOTHUTUBHUX, a(eKTUBHMX 1 OVXejBMOPAIHMX BPeIHOCHMX OpJjeHTaLja.
Jlpyra gumeHsuja je caumibeHa O PasIMIUTUX KOMIIOHEHATA [PYLITBEHOT Oarocrarma
[I0Be3aHOT TIPBEHCTBEHO ca MpoLieHaMa >K1BoTa y 3embi. Tpeha gumensuja ce cacroju
Off CTAJIHMX CTEPEOTHIIA CYCE[HUX U JPYIUX 3eMajba y TeOHOMTUIKOM KOHTeKCTy. Hert-
BPTa guMeH3uja je pe3y/aTar MOMUTIYKUX OfIyKa Koje ce OZHOCe Ha IMTarba HalVOHA/I-
He 6esbeguocTu. [Tonutmdky mupepu Pycuje moBesyjy TproBuHy XpaHe ca HAaIlMOHATHOM
6e36emHomuIhy; cTora ce Hebe3begHocii XpaHe cTBapa U3 IOIMTUYKUX pasiora Kako ou ce
HofpyKajia HaMoHaHa 6e36eHOCT 1 (XpaHa) HalIOHATN3aM.

Kiby4dHe pedn: JoC/IefHOCT, CaBpeMeH CBET, I0Ka3aTe/bl, 3Halbe, Mepetha, HalIOHa-
naa 6e30eHOCT, OpujeHTalyja, TIATPUOTI3aM, IIOJIUTUKA, 6€30eTHOCT.

3a pasuKy of COLMONIONIKe TpaauLyje 3anazna, y Pycuju je Konuenr ,,marpuorusma’
BeoMa IIOIIy/IapaH, YIPKOC IpOMeHaMa y KOHOTauuju osor nojMa [Trotsuk, Suvakovié,
2013]. ¥ Bpeme Cosjetckor CaBesa, OBaj KOHIIENT je TyMadyeH Kao CacBUM IO3UTUBAH.
MebhyTumM, of paHKX JeBefeceTUX TOAMHA Pa3BUIe CY Ce HeraTVBHe KOHOTallMje, Kao I10-
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ClefuIa yABajamba IPeTXONHO YHU(POPMHOT II0jMa Ha: ,[JOMOBUHY U ,JpXaBYy , a HAKOH
onbujama 1 Heyclexa ApKaBe [a VMCIYHM APYIITBEHE U eKOHOMCKe 00aBese y OKBUPY
HOBe TpxuIIHe eKoHoMuje [Narbut, Trotsuk, 2014]. Ox panux 2000-ux, gp>kaBa TeXU
ITIOHOBHOM YjeJUIbery Ca JOMOBIMHOM, KaKO 611 Kop Pyca nsaspana ocehaj TOIIJINHE, KOjI
ce YITTaBHOM Be3yje 3a JOMOBUHY, MaTepI je3uK, UCTOPUjy U KynTypy [State Program...,
2001;2005; 2011; 2015]. Takobe, oneh 6usapmm TepmuH ,,marpuoTnszam” JaHacC je IOCTAO
CBe Mame PasyM/bMB YC/Iel Iobanusanuje, Koja ¢ jefjHe CTpaHe 3aMarbyje came OCHOBE
TPaULIMOHATHIX TyMadera 1 feMHICaka TATPUOTU3MA, & Ca IPYyTe I0jadaBa TOKaIHe
0671Ke NIeHTU(PUKOBAbA Ca HALIVIOHAIHYIM, PETMOHATHIM 1 IOKA/THIM 3ajefHuIaMa [B.
Hip. Bauman, 2000].

Taxko pasHONMMKYU TPEeHHOBU eMHNITY HEOIXOMHOCT C/IOKEHMjUX eMIIMPUjCKIX
medMHMIMja MATPUOTUSMA O OHUX Ha KOje CMO HABUK/IM Y PeIpe3eHTATUBHUM
OPp>KaBHMM aHKeTaMa jOII Off KACHUX COBjeTCKMX U PaHMX IOCTCOBjeTCKMX BpeMeEHa,
Kajla je CTAHAAPAU30BAHN YIUTHUK 33 UCIUTUBAKE MATPUOTCKOr PACIIONOXKewma 610
IIaCUpPaH Off CTPaHe PA3IMINTUX UCTPAKUBAYKNUX LEHTAPa, Y3 Marbe MoauduKarje
(Buam: e.g.: The image of a patriot.., 2013; New Russian patriotism.., 2014; Pride, pa-
triotism, and responsibility, 2015; patriotism.., 2017]. Tunu4yxa 6aTepuja nurama o
IATPUOTCKOM PACIIONIOKeHY YK/bydyje MCIUTAHNKOBY CaMOUTCHTUPUKALV]Y Y CMIUC-
Ny marpuoTusMa (Ijfe OATOBapa Ha NMTama IOIYT: ,Ja U cebe cMarpare maTpuo-
ToM?” U ,KaKBa Cy Bala ocehama mpema BaIuoj 3em/pn?”), 3aTUM O ZOMUHAHTHOM
3HAUYeHhY peull ,IaTpuoTHU3aM’ y jaBHOM MibelY, IPOLjeHe HEOIXOLHOCTI fja ApKa-
Ba pasBuje 06pa3oBHe IporpamMe Koju 61 IPOMOBMCAIN HATPUOTCKO PACIIONOXKEbE,
Kao U K/by4He eJIeMEeHTe ,,ICTMHCKOT MaTPMOTNU3MA’, Te€ [IABHIM [I0Ka3aTe/buMa ,He-
aTPMOTCKOr MOHamama. Ha nmpumep, y ogHocy Ha mopaTke 13 2000. rofute, aHKeTa
Koja je cupoBefieHa Mehy ommITe pycKMM jaBHMM MIbeHeM II0Ka3yje IIOCTEeIeHN PacT
6poja ncrnuraHnKa Koju cebe cMaTpajy marpuorama, ca 84% ,marpuora” 2010. rogune
(HajBMIIN HMBO) U OTIPUINKe UCTUM Opojem 2016. rognue (80%) [Pat-
riotism in Russia..., 2016].

HapaBHo, Mopa/it 6MCMO HaCTAaBUTH Ca M3ydaBambeM MaTPUOTCKOT PACIIONOXKeHa
Kox Pyca renepainno, 1 y cMUCITy pa3mMIMTUX TeHepanyja, a HAPOUUTO APYILITBEHO-JIe-
Morpadckux rpyma. Ha mpumep, TakBe aHKeTe MOTY [TOKasaTy BaKHe TPEH/OBe y Ia-
TPUOTCKOM PaCIIONOXKeBwY pycke Miafiexxu. IIpencenasajyhm karenpe 3a conuonorujy Ha
yausepsutery PYJIH, cipoBeo je aHKeTy MCTOT TUIIa Ha Y30PKY MOCKOBCKUX CTyJl€Ha-
ta (N=1000) cpenunom 2012. n cpegunom 2016. roguue. [Ipema go6mjeHNM IMOAALMMA,
BulIle of 1oyt ucturanmka (60%) cebe cy cmMarpanu maTpuoTaMa y mpBOM YIUTHUKY, a
6poj ce H1je MHOTO IIpOMeHMO Y ApyroM — 58%. Ckopo caku Tpehu cryment (28% y o6a
YIUTHMKA) CMaTpa KOMIUIMKOBAHUM Ja cebe neHTnUKyje y CMIUCIY IIaTPUOTU3MA, Ha-
pounTo 360r HeMOryhHOCTH TaKO HEBOCMICIIEHE ,,caMouAeHTI(puKanuje” (CBaKkm fpyru
VCIIMTAHUK), WK 300T TOra ILITO je ¢ BpeMEHOM Taj TEPMUH U3TyOMO 3HAYEHEe 32 CaBpe-
MeHU cBeT (CBaKM IleTM MCIUTAHUK). HesaBUCHO o caMoIoysfama y CMUCITY NAaTPHO-
TI3Ma, IOCTOju yTBpheHa nucra 06/1acTy HALMOHAHOT IIOHOCA — MCTOPYjCKa MIPOLIIOCT
(66% y 2016), mpupoguu pecypcu (52%), coprckn ycmecu (56%), KyaTypHo Haciebe
(43%) u ymeTHocT (40%). OBaj cKym 06/1acTH [IOKasyje jefHy 3a PYCKY BIafy HeXXe/beHy
[O/{BOjeHOCT KOHI[eIaTa ,0Talbuue” 1 ,,Ap)KaBe” y [MOMIefy MIAUX Ha 3ajefHITIKe 00-
JIaCTH KOjiMa ce He oHoce (1/10 je Hamua pasjiore fia ce MOHOCH), a ITO Ce OFHOCK Ha
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aKTUBHOCTH [IP)KaBHMX MHCTUTYIMja TeHEPATHO, Ha CTabe Y eKOHOMUjU U COLIMjalHOj
cepy, yHyTpallbe IIONTUTUKE U IIOMITBakbe /bYCKIUX ITPpaBa 1 c1060fa — IoceOHO.

Vnak, npy ogrosapamy Ha UAeHTHONKAIMOHA IINTaba, CTYAEHTH OMpajy ofroBope
KOj1 IPBEHCTBO Aajy rpabaHckoj ugenTudUKanuju — Kao ,rpahann Pycuje® (49% nacy-
npor 44% 2012. roguse), pagnje Hero Kao ,kocmorornte” (19% nacynpor 16% 2012. ro-
nuHe), win pernoHaaHo (12% nacympor 17% 2012. roguue). Takas TpeHg Moxe 6utu pe-
3y/ITaT AP>KABHOT IPOrpaMa 3a IMATPUOTCKO 00pasoBatbe Kojit ce nMIteMeHTHpa o 2001.
ropyHe 1 00yXBaTa cBe 0Opa3oBHe HMBOE, KAO U Pe3y/ITaT INPOKO IPOMOBUCAHMX I'€0-
HONMUTUYKMX ycrexa Pycuje Ha mehynapogsom HuBoy. [ledpmnucame qomoBuHe ce Takohe
HIfje Membaslo: IIPM 3aBPIIETKy 3alloYeTe pedeHulie: ,3a Tebe je JOMOBMHA HajIIpe..), CKOPO
CBaKM JPYIM UCIUTAHUK je 61pao ,,Pycuja kao nenuna” (51% 2012. Hacynpor 53% 2016.
rofuHe), ,Moja mopopuua u npujare/sn” (19% y obe ankere), ,mecto pobewa” (16% Ha-
cymport 18%), u ,Mecto (Hacebe, rpaf, ceno) rae xusnum’ (12% y obe aHkere).

JJOMIHAHTHO TyMayelbe IIaTPUOTU3Ma Kao /byOaBH II0jefiYHIIa IIpeMa CBOjoj 3eM/bH,
noTBpheHo je MoBepereM UCIUTAaHNKA ¥ PACT HATPUOTII3MA TOKOM PaToBa, PeBOMyLMja
U pafMKaTHUX IOMUTUYKMX Hemupa (75% y 2012 mpema 69% in 2016), amu He y BpeMe
eKCTPEeMHMX IIOrOplIaba APYIITBEHNX KOHTpaguKTOpHOCTH (31% mpema 30%). Toxom
2012. ropuHe, CTY/IeHTH Cy IMTAHM O HAI[MOHATHOM IIPa3HMKY KOjU je HajBUIIe ITaTPU-
otcky, rae je Hajuemthu oxrosop 6mo Hdau mobene (84%). OBo je u game HajOpojHUjU
OJITOBOP AHKETHMPAHOT PYCKOT jaBHOT MEbElha, IITO je pasyior 360r Kor ¢y crymeHTn 2016.
TOfiMHEe yHUTaHU O cBOM Bubemy 3MMcKux onmmmujckux urapa 2014. ropuue, xoje cy
onp>xaHe y Pycuju. Tek cBaky fieceTu CTyHeHT 1M3jaBMO je 1A YOIIIITe HMje 3aMHTePeco-
BaH 3a oBakaB porabaj, jok 19% cmarpa fa je gorabaj Hemorpe6HO Tpaheme Oyyera, a
BehiHa (70%) Bepyje fia cy cBeTcke OnMMIMjcKe UTpe peannsoBaHe y 4acT apxkase (34%)
U Be/Ka 1aHca fia Pycuja mokaxxe csoje moryhHoctn (36%). Ha npumep, mocroju jacHa
OpjeHTaluja MIauX IIpeMa BU/bUBOM ITI00aTHOM HpeficTaB/baiby (CIIOPTCKUX U Opra-
HU3ALMOHUX) IIPETHOCTH JpyKaBe.

Pycku cTymenTn uMajy 4BpCTe CTEpEOTHUIIE KOjI C€ TUYY PasIMIUTHX aclleKara I1a-
TPMOTH3Ma, Kao ILITO je jaCHO pas/IMKOBame ,JOMOBMHe  (Kao IpefMeTa IIOHOCA 1 TO-
winx ocehama) u ,,ApxaBe” (kao mpefMeTa rpybe KpUTUKe HeJOCTaTaka eKOHOMCKE U
colujanHe MOMUTHKE), KAO ¥ MCTPajHe KOHTPAAMKTOPHOCTY TIPU OfITOBapamy Ha pere-
BaHTHA NUTama. IIpu ofiroBapamy Ha OTBOPEHO IMTame: ,,Kora Oucre IMYHO Ha3BaIM
‘HpaBUM IIATPMOTOM Y CaBpeMeHoj Pycuju u pyckoj ucropuju?” — MCIUTAaHULIN YITIaB-
HOM MIMEHYjy IIO3HATe aKTepe: Y JaHallboj Pycuju je To npencenuuk Bragumup [lyTus,
9nmja je mosunmja ojadana (11% y 2012. macynport 46% 2016. ropmHe, ITO yKasyje Ha I0-
JIMTUYKO TIOBepere Miabe reneparuje), a mTO ce THde ,ucTopujcke” Pycuje, mosuiuja
aktepa Ilerpa Bemuxor je Takobe ojauama (13% mpema 20%). Jmak, ctaB cTyfeHara je
IOHeK/Ie OM3apaH IPUIMKOM BeoMa KOTPaMKTOPHOT 1360pa ca IMCTe PYyCKUX aTpyuoTa
U3 TIPOIIIOCTH, MM CAfIALTEOCTH, KOjH 3ay3MMajy ApyTo Mecto — B. JKupnroscku (13%)
u J. Crapus (6%), KOjut HUCY OM/IM TOIUKO HOITY/IAPHM [IP€e YeTUPU TORUHE.

Moz je pasnor HaBoherwa IIOMEHYTHUX JIMIA U3 HPOLIOCTH ¥ CaJalllibOCTH, Kao
[paBUX PYCKUX MATPUOTA — ZOMUHALV]A ,,BU/BUBUX 1 ,CTATUYIKNX eleMeHaTa ,,JICTUH-
CKOT' IaTPUOTH3Ma’, YIIPKOC jaCHOj HUCTUMHKLMjU u3Mehy foMoBuHe 1 [pKaBe y jaBHOM
MHbemby. Vako MocToju maj y HOMMTU30BaHNM ITPe3eHTAIMOHNM eleMeHTIIMA Y TIOCTIeEbe
YeTHPHU TONVHE, YIIPKOC aKTUBHO]j P>KaBHO] TIOAPIIIY 00pa3oBHMUM IPOrpaMmumMa 1 Ipo-
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CllaBaMa Ca jaCHO IIaTPMOTCKMM HAIlackoM, BehyHa cryfeHara je y aHketama u3 2012. u
2016. roguue papuje 6upaina crenehe mokasaresbe ,,JICTUHCKOT IATPUOTU3MA’,
»LEHN MCTOpHUjy ¥ Tpapuuujy Hapoma~ (69% in 2012 mpema 65% in 2016), ,,Bomu CBOjy
sempy” (79% y 2016), ,,06aB/ba CBOjy BOjHY Fy>KHOCT ciry>kehn Bojcky” (36% in 2012 mpema
24%y 2016), ,,Tpy/Au Ce [a IIPEICTaBY CBOjY 3eM/bY y HajoobeM Moryhem cBety” (37% mpe-
Ma 24%), He ToJIepuIe 611710 KaKaB OO/IMK HETIOIITOBamba CBOje 3emsbe” (35% mpema 22%).

Behnna crypmenata (75% in 2012 HacympoT 76% in 2016) Bepyje ma je Pycuja sempa
ca OTPOMHUM Pa3BOjHVM IOTEHI[UjaIoOM, Koja He 6u Tpebaso fa 3aBucu of 3amaza (67
mpema 69%); satum, cBu mpobremu semsbe cy oppebern Hecrmoco6Houthy Bragapa ga
B/IaJIajy AP>KaBOM YCTIel CBOjuX cebuuHmX nHTepeca (67% Hacympot 43%, 1ITo yKasyje Ha
pacT ,,CTaTUYHOr aCleKTa Y IATPMOTCKOM PACIIONOKEehY U Ha O3UTUBHIje KOHOTALMje
LIATPUOTN3MA” [JAHAC), U MABKOM ,HOPMATHUX 3aKOHa (66% HacympoT 41%, Moxza
ycren dnmbeHnle fia ce TokoM 2016. rofuHe npoMeHmIa GopMyIanyuja IUTama y ,,Heo-
CTaTaK 3aKOHA, M/IM HEIOIITOBabhe 3aKOHA YKOMUKO 1ocToje”. IIpema ToMe, ako fogaMo
28% ucnMTaHMKa KOjI Ce CITaXKy Ca M3jaBOM JIa: ,3a Pa3/IMKY Off APYTUX 3eMaJba KOje )KMBe
npeMa 3aKkoHy, Pycuja »1Bu IpeMa HOC/IOBMI}AMA U U3peKaMa’, 11eo Opoj MCIMTaHMKa
KOjU YKa3yjy Ha MarmaK 3aKOHa reHepasHo, 6uhe muctu xao 2012. rogue.

HapagHo, mocToje orpaHunderma 3a COLMIOMIKO mopebewne ykonuko je popmynanuja
muTama npoMemweHa. MehyTum, memnHa Hamrer yIuTHIUKA je OCTala UCTA, IITO HAM J{O-
IyHITa /la M3BefleMO HeKe IaK/bUBe 3aK/byukKe. Tako, IIOCTOje UBPCTe Ufeje O HaIMo-
HaJTHUM ocobmHaMa Pyca, Kao OHa fla UM je TPAAMIVMOHATHO BEOMa Ba)XKHA [JYXOBHOCT
(36% y 2012. Hacympot 39% y 2016), u ga TpagUIMOHAIHO OAPKaBajy Kyt Mehycobue
momohu u mogpiuke (39% mpema 43%). Tokom 2016. roguHe KogaTu Cy HEKI HOBU OJIO-
BOPH, KaKo 61 ce M3Mepuie IMUPOKO PacIpoCTpambeHe 1fieje O AP>KaBHOM 00pa3soBHOM
U IPOIIAraHJHOM JUCKYPCY: 65% MCIuTaHUKa Bepyje fa Pycuja moxke na 6yne mobebena,
a1 He 0CBOjeHa; 57% MCIMTaHNKa cMaTpa fia ¢y Hajseha mena n mobene Pycuje moctur-
HyTe ycer; /byOaBu npema 3embu. MehyTum, cTyeHTH 1 fabe MOAPXKaBajy KPUTUUIKY
camorepueniujy Pycuje xao 3em/be ca [jBe BUIIETOANIIbE HEBO/be: Oyfjaae U MyTEBIL
ITocToju KOHTpaAMKIIMja y ITATPUOTCKOM PACIIONIOKERY: C jefHe CTpaHe, OHO ce HOKyCH-
pa Ha JOMOBUHY (He Ha [[p)KaBy) Kao mpeaMeT /bybasu u monoca. C gpyre cTpaHe, Ty je
jacHO javarbe CTaTHIKe KOMIIOHEHTE, MOXK/IA YC/Iell YCIIeNHUX HoTe3a Ha MehyHapopgHoM
O0J/bY ¥ 0OPA30BHUM I IIPOMAraHAHNMM Mepama y gomahoj momutuim. Ha mpumep, to-
koM 2012. Topune, 45% ncnuranuka je Beposaio ga he xpos 10 mo 15 ropmua Pycuja
IIOCTATY IIPOCEYHO YMEPEHO pa3BlMjeHa Op>KaBa, MIIN jaKa 11 He3aBUCHA Ap>kaBa (41%) y
2016. rogyay; nonosuHa (56%) Bepyje ma he kpos 10 fo 15 roguna Pycuja mocraru jaka
U He3aBMCHA 3eM/ba; NOK Tpehuna (34%) mucnu pa he rnobanna nmosuimja Pycuje 6urn
OrpaHNYeHa Ha IIPOCEYHO YMEPEHO PasBUjeHY ApyKaBy.

OBaxaB OJIHOC OfiTOBOpA IIOCTIEMIIA je CTYAEHTCKe IPOLieHe CUTYyaLuje y 3eM/bH C 06-
3upoM Ha Moryhe mpeTsse: 2/3 ce IIAIINIO APYINTBEHUX HeMupa 1 Hepena 2012. ropyHe
(78%), mok je ToxoM 2016. TopHe Taj IPOLIEHAT ITA0 Ha NONOBMHY (49%), 1ITO MOTBphHyje
HoBeperbe MIajie reHepaiuje y OyayhHoct semspe. VIcTOBpeMeHO, IOCTOje ¥ HETaTHBHE
TeHJIeHIIje Y IIPOLIeHN Ap)KaBHe IOMUTHKe, Y CMUCITY Opura Koje cy y mopacry: 46% nicrm-
TaHMKA Ce IUIAIIN eKOJIOMIKNUX KatacTpoda (37% y 2012), 67% ce 60ju Bepckux KoHIMKaTa
(47%), oK ce Mam1 6POj MCIIUTAHMKA IUIALIN YPYIIABambha HAyIHOT 1 06PasOBHOT CHCTeMa
(46% HacympoT 57% y 2012) u ryburtka HalumoHanHe KyaType (36% mpema 52%), MOX/a
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yCIIeqi JOKa3aHoT MOTeHIMjala CaMOpery/IapHOCTI M IIpeXXNB/baBatba oBMX cdepa. ITpowe-
HaT CTyJ/leHaTa Koje IIIallle IpyTe HPEeTHe HUje C€ MHOTO IPOMEHNO: CKOPO CBaKU JPYTH
VICIMTAHVK Ce IJIAIIN MAacOBHe He3aloC/lIeHoCTH (49% mmpeMa 46% y 2012) 1 HeycIrexa eKo-
HOMcKe noymmtuke (55% HacympoT 57%). Behnna crynenara Bepyje fa Op>KaBU He IIpeTH
mesyHTerpanyja sembe (86% y 2016 mpema 76% y 2012), kao Hi BojHa auKTaTypa (82% y obe
aHkete). Ha mpumep, cTyIeHTH ,cMellTajy” KibydHe IIpo6ieMe Pycije y o/be eKOHOMCKOT 11
colujaHoOr yrpas/bama (domestic policies), ipe Hero y mommMTuKy (fecyBepeHusarja, i
pamukanHa mpomeHa pexxuma). Moryhe je fa je TakaB opHOC onrosopa oppebeH jacHum,
»CTaTIYKUM~ HAIIACKOM Y 06pa30BHIM I IIPONAraHIHIIM MepaMa Koje Ce TUTy aTPHOTCKOT
pacnonoxxema y Apymrsy. CTyfileHT! MOofpyKaBajy IOKylIaje IpKaBe [ja yTU4ie Ha MaTPUOT-
CKe CTaBOBe, VIaKO HMBO Te MOJpPIIKe OMasia (BepOBATHO Kao MOC/IEVIA HaIlacka Ipora-
raHfie Ha TOMe /ia je OUTY aTp1OTa ,, IPUPOJHO” 32 CBAKOT ,, HOPMATHOI Y0BeKa): 41% (Ha-
cynpot 57% y 2012) Bepyje ja maTproTn3am Tpeba ia ce yuu HaMeHcK1; 30% (mpema 21%)
CMaTpa fja Ce MaTPUOTH3AM jaB/ba CIIOHTAHO, IIpe HETO /ja je TO BPeZHOCT Koja ce Hamehe;
29% (mpema 22%) cMarpa Jja €y IaTpuoTcka oceharma GpopMmpaHa 1 CHOHTaHO I HAMEHCKIL.
Toxom 2016. rofiuHe, Mambe UCIIUTAHUKA je TIOMEHY/I0 HEOIIXOIHOCT HAMEHCKOT NAaTPUOTCKOT
o6pasoBama, a/m nctoBpeMeHo Behi O6poj ucnuraHNKa Bepyje ia ip>KaBa OBoMe Texu: 38%
(3HauajHO omafame y nopebhewy ca 60% 2012. romyHe) cMaTpa fia pycKa BIafia U IPefiCeTHIK
CaMo IIpIYajy O MATPUOTU3MY, YMECTO [ja IIpey3MMajy IpaKTU4IHe KOpaKe KaKo 61 ojadasm
IATPUOTCKO PACIIONIOXKewe Tomynanuje — 44%, vacynpor 14% 2012. roxyue, motphyje aa
Cy TaKBM KOpaIly IIpefy3eTn Of CTpaHe BracTy; TokoM 2016. TonnHe, camo 6% (HacympoT
1/5 y 2012) cmarpa fia B/IacT HUje ypajmia ancomyTHO HUINTA IO TOM IuTamy. Bomehe
MHCTUTYIMje Koje ce 6aBe (OpMIUparbeM IMaTPUOTCKOT PacIONOKerma Cy ce IPOMEeHUTIe.
Jlanac To HUCY ,HaMeHCKe” IONUTHIYKe, 00pasoBHe WIN KYITYpHE MHCTUTYIje, Beh mpe
,CIIOHTaHe” — TOpofMIA 1 MacoBHY Mermju [rpadukon 3).

ITocToju MHOTO KOHTpafiMKIIMja y pe3yITaTuMa ,TPajMIMOHalTHe  COIMOJIOLIKE
eBasyalnyje aTPMOTCKOT pacronoXkema. Yak u y okBUpY ofipeheHe ApymTBeHO-/IEMO-
rpadcke rpyre, Koja ofipehyje HeOIXOIHOCT ofaBamba HeKMX ,,JYIMEH3Mja” eMIIMPIjCKOM
UCTPaXMBaly, Kako O6M ce NOLUIO [0 IOY3AHMjUX IIPOLieHa HMBOA NATPUOTU3MA U
K/bYYHIX [TOKa3are/ba. IIpBa [uMeH3nja je ,,yHyTpaliba’, Ha IpUMep, APYILITBeHa [oOpo-
6uT MepeHa uAeHTU(GUKOBAKEM K/bYIHUX (TeHEPaIjCKIX) MpobIeMa U HUBOA APYLIT-
BEHOT [oBepema. [Ipyra nuMeHsuja je ,,Crio/bHa’, Ha IIPUMep, JOXKUB/ba]j TO3UIIMje TPXKaBe
y MehyHaponHOj apen, Koja ce Mepy MepLielLjoM (CTMKOM) CYCeJHMX 3eMaba y jABHOM
Mmbemy. Tpeha guMensnja koMOuHyje eneMeHTe IPETXOAHE IBE, a Y CIy4ajy Pycuje, To je
TAKO3BAHIU ,lIpexpaMbenn HanuoHanusam” (food nationalism), Koju je mocTao odnrie-
JaH y Ap)KaBHOM TyMauerby JMICIIPABHOCTHM XpaHe Kao HallMOHA/THe CUTYPHOCTH, HaKOH
HaMeTamwa IpexpaMbeHor eMbapra ,,HeIpujaTe/bCKUM~ 3eM/baMa, YIPKOC HeM30eXHOM
HETraTVBHOM eKOHOMCKOM YTHIIajy TaKBe OfIyKe Ha €KOHOMCKI IIPUCTYII XpaHM.

Capa 611cMO pa3MOTPIIN HeKe TpuMepe HOMeHy Te Tpu fuMeHsuje. Ha mpBom mecty,
TO je KOMOMHAIIMja HUBOA [PYIITBEHOT IIOBEPetba 1 YTBphIBamba K/byIHIUX APYIITBEHNX
npobnema. Mako ce Bepyje fa je HoBepeme yoOMdYajeHa IO3MIMjA Y AEMOKPATCKOM
npymtBy [Hosking, 2014, str. 177], men HuBO je ofpxuBuju u sunm y Kuan wero y CAJI,
I7le IOBEper-e PacTe U OIafia y 3aBUCHOCTH Off Pa3IMUMTUX MONUTUYKIX, EKOHOMCKUX 1
npyrux npuuka [Public Trust in Government, 2014]. [Ipyra ofiuka caBpeMeHOT APYLIT-
Ba je pacTyhe jaBHO HeroBepeme Y 3BaHNMYHE 1 CTPYYHE MHCTUTYIMjE, ¥ KOje Cy /byau
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Hekafja MMaau mosepewa [Putnam, 2000]. VMako Heku aytopu ombujajy ga mpusHajy
olajiame, 1 pajyje oBaj Ipoliec Ha3MBajy IPOMEH/BMBIM 00/IMKOM NoBepema [Giddens,
1991], 0BO HemoOBepebe je y CKIaAy ca OIIITIM TPEHIOM ,KyIType CyMibe’, pacTyhe cTo-
Ile KPUMIHAIA, Clab/berba GYHKIMje MHCTUTYLIMje IOPOAMNLie, KA0 ¥ CTPYIHUX IIO3UIUja
HAyYHVX 1 MEIULIMHCKUX eKclepara u gpyro. [Fukuyama, 1999, str. 49-52].

Y Pycuju ce moBepeme BeoMa pasmnanto foxusbasa [Gudkov, 2012]: ¢ jegne crpasne,
IIOCTOje APYLITBEHE MHCTUTYLMje Ca OfP>KUBUM BUCOKMM HMBOOM IIOBEPER-A, Kao IITO je
npencenHuK (n3Han 60%, MaKko TO 3aBVICK OF BpeMeHa peajusalije MICTPaXUBamba, Kao U
06jeKTVBHe IPyIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKe I Teono/mmTiyKe curyanuje). C pyre crpaHe, IoBepembe
y BehyHY IpyIITBeHNX MHCTUTYLVja IPYIMYIHO je HYDKe U HecTaOWIHO (Ha IIpuMep, CaMo
23% TBpAM [ia Bepyje perroHaHNM BracTuMa [Institutional trust, 2016]). o ckopa je Takas
OJJHOC IPYLITBEHOT I0Beperba 610 TUIIMYAH 3a PYCKO APYILUTBO, a/li JAHAC MITa/iyi [IOKa3yjy
ONTUMUCTUYHHUjE CTaBOBE HETO IIOIYy/Ialilja TeHepaIHo U cTapuje reHepanuje. Toxom 2016,
M3MepU/IN CMO HUBO TIOBEpeha MIAIMX Y OCHOBHE IPYLITBEHEe MHCTUTYLIMje PYCKOT APYIIT-
Ba Y nopeberby ¢ HalMM NPETXOFHUM aHKeTaMa KOje Cy CIIPOBEfieHe Ha VIC-
TOM TUITY Y30pKa MOCKOBCKMX CTyfleHaTa paHux 2000-mx (N=1000), HuUBO moBepema Ma-
be renepannje y ocHoBHe fipymTBeHe MHCTUTYLMje ce oBehao. Ha mpumep, Toxom 2012.
Tonune, camo TpehyHa MOCKOBCKIMX CTy/eHaTa MMasia je IoBepebe y Bamy, mokamHe HBO
u Mebynapopae HBO koje cy panue y Pycuju, cyoBe 1 MacoBHe Mefjije; CBaK YeTBPTHU Y
DepnepanHy caBeT U JaBHY KOMODY; jeiaH of 1ieT y JIp>xaBHy gymy. [IpBo MecTo y paHrnpamy
CTY[IeHTCKOT IIOBeperba MMa IPeCefHNK, T1a LPKBa, 6aHke 1 Be/mku 6usHycy (from 40%
to 50%), a kao ,,autunugepn” onpebete cy mommTUUKe mApTHje, MOMIjA U areHIyje 3a
cipoBoberse 3aKkoHa 1 Bojcka. IIpema rpadykoHy 4, IPeTXONHO MOMEHYTH, jaKU, ,CTaTH-
9HI e/IeMEHTH MaTPUOTCKOT PACIIONIOXKeha MIAJIUX MOTY Ce 06jaCHIUTIL IIOPACTOM OIILITET
JPYIITBEHOT IOBEpEa MOCKOBCKMX CTymeHara. Y 2016. ropyHu, Tpu TpyIie ApyIUTBe-
HYIX MHCTUTYIMja MOXKEMO M3IBOJUTH IIpeMa HIBOY APYLITBEHOT IIOBepema: (1) HajBuiie
paHIMpaH — IpeficenHuK (63%), mpaheH BrajoM, IPKBOM ¥ CYIOBMMA (CKOPO CBaKM JPYTH
VICHMTAaHVK TBPAY A MM Bepyje); (2) Butire o 40% ucIMTaHMKA Bepyje BOjCIIM U areHIjaMa
3a cripoBoberse 3aKoHa, JIp)KaBHOj AyMIL 1 JaBHOj KOMOpY, 6aHKaMa, BeTNKNM OM3HICIMA
u nokamauM HBO; (3) paHr anTWmMzIepa je 0CTao UCTI, IAKO Ce HMBO HeIIOBEPerbha CMAIbIIO
Ha oTIpunke 2/3 ucruranuka — Mehyrnaponte HBO, mommtiuke mapTuje u MacoBHI Me-
nuju. OBaKaB OHOC IIOBeperha MIAANX CBAKAKO ITOKa3yje 3Ha4aj ,,CTATUYHNX  e/leMeHaTa y
TIATPUOTCKOM PaCTIONOXKery MIahux reHeparnyja.

JIpyra KOMIIOHeHTa IpyIITBeHe T0OPOOUTH CacTOjI Ce Off IPOLleHe MaKPOCOLjaTHOT
KOHTEKCTA )XMBOTA Y APXKaBlL, Koju ce ofpebyje OMMHAHTHUM CTpaxoBUMa 1 Gpurama.
OBe npolieHe 06MYHO Ce OC/Iambajy Ha Teopujy Y. beka, IpeMa K0joj Cy JaHallliba ,, PU3NY-
Ha pywmTBa’ IIyHa Pas/N4nNTIX OACHOCTH KOje Ce TOXKIBI/baBajy Kao ,HopMainte” [Beck,
1992]. Tako My cMaTpaMo pM3MKe Kao peasHe U IIOTEHI[Vja/THe IPeTHbe Koje MOTy Ja yKa-
Ky Ha jaBHO MIbeme. AHKeTa crpoBefieHa Mel)y MOCkoBCkMM cTyfeHTHMa 2016. rofmHe
OTKPMJIA je BUCOK HMBO APYIITBEHMX CTPAX0Ba, MAKO Cy Pe3y/ITaTy Bapupaln y OfHOCY
Ha ,,CTBapHe” U ,,OIIITe/TIOTeHIMjaiHe” CTpaxoBe (moHybheHu cy ogroopu: ,,Beoma yIuia-
meH” U ,KOMOMHOBAHO BeOMa YIUIAIIEH ¥ [TOMAJIO yIUIAlleH — Temko je
HPOTYMa4dnTU pe3yiaTare yCIel HefocTaTKa anconyTHo sogehux (seh papuje ayrcajoepa
- ,Hamaj BaHseMasbana’ ). Vmak, Kao peaiHunje CTpaxoBe, MCIUTAHNUIN CY HaBe/M CTPaxX
Off HyKJIeapHOT para, rpahaHCcKor paTa, paTHUX aKIJja YOIIlle, TePOPUCTIIKIX HaIaja

383



Vipuna B. Tpouyk, Heku ,1iokasate/sn” 3a ,Mepebe” MaTpUOTU3MA Y CABPEMEHOM CBETY

U MaCOBHIX €INfIeMUja, Ka0 U XeMIjCKOT U Pafji0aKTUBHOTr 3arahera (0BaKkBe IpeTbe
cy 6upaHe of cTpaHe cKopo cBakor Tpeher ncrmranmnka). IIlto ce TUdYe MOTEHIMjaTHUX
IpeT, y 1360y BOJe paTHe aKiiyje 1 TePOPUCTUYKI HATIA/{V, TEXHOJIONIKe KaTaCTPO-
(e u yrumaj riobante ekoHoMCcKe Kpu3se (Buite of 80%). Mame nCIITaHNKA je 3a CTBAp-
HY 1 HOTEHI[Uja/IHY [PETHY 6MPaIo MOMUTUYKN eKCTPEMI3aM, PasTpaHaTy KPUMUHAT,
KOpyHuujy 1 6e3axome, IITO IIOHOBO IOTBPhyje ,,CTaTU4Ky KOMIIOHEHTY HaTPUOTCKOT
PacIIonoXKema, 3ajeJHO ca IpeTHaMa Koje Cy HajMalbe IIOMUIbaHe, Kao IITO CY eTHUYKM
CyKoOM, penBoNIyLuja/ Iy, OfCYCTBO BACTI/aHapXyja M HOTIYHHU I'yOUTaK TpaauLje,
ITO OV YKasMBajIo Ha CIe00CT fpiKaBe.

HapagHo, rope HaBefieHu 6pojeBM Cy IPEBUCOKN fja OICMO FOBOPIIA O IO3UTUB-
HOM JIPYLITBEHOM pacionoxemny miahe rerepaunje. Vmak, Hajsehn 6poj npermsn Huje
»pearan’, jep MX MCIUTAHUIM HUCY UCKYCMIN Y CTBapHOCTH, Beh cy To paguje TBpau
U OTIIOPHM HApaTVBIU IIOJMTUYKUX M MeAMjCKUX JUCKYpca, Ifie je BehyrHa mpeTmu pe-
QIMCTNYHA, AU HUje aKTyanusoBaHa. BehnHa crymeHaTta yum o TakBUM IpeTmama U3
MacOBHUX Menyja — pagno (84%), teneBusuja (71%), uatepHet (70%), Wiy 4acommca u
HOBUHa (49%), Ipe Hero off MOpoauLe 1 Ipujaterba (28%), cTapujux reHepanuja (27%),
wn BpusmKa (24%). Takobe, yrpkoc BucokoM HUBOY CTpaxoBa, BehnHa mmaayx je reHe-
pajHO ONTUMUCTIYKU HACTPOjeHOo — 48% y OyayhHOCT I7Iefa ca HafjoM ¥ ONTUMU3MOM,
39% - mocmarpa 6yayhHOCT cMupeHo, anu 6e3 HeKMX Haja 1M WIysKja, HOK camo 11%
oceha Hemup mpu momucnu Ha 6ynyhuoct, a 3% oceha ouaj.

Iryra ,uMeH3uja” Koja IojayaBa ,CTATUYKY KOMIIOHEHTY IIaTPMOTCKOT PacIoyo-
JKeba jecTe HU3aK HUBO ,aHKCUO3HOCTH YC/Ie MHOCTpaHe Ap)KaBHe IOMUTHKe” — LITO Ce
BUJM Y OZHOCY HajIIO3MBHUje U HajHeraTuBHUje Bubenux 3emama [B. Hip. Narbut, Trot-
suk, 2012; 2017]. Kaxo 6mcmo npeHTU(UKOBANN IPBY IPYITY, KOPUCTUIN CMO 3aTBOPEHO
[ITAakbe; 3a APYTY IPYILY CMO KOPUCTIIV OTBOPEHO MuTabe (Bofehi y oBoM ,,aHTUpejTUHTY
je CAJI ca 44% oprosopa). OCTOHWIN CMO Ce Ha TPagMLVIOHA/IHY fAepUHNUI]y CTepPeoTH-
mma Kojy je mpeacrasro B. JInnman (W. Lippmann) — cpefcTBo ,Manupama’ FPYLITBEHOT
ceta (social world) ca mbem 6o/per pasyMeBamba. ,CBeT ca KOjuM MOPaMo fia ce CYyOurMO
IOJINTUYKY je BaH Halllel JoMalllaja, BaH BUJOKPYTa, BaH fioMeTa yMa. YoBexk [...] Moxke
la IpuMu camo ofipeheHy 103y peamTHOCTH KOja je HEONXOJHA 33 IETOB OICTAHAK, U JIa
»yXBaTi® Ha CKa/Il BpeMeHa caMo Majm Opoj TpeHyTaka cpehe u yBupa. Vmax, oBo ucTo
6uhe [...] yau Kako fa cBOjuM yMOM OOYXBaTU MIMPOKV XOPM3OHT CBETA KOjU HMKAJ He
61 MOTa0 [1a BUAM, OAUPHE, OMUPIIIE, qyje wum 3anaMtu. [locreneno, oH y cBojoj rmaBu
caulbaBa BEPOJJOCTOJHY C/IMKY CBETa KOji je BaH HeroBor gomammaja” [Lippmann, 2004,
str. 27]. JIp>kaBa Te>KM CBPXOBMUTOM YTHIIajy Ha jaBHO Mibekbe II0 IMTaby MehyHapomHmux
IapTHEPa, JOK II0 MMTakby 3eMajba Ca KOjiiMa HeMa MHTepece, BIajia 03B0/baBa CIOHTAHO
(dopMupame reHepamu3anyje/ IpyLITBeHNX CTepeoTHia. Tako, ako 13y3MeMo K/by4He ITeo-
nommtidke akrepe nonyT Kune u CAJl, npyre sem/be IpuBIade My Pycnje mpmimaHo
CIIOPaIMYHO, U YIIPABO je TO pasyor 360r KOr je (reo)IoNUTIYKa CIIMKa CBETa Y jaBHOM
MIbelby 0OMYHO Jpyrauyja off peasHe CUTyaluje Ha MeyHaposHOM 1osbY.

Toxom 2016, 3axTeB ja ce ca MUCTe 3eMasba M3abepy OHe Koje CTYIeHTH I0KMB/baBajy
HAjIIOSUTUBHUjIM, OTKPIUIIO je jefHOr ,xepoja” — Bemopycujy (49%). 3atum: rpyny Haj-
nosutyuBHje BubeHnx semapa: Kuna, Viranuja, lnannja n Ky6a (Buie ox 36% cpaka),
U TPYyIly 3eMajba O KOjOj C€ He MUC/IU No3UTUBHO — Erumar, Jy>xna u Cesepna Kopaeja

u Aycrpanuja (cBaka 1o Mame o 10%) Ca usyserkom Benopycuje, apy-
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re Hajo3nTUBHMje BibeHe 3eM/be Cy MM reononuTuyky rakmamy Pycuje (Kuna), mm
€BPOIICKe 3eM/be Koje Cy Pycuju HameTHyIe caHKIMje, INTO yKasyje Ha TO Jja MIaJy He
CMaTpajy Te 3eM/be IpeTHhoM Pycujn.

Tpeha ,,auMenHsnja” maTpUOTCKOr paconoXemwa Koja 61 Tpebamo ma ce ysme y 06-
3Up NPWINKOM H-eroBe aHa/lN3e je BIafHO Bubeme ofyTyka Koje yTidy Ha CBaKOJHEBHY
JKMBOT IOIy/Ianyje. YIIPKOC YMbeHNIM fla 3alafHM M3BEIlTaji HaITaIlaBajy HeraTuB-
HI yTHLaj pexpambenor embapra Pycuju (Behe nene, mamu us6op, cmabuju kpamurer),
npexpambeHe aHTHCaHKIUje (Koje ce Hamehy HelpujaTe/bCKUM 3eM/baMa Koje ¢y Pycuju
HaMeTHY/le CaHKI[1je), 3aXTeB 3a CAMOOJP>KIBOM IIpexpamMbenom curyprouuhy (food secu-
rity) ¥ yBO30M 3aMeHe, BeoMa Cy IOfip;KaHe off cTpaHe Pyca, yIrpkoc HeraTUBHOM yTHIIAjy
KOju TO MMa Ha npexpambeny npakcy [Wegren, Nikulin, Trotsuk, 2017]. Haunonanuu
IpencTaBHUIN Tee)OHCKYX aHKeTa Koje je criposeo Llentap 3a arpapue crymnje Pycke
HpeficefHNYKe aKajieMuje 3a Hal[IOHa/IHy eKOHOMMjY U jaBHY agMuHuctpauujy (Center for
Agrarian Studies of the Russian Presidential Academy of National Economy and Public Ad-
ministration) 2016. rogyae (N=1800) mokasyje, ¢ jefHe cTpaHe, fia ce Pycn ocehajy Hecn-
TYPHO Kajla pa3MUIIIbajy O LieHaMa XpaHe 1 CIOCOOHOCTMMA fia KyIle IIpexpaMbeHe Ipo-
U3BOJIe OOPOr KBa/IMTETa U Y OBO/bHIM KOJIMYMHAMA C npyre cTpaHe,
Pycu nopprkaBajy npexpambene antucankiuje {rpaduxos 9), ¢ 063upom Ha To ja cy 3a-
majgHe caHKIMje Pycuju [OfaTHO HAaIIacyIe CaMOOBO/BHOCT U HALMOHATHY 6e36efHOCT.

ITopen Tora, mpexpambeHy eM6apro i KOHTPACAHKIIUje TIOAPXKAHE CY jadarbeM ,,IIpe-
XpaMOeHOr HalMoOHaAM3Ma  — PYCKU IIOTpoOLIadn papuje 6upajy momahe, Hero crpaHe
HPOM3BOJIeE, JOK BJIafja CHAXKHO IOApyKaBa I0ITy/IapHa BepOBamba Jia je pycka XpaHa 6o/ber
KBajMTeTa 1 0€3 WITETHNUX CACTOjaKa KOjU ce KOPUCTe Ha 3amamy

ITpema TOMe, TpafUIMOHAIHO ,Mepeme” MaTpuoTu3Ma Tpebaao 6u ga ce sameHU
HOBVM OKBMPUMAa KOjUM OV Ce IPABIJIHO WIYCTPOBAIN KOHTPAAUKTOPHIL ITOAIIN COLIM-
onomkux cTyauja. OBaj 4IaHaK IpeICTaB/ba TPU TAKBE NOJATHE JMMEH3Mje: COLMO/IOIIKY
eBajIyallyjy pasIuunTUX KOMIOHEHTH [IPYIITBeHe JOOPOOUTHI Koja ce IPUMApHO Besyje
32 HMBO [IOBEPEHba Y OCHOBHE [PYIITBEHE MHCTUTYLIMjE, 3aje[IHO Ca K/bYYHUM [IPyLITBE-
HUM IpeTHhaMa. 3aTUM, TBPJe CTePeOTHIIe CYCeHNX U [PYTUX 3€Majba y T€OIOMUTIIKOM
KOHTEKCTY (Kao moceGHa BpCTa CIIO/BHUX IIPETHU APXKaBU), Kao 1 Bubeme BIaguHmx
(reo)HOMMTUYKUX OIJIyKa KOje ce T4y IMTama HalyoHanHe Oesbennoctn. Hexn mmy-
CTPaTUBHU NIPUMEpPH OBUX AMMEH3Mja Aajy Ham MoryhHoCT #a objacHMMO jadarse ,,CTa-
TUYHMX e/leMeHaTa HaTPMOTCKOI PAcCIoIoNKera PycKe MIafie)ki ¢ 003MpOM Ha jacHO
pasIMKOBame KOHIeNaTa ,JOMOBIHE 1 ,ipXKaBe” Y MHTePIIPeTALUjI IaTPUOTU3MA.
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APPENDIX / ITIPMJIO3
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———Yes, certainly ——Rather yes Rather not Absolutely not Hard to say

Graph 1. “Would you identify yourself as a patriot?” (%)
Ipaduxon 1. ,[la mu 6ucte cebe npentndurosamy kao marpuory?” (%)

Participates in unpaid public works (volunteering, etc.) ¢ 13

Objectively assesses the situation in the country
Knowsnational symb ols and anthem of the country
Celebrates all nationalholidays and historical dates

Alwaystakespartin the elections

Doesnot accept western or any other borrowings
Performs one's military duty by serving in the army
Obeysthe laws

‘ BACK Alwayspaystaxes
A true religious believer
‘ HA3 M Intolerant to any forms of disrespect to one's country
Seeks to present one's country in the most positive way
Actively particip ates in patriotic events and actions

A member of political or public organizations

Believes that one's country is the best

Honorshistory and traditions of one's p eople

A good family man, parent and friend

Diligent and successful in one's work and studies

Lovesone's country

m2012 =2016

Graph 2. “A true patriot is the one who...”
(%; the changes in wording are indicated by missing positions)
Ipaduxon 2. ,IIpaBu marpuoTa je oHaj Ko...”
(%; mpomeHe y ,wording” ey nctpakuparmal HacTasle Cy yC/ieq HeOCTaTKa O3MIMja)

! Kapa ce y ucTpaxuBary IIPOMEHHU BPCTa Pedlt, WIN Pefi pedn Koje ce KOPUCTe IPUINKOM aHKe-
THpama (IpuM. Ipes).
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76

<= BACK

4m HA3AJ

Graph 3. “In your opinion, who is more responsible for the patriotic mood?”
(%; the changes in wording are indicated by missing positions)
Ipaduxkon 3. ,IIpema BalleM MUIUBEHY, KO je OATOBOPHI)H 3 IIATPUOTCKO PACIIONOKebe?”
(%; mpomeHe y popMyIaIuji MuTamba HacTasle Cy yCIen HefoCTaTKa IO3NIIja)

Army 47
Church §2
Massmedia 32
Big business 40
Banks 44

h
—

Courts

th

<= BACK Policelaw enforcement agencies 4
International NGOs 37
4= HAZAL Local NGOs a2
Political parties 34
Public Chamber 45
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Graph 4. “To what extent do you trust to...?” (%, ‘completely trust’ and ‘rather trust’ combined)
Ipaduxon 4. “,Komuxo Bepyjete (y)...2” (%, ,, y IOTIyHOCTN BepyjeM” U ,,pafuje BepyjeM” cy
KOMOVHOBAHMN)
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An aliens attack
Arevolution/coup
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Absence of power, anarchy
The corruption and lawlessness
Colonization of the country by migrants
Ethnic conflicts
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A technological catastrophe
Political extremism
An ecological catastrophe
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Graph 5. “Are you personally afraid of...” (%)

»

Ipaduxon 5. ,,JJa mu ce muuHo wiamute...” (%)

Spain
Egypt 6%
Australia
Cuba

North Korea
Szech Republic

Ukraine

11%

7%

Belorussia

South Korea

Switzerland

9%

England
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Germany
France
China
Japan
UsA

38%
36%
16%
20%
49%
18%
24%
26%
39%
23%
23%
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Graph 6. “Which countries do you think most positively about...?”
Ipaduxos 6. ,,Hajio3auTnBHMje MUCTUM O 3eM/bH...3"
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Comparedto 2015, this year do you spend more money
on food, less or vour expenses have not changed?

Expences havenot
changed Hard to say
<m BACK 20% _\ 3%
<= HA3A/L
Less
5%
Graph 7. Expenditures on food
Ipacdukon 7. [Tpexpambenn TPOIIKOBK
Due to a rise in prices
do you limit yourself in buying food products?
Hard to say
1%
<m BACK
<4m HA3A/I

Graph 8. Self-limitation in food consumption
Ipadukon 8. CamoorpaHndaBarbe y KOH3yMUPAY XpaHe
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Do you support the decisions of the Russian government
considering the restrictions on the food imports?

Graph 9. Public support of the food embargo
IpacukoH 9. JaBHa mofpIIIKa eMOapry Ha XpaHy

If two food products are equal in price and quality but one is
Russian and the other foreign, which would you buy?

Hard to say
9%

Rather foreign
3%

Graph 10. Food ‘nationalism’
Ipaduxon 10. [Ipexpambenn ,,HanmoHanmusam”
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