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, 2015 , 2016 «−» 

1 2 3 4 5 
1 8,08 6,30 -1,78 
2 5,15 4,22 -0,93 
3 4,60 3,85 -0,75 
4 3,74 3,29 -0,45 
5 5,64 4,50 -1,14 
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1 2 3 4 5 
10  3,88 3,38 −0,5 
11  3,77 3,05 −0,72 
12  4,92 3,89 −1,03 
13  4,90 3,93 −0,97 
14  4,14 3,20 −0,94 
15  3,61 3,20 −0,41 
16  3,28 3,08 −0,20 
17  4,04 4,08 +0,04 
18  5,68 5,22 −0,46 
19 6,14 5,91 −0,23 
20  4,25 3,83 −0,42 
21  3,99 3,49 −0,50 
22  3,79 3,65 −0,14 
23  4,45 4,55 +0,10 
24 ,  5,80 5,74 −0,06 
25  5,61 5,12 −0,49 
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678 881,00 891 630,00 1 076 930,00 1 076 930,00 1 076 930,00 
135 000,00 181 036,00 204 034,00 225 821,00 221 321,00 

18 000,00 44 904,00 51 054,00 49 504,00 46 704,00 

0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 
58 617,60 123 788,00 171 671,20 165 696,54 197 313,24 
51 400,00 50 500,00 45 830,00 45 743,00 20 649,00 
27 145,00 31 192,00 31 192,00 28 024,00 27 775,00 
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141 325 862,13 −216 173 910,68 −1 456 533,57 
18 519 125,32 −18 255 640,64 −17 118 434,81 
15 127 365,36 8 168 305,25 −27 860 372,89 

2 077 624 261,99 −2 470 011 020,72 −715 995 840,67 
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Trofimov Yevgen. The State of “Civil Society” in Russia: the Overall Assessment in Terms of Political 
Subjectness (Political and Economic Aspects). The article examines the state of “civil society” in Russia. The aim of 
the study is to assess the subjectivity of “civil society institutions” in Russia as actors of political transformation. 
Research hypothesis: in monocentric polities, civil society institutions do not have subjectivity, and their functioning is 
subordinated to the interests of the sovereign, so they are not able to act as stimulators of the transformation process. 
The value of the research lies in the systematization of certain fragments of the analysis of the subjectivity of “civil 
society” in Russia and has a prospect for further study as the Russian policy proceeds. The research is based on the 
principle of objectivity, which is at variance with the approach adopted in Russia to the evaluation of civil society. The 
research is dominated by a neo-institutional approach. In preparing the article, dialectical, logical formal-legal, 
sociological research methods were used, as well as the method of statistical analysis. The hypothesis is confirmed. 

Key words: monocentrism, civil society, local government, political parties, public and religious associations, 
non-institutionalization, servility.
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