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PSYCHOLOGICAL REQUISITES FOR RADICALIZATION
OF YOUTH POLITICAL BEHAVIOR: THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

V. V. Baliuta, Kyiv

The results of theoretical study of the psycholabfactors’ influence on
the radicalization of youth political behavior hdiscovered that radicalism plays
a destabilizing role in the society on the grourfidt® specifics features in the
way of its revealing. So that it turns in one of timain factors of confrontation
between political actors, it entails aggravation aainflicts in society and
enhances them. The main psychological factors dicatization of youth
political behavior lie in some age-related psychalal requisites, which are:
risk and aggressiveness attraction; suggestibilityigue features of political
socialization flow and its results; particular dties of parent-child relationship;
the processes of personal self-determination anilsidentification; social and
psychological moods like dissatisfaction with thelity of life and one’s place
in it, social injustice, anxiety, fears, one’s partar world view. The trigger for
radical political behavior revealing in most casiss some social-political
precedent. Personality in the sphere of politiekdtions shows up through one’s
political behavior so that youth political radiaation displays its specific
features.

Key words: political behavior, radicalization, youth, politlcactor,
psychological requisites, social maturity.

Problem.Radicalization of youth political behavior is a nstop proc-
ess which turns into acute problem at present. nBsts among which
T.R. Gurr, P.M. Fernbach, B. Ganor, A.P. Schmidg.Q. Vasylchuk, have
already investigated some specific underlying reasfor that matter which
become apparent literally in all the spheres ofrgley life — from political
engagement to religious world view. Young peoptel fihemselves faced with
frustration of the real world solving actual prabke linked with their age —
identity and self-identification so that they try find some ways out of that
status. There is a wide diversity of such ways @amel possible alternative may
reveals as a radical protection. Thus, there isaalin understanding requisites
for radical attitudes in youth surrounding and ticdil behavior of young peo-
ple as well.

Objectiveof the papellies in investigating and analyzing psychological
determinants of complex phenomenon of radicalipaté youth political be-
havior which has its own specific reasons of deidwvaand progression.

The group of youth itself reveals all the typicaktjties of a large social
group. It has its own particular social and psyogaal peculiarities like any
other age group, so that one can distinguish #rtldrom any other age group.
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The specific features of some random young persenin his or her
perfectionism, emotional lability and irritabilitynaking idols and following
them afterwards. Very often there is a lack of isight skills for conflicts
resolving in the youth surrounding as a mattemcf.fSometimes young people
are not ready or rather are not able to maintaiair tlself-possession.
E. Chekmaiev noted that there is one special ysttftum which has been
formed lately increasingly manifests itself to betizely focused on some
postmodern values, including the emphasis on hurgdrts and freedom and
individualism, declining respect to authority andvgrnment institutions [1,
p. 102].

In order to analyze the psychological determinanftyouth political
behavior radicalization, its strongly needed toirdefrvhat is radicalism itself.
Radicalism is interpreted as a specific philosophy the idea of social and
political changes focused on systematical destppwnd altering the existing
state institutions that is logically regarded agect and fair [7, p. 51-54]. In a
nutshell, radicalism means a distance between laetelkestablished regime,
the desire to change it, or transform it at leaguindamental ways.

There is one more interpretation of the conceptaaficalism in the
discourse of political psychology in which its defion is political radicalism
which is treated as a sociocultural phenomenonitiondd by the peculiarities
of the state development and appears in valuess stafimite forms of political
behavior [8, p. 282]. Anyway there is no link beeameradicalism and some
particular political position. Thus, radicalism isot just some random
situational phenomenon, but an objective realitgpeeially in current
circumstances.

There are some very similar, but not the same guacehich are
extremism and terrorism. Sometimes they can beiegp@s synonyms but
definitely they all have different meanings.

Extremism is interpreted as a commitment to extrgrositions and
activities. In the political discourse this phenome means some specific
intention to solve actual problems or achieve gdlateugh the most radical
methods even violence [3, p. 86]. Radicalism artceexism are very similar by
their definitions, though M. Funke makes an attetamifferentiate concepts of
radicalism and extremism so that he draws a lineéden them. He notes that
though radicals may show high levels of intense estentrated criticism of
the system they never implement those ideas irdatioe and never convert
words into shoots unlike the extremists who dq[243].

Terrorism is the most stringent in its methods.idtknown as a
generalized concept, which denotes a complex phenomthat involves fear
and terror as a goal of one’s actions and someifgpacts and actions, their
particular results and the full range of effectf Ro terrorism is not so much
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ideology but practice as a matter of fact, and tkisvhat differs it from
radicalism.

No doubt, the nature of radical political behav®protest. T. Gurr was
the first who discovered the main cause for theagstoand radicalization of
political behavior which leads eventually to relwll It lies in the accumula-
tion of so-called relative deprivation which is peived discrepancy between
value expectations and value capabilities. In otherds, this is the tension
between your actual state, and what you feel youlshbe able to achieve. The
intensity and scope of relative deprivation strgngibtermine the potential for
collective violence. T. Gurr gives a long review pdychological research on
aggression, and concludes that frustration-aggresdsi the primary source of
the human capacity for violence, although aggres&ameither necessary nor
sufficient (indeed, he concedes that sometimesdgdeiwes violence, but that
frustration is a much stronger motivating forceheTmore intense and pro-
longed a feeling of frustration, the greater thebaibility of aggression protest
afterwards. The author also reveals three competimlanations and finds
them either irrelevant or at least not in confliéth relative deprivation:

— cognitive dissonance,

— anomie (means normlessness),

— conflict (essentially, relative deprivation caudeyg competition with
another group).

But aggression itself is not yet radical politide@havior. For this to
occur the politicization has to happen. It is embddin the actual socio-
political situation and acts as an intermediaryMeen radical political behavior
and latent aggression that becomes quite conspEc[®u According to the
A.G. Maslow’s theory of needs, the most basic disfaction has physiological
nature [1]. On this basis T. Gurr postulates tlaisfaction of physiological
needs is the panacea for its growth [9]. But stdividuals seek for safety, high
status, feeling themselves belong to some commusutythat physiological
stability doesn’t even cover one’s radical motioati

Aggressive behavior is something quite typical &irthe people, but
why then one shows aggressive behavior and anotiemdoesn’t? L. Berko-
witz found out that one’s awareness of frustratietermines anger. Aggressive
behavior shows up when it's reinforced by some rexeinfluence, i.e. in a
case of interaction between individual and a soofefeustration object [6]. So
an external stimulus is inseparable for aggredsdbavior showing up.

Humanistic approach in psychology explains indigildubehavior
through investigation of personality capable fdf-aetualization of one’s self.
This person makes a responsible choice among tihetyaf opportunities. The
interaction between a child and parents forms #aghes its self. According to
C. Rogers’ theory, there is the “real self” whidhwes for reaching the “ideal
self”. If the difference between them is pretty Jowe can consider the
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potential for personal growth, but if the differenis too high, we can observe
some discomfort, which is about to be located i®'®meurotic behavior.
Internal contradictions between the "real self" #mel "ideal self* can explain
the youth radicalism. The lack of mental capacity $olving intrapersonal
conflicts can compel to radical type of behaviondAthat potential derives
from the parents-child relationships and in turtedmines the inability to build
frank interpersonal relationships [13]. Thus, tlekl of warm and frank
relationships can lead to identity crisis whicim@ completely shaped at such a
young age. Radical forms of behavior can bring belagical abreaction from
accumulated negative mental energy.

Person’s about to assimilate and keep some ruleéswfpolicy works,
some patterns and standards of political behatradjtions and stereotypes of
the political world. Political values and traditmyrbehavioral patterns and other
elements of political culture are absorbed contirslyy and this process can be
limited only by one’s life span. Scientists who dred to the social-cognitive
approach consider youth radicalism through thenpo$ social learning so that
radical behavior is acquired through it and fasterme one’s individual
experience. A. Bandura’s theory of social learnogens up some particular
factors of mental activity which are cognitive, beloral and environmental
ones. They all are interdependent. Social surranitifluences though person
participates actively according to his or her soi& which in turn constructs
social atmosphere. According to the theory, leaynoan occur through
observation and can be reproduced further in p&rdwehavior as a result of
implementing into practice all that knowledge whltds been obtained during
observation [5]. In other words, specific condiSofiame social learning of
radical behavior where radicalism acts as onee#fttributes of behavior.

At his time E. Fromm pointed that loneliness arndredtion are constant
features of human existence as people always fiathselves in a situation of
choice between freedom and security, between sgdkincontrol over their
own lives, on the one hand, and belonging to teroanity, on the other hand.
The scientist highlights some strategy for soluimg dilemma, which is known
as "escape from freedom”. It includes:

— Automaton conformity. This item is embodied in caomhity, which
in extreme cases transforms person into so-categchine”. Automaton con-
formity displaces the burden of choice from sel$tmiety. Losing individuality
and uniqueness, the personality simply dissolvethé surrounding and re-
moves the freedom of choice almost entirely.

— Authoritarianism means giving control of oneself aaother. Its
main purpose is to establish connection with aropleeson that can act in the
form of sadistic and masochistic behavior.

— Destructiveness is considered as any process wdtigmpts to
eliminate other people or the whole world, all sz@pe freedom. Its feature is
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destructive behavior when the reasons for the rizlare sought in the envi-
ronment, striving one’s own aggression for its iiation.

Fromm’s theory links existential satisfaction ofrfan needs and social
conditions. Social factors shape some deep andegpaltierns in the structure
of personality which remain constant throughowg bfs the hostility, thirst for
destruction, alienation, desire for self-aggrandieat — all these and other
negative aspirations and fears are not basic angftom the very birth, but
rather vice versa they emerge as response to amlibf life [8]. Such
background for analyzing youth radicalism reveal®s understanding of mass
behavior and sentiments.

We all live in an informational surrounding andpitesses us perma-
nently. Society transmits information and we pareeand internalize it as a
matter of fact. So that sometimes one isn't evearawof how information
shapes his or her thoughts and orientation in io@t®n around. A group of
researchers led by P. Fernbach carried out a saa#ytly and basis of political
radicalization has been found. Researchers sayiild lie in ignorance or as
they call it - the illusion of knowledge. As thesudts of the study, the less
person understand in the policy (and one can s@piag his or her knowledge
is quite deep and profound) the more radically agdressively this person
behaves. Nothing but illusion provokes aggressim.scientists went further
and found out that simple verbalizing the politie&tor's points of view can
reduce the radical readiness dramatically. Scisndiscovered that the process
of one’s positions explanation impacts significarth the political behavior of
the individual calming it down [12].

People are active and research themselves and ikl varound
actively. So the system of personal constructshes result of that search.
G. Kelly’s theory of personal constructs considdraman behavior as
implemented personal constructs [10]. So the radigath behavior is treated
as some hierarchy of personal constructs as bimmales. Young people’s
radical political behavior corresponds with exagleg so that objects and ideas
are perceived through negative ones. Such systgmergbnal constructs is an
obstacle for diversity of behavioral patterns. Rallém is a conscious choice
of a construct pole. So important factors of youtblitical behavior
radicalization lies in studying socio-political hé&a searching some
psychological resources for adapting to life antblfy one’s own political
behavior in a self-created system of personal cocist

All that psychological mechanisms of radicalizatiohyouth political
behavior are coincided with social situation andieg@sychological factors.
For instance, one of the causes which can leaadicalization is social tension
in society. Or even crisis of social, political ardonomic processes in the
society results in the disintegration of value-natiwe foundations which
inevitably determines anomie. As a result, the floflwouth socialization is
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broken and it leads to seeking some new ways fquieng social status. All
these conditions build the basis for protest foama radical political behavior.

Conclusion.Radicalization of youth political behavior is tredtas a
result of deep social and political resentmentatiier anger. One’s personality
is revealed in political behavior so the high lewélits radical significance
means the degree and intensity of that status. adtealizing of radical
behavior is probably unlikely without deep psyclgidal requisites for that
matter. The main psychological factors for radication of youth political
behavior lie in age-related psychological requssitevhich are: risk and
aggressiveness attraction; suggestibility; uniqueatures of political
socialization flow and its results; particular dtias of parent-child
relationships; the processes of personal self-oitation and social
identification; social and psychological moods lidéssatisfaction with the
quality of life and one’s place in it, social infic®, anxiety, fears, one’s
particular points of view. But it never shows upfdrse some environmental
stimulus occurs (social, political, etc.). Sociattors complete appearance of
radical potential of one’s behavior. They are ptehild relationships, social
groups influence, peer pressure, mass media irfueMany of them find
themselves while political socialization runs sattthey form and shape not
only personal psychological predispositions foricalbehavior but induces its
actualizing as well. Study of socio-psychologicattbrs for radicalization of
youth political behavior is the prospect for furthesearch.
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Bamora B. B. Ilcuxosoriydi YMHHMKH paguKaji3anii noJiTHYHOI NOBeiH-

KM MOJIOAi: TeOpeTHYHHUI aHATi3

HpeZ[CTaBIIeHO pe3yabTaT TCOPECTUIHOI'O Z[OCIIiZ[)KeHHSI BIUTUBY TICUXOJIOTTYHUX

YIHHUKIB Ha PaJIiKaNi3allilo MOJITUYHOI IIOBEIIHKH MOJIOJI. Y CTAHOBIICHO, 1110, TSKIFO-
YM 10 KPaWHOILIB y cnoco0i AisUTbHOCTI, pagiKaii3M Biflirpae B CyCIIbCTBI AecTaditi-
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3aniifHy poJib, aXKe BICTYIAE OJHUM 3 OCHOBHUX YMHHUKIB KOH(POHTAIT MO THIHHX
CHJI, CIPUYMHSIE NOrInOIeHHs KOHQIIIKTIB, 3aroctpioe ix. BuzHaueHO OCHOBHI HCHXO-
JOTiYHI YMHHHUKU paadKaji3alil MOJITUYHOI MOBEAIHKH MOJIOI: BIKOBI MCHXOJOTiYHI
HOTSITH 10 PU3UKY, arPECUBHOCTI; CYreCTHBHICTB; crienudika nepediry ta pe3ysibTaTtia
HOMITHYHOT coliai3amii, 0aTbKiBChbKO-AUTSIYMX B3aEMHUH; OCOOUCTICHI MPOLIECH CaMOBH-
3HAYCHHS, COMIANBHOI ieHTH]iKAalii; COMIATFHO-TICHXOJIOTIYHI HACTPOT, SIK TO HEBIOBO-
JICHICTh PIBHEM KHTTS 1 CBOIM MICIIEM y HbOMY, COLlialIbHa HECTIPABENTUBICTh, TPUBOTA,
cTpaxu, 0COOIMBOCTI MOTIIsIIB. 3pO6IEHO BUCHOBOK, 1[0 TPUI'€POM PO3TOPTAHHS pajiu-
KaJIbHOT TOJITUYHOI MOBEIIHKH HaifyacTilie CTae COLIANbHO-TIONITHYHHNA IMPEHEeIeHT.
HaromomieHo, 110 cy0’ €KTHICTh y cdepi HONITHYHUX BiJHOCHH IPOSIBISIETBCS caMe B
MOJNITHYHIN MOBEiHII, @ 3HAYHUTS, ii paJuKatizallis B CepeJOBHII MOJIOI AEMOHCTPYE
ii cienudixy.

Kniouoei cnoea: monmiThdHa MNOBeOiHKA, paguKatizallis, MOJIOb, IOJITHYHA
Cy0' €EKTHICTB, ICHXOJIOTIYHI YHHHHUKH, COIliaJbHA 3PiTiCTh.

Baniora B. B. Ilcuxonornyeckne GakTopbl pajuKaIn3alii NOJUTHYECKO-
I'0 NOBEICHHUS MOJIO/ICKU. TeOPeTHYECKHIl aHAIN3

IIpencraBineHsl pe3ynbTaThl TEOPETHYECKOTO UCCIECAOBAHMS BIUSHUS TICHXOJIO-
THYECKUX (DaKTOpOB Ha PaJAMKAIM3AIMIO TOJUTHYECKOTO MOBEJACHHUS MOJIOJEKH. YCTa-
HOBJIEHO, 4TO, CTPEMSICh K KPalHOCTSIM B CIIOCOOE AEATEIbHOCTH, paJUKalIu3M UIpacT B
obuiecTBe NecTabHIM3UPYIOLLYIO POJIb, OCKOJIBKY SBIISIETCS OJHUM M3 OCHOBHBIX (ak-
TOPOB KOH(POHTALMH MOJUTUYECKUX CHII, BEAET K yCyryOJIeHHIO KOH(IMKTOB, 000CT-
pser wux. OmpeneneHbl OCHOBHBIE IICHXOJOTHMYCCKHE (DAKTOPHI pagMKaH3aiN
MOJUTUYECKOTO IIOBEICHUS MOJIOAEKU. BO3PACTHBIC ICHXOJIOTMYECKUE BJICYCHUS K
PHCKY, arpeCCHBHOCTH; CYITECTHBHOCTD; CIICNU(HKA IPOTEKAHNS U PE3yIbTaThl ITOJIH-
THYECKON COIMANU3aLUM, POIUTENBCKO-IETCKUX B3aUMOOTHOLIEHHH; TMYHOCTHBIE TTPO-
IIeCChl CaMOONPE/IENCHNS, COLMATIBbHON ACHTH(HUKALUY; COLMAIbHO-TICHXOIOIHYECKIEe
HACTPOEHUs, TAKHE KaK HEYJOBIETBOPEHHOCTh YPOBHEM KU3HH U CBOMM MECTOM B HEH,
CoIMalibHasl HECTIPABEJIMBOCTh, TPEBOTA, CTPaXH, OCOOEHHOCTH B3MIsA0B. ClenaH BbI-
BOJI, YTO TPUITEPOM DPa3BEPTHIBAHUS PaJUKAIBHOIO MOJMTUYECKOrO IOBEICHUS Yalle
BCETO SIBISIETCS COIMAIBHO-TIONIMTUYECKUI IpeneneHT. [loquepkHyTo, 4TO CyOBEKT-
HOCTPH B c(hepe MOIUTHIECKHX OTHOIICHHH MPOSIBISIETCS MMEHHO B MOJIUTHYECKOM II0-
BEJCHUM, a 3HAYUT, €r0 paJuKalu3alus B Cpele MOJOJEKH IEMOHCTPUPYET €€
crieriupuKy.

Knioueswie cnosa: monuTudeckoe MOBEIECHHE, PAAMKAIN3ALUs, MOJIOAEKb, MO~
JUTHYECKast CyOBEKTHOCTB, ICUXOJIOTNUecKHe (PaKTOPBI, COLHANbHAS 3PENIOCTb.
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