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Abstract. As the modern village evolves, with shifts in lifestyle, identity,
daily practices, and a growing diversification of the rural economy, it becomes

necessary to broaden the traditional range of career options for rural students.

An analysis of rural school development programs shows that, in most
cases, the strategic educational objectives are hardly linked to the economic and
sociocultural characteristics of the areas in which they are located. A task
allocation that correlates with rural identity and the local sociocultural code is

extremely rare.

If we look at the strategies for the vocational self-determination of rural
students, generally oriented towards the agricultural sector, and the mechanisms
for their implementation, we see that they are stereotypical and have a certain
formalism. Perhaps for this very reason, the potential of a rural school is not
really considered by those responsible as a factor and resource for the socio-

economic development of the territory.

In this context, the goal setting of rural schools concerning the self-
determined life of students, which is important for rural identity and the
specificities of the territories in which they are located, is becoming increasingly
important. In this case, the rural school can be considered a key element of the
infrastructure that allows the diffusion and rooting of the rural code in the life and

professional paths of rural youth.

The study aims to pose a research problem on the necessity of a modern
concept of rurality within the framework of rural school pedagogy as an
independent branch of pedagogical science. Our scientific research will refer to
our previously formed understanding of rural school as “a complexly organized
educational system capable of self-organization and self-regulation under the
conditions of a hybrid (real/virtual) ontology... Its basic characteristics are
multifunctionality, openness, continuity, adaptability to the local culture of a

given rural society, and convergence.”

The existing concepts of rurality, which are based on a sociological
approach, are interdisciplinary. The basic ideas about the network society are
reflected in the scientific approaches used for the theoretical identification of the
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village and the conceptualization of rurality in the post-industrial era. In our view,
the most important approaches are the sociocultural, spatial, and systemic
approaches.

The sociocultural approach makes it possible to expand the boundaries of
research by considering a rural school in a system of cultural coordinates
(meanings, values, value orientations, principles) that ensures social connections
and at the center of which is the active human being (homo activus), a
multidimensional bio-socio-cultural being. Spatial and systemic approaches are
needed in research as complementary approaches. The spatial approach aims to
explain the village’s situation in the context of globalization and urbanization of
the modern world and the implementation of Russian state programs for the
economic development of territories. From a theoretical point of view, one can
rely on understanding the village as a totality of changing physical and social
spaces. A systematic approach helps to maintain the integrity and structure of the
study.

The peculiarities of the new rurality and its characteristics can be considered
in developing rural-oriented strategies for the self-determined lives of students in
rural schools. Education that incorporates the sociocultural code by strengthening
rurality should aim to develop creativity, critical thinking, communication skills,
and the ability to work together. This is fundamental for future professionals who
can reshape the rural economy by considering market demands.
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The approach to conceptualizing a rural school that emerged in Russian
pedagogical science defines it as a key infrastructure element that ensures
the growing local population’s socialization, education, and sociocultural
development. The theoretical aspects of these processes are discussed in
the works of A. Andreiko, L. Bayborodova, M. Guryanova, V. Gusenko,
T. Kreslavskaya, P. Pivnenko, N. Shobonov, A. Tsirulnikova and
T. Shergina. Modern trends in the development of rural schools are
identified and described in the works of M. Alexandrova, L. Bayborodova,
L. Vokhminova, L. Kobrina, E.Kosinova, and R. Sheraizina. Most
studies consider the development paths of rural schools in the context of
the modernization of the state education system and the socio-economic
and cultural changes in public life that influence it. Empirically, they are
expressed in the school’s mission, objectives, and educational content,
which are recorded in the educational organization’s documents.

One of the strategic documents is the Development Program for Rural
Schools, which sets out the teaching staff’s mission, vision, goals, and
objectives for the coming years. In setting these goals, the developers are
guided by the federal and regional framework, the state national project
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“Education,” and its sub-projects, which aim to provide students with
opportunities for self-realization and talent development. In essence, it is
about fulfilling the mission of the state — the formation and development
of human capital necessary for the economic development of the country
in the conditions of technological change, urbanization, diversification
of the rural economy, labor shortages, population mobility, and internal
migration.

However, an analysis of school development programs for rural areas
shows that, in most cases, the strategic educational objectives are
insufficiently linked to the economic and sociocultural characteristics of
the regions in which they are located. Examination of the empirical
experiences of innovative rural school development presented in the self-
audit reports on official websites also suggests that student goal-setting
is more consistent with global/federal trends than with local trends. In
fact, each rural school development program includes the following
goals: Creation of conditions for children’s physical, intellectual, moral,
and spiritual development, taking into account their interests; personal
development based on moral values and Russia’s historical experience,
to develop an active attitude to life and civic self-awareness and foster a
love for school and homeland; development of tolerance and self-
education skills among students; diverse development of creative
abilities.

At the same time, however, no goals or tasks arise from the
sociocultural and economic uniqueness of the region where the
educational institution is located. Let us clarify this thesis.

First. When considering the sociocultural uniqueness of the territory
and the local community, it is extremely rare to find a breakdown of the
tasks related to rural identity and the local sociocultural code. As for the
terms’ identity’ and ‘sociocultural code’ (sociocode, cultural code), we
note that they are widely discussed in interdisciplinary academic
discourse, while the concept of ‘rural identity’ is only considered in the
context of rural studies. Native researcher N. Plotichkina, for example,
believes that ‘rural identity,” which is essentially an identity with a
place, can be defined as a set of emotions, feelings, and meanings
associated with a place that is significant for an individual’s self-
determination; it is connected with a sense of rootedness, attachment to
the land as a place of residence or origin, the so-called ‘spatial
belonging’ [1].

We have not encountered any pedagogical studies that deal with the
description of the phenomenon of rural identity. For the sake of fairness,
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we point out that there are many scientific works dealing with issues of
patriotic education and that the problem of forming a love for the
homeland, its history, and culture is recorded in almost all documents of
rural schools.

Second. It is obvious that a rural school, when setting its goals, is
guided in one way or another by the economic uniqueness of the
territory in which it operates: its specialization, historically developed
work traditions, skills, and connections. However, if we look at the
strategies for the professional self-determination of students in rural
areas, generally oriented towards the agricultural sector, and the
mechanisms for their implementation, it becomes clear that they are
stereotypical and have a certain formalism. Perhaps for this very reason,
the potential of a rural school is not really considered by those
responsible as a factor and resource for the socio-economic development
of the territory. A. Tsirulnikov writes about this with bitterness: “...in the
program for the comprehensive development of rural areas, the
education sector is represented only by quantitative indicators for capital
repairs and the construction of new rural kindergartens and schools.
Education as a factor for the development of the areas does not appear in
the discussion of government programs either...” [2].

We see the consideration of the economic uniqueness of the territory
and the local community in the context of changes caused by both global
trends and domestic trends, as set out in the documents: “Strategy for the
Sustainable Development of Rural Areas of the Russian Federation for
the Period up to 2030 [3], “Integrated Development of Rural Areas”
[4], “Digital Agriculture” [5], “Federal Scientific and Technical Program
for the Development of Agriculture for 2017-2030” [6].

The transformation of the modern village, including the population’s
lifestyle, identity, everyday practices, and the trend towards
diversification of the rural economy, requires expanding the existing
traditional list of career choices for rural school students.

In this context, the question of the purpose of rural schools in relation
to the self-determination of students’ lives, which is relevant to rural
identity and the specificities of the areas in which they live, is becoming
increasingly important. In this case, the rural school can be considered a
key element of the infrastructure that allows not only the diffusion but
also the rooting of the code of rurality in the life and professional paths
of rural youth.

The system transformations that have taken place in Russia over the
last decade have significantly changed the appearance of rural
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settlements, their social structure, and the way of life of villagers,
contributing to a change in the quantitative and qualitative characteristics
of social processes in rural areas. In this regard, it is difficult to disagree
with the position of Russian scientists R. Sheraizina, M. Aleksandrova,
and Z. Eflova, who believe that “in a situation of uncertainty and
instability, the mission of a rural school increasingly goes beyond the
boundaries of its educational activities” [7]. In fact, a rural school, as a
key element of infrastructure, cannot take into account this change,
which determines a graduate’s image, competencies and qualities,
values, and life orientations. However, the study of the main documents
of rural schools allows us to say that the goals formulated within the
framework of the personality-oriented paradigm are standardized and of
the same nature — it is about the development of the student’s talents and
abilities, his self-development and self-realization as a harmoniously
developed personality.

On the one hand, this uniformity is due to the legal framework, the
prevailing pedagogical paradigm, and a single educational space; on the
other hand, it does not reflect the specificities of rural areas, about which
much has been written in the scientific literature and the documents of
educational institutions. Rural schools, which declare their uniqueness in
strategic documents based on territorial and sociocultural specificities,
traditionally focus on universal pedagogical objectives when defining
their pedagogical goals without referring to the rural area. Unfortunately,
they do not consider the data on rural areas from related sciences:
sociology, social philosophy, -cultural studies, demography, and
economics.

The latter is confirmed by a review of the current state of research on
rural schools by A. Gorbushov, who examined a large amount of
scientific literature on rural schools, which can be found in the scientific
electronic library ‘eLIBRARY.RU.” He believes “the sciences that deal
with rural schools allow us to expand our understanding of rural schools
and their sociocultural space.” However, as his analysis of the sources
shows, although rural school issues fall within the field of interest of
pedagogy, history, sociology, and economics, “the main literature on
rural school is “pedagogical research, and for the understanding of rural
school as a sociocultural factor of the village and as a culture-forming
institution of rural area, the research of other sciences is necessary to
understand the phenomenon of rural school better...” [8].

There is a contradictory situation: a rural school builds human capital,
which is important as a carrier of knowledge, competencies, and values
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for rural areas and the economy, but does not take into account the self-
realization of students and their self-determined lives in the context of
the sociocultural code of rurality/rural areas, nor in the broad context of
the economic, social and political changes in which it develops.

Overcoming the identified contradiction is possible by solving the
problem of the lack of rural-oriented strategies for the self-determined
life of students in rural schools, the design of which can act as a factor
for the development of the diversification of the economy of rural
settlements. In addition, the modernized equipment of rural education
systems (quantoriums and laboratories), the opportunity to learn about
scientific research and technologies that do not only concern the
agricultural sector and the vocationally oriented dialog with economic
actors/industry partners open up broad perspectives for the design of
strategies for vocational self-determination of rural school students in
line with the current agenda for sustainable rural development and
diversification of the rural economy.

We point out that there is a rich layer of psychological and
pedagogical research in Russian science on the life, personal, and
professional self-determination of students, including the works of
K. Abulkhanova-Slavskaya, E. Golovakh, N. Kasatkina, E. Klimov,
L. Mitina, N. Pryazhnikova, G. Sillaste, T. Shalavina and S. Chistyakova.
Our theoretical analysis shows that no comprehensive research in
Russian school pedagogy deals with the identified problem.

The study described in this article aims to pose a research problem on
the necessity of a modern concept of rurality within the framework of
rural school pedagogy as an independent branch of pedagogical science.
Our scientific investigation will focus on our previously formed
understanding of a rural school as a “complexly organized educational
system capable of self-organization and self-regulation under the
conditions of a hybrid (real/virtual) ontology... The basic characteristics
can be identified as multifunctionality, openness, continuity, adaptability
to the local culture of a given rural society, and convergence” [9].

Let us now look at some aspects of the methodology used to study
this topic. Since the problem of the lack of rural-oriented strategies for
the self-determined life of students in rural schools, whose design can be
a factor in the development of the diversification of the economy of rural
settlements, is interdisciplinary in nature, to study it, we must go beyond
the traditional pedagogical search. The topic under study can be
approached from the perspective of rural studies, as there is already an
established methodology “at the intersection of agricultural economics
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and history, socio-economic geography, social and cultural
anthropology, cultural studies, sociolinguistics, social psychology,
sociology, and political science” [10]. Here, we should emphasize the
value of the scientific fields of rural sociology (subdivisions: Sociology
of Rural Population, Sociology of Local Rural Communities, Sociology
of Rural Youth), Peasant Studies, and Agricultural Economics.

In view of this, at the general scientific level, we will use theories and
original concepts of socio-humanitarian discourse that serve the theoretical
identification of modern society. The development of a rural school must
be considered in the context of processes that reflect changes in rural areas
and the community living there. Let us highlight the most relevant ones for
our research: “Global Village” (M. McLuhan), “The Third Wave”
(E. Toftler), “Society as Communication” (N. Luhmann), “Risk Society”
(U. Beck), “The Consumer Society” (J. Baudrillard), “Control Society”
(S. Garfinkel), “The Network Society” (M. Castells), “The Digital Society”
(D. Tapscott).

They can be classified for various reasons. In the context of the topic
dealt with here, we can separately emphasize a number of original ideas,
the so-called concepts of the information society. The post-industrial
information society (E. Toffler) / information society (M. Castells) is the
common unifying feature. Given the pronounced trends of digitalization
and networking, it would be more accurate to use the terms “digital
society” and “network society.” In our view, the most important of these
can be sociocultural, spatial, and systemic approaches. The sociocultural
approach allows to expand the boundaries of research by considering a
rural school in a system of cultural coordinates (meanings, values, value
orientations, principles) that provide social connections and at the center
of which is homo activus as a multidimensional bio-socio-cultural being
[11]. Of particular interest are the applied ideas of Russian sociologists
and cultural scientists about the structure of values, the sociocultural and
cultural code of T. Artanomova [12], T. Evdokimova [13], A. Zavyalova
[14], V. Savitsky [15] and others.

The ideas of A. Tsirulnikov, one of the authoritative developers of the
methodological foundations, content, tools, and mechanisms of the
sociocultural approach to developing education in rural areas, are
important to us [2].

Spatial and systemic approaches are needed in research as
complementary approaches. First, the spatial approach aims to explain
the situation of the village in terms of globalization and urbanization in
the modern world and the implementation of Russian state programs for
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the economic development of territories. From the theoretical point of
view, one can rely on understanding the village as a totality of changing
physical and social spaces (A. Lefebvre, P. Sorokin, P. Bourdieu). As for
the applied aspect, useful ideas about rural areas, the diversification of
the rural economy, and the human capital of rural areas can be found in
the works of T. Nefedova [16—18], S. Podgorskaya, T. Miroshnichenko
and G. Bakhmatova [19]. Secondly, our attention is focused on the
educational space formed by the rural school. The operational and
analytical possibilities of the concept of educational space are described
in detail in the pedagogical literature.

A systematic approach helps to maintain the integrity and structure of
the study. From the point of view of post-classical studies, rural schools
as social objects “belong to the type of complex, self-developing
systems, taking into account their historical development” [20]. They are
characterized by closedness due to a binary code, non-linearity,
autopoetics / self-organization.

At the specific scientific level, the methodological basis of the study
is an extensive corpus of theories on the self-determination of students in
their lives, including professional self-determination. It includes
sociological, socio-philosophical, psychological, and pedagogical
theories and concepts. In the academic literature, various aspects of
youth self-determination have been studied, including the decisions that
young people make regarding their life path, the relationship between
professional self-determination and life perspective, as well as the
specifics of its formation (E. Golovakha), life paths and orientations in
the process of inclusion in public life (M. Ashmane, A.Matulenis,
M. Titma), the relationship between subjective and objective factors of
self-determination in life (A. Vishnyak, E. Donchenko, V. Pilipenko).
Their works redefine the role of subjective factors in the self-
determination process of young people, helping to clarify and specify
concepts such as life perspective, value orientations, lifestyle, life
purpose, and life plan. A shared characteristic of this approach is the
focus on how personal factors influence the process of self-
determination in both life and career choices.

The ideas of S. Rubinstein can have a special influence on the
development of the concept of rurality: Each stage of a person’s life
plays an important role in the life path of an individual; by the main
concept, he means the vital relations to the world, to other people, to
oneself, which determine the dependence of the individual on life and,
conversely, the dependence of life on the individual. The views of
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K. Abulkhanova-Slavskaya, who identifies the main features of a life
strategy; E. Avduevskaya and T. Arakantseva, who explain the process
of self-determination as a process of gender and value-semantic self-
determination, choice of profession and identity formation, seem
interesting. The work of G. Sillaste, who conducted sociological studies
on self-determination in the life of rural youth at the beginning of the
21st century, is of great importance to us.

In our view, the ideas presented can serve as a theoretical foundation
for developing a pedagogical approach to creating rural-oriented
strategies for student self-determination in schools, highlighting various
mechanisms as key factors in fostering economic diversification in rural
communities.

In connection with the last thesis, it is necessary to refer to works
dealing with the technology of educational design itself. In general, we
have relied on the interpretation of this concept presented in the
dissertation by 1. Malkova [21]. At present, methodological foundations
of design in education have been developed (Yu. Gromyko, G. Ilyin,
G. Petrova, V. Slobodchikov and P. Shchedrovitsky); ways of using
project activities to organize the educational process (E.Polat and
V. Guzeev), features of the use and organization of project activities in
an innovative educational institution and educational practice (A. Zotkin,
G. Prozumentova, T. Stetsyuk, and A. Tubelsky).

The following methods are used in our work: general theoretical
methods: Analysis of scientific literature; system analysis; generalization,
classification, comparison, systematization, design and modeling of
pedagogical processes; analysis of primary data/documents; generalization
of experiences in the functioning of rural schools; and empirical methods:
participatory pedagogical observation; questionnaires, tests; interviews.

Let us now turn to the analysis of modern approaches and concepts of
rurality. Developing rural-oriented strategies for students’ self-
determination in rural schools requires understanding what constitutes a
village and a rural way of life under digitalization, urbanization, the
convergence of technology and science, and social mobility. Of course,
addressing this topic requires immersion in the broader context of social
change.

The most popular scientific approach to the study of rural settlements
and rural lifestyles is the sociological one. It has a long tradition in
Russian socio-humanitarian discourse, for example, in the sociological
essays of V. Selivanov, “The Year of the Russian Peasant” (1856—1857)
and “The Day of the Landowner” (1858). The famous Russian
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sociologist Zh. Toshchenko writes in a short historical excursus that “the
first attempts at a sociological analysis of the social problems of the
village are reflected in the ‘Letters from the Village’ by A. Engelhardt
(12 letters, 1872—1887),” in which the conservative peasant thinking, the
adherence of the peasants to the traditions and customs of their ancestors
is described [22]. The author of the ‘Letters’ is A. Engelhardt, a Russian
agrochemist, rural landowner, farmer, and former professor at the
St. Petersburg Institute of Agriculture, who was banished to his estate
Batishchevo, Dorogobuzh district, Smolensk province, for “political
unreliability” [23].

Interest in rural areas during Soviet sociology studies can hardly be
described as stable. According to researchers, one of the first works of
Soviet sociology of rural areas is the unique work “Village (1917—
1927)” by A. Bolshakova (1887-1938). Among the active scientists who
developed this scientific direction in the 60s—70s of the 20th century
were Yu. Harutyunyan, T. Zaslavskaya, and 1. Ryvkina. Thus, one of the
most detailed studies of the phenomenon of the rural way of life,
including people’s value orientations, life attitudes and behavioral
stereotypes, living conditions, social control, and partnership, interaction
with nature, can be found in the work of I. Ryvkina [24]. Her research
approaches in rural sociology were developed by Z.Kalugina,
P. Simush, V. Tomilin, O. Fadeeva, and others.

The modern Russian village is heterogeneous, as it has territorial and
other characteristics elaborated by various researchers. The
understanding of the new rural realities that emerged in connection with
the economic and political changes after the collapse of the Soviet Union
is reflected in the works of sociologists of the late 20th and early 21st
centuries: V. Agafonov and G. Butyrin, S. Barsukova, L. Bondarenko,
T. Boyak, 1. Valeeva, R. Gataullina, F. Ziyatdinova, A. Ogarkova,
O. Nechiporenko, V. Patsiorkovsky, R. Salakhutdinova, G. Shirokalova,
A. Khagurov, and others. T. Shanin, his followers, and participants
V. Vinogradsky and A. Nikulin occupy a special place in the study of
rural life. V. Staroverov, P. Velikiy, and others make original judgments
based on empirical research.

Modern concepts of rurality based on a sociological approach are
inherently interdisciplinary. Thus, if we extrapolate the concepts of real
virtuality and network society of the influential modern sociologist
M. Castells, we can say that the village today is immersed in the context
of a hybrid ontology and, like the city, has a permanent connection to the
global network — the Internet. The village, like the city, lives in a
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timeless time and in the space of flows of the network society.
(M. Castells). British sociologist N. Couldry analyzes the nature of
ongoing technological changes and concludes that the convergence of
place, media, digital technology, and communication leads to
‘convergent spaces’ and new values and enriches the meaning of
community activities. This observation also applies to the rural
community.

These basic ideas are reflected in the scientific approaches used for
the theoretical identification of the village and the conceptualization of
rurality in the post-industrial era. E. Melnikova points out that “the
village itself has not only ceased to be a closed space of some specific
rural practices, institutions, and identities, but its study has also
gradually outgrown the boundaries of sub-disciplines labeled in the West
with the formula Rural Studies or in Russia with the concept of ‘peasant
studies.” [25]. She writes that “one of the results of the search for
approaches and theoretical frameworks to describe the modern situation
has been the emergence of new terms: ‘post-rural’ (Cloke, Goodwin 1992;
Murdoch, Pratt 1993), ‘industrialized village’ (Oswald, 2013), ‘post-
peasantry’ (Buzalka, 2008), ‘post-agrarian village’ (Shchepanskaya,
2014), ‘ruralization’ (Pavlov, 2017; Bon, 2009; others), ‘urbanization’
(Nefedova, Pallot, 2006) and others. At the same time, the study of
rurality itself came into the orbit of the study of other, more general
phenomena, such as postmodern forms of nomadism, a dispersed
lifestyle, migration due to lifestyle migration), tourism, and the heritage
industry, global economies and new forms of sociality (Chio 2017,
Vasantkumar 2017)” [25].

An interesting and productive approach to the conceptualization of
rurality was undertaken by a scientific team of Russian anthropologists
who focused on “the search and analysis of various hybrid forms of non-
urban and non-rural life and the points of emergence of these social
hybrids” [26]. The research results were presented at the regular “New
Ruralism” seminar at the Museum of Anthropology and Ethnography.
Peter the Great (Kunstkamera) RAS.

The “new ruralism” refers “not only to the ideology of rural
romanticism and closeness to nature, which has become a well-sold
brand, but also to a new model of rural life and a new rural identity”
[25]. It accumulates values that sometimes contradict each other:
Autonomy and sociality, naturalness and technology, national patriotism
and multiculturalism, love of antiquity, and passion for the latest
developments.
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The transformation processes’ uncertainty, uncontrollability, and
incompleteness can explain the pluralism of these wvalues. The
researchers conclude that in the context of the ‘new rurality,” the concept
of ‘work’ loses its link with the idea of collective production and
becomes synonymous with personal effort and that the rural population
(locals and visitors) is willing to go beyond the limited space and
participate in a more global agenda by declaring themselves and their
uniqueness. And not in agriculture but in rural/ethnographic/agrarian
tourism, museum practices [27], and folk crafts.

The new rurality can be viewed from the perspective of post-
productivism, which European sociologists developed in the 1990s. It is
about the transition from productivism to post-productivism, in which
the production of rural goods, e.g., agricultural products, gives way to
cultural consumption and leisure. According to the observations of
Finnish sociologists, “the mobile use of natural resources and the
growing importance of leisure activities in rural areas have brought new
types of activities and new people to these areas” [28]. Thus, the natural
and cultural heritage of the village in contemporary Russia functions as a
resource for sociocultural shaping, with the impression economy and
tourism seen as the result of diversification.

I would particularly like to emphasize the following thoughts by
O. Brednikova on the new rurality: “In connection with the reshaping of
the life scenarios of rural dwellers, the boundaries of their living space
are expanding and going beyond the boundaries of the locality and the
“small rural societies.” And perhaps the most significant change is the
destruction of the mechanism of continuity and social reproduction in
the village” [29]. This concerns the prevailing stereotypical ideas about
the agricultural orientation of rural settlements and the predetermined
work activities of children learning in rural schools.

The ‘new rurality’ is thus reflected in all social institutions operating
in rural areas. Researchers note an increasing individualism, which could
be due to the development of the network society of the information age
(M Castells). It manifests itself in the transition from collective
production to individual entrepreneurship in economic relations. At the
same time, the village ceases to be a place where only agricultural
products are produced, and a decline in the role of agriculture can be
observed — the “post-productive turn of the rural economy.” In a sense,
the village is becoming multi-profiled/multi-structured (a new paradigm
of rural development based on the doctrine of the multi-structural
economy is emerging).

— 82 —



Education & Pedagogy Journal. 2024. 4 (12)

The new rurality is accompanied by the digitalization of agriculture,
in which technologies are significantly changing the organizational and
digital processes of economic relations between economic entities in the
field of intersectoral interaction and economic value creation. According
to the Decree of the President of the Russian Federation of July 21,
2020, No 474, digital transformation is one of the national development
goals of the Russian Federation. Thus, the national project ‘Digital
Economy’ includes the implementation of the following initiatives:
“Regulation of the digital environment,” “Information infrastructure,”
“Personnel for the digital economy,” “Information security,” “Digital
technologies,” “Digital public administration,” “Artificial intelligence.”

The departmental project “Digital Agriculture” of the Russian
Ministry of Agriculture aims to create a unified national digital platform
in the agro-industrial complex, leading to the full digitalization of
agriculture. It includes four main activities: the creation and
implementation of a national platform for the digital public
administration of agriculture “Digital Agriculture”; the “Agrosolutions”
module of the national platform for the digital public administration of
agriculture; the training and retraining of personnel for the digital
economy “Land of Knowledge”; the implementation of digital
technologies: digital platforms, technologies for collecting, processing
and analyzing big data, artificial intelligence technology, cloud services,
the Internet of Things, radio frequency identification technology (RFID),
Digital Twin, industrial robots / automated lines, additive technologies.

In the context of the new rurality, the sphere of cultural production and
emotional consumption emerges in the village alongside agriculture, in
which physical labor is supplemented by artificial intelligence: Tourism,
creative industries, and local history. Researcher M. Mukhanova writes
that “the trends observed in rural settlements are expanding the
institutional capabilities of villagers, which indicates a transition to the
next stage of the market economy based on the intellectualization of
labor, as well as new requirements for the labor practice of workers,
which will entail changes in the social and structural processes of the
Russian village.”

The glocalization of the village, the digitalization, and the
internalization of rural life are changing villagers’ everyday practices
and life strategies. It is obvious that the ‘new rurality’ should be
reflected in the functioning of a rural school: in the educational content,
in the principles of organizing the educational process in a rural school,
in pedagogical work, in career guidance, in the formation of life
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strategies of rural students. Most importantly, human capital
development in rural areas is becoming increasingly vital as the country
advances technologically. Large-scale projects led by major companies
focus on enhancing crop selection, improving livestock genetics, and
implementing digital technologies — each critical in ensuring the nation’s
food security and technological sovereignty.

The particularities of the new rurality and its characteristics can be
considered in developing rural-oriented strategies for a self-determined
life for students in rural schools. An education that incorporates the
sociocultural code underlying ‘ruralism’ should aim to develop
creativity, critical thinking, communication skills, and the ability to work
together. This is a fundamental requirement for future professionals who
can transform the rural economy in response to market needs. How can
an environment conducive to developing and promoting interest in the
rural economy be created, and what tools can be used?

Is it a systematic approach/creation of ecosystems, involvement of
employers, and communication with partners? What technological
innovations can transform the learning process, and how can we ensure
access to these technologies for a wide range of learners? What are the
effective formats of collaboration between rural schools and
representatives of the goods and services market to ensure the relevance
of educational programs, their importance to rural identity, and the
specificities of the areas in which they are located? What tools can be
developed to ensure that the self-determined life of students in rural
schools acts as a factor in the development of the diversification of the
economy in rural settlements?

From our point of view, the development of the modern concept of
rurality in science as a whole and in the context of rural school
pedagogy, in particular, will help to concretize not only the modern
characteristics of rural schools but also rural-oriented strategies for a
self-determined life of students in this group of educational institutions.
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OBPA30BAHUW: MOCTAHOBKA UCCNENOBATENBCKOU
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AHHoTauus. Tpanchopmanusi COBpEMEHHOro cena: o0pasa IKU3HHU
HACeJICHUs, €r0 MJEHTUYHOCTH, IOBCEJHEBHBIX NPAKTHK, a TAKXKe TECHICHIUS
JIMBEPCUPHKAIIMN CETbCKOW AKOHOMHKH TPEeOYIOT paclIMpeHHs CIOXKHBIIETOCS
TPaIUIIMOHHOTO NepeyHs NMPo(ecCHOHAIBLHOTO BEIOOpA CENbCKUX HIKOJIBHUKOB.

AHanu3 mporpaMM pPasBUTHS CEIbCKUX INKOJ IIOKa3bIBaeT, YTO B
OOJIBLIMHCTBE CIy4aeB CTpaTernyeckue oOpa3oBaTeNbHbIE 1IN U 3a/1a4u cl1abo
YBSI3BIBAIOTCSL C IKOHOMHUYECKOHM U COLMOKYJIBTYPHOH crieliuHUKOil TeppuTOpHii,
Ha KOTODPBIX OHHU pacrojioxeHbl. KpaiiHe penko BcTpedaercss IEKOMIIO3UIIHS
3a1a4, KOPPENIUPYIOMUX € CENbCKOH / pypanbHON MACHTUYHOCTBIO U JIOKATBHBIM
COLIMOKYJIBTYPHBIM KOJOM.

PaccmoTtpenne  crpaternii  mpoQEeCCHOHAIBHOTO  CaMOONPENSNICHHUS
CeJIbCKUX  IIKOJIBHUKOB, B  OOOOMIEHHOM  BHAE  HANpaBJICHHBIX  Ha
CEeNTbCKOXO3IHCTBEHHBIH  CEKTOp, a TaKKe MEXaHW3Mbl HX pealn3alud
CBUJIETENILCTBYET 00 HX CTEPEOTUIHOCTH W OIpelenéHHOM (opmanusme.
B03MO0XHO, YTO HMEHHO IOJTOMY MOTEHLHAN CENbCKON MIKONbI (PaKTHIECKH He
paccMaTpuBaeTcsl yrnpaBlieHIaMH Kak (akTop M pecypc pa3BUTHS COLMAIBHO-
HKOHOMHYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUS TEPPUTOPHUHL.

B cBs3M ¢ 3TUM aKkTyallM3upyeTcs BONPOC IEJENOoIaraHusl CeIbCKUX KO
OTHOCHTEJIFHO JKH3HEHHOTO CaMOONpeneeHusT 00yJalomuXxcs, peIeBaHTHOTO
CEJIbCKOW HMJIEHTHYHOCTH M crHeuu(puKe TEeppUTOpUil MpUCYTCTBHA. VIMeHHO B
9TOM CIIy4ae CeJIbCKasi LIKOJa MOKET pacCMaTpUBATHCS KaK KIIIOYEBOH 3JIEMEHT
UHQPACTPYKTYpbl, HE MPOCTO TPAHCIUPYIOIIHNHA, HO W YKOPEHSIOIMH KOI
CEJIbCKOCTH / PYpPaIbHOCTH B JKU3HEHHBIX M NMPO(ECCHOHAIBHBIX TPACKTOPHIX
CEJIbCKOW MOJIOAEKH.

enp wuccnenoBaHusl 3aKIOYAETCS B IOCTAHOBKE HCCIIEIOBATENILCKON
npoOyieMbl O HEOOXOJUMOCTH COBPEMEHHOW KOHIENIHH  PYPabHOCTH
(cenbckocTH) B paMKax NEJarorMKH CEJIbCKOHM IIKOJBI KaK CaMOCTOSTEIbHOM
OTpaciy MeJarornueckoil Hayku. B HaydHOM mHOHMCKe MBI OyleM OmmMparthcs Ha
paHee cQOpPMHUPOBAHHOE HaMH IIOHMMaHHME CEJIbCKOW  IIKOJNBI  Kak
«CTIOXXHOOPTaHM30BAaHHOH  00pa3oBaTeNbHOW  CHCTEMBI,  CIIOCOOHOM K
caMOOpraHu3allid YW CaMOperyjsiiud B  YCJIOBUSX  «TUOpUAHON»
(peasbHOM/BUPTYANBHO) OHTOJIOTHH... B KadecTBe ee 0a30BBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK
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MOXHO BBIIEIHUTh: MOJU(QYHKINOHATBHOCTD, OTKPBITOCTh, NMPEEMCTBEHHOCTh U
aZaliTUBHOCTh K JIOKAJbHOM KYJIbType KOHKPETHOI'O CEJIbCKOI0 COLMYyMa,
KOHBEPI'€HTHOCTBY.

Wmeromuecss KOHLENMUUK PYpPabHOCTH  (CEIIbCKOCTH), ONMUpascCh Ha
COIMOJIOTHYECKUH TOAXOA, HMEIOT MEXIWCIUIUIMHAPHBIN Xxapaktep. Mnewm
(yHIAMEHTAJIbHOTO YPOBHS O CETEBOM OOIIECTBE OTPAa3WIMCh HAa Hay4YHBIX
MOAXOAAX, HCIONIb3YeMBIX Ul TEOPETHYEeCKOH WISHTH(QUKAuuU cena |
KOHIIENITYaIN3allii PYpPaIbHOCTH B YCJIOBUSX IOCTHHAYCTPHAJIbHOW 31oxu. B
KayeCcTBE OCHOBHBIX C Hamled TOYKM 3peHHs, MOTYT  BBICTYNATh
COLIMOKYJIBTYPHBIH, IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIH M CUCTEMHBIH IOJIXObI.

CoUnOKyIbTYPHBIH TIOAXOA IIO3BOJSIET PACIIMPUTH HCCIIEA0BATENBCKIE
IpaHMILIbl, PACCMATPUBasi CEJIbCKYIO IIKOJIy B CHCTEME KYJIbTYPHBIX KOOpPJIHHAT
(cMBICIIOB, LIEHHOCTEH, [IEHHOCTHBIX OpHEHTAIHH, TIPUHIIAIIOB),
00ecrneynBaonX COLHAJIbHBIE CBA3M, B IIEHTPE KOTOPBIX HAXOAMTCS YEIOBEK
akTuBHBIH (homo activus) — MHOTOMEpHOE OMO-COLMO-KYJIbTYPHOE CYILECTBO.
[IpocTpaHCTBEHHBIH ¥ CHCTEMHBIH MOJAXOJbI HEOOXOAMMBI B HCCIICIOBAaHUU B
KaueCcTBe KOMIUIEMEHTAapHbIX. [IpOCTpaHCTBEHHBI MOOXOJ HampaBiIeH Ha
SKCIUTMKALMIO TOJIOKEHUSI Cella B YCIOBUAX IioOanm3anuu W ypOaHM3aluu
COBPEMEHHOTO MHpA, PeaTn3alid POCCHHCKHX TOCYAAapCTBEHHBIX NPOTPaMM
SKOHOMHMYECKOTO pa3BUTHs TeppUTOpUH. B TeopeTHueckoM acrekTe MOXKHO
ONHUpaThCsl Ha IOHUMAHHME Cella KaK COBOKYIMHOCTH TPaHC(HOPMHUPYIOMIUXCS
MIPOCTPAHCTB, KaK (HU3MYECKHX, TaK W COUUAIbHBIX. CHCTEMHBIH IOAXO0
MI03BOJISIET YACPKHUBATh IIEITOCTHOCTD M CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOCTh HCCIIEIOBAHUSI.

Criennduka HOBOH CENBCKOCTH, €€ XapaKTEPUCTUKH MOTYT OBITH yYTEHBI
IIPU TPOEKTUPOBAHWUU PYPaTbHO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIX CTPATETHH JKU3HEHHOTO
caMooTpeeNeHus] 00yJaomuxcess celbckux MmKoy. OOpa3oBaHHE, B KOTOPOM
MIPOSIBJISICTCST COLIMOKYJIBTYPHBIN KO, YKOPEHSSI «CEJIbCKOCTBY, JOJDKHO OBITh
HaNpaBI€HO Ha pa3BUTHE KPEaTUBHOCTH, KPUTHYECKOTO  MBIIUICHHS,
KOMMYHHKATUBHBIX HAaBBIKOB W CIHOCOOHOCTM K COTPYAHHYECTBY. OTO
NPUHOUIAAIBHO ~ BOXHO Uil OyOymIMX  CIIELHAINCTOB,  CIIOCOOHBIX
peoOpa3oBbIBATH CEIbCKYI0 SKOHOMHUKY C Y4€TOM TpeOOBaHUH phIHKA.
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