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Civil Society Monitoring 

 (since 2006, funded by NRU HSE) 

 The «core» of the monitoring: volunteerism, 
charity, the formation of Third Sector and the 
position of NPOs + various issue-based studies 

 Representative population surveys (2000 
respondents, 41 500 respondents)  

 All-Russia surveys of NGOs (1005 leaders and 
CEOs) 

 Mass-media and other sources 
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The changing models 

 The latent growth model (“snowdrops”) – since “the thaw” till “perestroika” 

 The import-dependent model: 

– economic collapse and anomie, 

–  import of ideas, institutions and resources for civil society development 
(1997: NGOs’ contribution to GDP - $66 million, the budget of the USAID 
office in Russia – $173 million, the Soros’s donation for Russia - $33 
million)  

 The rooted model: 

– fairly rapid economic growth, 

– the modern middle class – about 20 per cent of the population, 

– domestic sources of development, 

– the third sector as “a mirror” of the society (rather than its “mentor”)     
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Community engagement in charitable activities 
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During the last year have you volunteered for the 
benefit of other people who are not your family or 

relatives? If yes, how often did you volunteer? 

During the last year, have you made any charitable 
donations, given money  to people who is in need 
and whom you don't know personally  (including 

beggars)? If yes, then how often? 
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During the last year besides working at my job I have 
volunteered for the benefit of other people 
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Activities 

Distribution of answers for the question:  

Which of these activities did you perform last year? (Card, any number of responses) 

  
among 

nonparticipants  
of NPO 

among 
participants  

of NPO 

among leaders 
 of NPO 

participated in public campaigns in support of people in 
difficult situation 

5 21 37 

participated in community efforts on the improvement of 
your house, courtyard, city (village, settlement) 

27 53 45 

participated in meetings of the residents  of a building 18 35 31 

assembled a team to address your own or someone else's 
problem 

5 15 35 

petitioned governmental institutions on a personal issue 6 16 32 
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Political sympathies and activism  

 Heterogeneous society 

 Political sympathies of the population (August 2013): liberal views – 9%, social-
democratic views – 34%, communist – 16%, in favor of a “strong hand” – 17% 

 Political sympathies of NGOs leaders: liberal values – 20%, social democratic 
values – 16%, conservative – 11%, communist – 5%, nationalist – 3%, neutral – 
40% 

 Sympathy for nationalism are growing rapidly, especially among youth 

 2011-2012: protesters were about 1 % of Muscovites, much less in other 
largest cities 

 18% NGO leaders were involved in political events (pro- and antigovernment 
demonstrations etc.). Sympathizers of communism much more than any other 

 “If there is a change of political regime in the country in the near future, will it 
be favorable for organizations like yours?”:   “Yes” – 4%, “Probably yes” – 12%, 
“Probably not” – 26%, “Not” – 12% 
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■ In accordance with the Russian legislation, a nonprofit organization (NPO) is an 
organization established for purposes other than income generation 

■ Socially oriented NGOs (SO NGOs) 

■ More than 430,000 officially registered NPOs (state/municipal organizations not 
included) 

■ Actually working are about 40 per cent of those officially registered 

■ About %  of economically active population  work in nonprofit sector 

■ General level of involvement in voluntary work in nonprofit sector was 3.02% of 

the economically active population (3.2% of the employed population).  
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Volunteers in NGOs 

■ More than 75% of Russian NGOs use volunteers’ labour to different extent.  

■ General level of involvement in voluntary work in nonprofit sector was 3.02% of 
the economically active population (3.2% of the employed population) in 2008.  

■ Involvement of Russian people in formal volunteering depends on age, level of 
education, income, place of residence.    

■ On average volunteers work 26 hours per month in Russian NGOs.  

■ In terms of full employment volunteer labour force constitutes 0.42% of the 
economically active population or 0.44% of the economically employed 
population. 

■ If the work of volunteers was remunerated at the same level as the work of hired 
employees of NGOs, then the cost of voluntary work would be RUB 16.4 billion 

(US$ 542 million) annually. 
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Percentage of volunteers in nonprofit sector* 
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*Data by the Center for Civil Society Studies, John’s Hopkins University in frames of Comparative 

Non-profit Sector Project.  
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NGOs: main fields of activity  

(per cent) 
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Distribution of answers for the question: 

«Number of permanent staff employees 

 in 2012» 

Staff employees and volunteers 
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Distribution of answers for the question: «What  sources of funding does your organization have?» 

(per cent of respondents) 

Sources of NGO funding  
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Distribution of answers for the question: «How do you assess the economical situation  

of your organization today?» 

Economic situation of NGOs 

6 

13 

9 

4 

16 

3 

28 

21 

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

difficult to answer

insufficiency of funding threatens the existence of the organization, we
work on pure enthusiasm

to keep the organization going, too much effort goes into fundraising to
the detriments of core activity

the organization has to put up with low-skilled employees because of
insufficient funding

there's enough funds to pay employees of suitable skills, but not enough
acquire (renovate) decent fixed assets

there is enough funds to accumulate financial reserves

there's enough funds to implement all core activities, but many new
ideas have to be set back because of insufficient resources

generally, there's enough resources to implement all plans

19 
Higher School of Economics , Moscow, 2013 



Higher School of Economics , Moscow, 2012 

photo 

photo 

20 

Do people pin their hopes on NGOs? 

■ 76% of the population wanted NGOs to participate actively in resolution of 
social problems 

■ Only 33% of citizens assess this participation more or less satisfactory 

■ “Are NGOs able to influence the social conflicts? Is their influence principally 
positive or negative?” 

• “Their influence can not be significant” – 14% 

• “They are able to foment conflicts in the main” – 8% 

• “They are able to prevent and mitigate conflicts in the main” – 21% 

• “Their influence is ambivalent” – 31% 

• Undecided – 27% 
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Distribution of answers to the question: «What attitude toward authorities, in your opinion, do most 
public associations and other NPOs, civic initiatives currently have? » (% of respondents) 

 

NGO attitude toward authorities 

10 

0 

1 

14 

15 

17 

27 

32 

36 

2 

1 

16 

8 

15 

12 

26 

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

difficult to answer

other

Inhibit the work of authorities

Use the authorities to solve own problems

Assist authorities in their activies and undertakings

Protect citizens interests vis-a-vis authorities

Jointly with authorities develop and implement socially
important  programs

Mind their own business, avoiding unnecessary
contacts with authorities

All population NPO

Higher School of Economics , Moscow, 2013 



Высшая школа экономики, Москва, 2011 

фото 

фото 

фото 

Характерные черты институциональной среды и устойчивости 
организаций третьего сектора Санкт-Петербурга  

23 

Distribution of answers to the question: «What attitude, in your opinion, does the government 
currently have towards public associations, other NPOs and civic initiatives? » (% of respondents) 

 

Government’s actual attitude toward NPOs 
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Distribution of answers to the question: «And what attitude, in your opinion, SHOULD have the 

government currently towards public associations, other NPOs and civic initiatives? » (% of 
respondents) 

 

Government’s desirable attitude toward NPOs 
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