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ATTITUDE OF THE YOUNG OF TOMSK TO THE WORK AND EDUCATIONAL

MIGRANTS (BY AN EXAMPLE OF THE STUDY OF THE YOUNG OF TOMSK)
Key words: migrant image, work and educational migrants, attitude of the young.

Abstract: The article presents the results of the social study of the attitude of the young of Tomsk
to migrants, conducted in May–June 2016. The first part of the article contains the estimation analysis
of the interethnic situation in Tomsk, attitude to the openness of the city for migrants with different
purposes: work, study, residence, and tourism. The results are compared to those of the similar study in
2011. Variance in attitude of different young groups is shown for different migrant types (work and
educational); reasons and factors are found for positive and negative attitude to these groups. The
comparative analysis  is  carried out for the same reason groups as attitude factors to work and educa-
tional migrants. Some dependences of the studied variables on the gender of respondents, their age,
level of the degree being obtained, nationality, and duration of Tomsk residency are found.
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