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Annomayus. B cmamve npedcmasieruvl pe3yibmanmsl UCCIe008AHUSA GTUAHUSL COYUATLHBIX MeOUd
Ha UHGopMayuonuvle npuguIecUuy NOIUMUYECKUXx 2aum. B pazoene «Beedenuey asmop obocHosvigaem
aKmyanbHOCmMb membl U npobremvl c8oe2o ucciedosanus. Ilo eco Muenulo, OHa onpedensemcs
CMPeMUmMenbHbiM  pa3eumuem COYUATbHbIX MeOud, KOmopble CManu UHCMPYMEHMOM PA3IUYHbIX
NONUMUYECKUX aKmMOpos, UCHONL3VIOWUX Ux O oocmudcenus paziuunvlx yeneu. C  pazeumuem
COYUANbHBIX Meoua NOIUMUYecKUe UMbl CMAIKUBAIOMCA € HOBbIMU MPYOHOCMAMU 8 Peanu3ayuu
UHOPMAYUOHHBIX NPUBUIE2ULl, HO NPU IMOM NOIYHAIOM HOBbLE BO3MONCHOCIU 01 UHGOPMAYUOHHO20
Ooomunuposanus. Hccredosanue UHGOPMAYUOHHBIX NpUBULESULl NOIUMUYECKUX 2aum ewe 0Oonbuie
aKmyanuzupyemcs 8 Ycloeuax UH@OOpMayuoHHou 6ounwl. B paszdene «Mamepuanvt u memoowvt
UCCne006anully agmop o0dem Xapakmepucmuky ISMAUPUYECKOU U Memoo0I0SUYecKoll 6a3z c0e2o
uccneoosanus. B nepeyro on exmouarom omyemvl U OOKIAObL PA3IUYHBIX UCCAEO08AMENbCKUX
opeanusayull, HOPMAMUEHO-NPABOGble akmuvl U np. Bo emopyio — Kiaccuyeckyro meopuio saum,
COBPEMEHNYI0 Meopul0  NOIUMUYECKOU KOMMYHUKAYUU U COBPEMEHHYIO Meopuro  Meouamu3ayuu
noaumuxu. B «O630p numepamypuly agmop cucmemamuzupyem nyoIuKayuu, umeroujue OmHouleHue K
meme u npobneme ux uccineooganus. On evldensem mpu epynnel pabom: 1) pabomvl, 8 KOMOPbIX
paccmampusaemcs gzaumooeticmaue 2aum co CMK, ux KoMMYHUKAYUOHHASL AKMUBHOCHb U CIPAMe2UU
0CB0€HUS UHPOPMAYUOHHO20 NPOCMPAHCMEa; 2) pabombvl, a6mopbl KOMOPbIX AHATUSUPYIOM GIUAHUE
COYUANbHBIX MeOud Ha NOIUMuUYecKull npoyecc;, 3) pabomvl, 6 KOMOPbIX COYUATbHBIE Meoud
COOMHOCAMCSL C MAKOU 8ANCHOU NOIUMONI0UYECKOU Kame2opuell, Kak noaumudeckuil pexcum. B pazoene
«Pesynvmamul uccie008anuti u ux oocyicoenuey asmop Gopmyaupyem onpeoeneHue uH@GOpMayUoHHbIX
npusunecuil, NOHUMAs NOO HUMU NPUOPUMEMHBINL OOCMYN K MeOUanpoCmpancmay, npedocmasiiouull
cywjecmeeHHvle 803MONCHOCIU 6 00acmU UHPOPMAYUOHHO020 domunuposanus. On ymeepicoaem, 4mo,
60-NepeuIX,  coyuanbhble  Meoud  BbICMYRAIOM  (YAKmopom, — NpPensmcmeyowum — peanusayuu
NONUMUYECKUMU — STUMAaMU  UHOPMAYUOHHBIX — NpuuUIecutl, Mm.K. NoOpaA3yMesarom  npaKmuKu,
npomugopeyaujue SIUMAPHbIM  MOOEISM VAPABIEHUs O00Wecmeom, d 60-6MOPbIX, HMO C UYeabio
peanusayuu UHGOPMAYUOHHBIX NPUBUTIESUTI U COXPAHEHUS C80€20 COYUATbHO-NOIUMUYECKO20 CINAMYCA 8
YeioM NONUMUYECKUMU IIUMAaMU 6 HACmosujee 8pemsi NPUMEHIemcs 08¢ «peakmueHvley U O0O0HA
«MPOAKMUGHAsLY cmpamezuy. Aemop noduepkugaem, umo 8 YCAOGUAX NOAUMUYECKUX KPUSUCO8
nOCpeocmeom COYUANbHBIX MeOud ONNO3UYUsL NbIMAemcs YCMPAHUmMb KOMMYHUKAYUOHHYIO MOHONONIUIO
NOIUMUYECKUX 2aUm. A8mop makxoice yKasvigaem, ymo 6 Mupe «nocmnpagobly NOIUMUYECKUEe ITUMbL
NOMYYAIOM  HOBblE  B03MOJICHOCU — peanu3ayuu  ceoux ungopmayuonnvix npusuneeuti. Oonaxo
«nOCmnpasoa», YuUpKyaupyiowas 6 NpocmpaHcmee COYUanbHbIX Meoud, makdice OemepmMuHupyem
Gopmuposane onnO3UYUOHHBIX YEHMPOE
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uHgopmayuonnoeo npumsadiceHus. Hcnonv3ys Hogeliwiue OaunHble, OH HPUXOOUM K 6b1800Y, UMO
2ubpuonas eolna, paseazaHHas npomus Poccuu, npeononazaem npugieueHue Cywecmeyiouwux u
Gopmuposanue HOBbIX 8pAANCOEOHBIX YEHMPOE UHDOPMAYUOHHOLO NPUMANCEHUS, KI0Yegas 3a0aid
KOMOPBIX COCMOUM UMEHHO 8 NOOpblee UHPOPMAYUOHHO20 OOMUHUPOBAHUSL POCCULICKOU UMbl A 3d
HUM U 6 CO30aHUU U YNpaeieHuu 6HYMpueocyOapCmeeHHbIMU Kpusucamu, 6 Oecmabuiusayuu
noaumu4ecko2o pexcuma 6 cmpaue. B pazoene «3axnouenuey asmop noodgOOUM UMOSU CBOE20
uccnedo8anus, Kpamko nepeyucisis NOAYYeHHble Pe3yibmamol.

KiioueBble ciioBa: MOJUTHYECKAs DJINTA, MOJUTHYECKHE KOMMYHHKAIIMH, COIMANIbHBIE MEIua,
MIOCTIIPaB/a, CETeBast MOOVITH3AIIHS

Jns uurupoBanusi: Kyyaenxo E. U. Hugopmayuonnvie npusunecuu NOIUMUYECKUX ITUM 6

yenogusax pazsumusi coyuanviuix meoua // Cospemennas Hayka u unnosayuu. 2023. Ne 4 (44). C. 186-
192. https://doi.org/10.37493/2307-910X.2023.4.22

Abstract. The article presents the results of a study of the influence of social media on the
information privileges of political elites. In the “Introduction” section, the author substantiates the
relevance of the topic and problem of his research. In his opinion, it is determined by the rapid
development of social media, which have become a tool of various political actors who use them to
achieve various goals. With the development of social media, political elites face new difficulties in
exercising information privileges, but at the same time receive new opportunities for information
dominance. The study of the information privileges of political elites is becoming even more relevant in
the context of an information war. In the section “Materials and research methods” the author
characterizes the empirical and methodological bases of his research. The first includes reports and
reports from various research organizations, regulations, etc. The second includes the classical theory of
elites, the modern theory of political communication and the modern theory of mediatization of politics.
In the “Literature Review,” the author systematizes publications related to the topic and problem of their
research. He identifies three groups of works: 1) works that examine the interaction of elites with the
mass media, their communication activity and strategies for mastering the information space; 2) works
whose authors analyze the influence of social media on the political process; 3) works in which social
media are correlated with such an important political science category as the political regime. In the
“Research results and their discussion” section, the author formulates a definition of information
privileges, understanding them as priority access to the media space, which provides significant
opportunities in the field of information dominance. He argues that, firstly, social media acts as a factor
preventing political elites from exercising information privileges, because imply practices that contradict
elite models of managing society, and secondly, that in order to realize information privileges and
maintain their socio-political status in general, political elites are currently using two “reactive” and one
“proactive” strategies. The author emphasizes that in conditions of political crises, through social media,
the opposition is trying to eliminate the communication monopoly of political elites. The authors also
point out that in the “post-truth”world, political elites receive new opportunities to exercise their
information privileges. However, “post-truth” circulating in the space of social media also determines
the formation of opposition centers of information gravity. Using the latest data, he comes to the
conclusion that the hybrid war unleashed against Russia involves the involvement of existing and the
formation of new hostile centers of information gravity, the key task of which is precisely to undermine
the information dominance of the Russian elite, and then to create and manage internal crises, in
destabilizing the political regime in the country. In the “Conclusion” section, the author summarizes his
research, briefly listing the results obtained.

Keywords: political elite, political communications, social media, post-truth, network
mobilization

For citation: Kutsaenko El. The information privileges of political elites in the conditions of
social media development. Modern Science and Innovations. 2023;4(44):186-192. (In Russ.).
https://doi.org/10.37493/2307-910X.2023.4.22

Introduction. With the development of social media, political elites face new challenges
in exercising information privileges, as new resources have provided the wider population with
opportunities to wage large-scale campaigns to delegitimize various players in the political
playing field, as well as to effectively inform direct collective action. Previously, only political
elites had such opportunities. Recently, the number of accounts focused on creating and
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supporting negative images of individual members of the political elite has sharply increased.
Many collective actions that threaten to destabilize the regime are organized, coordinated and
prolonged using social media, giving researchers the right to talk about “twitter revolutions”.
Based on this, a comprehensive study of the threats to the information privileges of political
elites associated with the development of social media is required.

At the same time, social media have provided political elites with new opportunities to
exercise information privileges. To date, social media has turned out to be a space where
individual members of political elites are trying to form an image of the political world that is
significantly different from reality, but beneficial in terms of realizing information privileges and
receiving political dividends. Previously, before the spread of social media, traditional mass
media, which had their limitations in this regard, were used to implement “post-truth” policies
and develop populist agendas. Considering the instrumentalization of social media by political
elites, it becomes necessary to have a political scientific understanding of all the methods and
methods used for this.

With the intensification of the information war against Russia, with the growing number
of unfriendly and sometimes downright aggressive actions on the part of foreign information
resources, the Russian leadership is faced with the need to tighten control over the social media
space. Against the backdrop of ongoing changes, it seems timely to study both the importance of
implementing information privileges and ways to simplify control over the social media space,
where attempts to destabilize the political situation in the country continue.

Materials and research methods. The empirical base of the study consists of reports
and reports from various research organizations, regulations, materials of leading Russian and
foreign QMS, comments and speeches of Russian and foreign political leaders and officials, as
well as official documents.

The author’s understanding of the political elite follows from the provisions of classical
elitism (G. Mosca, R. Michels, V. Pareto, C.R. Mills, D.W. Domhoff [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]), implying the
inevitability of the existence of elites in modern societies. Considering the theoretical aspects of
the problem of information privileges of political elites, as well as their relationship with social
media, we relied on the provisions of the modern theory of political communication, in particular
the work of G. Wolfsfeld [6], emphasizing that political power inevitably transforms into power
over the mass media, and leaders If they lose control over the political environment, they
inevitably lose control over the content of news stories. The work used the theory of
mediatization of politics, developed, for example, by J. Stromback and F. Esser [7], which made
it possible to show changes in the attitude of elites towards social media.

Literature review. Existing publications, one way or another related to the topic of our
research, can be divided into three groups. The first group consists of works that examine the
interaction of elites with the mass media, their communication activity and strategies for
mastering the information space. Among these, for example, are the works of S.V. Anufrienko,
A K. Botasheva [8]; S. Valgrave, A. Zoizner, J. Sevenans, G. Tesena, P. Elst [9, 10, 11, 12].

The second group can include works whose authors analyze the influence of social media
on the political process. Among the Russian researchers who addressed relevant issues and
topics, one can name E.V. Efanov, D.D. Klyuchnikova, V.A. Kuzmina, T.L. Shestov [13, 14,
15], among foreign ones - M. Burnidge, A. Velazquez, G. Zuniga, E. Rojas, R. Tromble [16, 17,
18, 19].

The third group includes works in which social media are correlated with such an
important political science category as the political regime. The correlation between the spread
of social media and the characteristics of the political regime is discussed in the publications of
domestic researchers A.l. Bardakova, N.l. Krivosheeva, Ya.VV. Samarin [20, 21], as well as
foreign ones - S. Bradshaw, F. Howard, O. Kodily-Tediki, Ch. Kumara, N. Persili, D. Tucker
[22, 23, 24]. In the works of S.D. Gavrilova, A.A. Malkevich, S.I. Morozova, K.A. Novikova,
S.A. Pankratova, V.Sh. Surguladze [25, 26, 27, 28]; Y. Benrazek, S. Bulliann, S. Valenzuela, T.
Poel [29, 30, 31, 32] explore the destabilizing influence of social media on the political regime.

188 Bbinyck Ne 4, 2023



Modern Science and Innovations. 2023. No. 4 (44)

Research results and their discussion. Political elites have a number of privileges,
among which information privileges stand out. The analysis carried out allows us to conclude
that information privileges should be understood as priority access to the media space, which
provides significant opportunities in the field of information dominance. Political elites use the
media not only as a source of disseminating information regarding social problems, public
opinion and political opponents, but also as a means of influencing the masses, whose support is
extremely important for maintaining positions of power. Persons with a lower institutional status
cannot count on the instrumental use of the media space, being content only with information
consumption. As a result, of such information inequality, political elites secure a dominant
presence in the media space, which gives them a great advantage in the struggle for political
power.

Social media is a factor that creates new obstacles in the implementation of information
privileges by political elites, because imply practices that contradict elitist models of managing
society. Social media creates additional opportunities, firstly, for the expression of political
opinions, secondly, increasing the level of political education and, thirdly, actual political
participation in political life, including opposition actors. Each of these processes changes the
rules of the game in the information space: new actors, new topics of political discussions, as
well as new formats for the articulation of interests and civic activity, which together pose a
threat to the information dominance of political elites, appear.

In order to realize information privileges and maintain their socio-political status in
general, political elites are currently using two “reactive” and one “proactive” strategies.
“Reactive” ones include: the strategy of deactivating social media and the strategy of censoring
individual posts. “Proactive” refers to the strategy of elites co-opting the capabilities of social
media, which involves using these resources to implement and protect their own political
interests. “Reactive” strategies are a response to information activity that threatens the legitimacy
of elites and the stability of the political regime, while a “proactive” strategy is the actual
information activity of the political elite, aimed at increasing the level of its legitimacy and
regime stability.

In conditions of political crises, counter-elites and opposition groups eliminate the
communication monopoly of political elites through social media. In order to achieve this result,
opposition forces resort to the tactics of “network™ mobilization of protest participation, which
refers to activities related to preparation for protests using social media. Such mobilization
includes three components: cognitive, distributive and applied. It involves the active use by
opposition forces of a certain part of the media space, namely the space of social media. As a
result of these actions, the ability of political elites to hide politically “sensitive” facts, control
the circle of potential protest participants and the organizational efforts of opposition leaders and
coordinators is limited.

In modern conditions, social media is the main platform for the circulation of “post-truth”
- information about the world of politics, separated from the factual base and thereby preventing
the public from adequately responding to political events. “Post-truth,” which misleads the
public and continues to exist even after repeated denials, provides political elites with an
additional opportunity to exercise information privileges. At the same time, “post-truth”
circulating in the space of social media determines the formation of opposition centers of
information gravity, used by various representatives of the counter-elite and threatening the
information dominance of the political elite.

In the context of the recent aggravation of the information war against Russia, the
importance of the Russian elite exercising information privileges has increased significantly.
This is explained by the fact that a hybrid war, including the information component, unleashed
against Russia involves the attraction of existing and the formation of new hostile centers of
information gravity, the key task of which is precisely to undermine the information dominance
of the Russian political elite, and then to create and manage internal crises, in destabilizing the
political regime in the country. In these conditions, it is necessary to completely consolidate the
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information space of Russia, including social media, in order to organize and conduct effective

counter-information activities. This legitimizes the improvement and widespread use of the

entire range of strategies for implementing information privileges in the social media space:

deactivation of resources, censorship of posts and co-optation of social media capabilities.
Conclusion. The study did the following:

- the author’s concept of “information privileges of political elites” has been developed,
covering many aspects of the mutual influence of the political and media spaces, and the
possibility of its use to analyze the potential of the latest information and communication
technologies in political life has been justified;

- it has been established that social media is a factor that creates new difficulties in the
exercise of information privileges by political elites, since they open up new opportunities for
expressing political opinions, increasing the level of political education and the actual
participation in the political life of various actors, including those of the opposition, that
collectively undermines the information superiority of political elites;

- three main strategies are identified for the implementation by political elites of
information privileges when interacting with social media: blocking (deactivation) of social
media, censorship of individual posts and co-optation of the opportunities provided by social
media;

- it is substantiated that social media are an effective tool for destabilizing political life in
conditions of political crises, giving rise to the phenomenon of “network” mobilization of protest
participation, which, in turn, allows opposition forces to partially overcome the information
superiority of political elites;

- it was found that “post-truth” circulating in the space of social media is dualistic in
nature: on the one hand, it is used by political elites to realize information privileges, and on the
other hand, it creates oppositional centers of information attraction for various representatives of
the counter-elite;

- the importance of the Russian elite realizing their information privileges in the context of
a large-scale information war against Russia has been proven, since many hostile efforts are
aimed precisely at discrediting the country’s leadership with the aim of subsequently
destabilizing the entire Russian socio-political space.

JIUTEPATYPA

1. Mosca G. Elementi di Scienza Politica. Torino: Fratelli Bocca, 1923.

2. Michels R. Zur Sociologie des Parteiwesens in der Modernen Demokratie: Untersuchungen uber die
Oligarchischen Tendenzen des Gruppenlebens. Leipzig: Werner Klinkhardt, 1911.

3. Pareto V. Compendio di Sociologia Generale. Firenze: G. Barbera, 1920.

4. Mills C.W. The Power Elite. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1956.

5. Domhoff G.W. Who Rules America? Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall, 1967.

6. Wolfsfeld G. Making Sense of Media and Politics: Five Principles in Political Communication. Abingdon:
Routledge, 2011.

7. Stromback J., Esser F. Mediatization of Politics: Towards a Theoretical Framework // Mediatization of
Politics: Understanding the Transformation of Western Democracies / Ed. by F. Esser, J. Stromback. Basingstoke:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2014. P. 3-30.

8. boramepa A. K., Anyppuenko C. B. Mennanonurudeckuii mpormecc Kak (pakTop BIUSHHUA HAa COOBITHHHYIO
CTOPOHY TIOJIMTHYSCKOW JKU3HHU (Ha mpuMepe coObitmii Ha Ykpamne 2014-2015 rr.) // BectHuk Ilsturopckoro
rocynapcTBeHHOro yuusepcurera. 2019. Ne 1. C. 217-223.

9. Aelst P.V., Walgrave S. Information and Arena: The Dual Function of the News Media for Political Elites //
How Political Actors Use the Media: A Functional Analysis of the Media’s Role in Politics / Ed. by P.V. Aelst, S.
Walgrave. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2017. P. 1-20.

10. Zoizner A. The Consequences of Strategic News Coverage for Democracy: A Meta-Analysis //
Communication Research. 2021. Vol. 48. No.1. P. 3-25.

11. Sevenans J. How Mass Media Attract Political Elites’ Attention // European Journal of Political Research.
2018. Vol. 57. No. 1. P. 153-170.

12. Green-Pedersen C., Mortensen P.B., Thesen G. The Incumbency Bonus Revisited: Causes and Consequences
of Media Dominance // British Journal of Political Science. 2017. VVol. 47. No. 1. P. 131-148.

13. Epanora E. B. ConmanpHble Meua B aMEpUKaHCKOH IMyOIMYHON MOJIUTHKE (Ha IPUMEpE COLMAIBLHON CeTH
Twitter) // Bectauk Bonrorpaackoro rocymapcrBenHoro yHuBepcutera. Cepust 4: Hcropus. PermonoBeneHue.
Mesxaynapoausie otHornenus. 2020, Ne 3. C. 172-179.

190 Bbinyck Ne 4, 2023



Modern Science and Innovations. 2023. No. 4 (44)

14. KimrounukoB JI. JI. OcoOEHHOCTH COLMANBHBIX MEIUa B COBPEMEHHBIX MOJUTHYCCKHX Ipoueccax //
CoumanbHo-rymanutapssle 3uanus. 2021. Ne 1. C. 308-314.

15. HlecroBa T. JI., Ky3smun B. A. 3HaueHue «HOBBIX MeIua» B COBPEMEHHOM IOJIMTHYECKOM Hpouecce //
Bectauk Mockosckoro yauBepcurera. Cepust 27: ['mobanucTrka u reononuruka. 2019. Ne 2. C. 69-77.

16. Barnidge M. et al. Social Media as a Sphere for «Risky» Political Expression: A Twenty-Country Multi-
Level Comparative Analysis // The International Journal of Press/Politics. 2018. Vol. 23. No. 2. P. 161-182.

17. Velasquez A., Rojas H. Political Expression on Social Media: The Role of Communication Competence and
Expected Outcomes // Social Media + Society. 2017. Vol. 3. No. 1. P. 1-13.

18. Song H., Gil de Zuniga H., Boomgaarden H.G. Social Media News Use and Political Cynicism: Differential
Pathways Through “News Finds Me” Perception // Mass Communication and Society. 2020. Vol. 21. No. 1. P. 47-
70.

19. Tromble R. Thanks for (Actually) Responding! How Citizen Demand Shapes Politicians’ Interactive
Practices on Twitter // New Media & Society. 2018. Vol. 20. No. 2. P. 676-697.

20. bapmaxoB A. U., Kpusomeera H. M. JleMokpaTuueckuii MOTCHIMAN COIMATBHBIX Meaua // [lapamurmer
yIIpaBJeHUsl, 5)KOHOMUKH U mpaBa. 2020. Ne 2. C. 11-17.

21. Camapun S1. B. JlemokpaTusi B yCIOBHSIX CETEBOr0 o0IecTBa: MpoOieMsl U nepcrnekTussl // [lomurnaeckas
skcneprusa: [IOJIMTIKC. 2020. Ne 2. C. 251-262.

22. Bradshaw S., Howard P.N. Social Media and Democracy in Crisis // Society and the Internet: How Networks
of Information and Communication are Changing Our Lives / Ed. by M. Graham, W.H. Dutton. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2019. P. 212-227.

23. Kumar Jha C., Kodila-Tedika O. Does Social Media Promote Democracy? Some Empirical Evidence //
Journal of Policy Modeling. 2020. Vol. 42. Ne 2. P. 271-290.

24. Persily N., Tucker J.A. Introduction // Social Media and Democracy: The State of the Field and Prospects for
Reform / Ed. by N. Persily, J.A. Tucker. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2020. P. 1-9.

25. IanxparoB C. A., Mopozos C. U., T'aBpunos C. . IIporecTHass aKTUBHOCTb COBPEMEHHON MOJIOACKU B
KOHTEKCTEe MHCTUTYLHOHaNM3auu 1HppoBoi mnoiutukk // BectHuk Bonrorpaackoro rocynapcTBeHHOTO
yauBepcurera. Cepus 4: Vctopus. Pernonosenenue. Mexxaynapoansie otHouenus. 2022. Ne 1. C. 213-224.

26. ManbkeBuu A. A. Pojib coIManbHBIX CETe B MPOTECTHOM IMOJUTHYSCKOM ydacTuu // YTpaBieHYEeCKOe
koHcynbTupoBanue. 2020. Ne 1. C. 35-42.

27. HoukoBa K. A. DBonrouus ¢axkropa connalbHbIX MeKa B IpoTecTax Ha Tepputopun Vcnanuu // Borpockr
HalMOHANIBHBIX U (enepaTuBHbIX oTHOIEeHHH. 2021. Ne 3. C. 925-932.

28. Cyprynmamze B. II. CommanpHble Meaua — HHCTPYMEHT COLHAIBHO-TIOJUTHICCKON JeCTaOMIN3auu
oOmmiecTBa: yrpo3sl, TCHICHINH, NepcnekTuBHl // ['ymanutapHeie Hayku. BecTHuk ®HHAHCOBOTO YHUBEpPCHUTETA.
2020. Ne 1. C. 6-13.

29. Benrazek Y. The Role of Social Media as a Public Sphere in the Algerian Protests: An Analytical Study //
Journal of Intercultural Communication Research. 2022. Vol. 51. No. 2. P. 153-173.

30. Boulianne S., Koc-Michalska K., Bimber B. Mobilizing Media: Comparing TV and Social Media Effects on
Protest Mobilization // Information, Communication & Society. 2020. Vol. 23. No. 5. P. 642-664.

31. Valenzuela S. Unpacking the Use of Social Media for Protest Behavior: The Roles of Information, Opinion
Expression, and Activism // American Behavioral Scientist. 2013. Vol. 57. No. 7. P. 920-942.

32. Poell T. Social Media, Temporality, and the Legitimacy of Protest // Social Movement Studies. 2020. Vol.
19. No. 5-6. P. 609-624.

REFERENCES

1. Mosca G. Elementi di Scienza Politica. Torino: Fratelli Bocca; 1923 (In Ital.).

2. Michels R. Zur Sociologie des Parteiwesens in der Modernen Demokratie: Untersuchungen uber die
Oligarchischen Tendenzen des Gruppenlebens. Leipzig: Werner Klinkhardt; 1911 (In Germ.).

3. Pareto V. Compendio di Sociologia Generale. Firenze: G. Barbera; 1920.

4. Mills CW. The Power Elite. Oxford: Oxford University Press; 1956.

5. Domhoff GW. Who Rules America? Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall; 1967.

6. Wolfsfeld G. Making Sense of Media and Politics: Five Principles in Political Communication. Abingdon:
Routledge; 2011.

7. Stromback J, Esser F. Mediatization of Politics: Towards a Theoretical Framework. Mediatization of Politics:
Understanding the Transformation of Western Democracies. Ed. by F. Esser, J. Stromback. Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan; 2014. P. 3-30.

8. Botasheva AK, Anufrienko SV. Mediapoliticheskii protsess kak faktor vliyaniya na sobytiinuyu storonu
politicheskoi zhizni (na primere sobytii na Ukraine 2014-2015 gg.). Vestnik Pyatigorskogo gosudarstvennogo
universiteta. 2019;217-223. (In Russ.).

9. Aelst PV, Walgrave S. Information and Arena: The Dual Function of the News Media for Political Elites.
How Political Actors Use the Media: A Functional Analysis of the Media’s Role in Politics. Ed. by P.V. Aelst, S.
Walgrave. Cham: Springer International Publishing; 2017. P. 1-20.

10. Zoizner A. The Consequences of Strategic News Coverage for Democracy: A Meta-Analysis.
Communication Research. 2021;48(1):3-25.

11. Sevenans J. How Mass Media Attract Political Elites’ Attention. European Journal of Political Research.
2018;57(1):153-170.

Issue No. 4, 2023 191



CoBpemMeHHast Hayka 1 nHHOBaruu. 2023. Ne 4 (44)

12. Green-Pedersen C, Mortensen PB, Thesen G. The Incumbency Bonus Revisited: Causes and Consequences
of Media Dominance. British Journal of Political Science. 2017;47(1):131-148.

13. Efanova EV. Sotsial'nye media v amerikanskoi publichnoi politike (na primere sotsial'noi seti Twitter).
Vestnik Volgogradskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Seriya 4: Istoriya. Regionovedenie. Mezhdunarodnye
otnosheniya. 2020;3:172-179. (In Russ.).

14. Klyuchnikov DD. Osobennosti sotsial'nykh media v sovremennykh politicheskikh protsessakh. Sotsial'no-
gumanitarnye znaniya. 2021;1:308-314. (In Russ.).

15. Shestova TL, Kuz'min VA. Znachenie «novykh media» v sovremennom politicheskom protsesse. Vestnik
Moskovskogo universiteta. Seriya 27: Globalistika i geopolitika. 2019;2:69-77. (In Russ.).

16. Barnidge M. et al. Social Media as a Sphere for “Risky: Political Expression: A Twenty-Country Multi-
Level Comparative Analysis. The International Journal of Press/Politics. 2018;23(2):161-182.

17. Velasquez A, Rojas H. Political Expression on Social Media: The Role of Communication Competence and
Expected Outcomes. Social Media + Society. 2017;3(1):1-13.

18. Song H, Gil de Zuniga H, Boomgaarden HG. Social Media News Use and Political Cynicism: Differential
Pathways Through “News Finds Me” Perception. Mass Communication and Society. 2020;21(1):47-70.

19. Tromble R. Thanks for (Actually) Responding! How Citizen Demand Shapes Politicians’ Interactive
Practices on Twitter. New Media & Society. 2018;20(2):676-697.

20. Bardakov Al, Krivosheeva NI. Demokraticheskii potentsial sotsial'nykh media. Paradigmy upravleniya,
ekonomiki i prava. 2020;2:11-17. (In Russ.).

21. Samarin YaV. Demokratiya v usloviyakh setevogo obshchestva: problemy i perspektivy. Politicheskaya
ekspertiza: POLITEKS. 2020;2:251-262. (In Russ.).

22. Bradshaw S, Howard PN. Social Media and Democracy in Crisis. Society and the Internet: How Networks of
Information and Communication are Changing Our Lives. Ed. by M. Graham, WH. Dutton. Oxford: Oxford
University Press; 2019. P. 212-227.

23. Kumar Jha C, Kodila-Tedika O. Does Social Media Promote Democracy? Some Empirical Evidence. Journal
of Policy Modeling. 2020;42(2):271-290.

24. Persily N, Tucker JA. Introduction. Social Media and Democracy: The State of the Field and Prospects for
Reform. Ed. by N. Persily, JA. Tucker. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press; 2020. P. 1-9.

25. Pankratov SA, Morozov Sl, Gavrilov SD. Protestnaya aktivnost' sovremennoi molodezhi v kontekste
institutsionalizatsii tsifrovoi politiki. Vestnik Volgogradskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Seriya 4: Istoriya.
Regionovedenie. Mezhdunarodnye otnosheniya. 2022;1:213-224. (In Russ.).

26. Mal'kevich AA. Rol' sotsial'nykh setei v protestnom politicheskom uchastii. Upravlencheskoe
konsul'tirovanie. 2020;1:35-42. (In Russ.).

27. Novikova KA. Evolyutsiya faktora sotsial'nykh media v protestakh na territorii Ispanii. Voprosy
natsional’'nykh i federativnykh otnoshenii. 2021;3:925-932. (In Russ.).

28. Surguladze VSh. Sotsial'nye media — instrument sotsial'no-politicheskoi destabilizatsii obshchestva: ugrozy,
tendentsii, perspektivy. Gumanitarnye nauki. Vestnik Finansovogo universiteta. 2020;1:6-13. (In Russ.).

29. Benrazek Y. The Role of Social Media as a Public Sphere in the Algerian Protests: An Analytical Study.
Journal of Intercultural Communication Research. 2022;51:2:153-173.

30. Boulianne S, Koc-Michalska K, Bimber B. Mobilizing Media: Comparing TV and Social Media Effects on
Protest Mobilization. Information, Communication & Society. 2020;23(5):642-664.

31. Valenzuela S. Unpacking the Use of Social Media for Protest Behavior: The Roles of Information, Opinion
Expression, and Activism. American Behavioral Scientist. 2013;57(7):920-942.

32. Poell T. Social Media, Temporality, and the Legitimacy of Protest. Social Movement Studies. 2020;19:5-
6:609-624.

NH®OPMAIIUA Ob ABTOPE
Exatepuna Uropesna Kynaenko — crapmmuii npenogaBarens, [I9Turopckuii rocy1apcTBeHHBIH
yHuBepcurer, rnp. Kanunauna, 9, r. [Tsturopcek, 357532, Poccusi, kKutsaenkoei@gmail.com

INFORMATION ABOUT THE AUTHOR
Ekaterina 1. Kutsaenko — Assistant Professor, Pyatigorsk State University, 9, Kalinin Avenue,
Pyatigorsk, 357532, Russia, kutsaenkoei@gmail.com

KongaukT nHTEpecoB: aBTOp 3asBIsIET 00 OTCYTCTBUM KOH(IIMKTA HHTEPECOB.
Conflict of interest: the author declares no conflicts of interests.

Cmamusa nocmynuna 6 pedaxyuio: 13.10.2023;
0006pena nocne peyensuposanus: 09.11.2023,;
npunsma k nyonuxayuu: 10.12.2023.

The article was submitted: 13.10.2023;

approved after reviewing: 09.11.2023;
accepted for publication: 10.12.2023.

192 Bbinyck Ne 4, 2023


mailto:kutsaenkoei@gmail.com



