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Annomayus. OCHOBHOM IETBIO MCCIICAOBAHMS SBISUIOCH IPOBEACHHUE aHAI3a COIMAIBHOTO KaluTala CTyJCHTOB
KOJIJIEJKa U €TO BIIMSHHUE Ha HX MPOPECCHOHANBHYIO YCIICITHOCTh Ha PHIHKE Tpya. BeiOopka cocTosiia u3 CTyAeH-
TOB 0YHOH (hopMbI 00yueHHsT Py HEHCKOTO MmoNuTeXHUIecKoro Koyuiemka (n=306). [ craTHCTHYeCKOTo aHai3a
JIAHHBIX MCIIOJIb30BAIMCh METO/IbI OMTUCATEIFHON CTATUCTUKU U METO/I (JaKTOPHOTO aHamm3a. Pe3ynbrarsl nccneno-
BaHUs ITOKa3ajik, 4YTO YPOBECHBb CONMAJIBHOTO KalmruTajla CTYyACHTOB KOJUICKa TOBOJIBHO HI/I3KI/II>1, 9TO OTPULIATCIIBHO
CKa3bIBACTCA Ha UX HpO(ﬁbeCCI/IOHaHBHOI\/'I YCHOCITHOCTH. HpaKTI/I‘IeCKaH 3HAYMMOCTD 3aKITI0YACTCA B MPCATTOKCHHBIX
PEKOMEHIAIMAX 11O TIOBBIIICHUIO YPOBHS COIUATIBHOTO KalUTala CTyICHTOB KOJIISIDKA.
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Abstract. The primary aim of this study was to conduct an analysis of the social capital of college students and ex-
amine its influence on their professional success in the labor market. The sample comprised full-time students from
Rudny Polytechnic College (n = 306). Descriptive statistical methods and factor analysis were employed for the
statistical examination of the data. The findings revealed that the students’ level of social capital is relatively low,
which adversely affects their professional success. The practical significance of the study lies in the recommenda-
tions put forward to enhance the social capital of college students.
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BBenenne B KOHIENIMIO COLMATBLHOI0 KAUTAJIA

TepMUH «COLMAILHOTO KaIllUTall» BIIEPBBIE YIIO-
MuHaercs B padote JI. Xanudana B 1916 roay [7], HoO
HanboJiee aKTHBHOE Pa3BUTHE KOHIICIIIIUHU COITUATBEHO-
ro KamuTana HaurmHaeTcs B 60-¢ roasl XX Beka ¢ paboT
I'. bekkepa, X. JIxx. Jxoncona, T. Y. lllynpua, BKIItO-
YHBIIMX B SKOHOMHYIECKYIO TEOPHIO KATETOPHIO «YUellO-
Beueckuit kanutam» [4; 8; 12]. Crnemyroias BoJHa aK-
TUBHOCTH B UCCIICIOBAHUHN COIMAILHOTO KarmnTaja OT-

© JlykmanoBa M. b., 2025

paxkena B padorax P. Ilataama, J[. Koynmana, A. Iop-
Teca u ap. [2; 3; 5; 6; 10; 11]. B nocnennue necsartuie-
THS HOHATHE COLUAIBHOTO KalUTana cTajlo 00bEKTOM
AKTHBHBIX UCCIEJOBAaHUN B COLIMOJIOT MY, TIEAArOruKe 1
ncuxojioruu [Hanpumep, 1; 9]. ConnanbHblil Kanuran
OXBaTbIBACT IIMPOKUI CIEKTP B3aUMOJCHCTBUN BHY-
TPU COLMAIBHBIX CETEH, BKIIIOYas IOBEPUE, COTPYIHU-
YECTBO, B3aUMOIIOMOIIb U MEXKITMYHOCTHBIE CBSI3H. JTa
KaTeropus UrpaeT KIFUYeBYIO POJIb KaK B Pa3BUTHH 00-
LIECTBA B 11€JI0M, TaK U B CTAHOBJIEHUH OT/IEJIBHBIX €T0
YJICHOB, B YACTHOCTH CTYZCHTOB.
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B obpasoBarensHOM cpee COIMANBHBIN KauTal
BBICTYIIAaeT BaXXHBIM (PAKTOPOM, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIUM
aKaJIeMUYECKUM ycIiexaM, JUIHOCTHOMY pPOCTY, CO-
UATU3aIKd U PO(YecCHOHATLHON MOJITrOTOBKE CTY-
neHToB. Komnemxk, kak oOpa3oBaTebHOE yUpeKae-
HUE, BBIOIHACT HE TOJBKO YIeOHYI0, HO M COITHAITh-
HyI0 (YHKIHIO, CO37aBas MPOCTPAHCTBO ISl op-
MHPOBaHHUS CETe KOHTAKTOB, KOTOPbIE MOTYT CTaTh
KIIIOYEBBIMU PeCypcaMu IJIsl KapbepHOT'O POCTA.

ConuanbHblii KanuTaa B 00pa30BaTeJILHOM cpee

ConmansHBIA KalmuTall IPEICTaBIseT co00i ceTh
CBSI3¢ M OTHOILIEHUMN, MOCTPOEHHBIX Ha JOBEPUH,
B3aMMOIIOMOIIX U 0OMEHEe OmbITOM. B KoJuTemKe ero
MOKHO CTPYKTYPHUPOBATH CICAYIOIIUM 00pa3oM:

* B3auMoOTHOILIEHNS C OMHOKYPCHUKAMU: B3aUMO-
NEHCTBUE C IPY3bSIMA U OJHOTPYIIITHUKAMH CIIOCO0-
CTByeT 00MeHy y4eOHBIMU MaTepUAIaAMHU, HIICIMU K
MPAKTHIECKOMY OCBOCHHIO HABBIKOB KOMAaHTHOW pa-
6OTHI.

* KoHTakThI ¢ IpenogaBaTeIsiMi 1 HAaCTaBHUKAMU:
MeIaroTy CTAHOBSTCS HCTOYHUKOM 3HAHHM, Mpodec-
CHOHAJIFHBIX COBETOB M pEKOMEH AN, KOTOPBIE MO-
TyT OBITH IIEHHBIMH TIPU TTOUCKE PAOOTHI MITH CTaXKH-
POBOK.

* CBs3U C BBITYCKHUKAMU U CTapIIMMHU CTyIEHTAa-
MU: TaKU€ OTHOIICHHS OMOTAIOT IMOIy4YUTh UHPOP-
MAaIliio0 0 BO3MOXKHOCTSIX TPYAOYCTPOHCTBA, CTAXKH-
pPOBKaxX U HACTABHUYECTBE.

OTH 37IEMEHTHI CIOCOOCTBYIOT HE TOJIBKO yCIICTII-
HOMY OOYYECHHIO, HO U 3aKJIaIBIBAIOT (DYHIAMEHT JUIS
po¢eCCHOHANBHOM Kaphepbl, 0COOCHHO Ha ee paH-
HUX JTanax.

Poap comuanibHOro KamurTajga B mpodeccHo-
HAJbHOM Pa3BUTUH

1. ITognepxka B yuebe U OCBOCHUY HOBBIX 3HAHUH.
CornanpHbie CBSI3U O0JIETYaroT MPOLECC 00y4eHus,
MPEIOCTABIISA BO3MOKHOCTh OOMEHHUBATHCS 3HAHUS-
MU, peliaTh CIOXKHBIC 3a7a4d B TPYIIE U HAXOIUTh

@ Kenckun
@ Mysxckoi

Puc. 1. Jlemocpagpuuecxue xapaxmepucmuxu
pecnoHoenmos: o3pacm

Fig. 1. Demographic characteristics of respondents:
age

Hambosee 3¢ (heKTUBHBIE TTOAXO/IBI K YI€OHBIM IIPO-
eKTaM.

2.Pa3BuTHE HaBBIKOB KOMaHIHOH paboThl. PaboTa
B TPYIIIax, XapaKTepHas [ 00pa30BaTebHOTO MPO-
1ecca B KOJUIEIKaX, IOMOTAeT pa3BUBATh HABBIKU
B3aMMOJIEHCTBUS, pacTIpeieeH s 3a/1a4 ¥ IPHUHATHS
peteHuil. T0 TOTOBUT CTYI€HTOB K TPEOOBAHUSM CO-
BPEMEHHBIX paboTogaTeeH.

3.Pexomenganuu u HacTaBHUYecTBO. [IpenonaBa-
TEJH U CTapIINe KOJUIETH MOTYT JIeNUThCS ipodeccu-
OHAJTEHEIM OIBITOM, TIOMOTaTh B BEIOOpE 00Opa3oBa-
TENBHBIX TPACKTOPHUH, a TAaKXKe NMPEJOCTABIATh PEKO-
MEHIalnu, BOCTpeOOBaHHBIC IPU TPYIOYCTPOICTRBE.

4. loctyn K nHGOpMAIIMU O BOZMOXKHOCTSIX. MHOTHE
KapbepHbIe BOBMOXXHOCTH TepeatoTcs yepe3 Hedop-
MaJIbHbIE KaHAIIBI. AKTHBHOE y4acTHE B CTYJCHYECKOH
KHU3HHU PacIIMpseT AOCTYI K TaKOH HHPOpMAaIn.

5. @opmupoBanune npodeccuoHansHoi cetr. [lon-
Jiep’KaHue CBA3eH C OMHOKYPCHUKAMH U MperojaBaTe-
JISIMU TIOCJIE OKOHYaHUsI y4eOHOTO 3aBEJICHUS CO3/1aeT
0a3y i mpoHeCCHOHATBHOM OUISPIKKU B Oy TyIIEM.

6.OMo1MOHaIbHAS TOAJIEPXKKA U TMOBBIIIIEHUE YBE-
perrocTH. ConuanbHbIe CBA3HM B KOJIJIEKE CHUXKA-
0T CTpecC OT y4eOHBIX Harpy30K, CO3Iar0T OLIyIIe-
HUE NPUHAJUICKHOCTHU U MOJEPKUBAIOT CTYICHTOB B
CJIOKHBIX CUTYAIIHSX.

HccienoBanue cONMAJBLHOI0 KaMUTAJA Cpeau
CTYAeHTOB

B xonne HOs6ps 2024 roma ObLTO MPOBENEHO HC-
clIeJOBaHMeE, MOCBSIIEHHOE aHAIU3y YPOBHS COLH-
ANBHOTO KamWTaja CpeIu CTyIeHTOB PymHeHCkoro
MOJIMTEXHUYECKOTO KoJulemxka. B onmpoce mpuHsIN
yuactue 306 cTyneHToB, u3 Hux 78,2 % toHomen u
21,8 % pmeBymiek (puc. 1) B BO3pacTHON KaTeropuu
ot 15 mo 20 net (puc. 2). JanHoe pacnpeaeneHue pe-
CIIOH/ICHTOB SIBJISICTCS PEIPE3CHTATUBHBIM, COOTBET-
CTBEHHO, BBIBOJIBI MOT'YT OBITh SKCTPAIOINPOBAHbI Ha
reHEPaIbHYI0 COBOKYITHOCTh — cTyAeHToB PTITK.

® 15
@® 16

17
® 18
@® 19
® 20

‘

Puc. 2. [lemoepagpuueckue xapaxmepucmuxu
pecnoHoenmos: nou

Fig. 2. Demographic characteristics of respondents:
gender
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Brusanue CoyualbHO2O Kanumania Ha npod;eccuonaﬂbHyio YCNEeutHocms 6blNYCKHUKOB Konieoca

[MeperIit Bompoc kacaicst noBepus Boodwie «Ecim el kak B World Values Survey'. JlaHHble mokasaiy,
TOBOPUTH B OOIIIEM, KaK BBl yMaeTe, MOXKHO JIM 10-  YTO YpoBeHb AoBepus cTyaenToB PIITK (13%) aixke,
BEpATH OONBIIMHCTBY Jtozeit? (Ouenure mo 5-6ans- 4eM ypoBEHb JOBEPHUS MOIOAEKHU AaHHOTO BO3pacTa
HOW miKane, riae 1 — coBeplieHHO He coriaceH(-Ha), B cpexHeM 1o ctpaHe (30%).

5 — coBeplIeHHO cornaceH(-Ha))». Pe3ynpTarsl noka- Crenyromuii BOIpoc Kacalcsl JOBEpHUsl CTyIEHTOB
3BIBAIOT, YTO OKOJIO MOJIOBUHBI cTyneHToB oOmanaror PIITK GompmmucTBY MOononexu. Ha Bompoc «Ecmm
HU3KHUM YPOBHEM aoBepus (puc. 3). TOBOPUTH B 00IIEM, KaK BBl yMaeTe, MOXHO JIH JI0BE-

PATH OOJBUIMHCTBY Mononexu? Oyenume no 5-6ans-

: ; Ho wiKkane, 20e 1 — coseputenno ne coenacen(-ua), 5 —
®: coseputeHHo coanacen(-Ha)» Tonbko 13% cTyneHToB
04 PIITK oTBeTmin yTBEpAUTEIBHO, YTO CBUAETEIBCTBYET
®5 0 HU3KOM YPOBHE JI0BEPHS K APYTUM MOJIOABIM JTFOISIM.

I'opasmo 6osee BBICOKHI ypOBEHBb AOBEPHs MPO-
nemoHctpupoBanu cryaeHTy PIITK no otHomennus k
CBOECH ceMbe (pHC. 5), HO OH CYLIECTBEHHO HIKE AaH-
HOTO IOKa3aresl 1Mo crpane (puc. 6).

Puc. 3. Pacnpedenenue omgemos cmyoenmos PIITK

Ha eonpoc «Eciu 2cosopums 6 0bwem, kax évi Oyma- @
eme, MOJCHO Jiu 008ePsimb BOILUUHCMEY T00ell? ®2
(Oyenume no 5-6anvHotl wixane, 20e 1 — cosepuieHHoO ® i
He coeNacen(-Ha), 5 — cosepuleHHo co2naceH(-Ha))» ®5

Fig. 3. Distribution of responses from RPTK students w
to the question “Generally speaking, do you think
most people can be trusted? (Rate on a 5-point scale,
where 1 — totally disagree, 5 — totally agree)”

Puc. 5. Pacnpedenenue omgeemog cmyoenmos PIITK
Ha eonpoc « Ommemvme, NONHCATYIUCNA, HACKOILKO
But dosepsieme ceoeti cembve? Oyenume no 5-6arvHoll
wikane, 20e 1 — coeepuienno ne coenacen(-na), 5 —
COBEPUIEHHO CO2NACEH(-Ha)»

Fig. 5. Distribution of responses of RPTK students to
the question «Please note how much do you trust your
family? Rate on a 5-point scale, where 1 — totally dis-
agree, 5 — totally agreey

® BONbLUMHCTBY NtoAei MOXKHO J0BEepPATb

® Hy:KHO 6bITb OYeHb OCTOPOXKHbBIM

Puc. 4. Pacnpedenenue omeemos monooedxicu 6 603-

pacme 15-20 nem Ha eonpoc «Ecau eogopumbs 8 00-

wem, Kak bl Oymaeme, MOMCHO Ju 008epams 00b-
wuHcmay nooei?

Fig. 4. Distribution of answers given by young people
aged 15-20 to the question “In general, do you think

m [loBEPAKD NONHOCTLIO

m [loBepA0 A0 HEKOTOPOM cTeneHu
He oueHb aoBepsAo

m He noBepsAlo COBCEM

most people can be trusted?”

J171st OLIeHKH BBISIBJICHHOTO YPOBHS T€HEPaTH30BaH-
HOTO JIOBEpPUs MPOBEJCH €T0 CPAaBHUTEIBHBINA aHAIIN3
CO CPETHUM YPOBHEM TOBEPHS MOJIOBIX JIFOJICH 3TOTO
Bo3pacTa K JirosM Booobme B Kazaxcrane. C 3Toif 11e-

Puc. 6. Pacnpedenenue omeemog mMonooexicu 8 603-
pacme 15-20 nem na gonpoc «/{osepseme au Bol ceo-

ell cemve?y
JIBI0 OBLTH MCTIOB30BAHEI JAHHEIC 7 BOJHEI OIPOCOB

World Values Survey B Kazaxcrane (puc. 4).
C OECJIbO COIIOCTAaBUMOCTH JaHHBIX BCC OTBCTHI

crynenToB PIITK 6putH crpynnupoBaHsl B ABE TPYyII- 'WVS Database [Internet]. Available from: https:/www.
worldvaluessurvey.org/WVSDocumentationWV7.jsp

Fig. 6. Distribution of answers given by young people
aged 1520 to the question “Do you trust your family?”
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Crnenyroomuii Boopoc Kacajcsl I0BEpUsl K 3HAKO-
MBIM JIIOASM. Pe3ynbTaTel IpeacTaBieHbl HA PUCYH-
ke 7. CpaBHUTEIBHBIN aHANN3 TOKa3all, YTO YPOBEHb
noBepus cryaentoB PITTK Huke, yueM B cpegHeM 1o
ctpane (puc. 8).

o1
o2

3
04
@5

Puc. 7. Pacnpedenenue omeemos cmyoenmos PIITK
Ha gonpoc n00am, komopuix Bul snaeme? Oyenume
no 5-6anvhoti wikane, 20e 1 — cogepuieHHoO He coena-
CeH(-Ha), 5 — COBEPULEHHO CONACEH(-HA)

Fig. 7. Distribution of responses from RPTK students
to the question to people you know? Rate on a 5-point
scale, where 1 — totally disagree, 5 — totally agree

¥ [10BEPAI0 NOIHOCTLIO

m [10BEPAI0 40 HEKOTOPOI CTeneHu
He oueHb gosepsto

® He goBepso COBCEM

Puc. 8. Pacnpedenenue omeemos moniooexicu 6 603-

pacme 15-20 nem na eonpoc «/[osepsieme 1u Bol 3ua-
KOMBIM H00AM 2 »

Fig. 8. Distribution of answers given by young people
aged 15-20 to the question “Do you trust people you
know?”

PexoMenganuu no pa3sBuTHIO CONMAIBHOIO Ka-
nuTana

Ha ocHoBe pe3ynbTaToB HCCle0BaHUS OBLIN pa3-
paboTaHbl MEPHI 110 YBEJIIMUCHUIO YPOBHS COLIMAIBHO-
TO Kanurana:

Co3nanue cTyleHUeCKHX KJIY0OB U 00beaAnHe-
Huii. Opranuzanus KpyXXKOB U KIyOOB TO3BOJISET
CTYJEHTaM HaxXOIUTh €IMHOMBIIIJIECHHUKOB, pa3BU-
BaTh HHTEPECHI U YKPEIUIATH COLIUANILHBIC CBSI3H.

IIpoBenenue mnpodeccuoHAJIbHBIX MEPONPH-
ATHii. BcTpeun ¢ BBIIyCKHUKaMH M SKCIIEPTaMHU 13
Pa3NUYHBIX cep Jar0T BOZMOKHOCTH OOMEHUBATHCS
OIIBITOM ¥ (POPMHUPOBATh KapbepHBIE CBA3M.

HacraBHu4eckue nporpammsl. Ctapiume cTyAeH-
THI U IIPETIOJIABATENIN MOTYT BBICTYIIATh B POJIM MEHTO-
POB, TOMOT'ast MJI IIIUM COKYPCHUKAM aJalTHPOBAaTh-
csl B yueOHOI cpene.

BogiieueHue B BOJIOHTePCKHE MPOEKTHI. YJacTHe
B COLIMANIbHBIX HHULHATUBAX CIIOCOOCTBYET pa3BUTHIO
YyBCTBa COJIMIAPHOCTH M paclupsieT Kpyr npodeccu-
OHAJILHBIX CBA3EH.

TpeHHHIH N0 YNPaBJEHUIO NPodecCHoHAIb-
HbIMHU ceTAMH. [IpoBenenne 3aHATHI 1O CO3TaHUIO
npoduiei B mpoPecCHOHANBHBIX CONUATBHBIX CETAX
MOXET IIOMOYb CTyJeHTaM (OPMUPOBATH LU(PPOBYIO
Kapbepy.

IMoanep:kka cryaendyeckux wHUIuaTHB. Koi-
JIeK JOJDKEH aKTHBHO IOANIEPKHUBATH IPOEKTHI,
MpeJIaraeMble CTy/I€HTaMH, CTUMYJIMPYS UX HHUIH-
aTMBHOCTH U JIMJIEPCKUE KaYeCTBa.

3akmovyenune. DopMupoBaHrUEe COLMAIBHOIO Ka-
[UTAJIA CTYJEHTOB — 3TO 3HAYMMBIH aCIeKT UX JIN4-
HOCTHOTO M TpO¢eCCHOHAIBHOTO pocta. Pa3zBurtue
CEeTH KOHTAKTOB ITOMOTAET CTyI€HTaM aJaTHPOBATh-
csi B 00pa3oBaTeIbHON 1 MPO(heCCHOHAIBHOU cpefie, a
TaKke o0ecreynBaeT UM KOHKYPEHTHBIE IIpeuMyIiie-
CTBa Ha pbIHKe TpyzAa. Kosemk, HHBECTUPYIOIHH B
pa3BHUTHE CONMAIBHOTO KalMTala, CO3/IAeT yCIOBHS
JUISL YCHETITHOTO CTapTa CBOMX BBIITYCKHUKOB.
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