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Forming social trust in the process of personal socialization

M. Guboyan, O. Divanyan, A. Karadayan

The genesis of social trust in the process of early socialization is considered. The authors
use sociocultural methodology to find an adequate approach to the ontogeny of social trust among
other methodological approaches to the study of trust and its role in society. Sociocultural
methodology requires taking into account the values in the process of the formation of the child's
personality: the values of maternal and paternal love, the values of autonomy and other values
formed in the course of the passage of normative crises. The risk of the formation of basic mistrust
in ontogeny is associated with the risk of a decrease in social capital. At the same time, the
traditional reproduction of basic trust in peace in the family in Russian society has become
insufficient in connection with the need to develop democracy and create the prerequisites for a civil
society. This requires the formation of self-confidence and the value of personal autonomy based on
such trust. The essence of the formation of basic trust is to create the prerequisites for the formation
of personal autonomy in children and adolescents. This autonomy is a condition for the successful
passage of the mandatory subsequent stages of the crisis with the risk of destruction. The decisive
factor in the formation of basic trust is the value of motherly love. Society and culture can either
suppress or develop maternal love, promote or hinder its organic synthesis with paternal love in the
process of mastering moral and legal values.
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