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Annomayus. 3arsuysumasics nangemust COVID-19 Ha done meduimra rocy1apcTBEHHBIX PECYPCOB B cdepe 3ApaBOOXPAHCHHUSI
BBI3BaJIa BOJIHY TICCBIOHAYYHOH HH(GOPMAIIMH B HHTEPHET-TIpocTpaHcTBe. OCOOCHHO MOIBEPKEHA TAKOMY BITUSIHHIO MOJIOJISKHAS cpena,
KOMMYHHKAIISI B KOTOPOH HOCHT XapakTep MH()OPMAIMOHHOTO Xaoca. J[yis OIEHKH OTHOIICHHS K BAaKIMHAIIMK B MOJIOJCKHOH cpesie
Poccun mpoBeneHo cormonormyeckoe uccnenoanue, N = 480, cpenauii Bo3pact — (20,8 + 1,41) roga. CorsacHO NOMYYEHHBIM JaHHBIM,
36,71 % pecrioHIeHTOB KaTerOpUUYeCKH MPOTHUB JIMYHOM BakIMHAIMK. B To ke BpeMs TosbKo 65,71 % CTyIeHTOB, JaBIIMX OTPULIATEIIb-
HBIIf OTBET, CMOTJIM OOBSCHUTEL CBOKO MO3UIINIO. [loMydeHHbIe pe3yabTaThl IEMOHCTPHPYIOT TCHICHIIMIO K (DOPMHUPOBAHHUIO B MOJIOICK-
HOM cpeie COIaTbHO HETaTUBHON MOIBI — «BaKIMH-AUCCUICHTOBY. [IpoBeieH CpaBHUTENBHBIN aHATIH3 IO MPOoOIeMe OTHOLICHUS
K BaKI[MHUPOBAHHUIO B cTpaHax EBporibl. PaccMoTpeHb! ouIraibHbie MEXaHU3MBI, peyiaracMbie BO3 1S JOCTHKEHUS CIIPABEITUBOTO
JIOCTYIa K BaKIIMHaM, B YaCTHOCTH Ha mpumepe Jlekiapanuu o paBHOM JocTyne K BakiuHupoBanuto 2021 r. [1oka3aHo, B 4yeM
3aKII0YaeTCs MPUHLIUINAIbHAS Pa3HUIA — CTUTMATU3alUs HEBAaKIWHUPOBAHHBIX 332 PYOEKOM MOXET OBITh CIIPOBOIIMPOBAHA
HEPaBEHCTBOM K JOCTYITYy BaKI[MH, & HE SBJISCTCS MPOTECTHBHIM MPOSBICHUEM HHPOJICMHUH, KaK cpean MoJiojiexu Poccuu. B cBsizu
C 3TUM BO3pacTaeT BOCTPEOOBAHHOCTH COIMOJIOTO-IICUXOJIOTHICCKOTO COMPOBOXKACHHUS MPO(ECCHOHATBHOTO 00pa30BaHusl, IIe
B YCJIOBHSAX 00pa3oBaTEeNbHOM Cpelbl MPEACTABIAIOTCS HanboJee pealbHbIMU U COLHOJIOTHUECKI MOHUTOPUHT, 1 HPABCTBEHHO-
TICUXOJIOTHYECKasi KOPPEKIHs. B Takux ycJIOBHSIX BO3pacTacT BOCTPECOOBAHHOCTh TYMAHUTAPHOTO OOpa30BaHUs B METUIIMHCKHX
BYy3ax, MO3BOJISIONICTO OPUCHTUPOBATH HA 3THYECKIE HOPMbI M HPABCTBEHHBIC IIEHHOCTH Tpodeccuu B paMKax yueOHOTO mpoliecca.
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Abstract. The prolonged COVID-19 pandemic on the background of a shortage of state resources in the healthcare sphere,
caused a wave of pseudoscientific information in the Internet. The youth environment is particularly susceptible to such influence,
communication in which has the character of information chaos. To assess the attitude to vaccination in the youth environment of
Russia, a sociological study was conducted, N = 480, average age (20.8 + 1.41). According to the data obtained, 36.71 % of
respondents are categorically against personal vaccination. At the same time, only 65.71 % of students who gave a negative answer
were able to explain their position. The obtained results demonstrate a tendency to the formation of a socially negative "fashion™
among young people — "dissident-vaccines". It is shown that the fundamental difference is that the stigmatization of those who are
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not vaccinated abroad can be provoked by inequality in access to vaccines, and not a protest manifestation of infodemia, as among
young people of Russia. Because of this, the demand for socio-psychological support of vocational education is increasing, where
in the conditions of the educational environment, sociological monitoring, moral and psychological correction seems to be
the most realistic. In such conditions, the demand for humanitarian education in medical universities is increasing, which allow
to focus on ethical norms and moral values of the profession within the educational process.

Keywords: pandemic, vaccination, bioethics, social groups

Introduction. The COVID-19 pandemic dictates more
and more strict strategies of combat at the global level.
Each wave of virus spreading is a new examination for
the national health systems, citizens dissatisfaction with
endless lockdowns and new restrictive measures by the state
is growing. In the winter of 2021, when the third wave
began in Europe and the UK, it became finally clear that
the expectation of natural population immunity would
lead to huge losses and irreversible economic changes.
The World Health Organization has declared vaccination
as a priority strategy in the fight against the pandemic.

On the 18th January 2021 a Declaration on the Equality
of Vaccination appeared on the official website of WHO,
in the preamble of which the Director-General of WHO,
Dr. Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus noted the importance,
as well as the need to ensure the fairness of vaccination.
Dr. Gebreyesus believes that achieving equitable access
to vaccination is possible through the COVAX mechanism
and the COVID 19 Technology Access Pool (C-TAP), be-
cause international mechanisms for the exchange of know-
how, rapid production of vaccines in large volumes are
already exist. COVAX, which unites more than 190 countries,
has already ensured the production of 2 billion doses of vac-
cines in 2021. While by mid-October 2020, more than
40 candidate vaccines were just undergoing clinical trials,
more than 150 others vaccines were at more earlier stages.
Out of the top 10 candidate vaccines, companies or research
institutes with headquarters in China, Germany, Russia, the
United Kingdom and the United States participated in their
development. The vaccines developed by Russian scientists
were highly appreciated in the publications of the authoritative
scientific publications "The Lancet" and "Nature", because on
the June 2021 there is convincing evidence of the effectiveness
and safety of the vaccine named "Sputnik-V".

At the same time, the overall coverage of vaccination
among the population of Russia remains at an unacceptably

low level. The third wave led to an increase in cases in
the age group from 18 to 48 years. This indicates a serious
threat to young Russians who determine the labor, creative
and defense potential of the country.

The purpose of the research is an ethical and socio-
logical assessment of the attitude to vaccination in the youth
environment of Russia.

Materials and Methods. The empirical basis of
the research was the materials of a sociological survey
of students of the Volgograd State Medical University,
N = 480, average age is (20.8 + 1.41). The author's
questionnaire was examined in the Department of
Ethical, Legal and Sociological Expertise in Medicine
sphere of the Volgograd Medical Research Center
(No. 27/1-2021). The standards of confidentiality and
autonomy of respondents were observed. The preliminary
colloguy with explanations of the purpose of the research,
clarification of the questionnaire questions and methods
of conducting were carried out in the format of an online
conference (Zoom platform), a sociological survey was
conducted by using Google forms.

Mathematical data processing was carried out by
methods of variational statistics with the calculation
of parametric (Student's t-criterion) criteria of differ-
ence using the Excel application software package for
Windows 17.0.

Results. Our research showed that only every second
respondent (61.41 %, p > 0.1) clearly positively perceives
vaccination as an effective strategy against COVID-19.
36.71 % of respondents are categorically against personal
vaccination. At the same time, only 65.71 % of students
who gave a negative answer were able to explain their
position. Approximately the same results were obtained
when distributing the respondents ‘answers to the question:
"When do you plan to be vaccinated against COVID-19?"

(Fig.).
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Fig. Distribution of respondents into groups depending on the attitude to personal vaccination.
On the abscissa axis: the number of respondents in %, On the ordinate axis: groups of respondents: A — want to be vaccinated
in the near future, B — do not exclude the possibility of vaccination after longer-term data on the absence of side effects,
C — categorically deny any possibility of personal vaccination
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The attitude of medical students to the introduction
of so-called vaccination passports reflects more their civil
rather than professional position (“covid-passports"”,
QR codes, certificates and etc.), allowing to move abroad
and access to public places, which have already been
approved in the countries of the European Union, intro-
duced in a number of countries of the Pacific region,
and at the end of May 2021 integrated into the practice of
visiting public places in Moscow.

According to the results of a survey conducted by
us in March 2021, the majority of respondents (88.2 %,
p < 0.01) consider this approach unacceptable because
of the possible stigmatization of the unvaccinated (for
example, for people with medical withdrawals — 96.4%
chose such a comment to the answer). Approximately
half of the respondents (46.7 % of respondents) consider
mandatory vaccination a violation of the rights and
freedoms of a citizen.

Of course, the model group of respondents repre-
sents the youth population, which is generally inclined
to negativism and conformism [1]. At the same time,
the presence of initial biomedical knowledge in the study
sample causes confusion about the spreading of
"dissident vaccines" among future doctors. Of course,
the influence of negative information from media is
manifested, and for the youth environment, especially
received from the Internet space.

At this moment, a whole campaign has been
launched abroad against the introduction of the "covid-
passports”, which, in the understanding of ordinary
people, merge with criticism of mandatory vaccination
under pretence of the protection of human rights and
freedom. On the one hand, the rhetoric appealing
to ethical values always seems to be reasonable [2].
At the same time, the problem of discrimination, which
was raised in the countries of the European Union, that
have been seriously affected by the COVID-19 pandemic
is primarily due to access to vaccines.

Despite the fact that there is an acute shortage
of vaccines, the European Commission is studying
proposals for the introduction of a vaccinated passport,
for the opportunity to travel within the EU. Since,
in most countries of the European Union, the vaccine
is not yet available for most, travel — something that
was common for Europe-becomes a privilege. While
waiting for the vaccine, new forms of discrimination may
appear among the unvaccinated, although they didn't even
have such opportunity. At the same time, statistics
confirm that vulnerable groups predominate among
the unvaccinated, for example, pregnant women and
children, for whom the vaccine hasn't yet been approved
in most countries.

The identification of priority groups for vaccination
(first-line) by European countries sometimes leads to
surprise. For example, in Hungary, football players enjoy
priority over the population [3]. But in most countries,
medical workers who are in professional contact with
unvaccinated patients enjoy priority in this matter.

A shortage of vaccines creates hierarchical relation-
ships between groups of vaccinated and non-vaccinated
people (for example, in a doctor-patient relationship or
an employee-client relationship) [4]. As long as pregnant
women and children are not vaccinated on national level,
obstacles are creating in general for the family, for
example, with regard to visiting public places and traveling.
By doing so, the expensive demographic policy of recent
years is put at risk [5, 6]. The slow process of licensing
vaccines in the European Union worsens the situation,
because it's difficult to gain confidence in vaccines that
havn't yet been approved (for example, Russian ones).
The Council of Europe has recognized that equal access
to vaccination has crucial meaning. On the ethical and
legal field new concepts are emerging — "immunity-
privileges" and "vaccine nationalism". Because of this,
human rights defenders in Europe oppose "'covid-passports"
and support measures that are not so popular, but
accessible to the majority (including vulnerable groups),
such as using of personal protective equipment, social
distancing, etc.

At the same time, in Russia, as part of negative
influence of the global infodemia, effect of Internet
sources on the formation of a social fashion for vaccine
dissidence feels [7]. The fundamental difference is that
even in the countries of Europe there is a shortage of
vaccines. In particular, related to the violation of contractual
obligations by the biopharmaceutical company Astra-
Zeneca. The Russian Federation is increasing the pace of
reproduction of national vaccines that are available
to everyone and professional groups. But one campaign
for vaccination, without a convincing popular scientific
(accessible to the population and focused on individual
groups) arguments, doesn't seem effective.

Conclusion. The pandemic of a new coronavirus
infection hasn't only initiated an unprecedented crisis
in all spheres of society around the world, but also
changed the approach to evaluating scientific research
and implementing their results in practice. At the beginning
of the pandemic, the measures taken by States were per-
ceived axiomatically, trust in social institutions was based
on the suddenness of the situation and the lack of medical
knowledge among the population. The prolonged pandemic,
against the background of a shortage of state resources,
naturally caused a wave of paranientific information
in the Internet space, broadcast by the mass media.
The youth environment is particularly susceptible to such
influence, communication in which has the character
of information chaos.

In this regard, the demand for socio-psychological
support of vocational education is increasing, where in
the conditions of the educational environment, sociological
monitoring and moral and psychological correction seems
to be the most realistic [8]. In relation to medical education,
the most optimal tool for such an impact is humanitarian
education, which allows focusing on the ethical rules and
moral values of the profession within the educational
process [9]. Volgograd State University has established
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a unit-department of the International Network of Bioethics
Departments, which unites about 200 departments abroad,
within the framework of which h there is a constant
exchange of experience in bioethical education in various
forms of international collaboration (a forum of bioethics
teachers, joint research, publications, competitions for
students).
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