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In this article are submitted various approaches of a historical and philosophical context of studying
of problems of historical consciousness, the basic positions of domestic and foreign philosophers and
historians are allocated. The characteristic of social - psychological aspects of the historical consciousness
influencing structure of belief of the person, and also on formation of the valuable attitude to the past is
given. There are results of special sociological research of modern representations of graduates of high
schools about a history of Russia.
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The article claims to investigate the process of state decision making as such a socio-political and
administrative mechanism of societal development, on whose condition the socium’s stability, the citizens’
well-being and many other vitally important indices of the social organism’s functioning depend.
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