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Abstract. This article discusses the concept of a “social landscape” and studies the structure 
of the social landscape and its elements’ functions. The author analyzes the relationship 
between the concepts of “geographical landscape”, “socio-cultural landscape”, and “social 
landscape”. The defining feature of the social landscape is the value-normative structure that 
regulates the social relations of actors who act in the social space of a particular location. 
Changing this structure leads to the movement of the social landscape and its transition from 
one state to another. In the social landscape, the author identifies such structural elements 
as the center and the periphery, where the center is associated with the value-normative 
institutions of the state, and the periphery is expressed in the form of multiple alternative 
value-normative structures and identities that are formed in local communities. From the 
position of state-centered discourse, the center of the social landscape is associated with 
civilization and civilizational development, while the periphery is associated with barbarism 
in its modern interpretation. Barbarism in social space is a set of practices of social behavior 
caused by alternative value-normative structures that go beyond state institutions. Areas of 
barbarism in the social landscape are associated with an increased level of deviation, weak-
ened social control, and weak penetration of state norms and values. Such areas carry risks 
of destruction of value-normative structures of the center of the social landscape. The re-
sistance of the social landscape is a barrier of communication that prevents the penetration 
of value-normative structures of the center in the peripheral areas. Barriers are associated 
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with the existence of alternative state value-normative structures and identities. The areas of 
barbarism and civilization in the social landscape are in a relationship of complementarity 
and perform a number of necessary functions in relation to each other. Such functions are 
the formation and maintenance of socio-cultural identity, strengthening and development of 
forms of social control, and the function of social exchange.
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INTRODUCTION
Landscape resistance is the term used by James C. Scott to show the presence 
of natural boundaries between lowland and mountainous social communities 
in Southeast Asia [16, 17]. In this case, we are talking about a geographical 
land scape which is defined as an area of the earth’s surface containing a com-
plex of natural conditions of a homogeneous origin (relief, soil, climate, etc.) 
and separated from other areas by natural boundaries. Its resistance lies in the 
existence of geographic obstacles to communication between communities 
living in different landscapes. For example, mountains are such an obstacle. 
Thus, in the pre-digital era, the social order that was established in sedentary 
lowland societies did not apply to local mountain communities due to the in-
accessibility of the area in which they lived. “Civilization cannot climb the 
mountains” (F. Braudel), since the natural geographic obstacles encountered 
along the way make the export of the social order of lowland societies to moun-
tainous regions difficult and therefore impractical. As a result, the way of life 
and sociocultural features of mountain communities significantly differed from 
the plain ones and were mainly determined by the peculiarities of the natural 
con ditions of their residence.

However, J. Scott makes a different conclusion, according to which mountain 
communities and their way of life are not the product of natural conditions. 
They can be regarded as groups that consciously chose a stateless way of life 
and used natural conditions as a means of protecting themselves from the ex-
pansion of the state. In our opinion, this means that the main factor that dis-
tances mountain communities from the plain communities is the resistance of 
the social (not geographical) landscape, which is expressed in the form of al-
ternative values, behavior models, and the social organization of communities 
and groups. Similar to the resistance of the geographical landscape, there is 
resistance of the social landscape, with the difference that in the first case, nat-
ural restrictions (relief, climate, territory) act as an obstacle to communication; 
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whereas in the second case artificial restrictions (alternative value-normative 
systems, behavioral models, ways of organizing social life) fulfill this function. 
Such artificial restrictions create a kind of “relief” in the social space that in-
fluences the quantity and quality of social ties. These restrictions set the struc-
ture of social space, having a center and a periphery, which fulfill a number of 
functions. This fact opens up additional opportunities for the analysis of mod-
ern social processes. Such a consideration, on the one hand, can contribute to 
a deeper understanding of the structural and functional characteristics of the 
social space of modern societies; on the other hand, it offers a point of view 
for the analysis of modern social processes occurring during the transition of 
societies to a postmodern state.

THEORETICAL APPROACH
The theoretical toolkit for the discussion of the stated topic includes definitions 
of the concepts of “social space” and “social landscape”, “center-peripheral 
theoretical model” and “the resistance of the social landscape”, based on J. Scott’s 
theory.

1. In this study, the concept of social space is considered in most general terms. 
Social space has been analyzed by a number of scholars. P. Bourdieu character-
izes social space as a set of social fields [3, pp. 15-17], G. E. Zborov sky — as 
interaction of social communities [30, pp. 16-20], P. A. Sorokin — as a set of 
social groups, their internal and external relations [22, pp. 297-302]. The analy-
sis of these approaches shows that the social space is regarded as social ties that 
are carried out within the boundaries of various localizations, such as regional, 
state, municipal, etc. The totality of such ties acts as an environment, a context, 
in which social processes are realized. The understanding of the social space as 
a set of social ties between actors in a particular location has been previously 
applied in order to study the migration space of the region, which has brought 
quite satisfactory results.

2. Social landscape acts as a means of designing social space. The concept of 
social landscape is not well-established in social sciences; its content is being 
discussed by various authors in various academic publications [1, 5, 11, 20, 
21, 24, 26, 28]. The most successful definition was proposed by G. N. Shumkin 
and T. G. Shumkina, who describe the social landscape as a social structure 
localized in a certain territory; this structure is specific in origin and organiza-
tion. Social landscape of a particular territory is distinguished by the presence 
of social groups inherent only to it, as well as by specific laws regulating the 
rights and obligations of these groups [18]. In addition to this definition, we 
may point out that the function that constitutes the social landscape is fulfilled 
not only by the established laws, i. e. formal rules of behavior of social ac-
tors, but also by informal ones including norms, values, models of behavior, 
which do not have a legal form and arise in the course of real social interac-
tions and remain stable over time. Thus, the social landscape is a set of social 
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actors (social communities of various types) acting in a specific territory in 
the value-normative conditions prevailing in this territory. In other words, the 
social landscape of a particular social space is made up of social actors, and 
their interaction, as well as their values and norms that regulate and direct 
these interactions. Unlike the social space, which is a set of social ties between 
actors in a particular location, the social landscape is determined by the nature 
of the values and norms that are relevant in a given location at a given time 
and that define the forms, methods, and features of social ties. Changes in the 
value-normative conditions entail a partial or complete transformation of the 
social landscape. In this understanding, the social landscape differs from a cul-
tural or sociocultural landscape: if the concept of the sociocultural (cultural) 
landscape refers to both natural and anthropogenic elements and denotes the 
relationship of a social community to the natural living conditions, the concept 
of social landscape expresses the totality of the social conditions that develop 
and function in a certain area.

At the global level, the concept of international landscape is used to charac-
terize international relations. It denotes a set of international actors and the 
relationship between them in specific normative-value conditions, and the trans-
formation of the international landscape is associated with the emergence of 
new actors and their influence on the system of international norms and rela-
tions [25, pp. 389].

3. A relevant tool for analyzing the social landscape is the “center — periph-
ery” theoretical model, which was used by a number scholars to analyze various 
political, economic, and sociocultural processes [6, 15, 29]. The main postulate 
of this model is the statement concerning the center-peripheral polarity, from 
the point of view of which areas of greater and lesser concentration of actors, 
social connections, power, resources, and communication are distinguished in 
the social space.

The distinction between the center and periphery in social space becomes 
possible from the position of state-centered discourse that has formed historical-
ly and is prevalent in social sciences. This is an important circumstance, since 
it shapes the images of the center and periphery in the public consciousness. 
Social sciences are a product of the reflective practices of mainly sedentary 
lowland societies. Historically, such societies were formed in cities, where the 
conditions necessary for the development of philosophical and scientific social 
thought were formed. Naturally, in these circumstances, cities were defined as 
centers of social order, governance, civilizational development. Communities 
living outside cities, in mountainous areas or in adverse climate conditions, 
were marked as going beyond the social order and, thus, beyond the bound-
aries of civilization which was identified with the urban society. As a result, 
the opposition “civilization vs. barbarism” was formed in the narratives of so-
cial sciences, where civilization was associated with the social order of more 
numerous and widespread lowland societies, whilst barbarism was associated 
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with small local mountain communities with an unstable identity, flexible hi-
erarchical structures, and a plurality of sociocultural models of social life or-
ganization [17, pp. 152-169].

4. The thesis allowing us to consider the social landscape as a separate cate-
gory was described by J. Scott. He states that communities living in hard-to-
reach mountainous areas are not evolutionarily backward societies whose state-
hood is an upcoming and necessary stage of development, but they are societies 
that consciously chose a stateless way of life, free from the regulations and 
constraints associated with the functioning of the state. They preferred a differ-
ent way of life based on different values, norms and models of behavior, and 
purposefully went beyond the boundaries of “civilization”. Despite its contro-
versy, this thesis claims that it was not the geographical landscape as such that 
acted as an obstacle, which prevented the export of the social order of lowland 
societies to mountainous ones. Such an obstacle was the alternative models of 
behavior of communities that have chosen other ways of organizing their social 
life. These obstacles create a kind of “relief” in the social space, i. e. alternative 
value-normative structures, behavioral models that act as barriers to communi-
cation, reducing the number and quality of social ties. Thus, the inaccessible 
geographic relief for the mountainous communities acted not as a reason for 
their distance from the state, but as a means of creating opportunities for the 
implementation of a stateless way of life.

To what extent J. Scott is right in his statement is a debatable question. We 
do not aim to verify his conclusions on any empirical material. But the very idea 
of the existence of a social landscape with a characteristic “relief”, following 
from his conclusions, seems to be quite productive. I will try to outline in gen-
eral terms the theoretical perspective that opens up when using this idea to un-
derstand modern social processes.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Society as a social system exists in specific geographic conditions: a geo-
graphic space with its inherent natural landscape. In geographical space, so-
cial space is located, where various social landscapes replace each other. 
Different social spaces form social landscapes which can differ significantly 
from each other. As an example, let us compare the social landscapes of a 
large city and a small rural settlement. A detailed illustration of the features 
of the social landscape of a large city was given by G. Simmel [19]. Or let us 
compare the social landscapes of such countries as Monaco, Somalia, and the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea in their current state. Differences in 
social landscapes in different locations can be associated with many factors, 
including the characteristics of the ethnic composition of the population, the 
type of political organization of society, the characteristics of culture, men-
tality, ideology, the nature of the professional structure, the intensity of mi-
gration processes, etc.
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The social landscape is much less stable and more dynamic than the geograph-

ical one: the geographical landscape changes relatively slowly and over a long 
period of time without human intervention. On the contrary, the social landscape 
is determined by human activity and is in constant motion. Therefore, under the 
conditions of the same geographical landscape, different social landscapes can 
replace each other. The transformation of social landscapes occurs as a result of 
changes in the value-normative foundations of social ties in a particular society. 
Examples are the processes of changing sociopolitical systems on the territory 
of a state. In the modern history of Russia, such transformations are associated 
with the transitions from the Russian Empire to Soviet Russia, from the USSR 
to the Russian Federation. As a result of these transitions, changes in the social 
landscape of society, i. e. changes in social norms and values   that set the basic 
models of social behavior, social structure and ways of organizing social life 
have taken place.

Along with the concepts of geographic and social landscape, the concept of 
sociocultural (cultural) landscape is widely used. With its help, researchers in-
dicate the result of changes in the geographical landscape in the course of pur-
poseful human activity. A social community influences natural conditions in 
which it finds itself, adapting them to its needs and values. Examples include 
urban planning or horticulture.

The relationship between the concepts of geographic landscape, sociocultur-
al landscape and social landscape is shown in the diagram in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. The relationship between the notions “geographical space”,  
“social space”, “geographical landscape”, “sociocultural (cultural) landscape”,  

and “social landscape”

7 

Geographic space

Social landscape

Sociocultural (cultural) 
landscape

Geographic landscape

Social space

Geographic and social space are two key factors that determine the con-
ditions for the existence and development of social systems. The directional 
arrows between them indicate mutual influence. These factors determine the 
existence of three types of landscapes, in which a social community exists: 
geographic, social, and sociocultural (cultural). This distinction makes it 
possible to point out their characteristic properties and specific approaches 
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to their study. The geographic landscape is a feature of geographic space, a 
complex of natural conditions prevailing in a particular territory. Its research 
requires the use of scientific methods and approaches. Social landscape is 
an attribute of social space reflecting social interactions that have developed 
in specific value-normative conditions. Exploring social landscape requires 
a sociological approach. The sociocultural (cultural) landscape is formed 
at the junction of two spaces — social and geographical — and expresses 
the attitude of a particular society to natural living conditions. Its study 
is carried out from the standpoint of the paradigms that integrate natural 
sciences and sociological approaches (anthropogenic landscape and cultural 
geography [4, 9]).

Thus, the process of the existence and development of society is associated 
with the formation and change of social landscapes that express the actual 
value-normative conditions of relations between actors in the social space.

Social landscape contains at least two clearly distinguishable structural ele-
ments: the center and the periphery. The center is distinguished by the densest 
concentration of social actors, their connections, and a more stable and tough 
regulatory environment. The center of the social landscape in a society consid-
ered within state boundaries is associated with the effective functioning of legal 
norms, as well as with methods of formal social control, which are the basis of 
social order. As a rule, such centers are located in cities where government bod-
ies and law enforcement agencies function effectively. In the center of the social 
landscape, laws and regulations are more coercive in the sense that social actors 
are more likely to give priority to government regulations in the implementation 
of social behavior. Actors acting in the center of the social landscape have a 
higher level of civic identity, which is reflected in their actions from the stand-
point of the status of a citizen of the state.

The periphery of the social landscape is expressed through the existence of 
social actors: individuals, groups, organizations, whose activities and behavior 
are determined by alternative state norms and values. Here, actors have differ-
ent identities: ethnic, religious, territorial, criminal, etc. — which set the cor-
responding models of social behavior. Thus, if some conventional observer 
arrives from a regional center to a remote rural settlement, he is likely to see 
that the behavior of its residents is mainly conditioned by the norms, rules, and 
practices which have developed in the local community and which do not nec-
essarily correspond to government regulations. Formal social control in such 
a local society is, as a rule, weaker in comparison with the center of the social 
landscape; and territorial identity (the feeling of being a resident of one’s own 
community), on the contrary, is more pronounced. These features of a remote 
local society show that the social order characteristic of the center of the social 
landscape (especially for capitals) does not penetrate or only partially penetrates 
into remote communities, where local value-normative conditions of social life 
are formed.
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At the same time, the territorial remoteness of the community with alterna-

tive values, norms and models of behavior is not a defining feature of the pe-
riphery of the social landscape. A community can be located in a large metro-
politan city and at the same time be on the periphery of the social landscape. 
Its peripheral status is evidenced by alternative norms, values and models of 
social behavior. This thesis can be illustrated by the communities of foreign 
labor migrants from Muslim countries. Such communities exist in large cities 
of Russia in the form of diasporas and national-cultural autonomies. A number 
of studies that we have conducted show that representatives of these commu-
nities tend to separate areas of their lives in which religious norms have pri-
ority, and areas in which the norms established by the state are in the first place. 
Thus, the norms of Sharia law are considered by many Muslims to be more 
important than the norms of the state in the spheres of family relations, raising 
children, and communicating with representatives of their nationality. State 
institutions are recognized as basic in communication with colleagues, in re-
lations with representatives of other religions and in everyday contacts in 
public places: shops, public transport, on the street. In areas where the norms 
of the Muslim religion are more relevant, the influence of the state weakens. 
These spheres represent a kind of periphery of state influence in the social 
space of the region and can produce models of social behavior that do not 
correspond to state norms. The most significant predominance of religious 
norms, according to many Muslims, should take place in family relationships. 
This means that relations in a Muslim family today remain a relatively difficult 
area for government regulation.

A sufficient number of other examples of social communities and groups il-
lustrate the periphery of the social landscape: youth subcultures with a counter-
cultural orientation, criminal groups and organizations, religious communities, 
shadow economic structures, etc.

The periphery can exist at any point in the social landscape in the form of 
normative-value structures and practices alternative to state norms. We have 
designated this social fact by the phrase “resistance of the social landscape”, 
which is included in the title of this article. The resistance consists in the fact 
that the norms and values which are developed and transmitted by the center 
of the social landscape and which are the basis of the social order of society 
meet barriers in the form of alternative value-normative structures of various 
communities that prevent their spread. The center broadcasts general norma-
tive regulations, such as laws, values, rules addressed to all social actors — 
members of a given society. These norms are clearly formulated, reflected in 
regulatory documents and are intended to be applied in the social space of 
society as a whole. The periphery of the social landscape resists the penetra-
tion of these institutions and expresses a variety of unique value-normative 
structures and practices characteristic of certain communities and groups. 
It can be said that the “center — periphery” opposition is synonymous with 
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the “unification — diversity” opposition. In the center of the social landscape, 
a single identity associated with the state, a single communication system (a 
common language), common socialization practices, common cultural stand-
ards are formed. The periphery, on the contrary, is characterized by polyiden-
tity, the coexistence of various communication systems and the absence of a 
single cultural standard.

Thus, the center and the periphery are the main structural components of the 
social landscape. Let us again imagine a conventional observer who moves in 
social space like a traveler changing his position in geographic space. The con-
ventional observer finds himself in different parts of the social landscape, expe-
riencing the influence of different value-normative conditions, which, in turn, 
leads to a change in his social status and social behavior model. Thus, having 
moved from a metropolis to a village, an observer is faced with the fact that his 
social statuses and behavioral models that he has implemented in the city turn 
out to be irrelevant in the village due to a different value-normative organization 
of social relations. He is forced to change his behavior in accordance with the 
requirements of the so-called “relief” of the social landscape in which he finds 
himself.

From the standpoint of J. Scott’s thesis, the center and periphery of the social 
landscape are associated with civilization and barbarism, where the center is 
the embodiment of statehood and civilizational, and the periphery is the em-
bodiment of barbarism, alternative value-normative structures, and practices 
that go beyond the limits of state regulations. In this case, barbarism as a social 
phenomenon arises as a result of a social community’s conscious choice of al-
ternative values, identities, lifestyles, and social structures [17, pp. 32, 183]. 
In relation to the general state norms, barbarism is a deviation. The behavior 
of a barbarian does not correspond to the generally accepted norms and values, 
it contradicts the views prevailing in society [12, p. 9]. In general, modern bar-
barism is characterized by such features as weak observance state laws, the 
predominant role of local norms and rules, an increased level of deviation, a 
mobile and changeable social order determined by spontaneously emerging 
practices of social life.

Let us emphasize that despite all the differences, the areas of civilization and 
barbarism in social landscape are complementary and perform certain functions 
in relation to each other. Civilization needs barbarians as much as barbarians 
need civilization. In other words, in the absence of a periphery (purely spec-
ulative, since the periphery exists in any social landscape), the center of the 
social landscape loses its own identity, since it is not opposed to any other val-
ue-normative structures. Maintaining sociocultural identity is one of the basic 
functions of the center and the periphery. This is where the classic “friends 
and foes” opposition is realized. The identity of actors acting in the areas of 
civilization in the social landscape is contrasted with the identity of barbari-
ans as communities guided by alternative norms and values, marked by other 
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narratives and symbols. Similarly, the identity of the actors on the periphery 
of the social landscape is maintained in opposition to the identity of the center. 
Thus, the effect of migration processes is the formation of ethnosocial commu-
nities of migrants in the host society, in which migrants cultivate and preserve 
their ethnocultural values, norms, reproduce their traditional way of life or its 
significant elements. In such communities, behaviors that differ significantly 
from the norms and values of the host society are often maintained. Such com-
munities act as a periphery in relation to general laws and rules, cultural norms 
and values of society. Studies show that the more significant the differences 
between the cultures of the host society and foreign ethnosocial communities 
are, the greater the social distance between the indigenous people and foreign 
migrants, the wider the gap between the center and the periphery in a given 
social landscape, and the stronger the resistance of the periphery to the norms 
and values of the center.

At the same time, such resistance of the social landscape motivates the state 
to form an identity in social actors associated with belonging to the civilizing 
center of the social landscape represented by civil norms and values. Strength-
ening civil identity is another significant function due to the center-peripheral 
polarity of the social landscape, and due to the presence in it of areas of civili-
zation and barbarism. For the existence and development of the center of the 
social landscape, it is necessary that in the structure of the identity of social 
actors the general civil identity has a higher level of significance in comparison 
with other identities, such as ethnic, religious, territorial, etc. The Russian Fed-
eral target program “Strengthening the unity of the Russian nation and the eth-
nocultural development of the peoples of Russia” serves as a perfect illustration 
of this function. It is aimed at strengthening the civil and spiritual unity of the 
Russian nation, strengthening the unity of the multinational people of the Rus-
sian Federation [1].

The next function associated with the existence of areas of barbarism in the 
social landscape is the strengthening and development of forms of social control 
in the areas of civilizational development (the center of the social landscape). 
The state has a means of formal social control, the need for which is justified 
by the risk of spreading deviations from the peripheral areas of the social land-
scape. In other words, social control in this case is a means of protecting the 
center of the social landscape from the invasion of modern barbarians, who are 
capable of destroying the value-normative structures on which the social order 
of the center is based. This risk (real or speculative) leads to a constant improve-
ment of forms of control in the center of the social landscape, which introduce 
additional methods based on modern technological solutions to regulate social 
behavior. An example of this is the so-called system of social trust (social cred-
its) used in China [7, 10]. The higher the risks emanating from the periphery of 
the social landscape, the more rigid (all other things being equal) social control 
at its center becomes.
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Along with this, the function of social exchange is realized in the relationship 

between the center and the periphery. It consists in the fact that the periphery 
provides additional opportunities for actors acting in the center of the social 
landscape to meet their needs and achieve their goals which do not correspond 
to state regulations. Since the periphery is associated with the phenomenon of 
social barbarism, additional opportunities that it provides are usually expressed 
in various forms of deviant behavior. Thus, the phenomenon of corruption, from 
which no society is free, is an example of an exchange between the center and 
the periphery in the social landscape. At the moment when an official accepts a 
bribe and promises assistance in solving any issue, he acts as a social barbarian, 
acquires the status of a deviant and moves from the center of the social landscape 
to the periphery. The fusion of criminal and state structures in different states 
illustrates the cooperation between the actors of the center and the periphery, 
the essence of which is the exchange of desired benefits to meet their corre-
sponding needs.

Let us look at modern social processes from the theoretical perspective. Many 
authors define the current stage of the development of human societies as a tran-
sition to a postmodern state, which is characterized by a crisis of the vertical 
system of social management, and also by a combination of organization and 
disorder, reality and virtuality, rationality and irrationality [27, p. 59]. Z. Bauman 
characterizes the modern stage of society development as fluid modernity, which 
is associated with the spread of non-systemic social interactions, normatively not 
conditioned, and formed in local communities [2]. J. Urry describes the present 
stage as a “post-social phase” of social development, which consists in the tran-
sition from stable social structures to various types of movement of social mat-
ter [27]. These features testify to the characteristic changes in the social landscape 
of modern society, which are associated with the expansion of the periphery and 
the narrowing of the influence of the center. This process is accompanied by the 
erosion of metanarratives — large value-normative structures that are cultivated 
in social institutions and determine the general civil identity of social actors, their 
adherence to the norms and values common for a given society.

Metanarratives are being replaced by local value-normative structures and 
identities that are formed in local communities. There is a weakening of the 
general standards of social life organization, which are replaced by the pluralism 
of cultures and value systems. L. G. Ionin described this process as a “minority 
uprising”, which is a movement towards new forms of social organization [8]. 
G. Standing paid attention to the emergence of “a new dangerous class” in the 
social space of modern societies — the precariat [23]. In the political sphere, 
especially in the sphere of international relations, in recent years there has been 
a tendency for the weakening of the influence of general organizational structures, 
international organizations and the transition to unilateral behavior of individu-
al states, as indicated by many experts during international conferences.

D. O. Trufanov, pp. 8-22



SIBERIAN SOCIUM

19vol. 4  |  no. 1 (11)  |  2020

SSSS
In these features of the modern stage of development of societies, one may 

trace a tendency towards barbarization and curtailment of civilization space in 
the social landscape of societies. The resistance of the social landscape increas-
es significantly, changing the characteristics of the social space. This trend brings 
with it an increase in the level of deviations of various types, mosaicism and 
fragmentation of social identities and patterns of behavior, a decrease in the 
ability to manage societies, and the erosion of general value-normative struc-
tures. What are the prospects for such a movement? Should we expect the vic-
tory of barbarians and the end of civilization? Or will social reality perception 
change, and there will be a rejection of the outdated state-centric discourse, in 
which the opposition between the center and the periphery is discussed, and a 
new theorizing about the emerging reality will be formed? If we are talking 
about a new understanding, what kind of understanding is it? How has the 
center-peripheral structure of the social landscape changed in the course of the 
erosion of the centricity of civilization? Or is the consciousness of the reflecting 
individual being transformed? These questions become relevant when consid-
ering modern social processes.

CONCLUSION
Do we multiply entities when we discuss the concept of the social landscape? 
Maybe. At the same time, the active use of this concept in academic publications 
is a fact, and, therefore, its content requires theoretical reflection. Along with 
this, the concept of a social landscape has a potential associated with the possi-
bility of analyzing the value-normative conditions for the existence of societies 
and their transformation.

Let us formulate the final statements. The defining feature of the social land-
scape is the value-normative structure that regulates the social relations of actors 
acting in the social space of a particular location.

The social landscape has a center-peripheral polarity where the center is linked 
by the value-normative establishments of the state, and the periphery is expressed 
in the form of multiple alternative value-normative structures that are formed 
in local communities. The center of the social landscape presupposes a unified 
nature of norms and values which are formally fixed; the periphery demonstrates 
a variety of value-normative structures.

The center of the social landscape is associated with civilization and civili-
zational development, the periphery is associated with barbarism which is viewed 
as a set of alternative value-normative structures and practices that go beyond 
the limits of government regulations. Areas of barbarism in the social landscape 
are associated with an increased level of deviation and carry the risk of destroy-
ing the value-normative structures of the center.

The resistance of the social landscape consists in the existence of barriers to 
the spread of the value-normative establishments from the center to peripheral 
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areas. Barriers are associated with the presence of alternative values   and models 
of social life in the peripheral areas of a social landscape, as well as with weak-
ened social control over the implementation of government regulations.

The areas of barbarism and civilization in the social landscape are comple-
mentary and perform a number of useful functions in relation to each other, such 
as the formation and maintenance of sociocultural identity, the strengthening 
and development of social control and the function of social exchange.
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INTRODUCTION

Modern sociology is actively involved in the processes of integrating scientific 
knowledge at the subject, methodological and problem levels, interacting with 
the disciplines of both social sciences and humanities, and natural sciences, as 
well as with knowledge complexes containing natural science, humanitarian and 
technical components. This inevitably changes the subjects and methods of so-
ciology, and the fields of science with which it interacts. These processes are 
now so diverse and significant in their results that they require serious theoret-
ical and methodological reflection.

The aim of this article is to show the integrative potential of sociological 
science, the correlation of subject and methodology in the processes of scien-
tific synthesis, and the importance of meta-paradigmal dialogue and synthesis 
for forming a coherent system of socio-humanitarian knowledge.

In the early 21st century, sociology has not remained aloof from the process 
of scientific synthesis. Obviously, it is not by chance that G. Simmel noted its 
important features in comparison with other social sciences and humanities: 
“...it is an eclectic science because the products of other sciences constitute its 
material. It uses the data of historical research, anthropology, statistics, psy-
chology as semi-finished products; it does not directly deal with the raw ma-
terial, which other sciences process, but, being a so-called secondary science, 
it creates a new synthesis out of what primary sciences have already synthe-
sised” [13, p. 302].

Sociology takes the material for a “new synthesis” from a rather broad list of 
scientific disciplines including cultural studies, economics, political science, 
philosophy, and a number of other fields of scientific knowledge. As a result, 
sociology is a diverse multi-dimensional and multi-paradigmal field of knowl-
edge, which is in its turn capable of being included in a variety of scientific 
integration processes.

Nevertheless, the mechanisms for integrating modern scientific knowledge 
with the aid of sociology are far from being fully explored. This paper focuses 
on some of the gaps in this area.

RESEARCH RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
In the history of sociological science there are many examples of interdisciplinary 
synthesis, both at the subject and methodological levels. At the same time, in a 
number of cases, the subject and methodology of interaction combined and pre-
supposed each other quite well. Thus, social evolutionism formed by H. Spencer 
and his followers implied the use of both subject and methodology of biological 
analogies. It is important to note that already in the 19th century the mutual in-
fluence of biological and social evolutionism was clearly manifested [3, p. 147].

The racial and anthropological trend in social science developed through a 
much more complex interaction of various sciences: anthropology, cultural 
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studies, and biology, which is indirect but very powerful in this synthesis. After 
all, one of the basic postulates of this school is that “human social behaviour 
and culture are mainly determined by biological heredity” [1, p. 280].

An alternative mechanism of interdisciplinary integration lies in the interac-
tion between sociology and economics, resulting in “separation” of the subject 
and methodology of scientific synthesis. The separate subject forms economic 
sociology (and is naturally combined with sociology as a science on the inter-
disciplinary basis); the separate methodology is embodied in economic deter-
minism, one of the classical sociological paradigms. Of course, each of these 
mechanisms is characterized by a specific “distribution of roles” between eco-
nomics and sociology, promoting either one or the other to leading positions. 
Economic sociology simply uses the sociological approach, sociological prin-
ciples of research to study the economic sphere of society (but this study can be 
conducted in the light of various sociological paradigms and concepts — from 
structural functionalism and conflictological approach to symbolic interaction-
ism and the role theory of personality). Economic determinism is chronologi-
cally, substantively and ideologically generated by Marx’s economic theory, and 
sociologists, following this principle, consistently apply it in their analysis of 
all social phenomena and processes.

The mechanisms and results of interaction between sociology and cultural 
studies are even less clear. “This process,” according to E. A. Popov, “is large-
ly determined by one or another specific approach to understanding culture. In 
particular, the analysis of culture as one of the social spheres interprets the sub-
ject of sociology of culture in a rather narrow way, while the understanding of 
culture as the substantive social basis is much broader. Obviously, in the latter 
case, we mean the formation of a culturological direction (or paradigm) in so-
ciology with its own dominant values. For many sciences, culture is a set of 
artefacts; for many, it is a combination of norms and values; for sociology, cul-
ture is a ‘bridge’ from society to the individual and vice versa” [11, p. 17]. In-
deed, due to culture, man has become a social being, and society has become a 
sphere of true human existence. But the problem of the relation between the 
individual and the society is the central problem of theoretical sociology, and 
each sociological concept, school, paradigm offers its own version of the state-
ment and solution. And if it is so, then sociology of culture acquires the status 
of the most important element of the theoretical and methodological core of 
sociology as a whole. 

To sum up this section of the paper, it should be emphasized that sociology, 
reaching a meta-paradigmal level, plays an important role in shaping a coherent 
system of social sciences and humanities. We believe that there is a tendency 
for new paradigms to emerge, based on sociological connections with certain 
social sciences and humanities. For example, its relationship with economics 
underlies the Marxist approach, while its connection with psychology gave rise 
to the psychoanalytic paradigm in sociology. The very process of theoretical 
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and methodological interaction between sociological paradigms plays an im-
portant role in the integration of sociohumanitarian knowledge.

Next, it should be considered how sociology can be engaged and is engaged 
in processes of subject and methodological integration of knowledge, involving 
those disciplines and scientific complexes that already combine elements from 
different branches of science and research traditions.

Modern sociology takes a very active part in the processes of interdiscipli-
nary synthesis, contributing to the convergence of natural science, social 
sciences and humanities and technical knowledge. The “intersection of inter-
ests” of sociology and ecology is particularly often noted in this regard. As 
a result, new areas of scientific research are formed. These fields of knowledge 
often appeal to scientific subject and methodology: “The terms human ecol-
ogy and social ecology,” according to B. B. Prokhorov, “are equal, and each 
researcher is free to use either of them or expand the conceptual apparatus, 
applying, such terms as geodemology... demoecology, environmental socio-
logy... etc.” [12, p. 6].

In our opinion, for all the substantive proximity of these disciplines, it is 
necessary to take into account their vivid theoretical and methodological differ-
ences, as well as the specific mechanisms of their formation. We can consider 
this specific features through a comparative analysis of environmental sociolo-
gy and social ecology. Environmental sociology is “one of the branches of so-
ciology studying the specific relations between man and the environment” [9, 
p. 92]. Unlike most other branches of sociology (economic sociology, political 
sociology, sociology of law, sociology of family, etc.), its formation is based on 
integrative links not with social sciences and humanities, but with ecology, which 
again resulted from a rather complex scientific synthesis.

It should be said that environmental sociology has another “status” in the 
system of sociological knowledge — it is environmentalism as one of the soci-
ological paradigms. However, we mean a branch of sociology as a science with 
its specific problems, certain methodological guidelines, and methods of empir-
ical research.

The subject and methodology of social ecology is worth special consideration. 
Today, there are many disciplines that manage to combine features and elements 
of natural science, social sciences and humanities, and technical knowledge. 
These include medicine, psychology, economic geography and many others. 
In our opinion, however, this scientific “trinity” is most clearly manifested in 
social ecology, both in terms of subject and methodology. We also emphasize 
that in the subject-methodological status of this science, none of the named 
components is unambiguously and unequivocally dominant, basic or leading. 
The theoretical and methodological foundations of socio-ecological research 
cannot be reduced to the natural science priorities of accuracy and objectivity, 
nor to the purely humanitarian principle of referring to values, nor to the de-
sign-modelling attitudes characteristic of technical knowledge. At the same 
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time, all these attitudes are not only clearly present in social ecology but they 
also have their definite subject.

For example, ecology, which originally developed as a biological science, 
cannot be free from the ideals and norms of classical natural science. However, 
such a fundamental principle of classical science as the consideration of nature 
itself and the maximum escape from subjective strata cannot be realised today 
‘in its purest form’. R. S. Karpinskaya, I. K. Liseev and A. P. Ogurtsov are 
right to point out, “it is impossible to comprehend the regularities of natural 
systems functioning if not to consider anthropogenic and social factors” [5, 
p. 217]. As for social ecology, the trend towards subject-methodological hu-
manitarization becomes even more relevant for it. After all, “social ecology 
is the science of the relationship between society and its environment, the 
laws of compatibility, coevolution of society and nature” [5, p. 222]. This 
definition implies the simulation of subject-subject dialogue between the 
researcher and the studied socio-mediated object, bringing to the fore the 
humanitarian problem of understanding, definition and meaning. However, 
this circumstance still serves the aim of objective and accurate research of 
the human environment, indicators of biosphere pollution, changes in natural 
and social conditions of existence of various peoples and the mankind as a 
whole. Objective and subjective cognition in ecology in general and in social 
ecology in particular do not oppose, but presuppose each other. According 
to L. I. Grigorieva, “responsible attitude of a person to nature characterizes 
the environmental maturity of a person. It means understanding the laws of 
nature that determine human life” [4, p. 44].

Humanitarian methodological principles also manifest themselves in social 
ecology in a specific way. For example, a great role in the theoretical develop-
ment of many social sciences and humanities is played by the attitude to under-
standing the meaning of existence from the perspective of the existence, from 
the perspective of some ideal. It is also quite significant for socio-ecological 
concepts. However, in our opinion, the values of the proper in this field (ideal 
harmonic interaction between man and nature, the ideals of noosphere, co-evo-
lution, sustainable development, etc.) are much more utopian than the widely 
known sociopolitical ideals (civil society, rule of law, social justice). Human 
history has seen ideas of social progress, expressed regularly, and more or less 
successful attempts to put them into practice. However, the history of human 
interaction with nature has seen an almost unstoppable movement towards envi-
ronmental disaster. According to experts, “if everything is left as it is (or slight-
ly modernized), soon — only 20-50 years later, the Earth will give the foolish 
humanity a destructive response” [6, p. 569].

It is not the ideas of socio-ecological well-being and ways to achieve it that 
the practice-oriented provisions of social ecology contain, but the indications 
of what prevents the harmonic interaction between man and nature, contain-
ing prohibitions and restrictions. The following can illustrate the principles 
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of respectful attitude of Arctic indigenous people towards nature, included in 
the process of environmental education of schoolchildren in the Republic of 
Sakha (Yakutia):

“ —  not to exterminate wild animals and birds;
 —  not to kill female animals;
 —  collect ripe berries;
 —  mow hay after the seeds are ripe, etc.”. [4, p. 46].

The technical component of knowledge is represented in social ecology in 
two main ways. Firstly, it is the calculation and prediction of possible negative 
consequences of implementing certain technical projects for natural and social 
environment. “If the engineer and the designer, according to V. С. Stepin, 
V. G. Gorokhov and M. A. Rozov, did not remember that, along with accurate 
economic and technical operating requirements, the requirements for safe, noise-
less, comfortable, environmentally friendly use of engineering devices must be 
met, such engineering devices might turn hostile to people and even endanger 
their very existence on Earth, instead of becoming useful tools” [13, p. 372]. 
Secondly, it is the development of technical solutions aimed at environmental-
ly friendly production, at creating new and more perfect ways of practical de-
velopment of nature by man. An increasingly important role in the development 
of modern production is given to social and environmental expertise, designed 
not only to approve or veto some technical project, but also offer the best com-
bination of economic efficiency, social and environmental well-being. In meth-
odological terms, this means that the structure of socio-ecological knowledge 
presents alternative predictive approaches. Their modelling should take into 
account a biggest possible diversity of biospheric, socio-economic, technical, 
behavioural, mental and other factors that can affect the results of human activ-
ity. It is also important to keep in mind that all these factors are closely related, 
mediate and condition each other, which, in turn, further makes it important to 
further integrate natural science, social sciences and humanities, and technical 
knowledge.

As for the formation of social ecology through a large-scale scientific syn-
thesis (with the aid of sociology), the subject-methodological “trinity” of envi-
ronmental knowledge becomes more pronounced, as its socio-humanitarian 
component “comes to the forefront” and creates a decent, equal tandem with the 
natural and technical components. At the same time, social ecology as a whole 
does not become a part of sociology as a science; sociological features are pre-
sented there in a “both preserved and changed” form and are virtually insepa-
rable from cultural, legal and even political elements: thus, it is impossible to 
study the activities of environmental institutions and social movements apart 
from environmental culture and environmental legal consciousness, as well as 
the phenomenon of eco-culture. But there is at least one “version” of socio-eco-
logical knowledge that falls within the sociological paradigm. It is Chicago 
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School of Sociology, which focuses on sociocultural conditions and factors of 
the human environment, and on the role of the social niche necessary for a per-
son’s full adaptation and life in a big city. It is important to keep in mind that 
the theoretical and methodological foundations of Chicago School of Sociology 
resulted from a scientific synthesis, combining sociology, ecology, cultural stud-
ies, ethnography, geography, history and other sciences.

As for social anthropology, we can see a seemingly similar mechanism when 
tracing the path of its formation and subject-methodological determination. 
But a closer look reveals many differences in the interdisciplinary links and 
relationships. First of all, social anthropology is the most important branch 
of anthropology as a complex teaching of humanity, which cannot only be 
reduced to the status of a purely natural science or purely humanitarian disci-
pline, but also transcends the limits of scientific knowledge as such. While the 
shift from ecology to social ecology is a way of further expanding its subject 
and methodology, social anthropology is a specific field of study within social 
sciences and humanities, striving for a clear definition of its subject matter. 
Second, sociology is directly related to the formation and development of 
only one, namely English, tradition of social anthropology. Followers of this 
tradition such as A. R. Radcliffe-Brown, in particular, adopt the principles of 
structural functionalism and learn from classical sociology. In fact, according 
to V. Nikolaev, Radcliffe-Brown is a sociologist in anthropology, and his thin-
king is socio logical [10, p. 304].

We believe that the interaction between sociology and social anthropology 
has been particularly pronounced and effective in the field of methodological 
cooperation, a joint effort to form an effective concept of the humanities based 
on contemporary achievements of humanities and social science: “The theoret-
ical and methodological model of scientific rule in humanities is formed today 
largely on the basis of overcoming the classical model of scientific rule in nat-
ural science as abstract, general, essential, stable, necessary and repeatable. 
A truly humanitarian rule must not only explain an object but also create pre-
requisites for understanding its meaning, embracing the sphere and ways of 
representation of the common in the individual, essence — in phenomena, ne-
cessity — in the realized freedom” [7, p. 13].

Next, it is trustworthy to consider the role of sociology, on the one hand, and 
social anthropology, on the other, in following this pattern. In order to do this, 
we turn to the theoretical and methodological possibilities of the structuralist 
approach and, in particular, to the opinion of one of its most important repre-
sentatives, C. Lévi-Strauss. In his opinion, the process of learning the elements 
of myth rather than its content is directly connected with the definition of the 
archetypal binary oppositions of the human being: “It seems that myth consid-
ers two extreme solutions to the same problem, with some intermediate variants, 
which form numerous correlations and oppositions both with each other and 
with extreme solutions” [8, p. 22]. Consequently, there is a certain invariant 

O. T. Korosteleva, pp. 23-32



SIBERIAN SOCIUM

30 vol. 4  |  no. 1 (11)  |  2020

SSSS
which can be identified only within the whole complex of its elements. This 
approach is realised not only in works of classical anthropology, but also in a 
number of ethnographic works (e.g. [3, p. 144]). 

Poststructuralist approaches, such classic work as by G. Deleuze, should be 
mentioned here [2, p. 234].

There are two main types of abstraction: isolating and identifying. Modern 
sociology effectively deals with both of these types, facilitated by its methodo-
logical focus on the analysis of certain phenomena of social life during specific 
historically determined social situations.

Nevertheless, specific theory and methodology of closely related social scienc-
es and humanities should not be made absolute. On the contrary, the processes 
of interdisciplinary interaction between them are very important, contributing 
to their mutual enrichment and forming new scientific disciplines. For example, 
the use of binary oppositions in studying a particular social phenomenon will 
provide more opportunities for sociological studies by using the anthropological 
method in identifying the framework of the semantic universe, expressing the 
variability of the social aspects under study.

It is important to emphasise that “...the oppositions of social conflict and 
harmony, social integration and disintegration, social norm and anomie are of 
particular importance and universal significance. The whole field of social 
phenomena arising from their interaction and different correlations is high-
lighted in the meaningful shift between these poles. It seems that such word-
ing does not distract sociology from its traditional task of studying society 
here and now but makes the ‘profile’ of social reality vivid, dynamic and 
multidimensional; it becomes clear that a multifaceted variety of social smiles 
and grimaces can be found in social masking. The more closely the variabil-
ity of social being is taken into account, the more accurate the sociological 
knowledge will become” [7, p. 17]. This thesis seems relevant for further 
analysis of mechanisms for integrating scientific knowledge with the aid of 
sociology.

CONCLUSION
Based on the analysis of various options of scientific integration with the aid 
of sociology, the article identifies subject and methodology, bilateral and mul-
tilateral mechanisms of this integration and the eventual forms characterising 
them. Engaged in the processes of large-scale scientific synthesis, sociology 
works in the field of both subject and methodological integration, which leads, 
on the one hand, to creating new branches of sociology and, on the other hand, 
to forming sociological paradigms. Entering the process of interaction with 
complex fields of knowledge, sociology contributes to changing the subject 
and methodology of socio-humanitarian knowledge as a whole, as well as 
bringing natural science, social sciences and humanities, and technical disci-
plines closer together.
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Thus, we can distinguish two groups of leading mechanisms of integrative 

interaction between sociology and other social sciences and humanities:
 — forming new branches of sociology (economic sociology, political socio-

logy, sociology of personality, sociology of culture, etc.);
 — creating specific sociological paradigms, which can be conventionally 

called “socio-humanitarian,” usually based on primary links between so-
ciology and a particular discipline of socio-humanitarian knowledge.

The main conclusion, which has a certain degree of novelty, is that sociology, 
included in various mechanisms of scientific knowledge integration, contributes 
to a substantial convergence of social sciences and humanities and their adequate, 
deeper theoretical and methodological determination.
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Abstract. The problems of an individual’s socialization have always been relevant, but in the 
conditions of deep transformation of social institutions of the Russian society, they have become 
particularly acute and important. The radical nature of the reforms have determined the features of 
the social state, which consist in the formation of a fundamentally new social reality. The transition 
to a market economy and consumer society has led to a radical change in the world outlook, values, 
and value orientations of the population. In these conditions, new approaches to the socialization 
of the individual, the formation of qualities, and value orientations corresponding to the market 
society are necessary. The purpose of the article lies in determining the initial principles of human 
socialization in the changed Russian society based on the analysis of existing approaches in scientific 
knowledge. For this purpose, the authors have employed the methods of analysis and comparison 
of existing concepts of socialization. This article presents an analysis of socialization theories of 
domestic and foreign researchers, analysis of economic and socio-cultural factors in the formation 
of a new system of values and value orientations in Russian society. The scientific novelty of the 
article consists in the proposal to consider a balanced combination of individualism and collectivism 
as the initial principles of personal socialization in the process of forming new values and value 
orientations of individuals, as well as to consider the socialization of the individual in relation to 
the socialization of economic relations. The choice of a balanced and harmonious combination of 
individualism and collectivism as a guideline for the socialization of the individual in the transformed 
Russian society allows us to build a new system of socialization. This requires new methods of 
socialization of the individual, new ideological and value content of the social space.
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INTRODUCTION
Russia has been going through transformation period over the last three decades. 
Fundamental transformations of socio-economic and political institutions have 
taken place, causing structural changes in all social spheres and everyday life. 
Radical reforms resulted in forming a fundamentally new social reality and, there-
fore, new values and value orientations of the population.

West-oriented values in politics and economy, the accelerated pace of introduc-
ing market economy institutions, a reduced role of the state in socio-economic 
processes, large-scale privatization, and liberalization of political and economic 
life weakened traditional institutions of Russian society and profoundly changed 
value orientations and motivations. Global practice shows that such transformations 
often lead to crises in the functioning of traditional social institutions: family, ed-
ucation, labour relations, etc. Consequently, the content of many social processes 
changed, creating uncertainty and timelessness, and provoking transformation risks.

Rapid structural reforms and globalisation processes at the turn of the 21st cen-
tury, which are characterised by the ideological vacuum, the propaganda of mass 
consumer culture, the growth of individualism, and state and social alienation, still 
have a serious desocialising effect on the Russian society in the modern post-trans-
formation period.

The last decade has seen Russia’s socio-economic and political life coming back 
to normal, with the strengthened state institutions creating conditions for stability 
in operating social institutions and regulating social processes. However, social 
attitudes are still dichotomous as social reality has not been filled with adequate 
values and, as a result, a new model of personal socialization has not been formed. 
Additional problems are caused by the change in the technological mode of econ-
omy, the widespread adoption of the elements of information society, which dest-
abilize all spheres of life.

In these circumstances, the problem of finding an effective model of personal 
socialization, deep theoretical understanding of the necessary changes in the con-
tent and mechanisms of socialization is extremely important, because the develop-
ment of Russian society can be successful depending on its solution. Socialization 
in the broad sense is a process of mastering social norms and integrating a person 
into the social system. Its features and mechanisms are studied by different disci-
plines: sociological, psychological, cultural, pedagogical, making its theory diverse 
and multidimensional.
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Theoretical background to the study  

of personal socialisation
Personal socialization has been in the focus of sociological attention since the 
late 19th century. The original meaning, which researchers put into the concept 
of socialization, was reduced to the process of personal development and forma-
tion (Franklin Giddings, Emile Durkheim, Gabriel Tarde, etc.). K. Marx’s con-
ception of man as a product of social relations had a great influence on the for-
mation of the initial views. The social environment is both a product and a 
necessary condition of activity.

F. Giddings is frequently referred to as the first to introduce the term “social-
ization” into sociological science (V. A. Lukov, A. I. Kovaleva, etc.). Meanwhile, 
Giddings, in his work The Theory of Socialisation (1897), gives primacy to 
Georg Simmel: “Dr. Georg Simmel seems to have been the first writer to use 
the word “socialization” in a definition of sociology. In his opinion, “the inves-
tigation of the forces, forms, and development of socialization, of cooperation, 
of association of individuals, should be the single object of sociology as a spe-
cial science”. [13, p. 1]. Thus, it is obvious that initially socialization was un-
derstood as a general process of social group formation and development of 
forms of association.

F. Giddings, on the other hand, moves away from macro-sociological gener-
alisations. The author sees socialisation as one of the four fundamental social 
processes, including appreciation, utilization, and characterisation. In this case, 
socialisation is the apex, the logical conclusion of other social processes.

In his opinion, socialisation should be understood as the development of the 
social nature, the socio-psychological state of individuals in communicating and 
associating with others. The author assumes a synergetic effect of bringing indi-
viduals together. Such synergy, according to Giddings, is pleasure and profit. 
This approach is very characteristic of American classical sociology at the turn 
of the twentieth century [11-13].

Thus, while acknowledging the enormous contribution by F. Giddings to the 
theoretical understanding of the phenomenon of socialisation, it should be not-
ed that his theoretical concept of socialisation in sociological terms is viewed 
very narrowly — as the establishment of beneficial social contacts and associ-
ation with a certain circle of individuals, that is, socialisation is seen as the 
construction of the individual’s immediate environment to achieve certain goals 
and interests.

Scientific works by classical and contemporary scholars provide a theoretical 
basis for understanding the complex processes in contemporary Russian society 
and help to understand the processes of personal socialization.

The theory of socialization in Russia is associated with representatives of the 
national pedagogical school, primarily A. S. Makarenko, V. A. Sukhomlinsky, 
K. D. Ushinsky, as well as famous psychologists L. S. Vygotsky, S. L. Rubinstein, 
G. M. Andreeva, Y. M. Zabrodin, educators A. V. Mudrik, S. T. Shatsky, 
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V. N. Shulgin, A. P. Pinkevich, P. P. Blonsky, E. N. Shiyanov, philosophers 
I. S. Kon, V. T. Lisovsky, S. N. Ikonnikova, sociologists V. G. Nemirovsky, 
A. G. Harchev, J. R. Vishnevski, etc.

V. A. Sukhomlinsky sees socialisation as a process of stage-by-stage introduc-
tion of an individual to society, with the success largely depending on the reaction 
of parents and educators to the needs and desires of the child. Sukhomlinsky 
emphasizes the danger of satisfying all the child’s needs, as it will subsequently 
form a consumerist perception of others, which will ultimately lead to ineffective 
socialization [26].

Yu. M. Zabrodin and E. N. Shiyanov draw attention to the importance of an 
individual’s lifestyle in the process of socialisation. At the same time, the process 
of socialization is considered as a purely individual phenomenon, due to the fact 
that behavioural patterns of different people in specific situations can vary signifi-
cantly. The authors emphasize the role of self-identification and self-perception 
in the socialization process just as big as that of social regulation [25, 29, 30].

А. G. Kharchev considers socialization of individuals as the result of social 
and historic development. Considering an individual as a product of the relevant 
era, a bearer of the relevant views and values, the author states that “the imple-
mentation of socialization requires identifying, in the chaos of spontaneous in-
fluences, those that are most favorable for the formation of the personality type 
needed to the given society, strengthening the pedagogical effectiveness of these 
influences by means of the education system, neutralizing, as much as possible, 
the factors that prevent achieving the goals set by educators” [15, p. 22]. It should 
be noted that the author does not pay proper attention to the study of micro-so-
ciological factors that form the social environment for socialization, such as 
individual characteristics of personality, family values and attitudes, etc.

The process of personal self-assertion as a necessary result of socialisation is 
described by A. V. Mudrik. The author pays special attention to successful rela-
tionships with the opposite sex. Communication and interaction with persons of 
the opposite sex in high school is an example of approbating an adult behaviour-
al model. However, it is worth emphasising that the author views the process of 
socialisation in the narrow sense of an individual’s maturity and acquiring adult 
qualities [21].

Thus, the national pedagogical school has made a significant contribution to 
the theoretical understanding of personal socialization, which is expressed in the 
following:

 — socialisation mechanisms directly depend on the specific type of society 
and cultural and historical context, which does not allow us to form uni-
versal algorithms for socialisation;

 — successful socialization means the transformation of the individual from 
an object of socialization into a subject of socialization, that is, an objec-
tive carrier of social values, able to pass their social experience to future 
gene rations;
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 — the content of socialisation is an individual’s active participation in assimi-

lating social values and experiences; therefore, an individual’s interaction 
with others is of great importance in effective socialisation.

It should also be noted that the pedagogical strand of socialisation research has 
a number of limitations. First of all, most studies consider children, adolescents 
and young people as the object of socialisation. In a stable society, these social 
groups are undoubtedly the main socialising elements. However, in today’s fast 
developing world, when social attitudes and norms change frequently, and social 
change becomes almost a key social phenomenon and affects all people, the need 
for personal socialisation arises in other age groups as well, which is usually seen 
as secondary socialisation.

In addition, the national pedagogical school, due to its characteristic features, 
singled out education as the main means of socialization, leaving without proper 
attention such important means of socialization as education, labor relations, par-
ticipation in socially useful work, in various forms of creative and social activities. 
The majority of pedagogical studies present education in terms of subject-object 
relations, giving the active role to the teacher. However, this approach is not uni-
versally accepted. Education as an element of socialisation should be understood 
as a two-way social interaction between educators and learners, teachers and stu-
dents, with mutual benefits. Education should be seen as a mutually active process, 
with social activity being important for not only consolidating but also effectively 
developing the personality.

National experts in social psychology have made a significant contribution to 
the development of theoretical foundations for the study of socialization processes. 
Thus, G. M. Andreeva distinguishes between the concepts of “socialization”, “hom-
inization”, and “personal development”. According to the author, socialization is 
a two-way process, in which, on the one hand, an individual learns social experience 
and, on the other hand, an individual creates a social environment through their 
activities [1, 2]. This interprets the individual as both the subject and the object of 
social relations, i.e. they do not only adopt but also reproduce social values, simul-
taneously developing themselves and changing the social environment. Priority in 
socialization is given to the assimilation of social experience; secondary is the 
person’s active impact on the system of social relations. Furthermore, G. M. An-
dreeva reveals the mechanism of personal socialization, which, in her opinion, 
consists of three consecutive stages: orientation in the system of connections, con-
centration on a certain type of activity and, finally, mastering new roles and under-
standing their importance. Each stage can be associated with a particular stage of 
socialisation: pre-labour (the main institution of socialisation is the school), labour 
(the main institution of socialisation is the work place), post-labour (the main in-
stitution of socialisation is a pensio ners’ association) [1].

However, this approach has a number of limitations. First, the timing of so-
cialisation stages is a purely individual matter; second, the main institution of 
socialisation may be different in each case. For example, a number of researchers 
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consider parents as the main socialising agent for children and adolescents 
(P. P. Blonsky, L. S. Vygotsky [28, pp. 16, 40]).

A significant role in the development of socialization theory was played by 
I. S. Kon, who formulated the concept of children’s community as a carrier of 
childhood subculture [19]. He hypothesised that successful socialization of an in-
dividual should be preceded by effective socialization within the children’s com-
munity, whose attitudes and behavioral patterns reflect concentrated rules of be-
havior in any society: children are very sensitive to the concept “friend or foe”, 
relying on external factors: looking different, wearing different clothes, having 
interests different from everyone else, etc. At the same time, the alienation of “foes” 
in a child’s environment tends to be quicker and more painful. This way of social-
isation, according to I. S. Kon, can have both positive and negative consequenc-
es [17-19]. In addition to the generally accepted purposeful impact, I. S. Kohn 
considers spontaneous processes influencing the formation of personality as im-
portant methods of socialization [18].

The authors of the concepts mentioned above seek to identify structural elements 
and factors that affect the process of personal socialization. In contrast to structur-
al methods, sociologist V. G. Nemirovsky proposed a universal approach to social-
ization, considering this process in a complex unity of an individual with natural 
and social environment, in the unity of natural, social and spiritual connections and 
elements. V. G. Nemirovsky emphasizes: “The peculiarity of the universal approach 
is a holistic perception of the process of socialization in the unity of its diverse 
aspects and manifestations”. [22, p. 152].

A distinctive feature of most research in social psychology is the subjectivist 
approach, which involves looking at the process of socialisation through person-
al development. This approach is particularly prevalent in the Western school of 
psychology. For example, Sigmund Freud identifies three elements of personal-
ity: the ‘id’, a source of energy stimulated by the desire for pleasure, the ‘ego’, 
which constantly controls the individual within accepted norms of social reality, 
and the ‘superego’, that is, the moral social evaluation of actions. Freud sees 
socialisation as a process of manifesting innate qualities of the individual, during 
and as a result of which these three constituent elements of personality are 
formed [8-10].

The founder of the cognitive development theory in psychology, the Swiss 
psychologist Jean Piaget singles out stages of personality development, which 
come one after another in chronological order: 1) sensorimotor stage (from birth 
to age 2), 2) preoperational (2-7), 3) concrete operational stage (7-11), 4) formal 
operational stage (12-15). In doing so, the author focuses on cognitive structures 
and their subsequent restructuring in the process of acquiring and assimilating 
social experience. In essence, these stages represent the stages of formation of 
the child’s intellect. Socialisation, on the other hand, seems to be a process of 
gradual erasure of the egocentric worldview inherent in each child’s conscious-
ness [24].
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Piaget’s understanding of the main source and driving force of personality de-

velopment in the process of socialization was challenged by the Russian psycho-
logical school (L. S. Vygotsky, A. V. Zaporozhets, P. Y. Galperin). Piaget considered 
personal development as a spontaneous process based on biological pre-forms of 
behavior, while Russian writers emphasized the importance of the socio-cultural 
environment in the formation of an individual as a member of society.

Investigating personal socialisation, it is important to highlight Charles Horton 
Cooley’s theory of the “looking-glass self” [5, 20]. According to the author, “the 
process of socialisation begins when a child becomes aware of him/herself as an 
object by accepting the roles of others. On the basis of how others view him/her, 
the child becomes aware of his/her place in the community and in interpersonal 
relationships” [20].

Cooley’s considerable contribution lies in the development of the concept 
of “primary groups”, which play a crucial role in personal socialisation. Inter-
action within a primary group is based on the mechanism of the “looking-glass 
self”, which implies the following elements: what we think and how others 
percieve us [20].

Thus, according to C. H. Cooley, the process of socialisation is built on the 
mechanism of an individual’s evaluation of the reactions to him/her by the prima-
ry group (parents, friends, neighbours). Cooley believes that the formation of the 
identity, or self, is the result of social interaction, giving primary social groups a 
decisive role in personal socialisation. However, making primary groups absolute 
to the detriment of secondary groups does not seem to be objective.

It is important to mention here a significant role of the French classic sociol-
ogist and social psychologist H. Tarde in studying socialization problems. Tarde 
understood “socialization as the inclusion of an individual in a nation through 
adaptation and imitation, the achievement of equality in language, upbringing, 
education and culture with other individuals constituting society” [27]. Tarde 
was the first to bring the problem of socialisation to the practical, state level, 
stressing a big role of socialisation in successful state-building and conflict-free 
development of social groups.

In addition, G. Tard puts forward the idea of imitation as the main socialising 
mechanism, the origins of which should be sought in childhood. Children tend 
to imitate adult behaviour in various aspects (speech, role-playing, etc.), which 
is largely explained by the fact that almost all children want to become adults. 
However, imitation as a pattern of behaviour required for successful socialisation 
is not inherent for only childhood. Imitation is a typical coping mechanism for 
all social phenomena and processes, and social behavior is essentially imitation, 
which is why all individuals are forced to use it throughout life. A typical form 
of any social interaction is the teacher-student relationship. But learning new 
social qualities and skills should not be linked only to the processes of upbring-
ing and education. According to G. Tarde, internalisation is the result of social 
interaction in any form [27].
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Nonetheless, while appreciating the depth of the author’s theoretical and prac-

tical research, we should note that some provisions of his theory raise serious 
questions. Imitation, in particular, may be a permanent way of acquiring social 
qualities needed in a particular type of society. But the process is objectively dis-
crete and situation-specific. Having mastered a certain value or social quality, 
having transformed it into an internal regulator, the individual ceases to perceive 
it as external; this stage is the logical conclusion of a specific imitative activity.

Imitation can be most effective in traditional societies, where social values and 
structures are static and social processes follow a set pattern. However, imitation 
is much less effective in societies during transformation and post-transformation 
periods, including modern Russia.

Emile Durkheim made a tremendous contribution to the theoretical understand-
ing of socialisation from the perspective of the objectivist approach. E. Durkheim’s 
position is based on the original basis of the duality of human nature, namely: the 
biological nature of man is in constant conflict with the social nature. Only socie-
ty, with its normative regulations and values, is able to deter the selfish manifesta-
tions of human nature. The function of socialisation is to spread ‘collective con-
sciousness’, to give homogeneity and integrity to society. The result of socialisation, 
according to Durkheim, should be the individual suppressing his/her own interests 
and motives for the sake of public ones. In this sense, socialisation can be identified 
with civic consciousness. However, according to the author, it is not laws and reg-
ulations, but morality, which forms the norms of social behaviour, and defines the 
framework of socialization [6, 7].

One of the key concepts of Durkheim’s sociology is anomie, which he under-
stood as a state of society in which the disintegration and deregulation of a certain 
system of established values and norms that supported the traditional social order 
do not match new rules and ideals. Anomie, according to Durkheim, creates a 
serious obstacle to socialisation, due to the fact that it is characterised by low 
influence of social norms on individuals and their low efficiency in regulating 
human behaviour.

With no clear social reference, many generally accepted and absolute social 
constructs, such as morality, are subject to public scrutiny, which creates, accord-
ing to Durkheim, a breeding ground for various deviations [7].

Durkheim’s concept of socialisation is extremely essential in understanding the 
processes that took place in Russian society, when, paradoxically, socialisation 
mechanisms and values that had previously been considered effective, alienated 
people from the public good. Thus, the importance of social stability and balance 
should be emphasized

Talkott Parsons’ theory turns out to be a combination of objectivist and subjec-
tivist approaches to socialisation. He sees socialisation as the primary means of 
maintaining social balance. In this sense, Parsons’ position is close to the views 
of objectivism. The author distinguishes between two concepts that are close in 
meaning: socialisation and adaptation, the latter being a necessary condition for 
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an individual’s exposure to social values and perception of social experience. 
Adaptation is necessary for an individual to be socialized. At the same time, ac-
cording to the author, society is so heterogeneous and unbalanced that it would 
be wrong to socialize according to a certain matrix, which is why Parsons does 
not absolutize the role of upbringing and education in particular. The author con-
siders communication with “significant others”, whose values are transmitted as 
social into the individual’s consciousness, to be the main socialising mechanism. 
“Significant others” are a flexible theoretical construct; initially they may be par-
ents, later peers who are superior to the individual in certain characteristics (in-
telligence, dexterity, wit, strength), then high status social units (successful people, 
bosses, political leaders, respected people).

Т. Parsons classifies socialization mechanisms into cognitive, protective, and 
coping mechanisms. Given the diversity of forms of social life, it is useless for a 
person to try to absorb all its aspects, so Parsons believes that socialization is ef-
fective if an individual manages to acquire a certain social role. The status-role 
system ultimately forms the matrix of the social structure. The author emphasizes 
that socialization is an ongoing process of social experience accumulation and 
internalization of social values. It is worth noting that modern sociology has pri-
oritized this position [23].

Thus, analysising the theories of socialisation leads to the conclusion that there 
are two competing approaches to describing the essence of this process: subjectiv-
ist and objectivist. The formation of two scientific approaches is largely due to the 
bipolarity of socialization processes: “individual — society”.

Peculiarities of economic and socio-cultural conditions  
of personal socialisation in the transforming Russian society

The social transformations in Russian society over the last three decades have led 
to a major modification of the overall direction of personal socialisation. Since the 
unified, well-established model of socialisation in Soviet society was rejected, the 
vacuum of socialisation norms and values resulted in a huge number of possible 
socialisation directions for young people. Having a choice of ways for self-identi-
fication his may look positive, of course, but in reality this more often leads to a 
lower level of social group consolidation and a lower degree of predictability and 
controllability.

Thus, modern sociology solves most important problems in searching for insti-
tutional regulators that ensure social stability through socialisation measures, in 
defining prospective socialisation models to form socially significant qualities in 
young people, and in establishing new social ideology and values.

The negative experience of the socio-economic transformations in most former 
socialist states eloquently demonstrates that the transition to sustainable economic 
development is not possible without social development, primarily without making 
conditions for purposeful personal socialisation, consistent with Russia’s nature, 
character and level of a market economy.
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Despite significant changes and tangible achievements of economic reforms, 

ideas about the content, role and place of socialisation in the transformation of 
the economy, politics and society have hardly changed. Socialisation is still as-
sociated with a system of social transformation measures and changes in the 
standards of general and vocational education, aimed more at adapting to eco-
nomic reforms than at strategic planning and shaping the type of personality 
consistent with the prevailing market realities and the new technological order in 
the society. As a result, social problems are attempted to be solved separately. 
Unresolved social problems lead to a larger property differentiation of the popu-
lation, to restriction of economic freedom, and to a slower economic growth and 
social development.

Individualism and collectivism as guidelines for personal socialisation  
in the transforming Russian society

The period of transition from a planned economy to a market economy can see 
profound transformation of the previously formed collectivist values into the op-
posite, individualistic values. Collectivism and individualism emerge naturally in 
society at certain stages of social development, but their roles differ in different 
cultures. In general, most social formations and socio-economic types of social 
structure formed and positively assessed collectivism as a natural form of indi-
vidual behaviour.

The dichotomy of individualism and collectivism has its roots in psycholo-
gy. This was well demonstrated by the American psychologist Jerome Bruner. 
He ana lysed value orientations in the study of human cognitive development. 
In his opi nion, we can distinguish “...two groups of cultural factors: 1) collectivist 
oriented and 2) individualist oriented. J. Bruner believes that traditional cultures 
are characterised by a collectivist orientation, and modern cultures — by an in-
dividualist orientation”. In traditional cultures “individual subjectivism... is not 
cultivated; on the contrary, the idea of reality, the unity of man and the world is 
supported”. [4, p. 328].

T. Parsons contributed much to developing this issue, considering the dichot-
omous value orientations (self and group) as the most important regulators of the 
social system, ensuring its stability.

In ethnopsychology, the opposing orientations of individualism and collectiv-
ism became particularly popular after the publication of G. Hofstede’s book 
“Culture Consequences: International Differences in Work-Related Values” 
(1980) [14]. Hofstede studied the value orientations of IBM employees from 50 
countries by factor analysis of 117,000 questionnaires to discover common fea-
tures of organizational culture. On the basis of his research Hofstede singled out 
a general dimension: individualism — collectivism. Building a unified typology 
of organisational cultures, he regarded individualism as an individual’s sense of 
independence from groups and organisations. Collectivism, in his opinion, sym-
bolises a society where an individual is integrated into a relevant community, 
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i.e. a social group that protects the individual; in return, the individual must be 
loyal to the group [14, p. 196].

In a socialist society with its planned economy and system of distributiing 
material goods, a collectivist type of personality was formed. Collectivism is a 
worldview principle according to which the interests of the group are seen as having 
priority over the interests of the individual. Socialism proceeds from the assumption 
that common interests ultimately coincide with individual interests and that it is 
impossible to realise individual interests outside the group (K. Marx). The group 
is to promote the all-round harmonious development of the individual, to create 
conditions for actualizing the individual’s potential, thus ensuring harmony and 
balance between collectivism and individualism. In practice, however, this actu-
ally meant total subordination of the individual to the interests of the collective, 
to the interests of the social group, and ultimately to the society.

A developed capitalist society, like all class societies, is characterised by indi-
vidualism as an inherent quality of the individual, expressed in the worldview of 
individual freedom, the independence of the individual from the society, the rec-
ognized priority of individual interests over collective interests. This ensures 
competition and rivalry between individuals, which are considered the most im-
portant factors and the driving force of economic, political and socio-cultural 
development of the society.

Individualism and collectivism are opposed relatively, since the combination 
of these two principles undoubtedly produces a synergetic effect and ensures a 
higher efficiency of human activity. Of course, it is necessary to reach balance 
between individualism and collectivism, which is rather elusive than rational, 
almost mystical. Such balance is different in different types of activity and depends 
on a variety of external and internal factors. A number of researchers link the re-
lationship between individualism and collectivism to national cultures, arguing, 
in particular, that in Russia many problems are solved more successfully in the 
process of cooperation, while in Western countries — through competition.

According to many researchers, this can explain the development of a pro-
nounced individualism and focus on competition in the West, and the development 
of collectivism and focus on the interests of the community in the East. Thus, 
psychologists (B. N. Bezdenezhnykh, V. V. Apanovich and others) compared ex-
perimental studies of cooperative and competitive human behavior and proved a 
deep psychological basis of the individual and collective dichotomy in the mind 
of an individual [3, pp. 5-22].

Personal socialization in modern Russian society goes through a contradictory 
combination of the past — collectivist (“socialist”) orientations, and the present — 
aggressively formed individualistic orientations of market society, with the latter 
winning. Market relations require individual forms of labour organisation and 
individual ways of motivating and stimulating. It often ensures a higher labour 
efficiency and growing productivity, but contradicts the principles of labour co-
operation prevailing in modern social production.
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Meanwhile, collective forms of labour organisation are increasingly being used 

in developed capitalist countries. The use of cooperation in modern production and 
an appropriate system of motivation must lead to a balanced combination of indi-
vidualism and collectivism in labour activity. It is inevitable to revise the concept 
of convergence of post-industrial society, which emerged as an ideological doctrine 
in the USA in the 1960s.

The most prominent representatives of the theory of post-industrial society — 
D. Bell, G. Kahn, A. Toffler (USA), J. Fourastié and A. Touraine (France) — argued 
that, depending on the level of technology and technological development, the 
following forms of labour activity prevail in society: 1) the primary one — agri-
culture; 2) after the 18th century industrial revolution, the secondary form — in-
dustry; 3) then, in the 1960s, the tertiary form — service sector, where science and 
education play the leading role. Ultimately, the convergence theorists see a unan-
imous post-industrial society, which has received various names, including the 
consumer society, the state of mass wealth, the welfare state, etc. According to 
D. Bell, just as the industrial revolution gave birth to assembly-line production, the 
mass consumption society gives birth to the service economy, and today the infor-
mation sector is rapidly developing.

In accordance with these changes in the economy, value orientations are chang-
ing: in a multifaceted process of personal socialisation, personal qualities corre-
sponding to the trends of economic and social development are being formed. First 
of all, it is the formation of a new worldview structure of values, in which the ratio 
and balance of individualistic and collectivist orientations change. In accordance 
with the new structure of values, a system of material and moral motivation of 
labour activity is being formed. These changes are particularly evident in the val-
ue orientations and behaviour of young people.

CONCLUSION
The analysis of different concepts of socialisation process can be summararized 
in the following statements:

 — socialization is a multidimensional and multifactorial process that is stud-
ied by a number of humanities (sociology, psychology, social psychology, 
cultural studies, psychoanalysis, pedagogy, etc.);

 — the peculiarity of sociological study of socialisation lies in the duality of 
the subject of research, which is a stable theoretical construct “individu-
al — society”;

 — the peculiarity of the subject of research makes it necessary to avoid po-
lar approaches to the study of socialization; a compromise can be found 
in a reasonable synthesis of the subjectivist and objectivist approaches, 
therefore our study defines socialization is a two-way process: on the one 
hand, it is a constant transmission of social norms and values by the so-
ciety, formation of value orientations, on the other — their perception by 
the individual;
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 — the norms and standards guiding socialisation are not constant; they are 

subject to revision over time, changes in the initial social conditions, and 
can also be processed and modified by the individual in the process of 
socialisation;

 — socialisation is the ongoing process of acquiring social experience, expo-
sure to social values and the formation of social qualities; although this 
process is constant, it is the individual who fills it with the appropriate 
contents during childhood and youth, when the individual formation and 
the “suppression” of the biological nature of man takes place;

 — at the time of profound socio-economic transformations, socialization 
mechanisms are disrupted, and a crisis of values and personal value ori-
entations arises, resulting in “social diseases”, which are reasonably called 
transformation risks.

Social transformations in Russian society at the turn of the 21st century have 
led to a serious modification of the content and ways of personal socialisation. 
The rejection of the unified Soviet model of socialisation led to emerging new 
modes of socialising young people, which may look positive, as a choice of 
ways of self-identification, but in reality it more often leads to a lower level of 
social group consolidation, as well as a lower degree of predictability and con-
trollability.

In our opinion, the choice of a balanced and harmonious combination of in-
dividualism and collectivism as a guiding principle of personal socialization in 
the transforming Russian society allows us to build a new system of socializa-
tion, from family upbringing, general and vocational education to labor activi-
ty and culture, everyday communication and leisure. In this regard, the search 
for methods and means of personal socialization, the definition of prospective 
models for socially significant qualities in young people, as well as the new 
social ideology and values remain the most important problems in sociological 
research today.
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Abstract. This article considers the problem of the social from the perspective of human 
functioning in the context of developing self-organization and self-government in the society. 
The formation of the civil society in transforming Russia has been delayed largely due to the 
lack of developed subjectivity at both the individual and municipal levels. The weakness of 
civil initiatives reveals the reasons for the lack of demand for self-order, self-organization, and 
self-government in particular. The purpose of this article is to examine the role of the human 
being as a social unit in the processes of self-organization and self-government of transforming 
Russia. The author identifies three interpenetrating and complementary levels of existence in 
the system of social management, in accordance with their importance. These three levels are 
distinct in personifications and the maturity of the individual-personal, and they include the level 
of individual personality, the level of objective social communities, and the society-wide level. 
The results show that the institution of self-government is generated by social communications. 
Its social multi-factor nature is constantly influenced by both the society and the individual, as 
well as by objective factors of a non-anthropogenic nature. The author suggests using a social-syn-
ergetic approach for this problem. This approach to the study of social processes allows us to 
apply the methods of exact and natural sciences in addition to sociological and philosophical 
concepts and technologies, which results in a more detailed picture of social development. This 
article focuses on the local territorial community, which is a key link in social processes. The 
social as a whole is a universal reality that reveals the meaning of the unit of the society as an 
ultimate universal that personifies the activity of a certain type or group of public relations. The 
author concludes that the social unit in the processes of self-organization and self-government 
in Russian society is a person who represents the society in all the diversity of its hierarchy and 
social communications. According to the author, the positive experience of previous eras remains 
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outside of management efforts. The asymmetry of development reproduces social contradictions 
in the fundamental spheres of life.
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INTRODUCTION
Russia is carrying out a transformational project, which should result in a civil 
society and a welfare state with socially oriented economy. Apparently, the social 
is a phenomenon with immanent stability and universality. It is present in all the 
diversity of human cultures. The defining element of the new society should be 
communications of self-ordering, self-organization and self-government. The ar-
ticle offers analysis of these formation processes, which explains the relevance 
of the research.

The problems of self-ordering, self-organization and self-government are being 
actively studied by Russian sociologists. Our perspective on the problem of the 
social unit in the process of self-organization and self-management focuses on 
the fact that it is the social-synergetic approach that introduces a person into the 
social worldview. According to A. P. Nazaretyan, “in neoclassical science, imbued 
with the idea of self-organization, the Cartesian thesis ‘I exist’ is taken as the most 
empirically reliable and initial for the construction of a universal theory; hence, 
any large-scale natural science model that ignores the fact of human existence is 
treated as invariably unreliable” [10, p. 92]. As a result, at the beginning of the 
21st century, we see the evolution of 1) fundamental social synergetics, which is 
a synergetic philosophy of history (synergetic historicism), and 2) applied social 
synergetics [2, p. 1856].

The first theory is widely represented by a number of seminal works by 
V. V. Vasilkova [14-16], M. S. Elchaninov [17], and many other scientists.

In the context of our analysis, the second field is also of interest. In particular, 
we agree with the opinion that the socio-synergetic approach “is quite applicable 
both for analyzing the transformations of social aggregates into a crowd and 
transformations of some types of the latter into others... In this regard, we can 
talk about the elements of integration of the synergetic approach into analysis of 
social development and the theoretical framework of the socio-psychological 
approach to social phenomena” [4, p. 104]. The relevance of the synergetic ap-
proach in sociology is also confirmed by the publication of a fundamental col-
lection of articles on various aspects of applied social synergetics [1] and other 
serious works.
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Considering the rapid development of this theory of social knowledge, 

A. A. Dregalo and V. I. Ulyanovskiy plausibly asserted in their research that 
“classical Marxist social determinism is limited and synergetics is recognized as 
the most demanded method of cognition of nonlinear social systems and analysis 
of the social technology of society’s self-development” [5, p. 88].

O. A. Belenkova makes “an attempt to trace the process of self-development 
of social systems, the implementation of which, firstly, integrates the results of 
social management, and, secondly, the processes of their self-organization formed 
on the basis of social determinism” [2, p. 1851].

Thus, the social-synergetic approach plays an important role in the study of 
the social unit. The mechanisms of self-ordering and self-organization, inherent 
in the living and inanimate, have a pronounced universal character. Therefore, 
synergetic approach to the study of social processes allows to combine sociolog-
ical and philosophical methods and technologies with the methods of theoretical 
physics, some mathematical disciplines, in particular cybernetics, providing a 
more detailed picture of social development. Researchers include a local territo-
rial community into their field of view, which, in my opinion, is a key element 
in social processes.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Social development is the result of coordinated activities of the regulatory state 
institutions and people’s communities. An important role is played by people 
who are equally capable of inhibiting or accelerating social processes. The abil-
ity of a person to act spontaneously and use nonlinear thinking is characterized 
by three interpenetrating and complementary layers in the system of social man-
agement. Each of them differs in the measure of personification and the degree 
of personal maturity.

Social hierarchy, however, is not symmetrical or immanently determined. 
The man is an independent subject with free will and unpredictable spontaneity. 
We do not set the task of creating a hierarchy of correspondence between so-
cial subjects and management cycles, but we are sure that the levels presented 
below are global and determine the essence of a person’s life and their lifespan 
development. According to the conclusion we have arrived at, “an active social 
unit is a social person who represents society in all the diversity of its hierarchy 
and social communications” [13, p. 117]. Interpersonal interactions will exist as 
long as the planet is inhabited by at least one small community capable of social 
self-order and self-organization. The social is probably the result of the regula-
tory harmonization between state institutions and efforts of human communities.

First of all, it is the social level at which an individual is personally exposed 
to managerial influence. A person’s spontaneity reveals his/her own unique indi-
viduality and the degree of civil rights and liberties he/she enjoys.

The family, as a social organism of a special kind, involves a person into a 
system of inner circle social communication and, being responsible for the primary 
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socialization, allows him/her to reveal their own sociality within the framework 
of family and individual-personal status.

The professional and social development of an individual traditionally takes 
place in the system of inner circle interactions. Collaborations in the work place 
and partners in the immediate social environment enrich a person’s life. The pre-
sented social level is characterized by the communications with the second circle 
of partners: here a person appropriates and masters social relations, forms him/
herself as a personified representative of the labor force, profession, skilled labor, 
and becomes involved in social interactions.

The next circle of the social communities is less significant. However, here, 
a person is involved in the communications of self-organization and self-ordering 
either genetically or in the process of self-development of individual social forc-
es. At this level, the number of the subjects influencing the processes of an indi-
vidual’s self-ordering and self-organization is limited by the ethnos, association 
of co-workers at an enterprise or organization, and the local territorial commu-
nity. Ethnicity in self-ordering and self-organization is predetermined genetical-
ly and by the entire essence of primary socialization within the family. Occupa-
tional interaction reveals the qualities of an individual as just one worker from 
the labor force and workplace interactions as a personified activity.

The local territorial community as a social organism forming within the nat-
ural boundaries of the urban or natural environment is dominant at this level. 
A person participates in the communication of self-ordering, self-organization 
and self-government at the place of residence as a representative of a residential 
district, housing development or settlement, as part of the natural and social en-
vironment, as an element of a unit of society. The measure of personification of 
one’s personal qualities is less expressed here and depends entirely on the level 
and quality of upbringing, education, qualifications and individual culture nur-
tured by a person.

Undoubtedly, the highest general social level of being has a certain value for 
the individual and society. Here, a person’s social essence is characterized by 
state citizenship, inclusion in the political or ethical paradigm, religious denom-
ination, and the feeling of being a human. At this level, personification is hardly 
noticeable in everyday life and people, as a rule, do not feel it. However, it is 
characterized by the strictest state lifestyle regulations.

In modern society, the direction of social movement is set by an active indi-
vidual. A person independently adopts ideals and possible ways to achieve 
them. “To make an initially individual ideal a universally valid one, it must be 
adopted by a wide range of people”, as V. P. Bransky and S. D. Pozharsky point 
out. In their opinion, the main difficulty in spreading the ideal “...lies in the 
following feature of the limited representation: it ... combines visibility with 
non-depiction. This lack of depiction means the impossibility of depicting the 
ideal, because any final image will, to some extent, deviate from the ideal and 
distort it... ”[3, p. 44].
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The social is formed in the process of striving towards the ideal, cognition 

and world transformation in various human activities and their results. This is 
not only a response to the signals sent by a management entity. The naturally 
transforming and socially transforming activities reveal a person’s logic as a 
result of social communications. The processes of self-ordering, self-organiza-
tion, and self-government are complex and contradictory: they affirm the har-
mony of the individual and the public and develop a system of social norms. 
The new content of the interaction between the individual and society, the citi-
zen and the state arises in the process of removing the norms of law and organ-
ization which have no potential for development. The social content of the new 
norms, their truth, as demonstrated by self-ordering, self-organization and 
self-government, is not determined by the previous empirical truth, which has 
lost its positive content. Customs, traditions, as well as the norms of law, having 
exhausted the grounds for self-improvement, lose their relevance. More perfect 
social norms affirming development are something more than an extra-forma-
tional phenomenon capable of revealing the movement of the social. Social 
communications as an integrity of the global order involve society, state and 
management entity in personal development processes. Social unity is multifac-
torial; and each new stage of interaction between the management entity and 
the controlled object reflects an increase in the degree of organization of a unit 
of society. Currently, self-regulation, self-organization and self-government 
assert the foundations of equal power and equal responsibility in contemporary 
communications.

Rejecting the organizing principle of the subject-object determination, the 
individual as part of the local territorial community opposes external dictatorship 
and the dominant command-and-control methods in management. Modern social 
communications are being freed from the old organization which fails to act as 
a motivating force for development.

The individual is capable of self-completeness. The processes of self-ordering, 
self-organization and self-development are mainly objectified in the phenome-
na of “being outside” and “spreading beyond” [18, p. 191]. Their unity adds the 
process of development some synergistic-synthesizing properties and allows the 
individual and society to carry out the naturally transforming and socially trans-
forming activities more actively, including a wider range of necessary resourc-
es into the social processes. A person in the local territorial community is more 
successful in overcoming his/her own partialness. In the process of transforma-
tion, s/he is embodied in a social unit. I. V. Ershova-Babenko correctly described 
this phenomenon as transboundary [18]. Interacting with society, the individu-
al self-organizes and develops, but as soon as s/he weakens or loses this con-
nection, his/her potential for self-development wanes.

The social ‘must’ go out into the outside world, but it should not be the only 
way out for the essential forces of the individual. Human activity is objectified 
within the social world and not outside or independently of it. It denotes the 
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limits of what a person has achieved in overcoming his/her own partialness and 
functional limitations. A person in the spontaneity of self-ordering and freedom 
of self-organization always strives to go beyond the limits of social determina-
tion thus reinforcing the transboundary nature of the social, its immanent non-
linearity and disequilibrium. The individual-human in its own activity and 
epistemic schemes, thus, opens up to the world as an element of the integrally 
social and socially significant.

The social in the person’s individual and collective essential forces appears 
as “the experience of the limit” denoting the share of personal success in over-
coming the person’s own partialness and gaining integrity. Humanly meaning-
ful, it manifests itself only in an orientation towards the world of the general 
social as a whole. “The benefit of spontaneous order,” points out F. A. von Hayek, 
“does not depend on the selfishness of certain people... It is a global type of 
order that surpasses any form of conscious organization because it allows peo-
ple — selfish and altruistic — to adapt to the unknown goals of a number of 
unfamiliar beings. It is considered a disadvantage that the Big Society does not 
have any specific meaningful goals, that there are only mutually linked means. 
And this is true: its main goal is absolutely instrumental. It guarantees safe 
formation of an abstract order enabling everyone to pursue their own goals” 
[7, p. 66-67].

A conclusion suggests itself, “...Social development as a whole, like the for-
mation of an active social unit, forms the diversity of social reality. It is difficult 
to classify it using only abstract-systemic or structural-functional criteria. The 
unit of the social, as well as any other social phenomenon, must be considered 
taking into account its perception and understanding by acting individuals. This 
understanding is an element of the being of an individual or community: our 
thoughts about society and the unit of the social are part of social communica-
tions as one of their equal components” [13, p. 121].

Certain elements of the determinants of the managing entity often act as hos-
tile and alien in relation to a person acting on his/her own grounds and hamper 
his/her development. The field of social development in one’s own existence is 
both an external and autonomous phenomenon. The creative immanence of the 
world of self-organization and self-government in its own spontaneity and non-
linearity is much more productive than the external ideality of the determinants 
proposed by a body of power.

The above mentioned, however, does not erase the differences between the 
internal and external, spontaneity and determinism, chaos and order, linearity 
and nonlinearity, organization and self-organization, management and self-gov-
ernment. On the contrary, the differences even multiply since the body of pow-
er, the state and society constantly produce and reproduce phenomena of systems, 
structures and institutional statics. They are opposed by an individual acting on 
the basis of his/her own epistemic schemes affirming global routines and the 
individual-volitional dynamics of progress.

N. P. Salokhin, pp. 48-58



SIBERIAN SOCIUM

54 vol. 4  |  no. 1 (11)  |  2020

SSSS
The social as a whole is a universal reality revealing the meaning of a unit 

of society as an ultimate universal, personifying an activity of a certain type 
or a group of social relations. A unit of society in our understanding accompa-
nies any activity in any sphere of the social and acts as a force affirming the 
unity of the direction of activity of both individuals and different communities. 
A unit of society creates real user values and a multitude of goods in the system 
of economic relations, asserts the balance of forces and interests in the system 
of socio-political communications, streamlines social structures and commu-
nities as well as their relationships in the social sphere, and humanizes the 
chaos of spontaneity and nonlinearity. In all the variety of processes and phe-
nomena of naturally, socially and spiritually transforming activities, we ulti-
mately create, form, and produce the individual and society — a person living 
in society and human society. In the totality of stable and linear structure-forms 
of human life, the social, being a nonlinear-amorphous formation, manifests 
itself here as a cross-cutting unstructured community. It permeates all the di-
verse human ties and, as a result, gives them the ability of self-order and 
self-development.

The presence of the social in the practice of man and society is beyond doubt. 
As an ontological reality, a unit of society is not only all-embracing, but con-
tent-wise multifunctional, objective and multidimensional. However, its multi-
dimensionality is immanently associated with the limit of social reality, which 
reveals the nature of the social.

The social transforms and orders the chaos of spontaneous practice into the 
predictable stability of the lawful. It determines the being of people taking them 
beyond the biological and opening a way to gain the integrity of a unit of soci-
ety. “The specificity of human existence,” writes B. I. Lipsky, “is associated 
with the accumulation, use and transfer of experience. But in a chaotic world, 
the experience gained here and now cannot be used there and then. Indeed, in a 
chaotic world, everything changes in an unpredictable, random way. Therefore, 
the idea of a universal world order arises [...] along with the emergence of man 
and accompanies humanity throughout history” [9, p. 131].

The ontological dimension of a social unit — the processes of self-ordering, 
self-organization and self-government — is revealed in the search for the ulti-
mate causes of transformations. The axiological dimension — in identifying the 
essence of human aspirations in the social world; the teleological dimension is 
in the detection of transboundary trajectories of formation and development that 
have the ability of synthesis and self-development. The epistemic is expressed 
in the need to find the ultimate evidence base for the inherent value of the tran-
sition of the social from a state of chaos to a state of order [17, p. 16].

Studying the dynamics of individual and collective self-organization in mod-
ern conditions, I notice a special relationship between the individual and the 
social. The social in the process of self-ordering and self-organization of the 
individual and the local territorial community acts as an indicator of the degree 
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of human freedom expressing its minimum, intermediate or maximum level in 
a person’s pragmatic activities.

The minimum level of freedom is expressed in the readiness to act in accord-
ance with the external regulations determined by the body of power. Here, the 
individual is not able to overcome his/her own partialness and functional de-
pendence: she/he retains the quality of a human as a function which can neither 
contribute to the disclosure of his/her individual essential forces, nor the acqui-
sition of the quality of integrity, or progress in general. This level reproduces 
regressive tendencies in society and impedes development.

The intermediate level is extremely important for the system of social rela-
tions as a whole. The body of power shows interest and complementarity in 
relation to both the individual and the local territorial community which creates 
the conditions for overcoming alienation and transition to a system of mutually 
interested cooperation. The body of power is not only obliged to create condi-
tions for the transition to the level of self-government, but also to teach the 
individual and the community to live and work with freedom. The spirit of 
freedom is not only a conscious indicator of the quality of human life, but also 
the basis for the individual’s system of values and guiding principles. Here, the 
basis is formed for the transition to life on the basis of self-organization, self-de-
velopment and self-government. This level marks the turn of society towards 
progressive development.

The highest, maximum, level is embodied in the ability of an individual and 
the local territorial community to act on the basis of their epistemic schemes 
and resources. At this level, relations of equal power and equal responsibility 
are reaffirmed: not only the state as the supreme body of power has responsibil-
ity for the development of the individual and the local territorial community, 
but each individual assumes responsibility for the fate of the state and society. 
This level productively combines the social spontaneity and nonlinearity of 
individual initiatives and communities and the linear connections of the univer-
sal regulation of state institutions. The regressive tendencies of quantitative 
growth are overcome and the society passes to the foundations of qualitative 
development and self-development. This is where social development takes 
place. Self-development and self-government thus express the highest form of 
being of the social, which affirms the unit of the social as an equally powerful 
and equally responsible social subject. Communications of equal power and 
equal responsibility under the living conditions of the local territorial commu-
nity connect individuals mainly with direct social ties expressed in personal and 
collective freedom [11, p. 376-378].

CONCLUSION
Hence, I come to the following conclusions. In the course of permanent social 
changes taking place in modern Russian society, characteristics of a social unit 
are randomly transformed. In my opinion, it should be considered as a set of 
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elementary functions or meanings: “In a variety of options, there are always 
those with rapidly increasing efficiency, which attract the attention of individ-
uals and actively expand the circle of followers. This allows energy and resourc-
es to be found and condensed in other structural elements. Self-organization is 
only possible in open nonlinear systems that not only actively interact with the 
external environment and find additional resources, but are also able to self-im-
prove and subordinate the surrounding systems and structures to their ideas. [...] 
A unit of society exists in an intermediate state — a state of constantly making 
choices. The unit of society is a complex nonlinear self-organizing system. 
Nonlinear systems and processes have a number of properties important for 
social development. The most significant is the property of renewability. 
The structure of the system is not a random sum of autonomous subsystems: the 
whole is not equal to the sum of its parts; it is qualitatively different. The system 
develops qualities and properties that are absent in subsystems, but renewing 
the qualities of progenitor systems” [12, p. 108].

The social nature of a unit of society accumulates in itself the whole world 
of human communications, revealing the nature of its own movement in the 
direction of integrality and aiming for integrity. Thus, the universality of being 
of a unit of society is reaffirmed in terms of the ontological, axiological, teleo-
logical and epistemic order. Organization and self-government systematize 
human life. The article shows that any system, including social, is forced to 
interact with non-systemic factors, which, spontaneously forming unforeseen 
processes, elements and resources, transform it. The human community gives 
rise to spontaneous processes of both systemic and non-systemic and even coun-
ter-systemic content.

These processes most noticeably occur in the local territorial community, 
which under the conditions of transformation is increasingly acquiring the qual-
ities of a social unit. In the natural boundaries of the urban and rural environment, 
residents of micro-districts, neighborhoods, rural settlements and municipalities 
concentrate their own energy and direct it towards the implementation of the 
most significant initiatives for themselves. A new reality constantly appears 
outside the limits of the system and requires special consideration. The body of 
power needs to deal with the whole reality, because adherence to one method-
ology or paradigm limits not only the processes of cognition, but also develop-
ment. Ultimately, public consent as a result of a combination of efforts of the 
state, local territorial community, self-ordering and self-organization of the 
individual and society will become the determining mechanism of the country’s 
development. Further analysis of the social unit requires the use of the socio-syn-
ergetic approach.
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INTRODUCTION

It has now become obvious that the implementation of some national programs 
is not as successful as expected, to a greater or lesser extent. They failed to 
achieve the expected results for various reasons, one of which is a tunnel-vision 
view of the challenges confronting Russian society. The state social policy of 
the Russian Federation resembles an animal stuck in a swamp: trying to pull out 
one of its legs, it is only sinking deeper. Moreover, it cannot see the shore which 
would be its last hope — there is no ideology or specific goals by which socie-
ty should be directed.

Thus, among the shortcomings of modern social policy, I note absence of an 
integrated and systematic approach to the major problems facing society and 
the country. In this article, I invite the reader to consider one of the ways out of 
this situation. This circumstance determines the high level of relevance of the 
presented material. I propose to consider community as a social tool capable of 
solving a significant part of the pressing problems. My approach is based on a 
long-term positive experience in the development of mankind and current best 
practices of different countries.

This approach presupposes a broad knowledge of world history. Perhaps, this 
explains why such simple and radical approach to the complex problems of 
modernity is beyond attention of modern sociologists.

The article presents an attempt of an interdisciplinary approach integrating 
the sociological, historical and legal frameworks to the study of the community 
phenomenon. Proposing to consider the modern community as a multifunction-
al institution, I focus on its potential to act as a social tool for solution of various 
social problems.

APPROACHES AND RESULTS
The purpose of the article is to show the potential of using modern community 
as a social tool for a comprehensive solution of a number of problems facing 
Russian society: demographic, educational, criminogenic, ideological, etc.

The object of the research is the community as a social instrument for solving 
various social problems. The main research subjects are the basic principles and 
regional features of its organization.

The phenomenon of social community has traditionally been studied by the 
classics of sociology, E. Giddens, E. Durkheim, M. Weber, G. Simmel, N. Lu-
hmann, T. Parsons, F. Tönnis and other well-known foreign and domestic sci-
entists. In modern Russian sociology, A. N. Polyakov was particularly inter-
ested in the community as one of the forms of social organization formed at 
the dawn of human history and still existing in various forms. He created a 
typology of social communities [13]. Various functions of rural communities 
have also been widely studied in Russian sociology. N. Ye. Likhachev, based 
on the materials of the sociological research conducted in the Republic of Be-
larus, analyzes rural communities in the context of various aspects of local 
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self-government. In my opinion, the strength of this publication is the author’s 
classification of community associations and their main features [9]. Within 
his peasant studies project, V. G. Vinogradsky examines the rural communities 
of the Russian North from the standpoint of the rural world concept [21]. There 
are many other works.

K. S. Divisenko and O. V. Divisenko are among contemporary sociologists 
studying various religious communities. They are carrying out an interfaith 
comparison of the religious life of Orthodox believers and Protestants and their 
relationship with church communities. The data they have obtained show a sig-
nificant specificity of the social aspects of religiosity in relation to the confes-
sional affiliation of believers and the degree of their churching, including par-
ticipation in the life of their church community [3]. The processes taking place 
in modern Islamic communities were studied by R. A. Khanakhu, O. M. Tsvet-
kov [8] and others. A. A. Safonov [13] and others consider rural communities 
from a historical point of view.

In Russian sociology, community is well-researched as a specific social in-
stitution. M. V. Afonin and L. D. Rudenko analyzed the role of neighborhood 
communities as institutions of local self-government [1]. A. Yu. Fodoria studied 
community as a social institution of mutual assistance [6]. F. A. Schneider ana-
lyzed peasant communities from the standpoint of legal science [19].

In view of the abovementioned, there is every reason to consider community 
as a multifunctional social institution which has retained its significance to mod-
ern times. O. O. Simonovich rightly notes the duality of the concept, “The phe-
nomenon of the concept of community lies in the fact that a closed, inwardly 
concentrated cell, limited by socio-cultural, territorial, ideological boundaries, 
cannot be considered apart from society as a whole. There is some ambiguity in 
the concept of ‘community’: ‘communal’, as a union, closed, centric and having 
no contact with the outside world; and simultaneously ‘common’ as something 
comprising all cultural and economic characteristics of society” [20, p. 73].

With this in mind, the author of this article adopts an interdisciplinary inte-
grated approach, drawing on the works of sociologists and lawyers on the com-
munity and its potential, historical sources and results of their analysis [12, 
pp. 173-182], as well as legal documents of the Russian Federation and Uzbek-
istan regulating the activities of the community (mahallah) [14-17].

In the course of the work, both general scientific (abstraction, observation, 
comparison, generalization, analysis) and special scientific research methods 
(comparative-historical, historical-legal, sociological) were used. The systemic 
method allows for the paradigm shift: moving from considering the main prob-
lems within the narrow-focused frameworks of specialized systems (sociology, 
demography, criminology, ecology, etc.) to a larger system that involves con-
sideration of these problems together.

It has long been known that, after a phase of growth, a state (like any other 
system) experiences a phase of degradation and decay. In this regard, officials 
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and priests looked for the underlying reasons of this pattern of development and 
ways to counter it. China was the only state that could identify one of the main 
reasons, develop and consistently implement a number of effective measures to 
counter this trend.

Studies of the dynastic history of the Celestial Empire reveal the persistence 
with which China would rebuild its peasant community after each disaster or 
war. Similar policies were observed in the history of other ancient countries 
(India, Iran). The rural community ensured stable tax revenue flows, marketable 
grain, tough soldiers, strict moral code, and population growth for the state.

It is no coincidence that peasant community was viewed as the cornerstone 
of Russia’s development in the 19th — early 20th centuries. Members of var-
ious political parties prioritized its potential and forecast its development. 
The government of the Russian Empire clearly wanted to preserve the im-
proved community, while facilitating the exit of its most active members to 
accelerate capitalism. Many ideas of those reformers proved to be prophetic, 
but the government’s capacity, existing technologies, the educational level 
of the population and the outlook of the revolutionaries made it impossible 
to use the potential of the community to its full extent to the benefit of the 
country.

As is known, the destruction of the community, which was successfully begun 
by Prime Ministers S. Yu. Witte and P. A. Stolypin was never completed. A whole 
layer of survivals of the serf community ‘smoothly’ flowed into the Soviet com-
munity — the collective farm1.

During the Soviet era, quite successful experiments were conducted to form 
several types of urban and rural communities (although in most cases social 
experiments were not purposefully planned). The Soviet experience was wide-
ly used in the world. Later the interest in this subject waned due to the collapse 
of the world socialist system and the movement of population to cities where 
the principles of community organization were deemed unacceptable.

Meanwhile, the experience acquired over thousands of years can be crea-
tively applied to modern conditions. Moreover, it can become a key factor in 
settling a whole host of problems facing humanity in general and our country 
in particular.

Historians, sociologists and lawyers believe in high effectiveness of custom-
ary and religious law, while not all of them address the community as a social 
setting necessary for the existence of these norms. Community should be re-
garded as a specific social space within which national traditions and languages 
can be preserved and developed. T. M. Dridze once noted that the predictive 
function of sociology is directly related to the development of methods for its 

1 We disagree with the opinion of those authors (N. A. Minenko and others) who believe 
that the peasant community was destroyed by collective farms [10, p. 58; 7]. We believe 
that it changed its form.
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practical application [4]. An attempt to theoretically project the potential of a 
community (as a sphere of functioning of customary and religious law) onto 
modern conditions for the purpose of resolving the most concerning issues is 
made in this article.

The post-perestroika reforms in Russia resulted in a society of loners which 
evolved according to the Western type of roughly ‘self-sufficient’ and isolated 
individuals. In modern Russian society, a citizen is in fact alone in confronting 
diseases, natural disasters, lawlessness of politicians and local officials, bandits, 
law enforcement agencies, etc. People feel their powerlessness and inability to 
function on their own.

A vast majority of citizens regularly confront and put up with impunity of 
housing management departments, growing gasoline prices, acts of corruption 
in traffic police and hospitals, educational institutions and church. An ordinary 
person is not able to address these threats. Almost any citizen can be attacked 
at any time, become a victim of an accident or even be killed. This is often the 
case. I claim that inhabitants of our country are forced to simultaneously play 
several games of ‘Russian roulette’. Trying to protect themselves from destruc-
tive external influences, wealthy representatives of society limit their interaction 
with the outside world by building metal fencing around their yards and schools 
of their children.

Government agencies resemble the stuck-in-the-swamp animal by ‘continuous 
identification of the main problems of society and developing federal target 
programs for their solution’ [5]. Ten years later, more and more people speak 
about the initial inefficiency of these programs. For example, the failure of the 
demographic program is de facto recognized at the top level.

It is obvious that the problem of crime prevention in general and combating 
certain criminal acts in particular must be considered in conjunction with drug 
addiction and alcoholism, gambling addiction and homelessness, demographic 
imbalances, increasing numbers of sectarians and members of radical move-
ments, and the growth of ‘civilizational’ diseases. All of this is also connected 
with the problems of education and upbringing.

According to the author, the disturbing statistics and unacceptable forms of 
the abovementioned deviation from social norms are determined by a huge im-
balance between personal rights and freedoms which is a consequence of the 
individualization of society. The main reason for moods to protest lies in the 
people’s feeling of vulnerability in the changing social environment, inability 
to change it or one’s attitude towards it (often in the context of their increasing 
demands).

B. N. Mironov argues that a systematic analysis of the entire complex of 
negative manifestations reveals the primary cause of a person’s deviant behav-
ior in modern society. It is the rejection of traditional moral norms that used to 
govern social life in the past to a much greater extent than the official legisla-
tion [11, pp. 24-25].
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This is seen most significantly in the demographic processes. It is well known 

that rejection of traditional moral norms and death of the community resulted in 
declining birth rates first in Europe and then in the Soviet Union. Birth rate is also 
declining in the Asian countries which have adopted European “democratic values” 
(Japan and South Korea).

In recent decades, both in the countries of “Western democracies” and in Russia, 
there has been a trend among women to remain childfree in favor of freedoms. 
The social institution of a nuclear family is disintegrating at an accelerated pace.

The Western “consumer society” cannot voluntarily give up most of the avail-
able goods and services. At the same time, the institution of the family is dying 
out among the white population in the West. These factors show a clear intercon-
nection: both the family and children objectively restrict personal freedoms and, 
as a result, access to “goods”. At present, for example, a little more than a third of 
German citizens live in families: “39 percent of the inhabitants of the Federal Re-
public of Germany are family people”. A family is defined by German statisticians 
as “a parent with at least one minor child” [22]. In general, Western countries are 
facing negative white population growth.

The problems of the European family have been studied fairly well, but the ap-
proaches and ways of solving them have not yet yielded expected results. The efforts 
of the “civilized” community are nothing more than unsuccessful attempts to rec-
tify the current critical situation in demographics. The difference between the Eu-
ropean family of the Islamic type and the “modern” European same-sex family is 
quite remarkable... The rapid changes going on in Europe and America are clearly 
frightening their power elites, but the partial return to their traditional values in the 
form of the established native religions has not been effective. The “democratic” 
world found itself caught in the grip of its own laws, rights and freedoms.

One of the key conclusions one makes in the process of error identification in 
the social policy of the “civilized” countries is the fact of the destruction of the 
system of traditional moral norms and the environment for their functioning — an 
extended family within a community.

A similar picture is emerging in Russia. With the elimination of the remnants of 
the rural community (collective farms) and the shifting of rural populations to ur-
ban areas, the demographic stagnation and depopulation manifested themselves 
even under socialism. Then, they were compensated by the growing number of 
migrants within the USSR coming from Central Asian and North Caucasian Re-
publics where age-old national traditions and moral norms used to dominate.

It is not at all difficult to extrapolate from that situation into the nearest future 
of the Russian Federation. The picture is quite predictable by the evidence of West-
ern Europe, which is an aging and dying society.

DISCUSSION
One of the key questions nowadays is whether a community can effectively exist 
in the modern conditions of a “post-industrial society”. Most researchers believe 
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that the restoration of communities and customary law is a social regression, a 
return to the dark middle ages.

Nevertheless, the example of western countries allows us to assert that the com-
munity is not a long-dead atavism. The example of the G8 countries shows that 
national religious communities are able to successfully integrate into a modern 
industrial society.

In the “democratic” USA and Australia, there are strong Chinese, Latin Ameri-
can, and African-American communities. They ensure rapid population growth and 
significantly affect the demographic situation. This factor is taken into account in 
developed countries. Perhaps, that is the reason why Chinese are not among the 
encouraged ethnic cultural communities in Russia.

Of bigger interest are the Mormon communities in the United States, as well as 
the kibbutz in Israel. The latter is a form of community that was used as a tool and 
the main unit for transforming people of different races and beliefs into a single 
society, thereby ensuring social stability in Israel.

An example of an extremely effective application of this form of self-organiza-
tion is the mahalla in Uzbekistan. The modern arrogant attitude of a part of the 
Russian elite to the economy and culture of Uzbekistan is in no way justified. 
The republic, which has scarce natural resources and is located in a geopolitical 
“instability strip”, shows exceptional and good growth rates in all major areas. The 
demographic indicators of the republic are so high that they do not require expla-
nation: the (unsettled1) youth of Uzbekistan is successfully employed in a number 
of CIS countries and South Korea.

One of the reasons for the multi-vector success of the small republic is the fact 
that the community in Uzbekistan functions both in the countryside and in the 
city on the firm basis of a special law on the mahalla [14]. The Republic of Uz-
bekistan is the only developed CIS country whose political system is based on 
the community2.

CONCLUSIONS
In essence, the above examples are special cases of the centuries-long positive 
experience of mankind which scientists have no right to ignore. The modern com-
munity as a multifunctional social institution can act as an active instrument of 
effective social policy aimed at solving many critical social problems.

It seems that creative perception of the experience of the functioning of com-
munities (accumulated in the USSR, Uzbekistan, Israel, the USA, etc.), tested in 
modern conditions, can have a significant positive impact on the dynamic process-
es of modern Russian society.

1 Despite the good dynamics of economic growth, the growth of the working-age population 
in Uzbekistan is advancing at a faster pace.

2 It seems that the Republic of Tajikistan is not completely independent in this matter despite 
the fact that the ancient traditions of the mahalla are common to both countries.
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The current state of Russian legislation makes it possible to implement the 

“community” project without adopting a special law. Existing laws [15-17] al-
low organization of communities in various localities of the Russian Federation 
embracing cultural differences of their potential members.

For the modern Russian community, it is fundamental to use the community 
as a means of comprehensive resolution of a number of social problems. I hope 
that future reformers will trust the effectiveness of the community and be cau-
tious about its establishment avoiding its massive and unconditional introduction. 
Its particular effectiveness is determined by the observance of the principle of 
voluntariness and selectivity of leadership.

If the time-tested principles of organization are observed, the territorial (in-
cluding urban) community will survive even within the complete degradation 
of social relations around it. Thus, the revival of the community as a full-fledged 
social institution will promote solution of the most of local problems in society 
without destroying the existing social system. The functioning of the commu-
nity as an effective tool for transforming society will exert an indirect influence 
as a role model and catalyst for further transformations. This requires a deeper 
comprehensive, primarily sociological, comparative analysis of the communities 
already existing in our country, their detailed typology, study of the internal 
structure, classification of social functions, etc.

Thus, the accumulated over centuries experience of mankind and contempo-
rary experience of a number of developed countries indicate that the revival of 
the community as an official social institution can become an effective tool in 
encountering the main challenges of our time.
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Abstract. The life plans of young people are an important factor affecting the future so-
cio-economic development of our country. In this regard, a study of the prevalence of migra-
tion moods as one of the forms of realization of personal life plans of representatives of the 
younger generation is particularly relevant, since the results of a number of sociological 
studies tend to increase this kind of moods at the present time. The purpose of this article lies 
in studying the main factors that influence the choice of life strategies of the three main groups 
of young people (high school students, students, and representatives of working youth). 
The empirical basis of the study was formed by a questionnaire survey of students concern-
ing the identification of the level of concern about the future of Russia and ways to overcome 
this concern by choosing future life trajectories. The IBM SPSS Statistics 23 program was 
used to process the received data. The study has found that most representatives of all youth 
groups are concerned about the future of Russia. However, the respondents who consider 
themselves competitive are more concerned about the future of the country than those who 
have a low estimate of their competitive potential. At the same time, with age, there was a 
decrease in the proportion of young people who are characterized by the manifestation of 
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opposition moods. About a third of the respondents from various youth groups consider 
moving to another country as an option to overcome their concerns about their future. The 
predominant motivation of respondents who show emigration moods is to improve their 
living conditions, while the focus on education and professional self-realization are second-
ary factors. As a result of the study, it was noted that the desire to move to another country 
decreases with increasing the age of respondents and a high assessment of personal compet-
itive potential. The results obtained could be useful for researchers who study youth issues, 
for the representatives of executive and legislative bodies of state power, for the authorities 
involved in the development of youth policy, as well as for the representatives of interested 
public associations and organizations.

Keywords: high school students, students, working youth, competitive orientation, concern for 
the future, emigration plans.
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INTRODUCTION
There is no doubt that the future of any country is deeply interconnected with 
the life strategies of its younger generation. Accordingly, Russian sociologists 
are actively studying the values of Russian youth [3], analyzing the impact of 
their view of the desired future on the choice of their life path [14], investigat-
ing the role of their values in shaping ideas about the future of Russia [4, 17].

Modern society has many multilevel competitive relations in which various 
actors interact: individuals, companies, and countries, striving to ensure sus-
tainable competitiveness in the present and in the future. In these conditions, it 
can be argued with a high degree of confidence that the competitive future of 
any country depends on competitiveness of the youth of this country.

However, this statement requires some clarification.
First, the competitive future of a country depends on the extent to which this 

country is able not only to raise talented, creative, competitive youth, but also 
to form in these youth the desire and interest in realizing their human potential 
in their country. One of the symptoms of the weakening of the indicated desire 
and interest is the growth of emigrant sentiments among young people. Surveys 
by the Levada Center indicate a gradual increase in emigration sentiments among 
young people aged 18-24 years, which has continued since 2014. In September 
2019, more than half (53%) of respondents of this age expressed a desire to 
move abroad for permanent residence [12]. In April 2019, the Gallup Institute 
published the results of a survey of 2,000 Russians aged 15 and older, conduct-
ed in June-October 2018. According to these results, more than 20% of adults 
in Russia expressed a desire to leave for permanent residence in other countries, 
if possible. More people wishing to leave were noted among young people from 
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15 to 29 years old — 40% [5]. In this regard, the analysis of the problem is rel-
evant: to what extent are emigrant sentiments widespread among talented, com-
petitive Russian youth.

Secondly, young people as a special social group are characterized by the 
desire to form new knowledge, skills, abilities and their successful application 
to achieve the set goals in practice. On the other hand, they are characterized 
by anxiety and concern for success in the development and application of their 
human potential in the process of socialization, especially when studying and 
at the beginning of labor activity. Moreover, as psychologists note, there are two 
types of anxiety and concern for a young person.

Individual anxiety can be observed in the structure of integral individuality, 
refers to the level of personality traits and is understood as the expectation of 
an unfavorable outcome in relatively neutral situations that do not contain a real 
threat. Individual anxiety is an internal, emotional experience of an individual 
about what has already happened, or what is about to happen. Experiencing 
about the past allows an individual to learn lessons for future actions, and wor-
rying about the future forces allows making a choice about specific ways to 
relieve anxiety — guidelines and directions for future actions, life and profes-
sional trajectories [12].

Social anxiety refers to the level of characteristics of a certain social group 
(in our case, it is youth) and is understood as the expectation of an unfavorable 
outcome in the process of socialization and passing through the stages of train-
ing, education, and the beginning of an independent family and work life. Social 
anxiety is an internal emotional experience of young people, primarily about 
the state of the changes that have taken place, are taking place, and expected 
changes in the socio-economic, political, and socio-cultural environment. More-
over, social concern about the expected deterioration of various components of 
the social environment in the country of residence and labor activity is of par-
ticular importance. In this case, young people, as a special social group, have 
an urgent need to alleviate anxiety about the future of their country of residence. 
There are two main ways to cure it: either to change the country of residence 
and work or to stay in the country, adapting or influencing changes in the envi-
ronment for the better. At the same time, the choice of a future life trajectory by 
young people accompanies the choice of a way to cure anxiety about the future 
of the country.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Analyzing the factors that influence the level of social anxiety, researchers ex-
press different points of view. P. M. Kozyreva and A. I. Smirnov note that the 
most significant factor influencing the perception of social reality is a high lev-
el of uncertainty and difficulty of predicting the development of current trends 
in the future. The authors believe that the situation with regard to young people 
is further complicated by the fact that “in Russia, with a fairly high level of 
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education of the population, social elevators work extremely ineffectively” [9, 
p. 69]. A similar opinion was expressed in the work by L. L. Mekhrishvili et al, 
who draws attention to the modern youth’s discrepancy between confidence in 
the importance of personal qualities and talent as the main sources of life de-
velopment and doubt about the possibility of their implementation in life [8, 
pp. 390-391]. I. V. Dolgorukova et al. also come to almost the same conclusions 
on the basis of her studies [13, pp. 62-63].

Comparing the life orientations, values and attitudes of young people in Rus-
sia and China, N. P. Narbut et al. note that the level of anxiety of Russian stu-
dents is somewhat higher due to their more critical attitude towards the state, 
basic social institutions, as well as a lower assessment of personal life pros-
pects [11, pp. 153-155]. At the same time, S. B. Abramova emphasizes that, in 
comparison with representatives of other youth groups, adolescents are more 
optimistic about their future [1, p. 104].

D. L. Konstantinovsky and E. S. Popova call motivation to receive education 
among the main forms of overcoming anxiety, which, in their opinion, is the 
main positive strategy of life self-realization for young people [21, pp. 329-332]. 
G. A. Klyucharev and E. N. Kofanova consider self-education as an important 
mechanism for adaptation of modern youth, contributing to the economic activ-
ity of youth and creating competitive advantages in the labor market [19, p. 304].

Considering the factors affecting youth anxiety about the future, T. B. Kash-
dan and J. D. Herbert emphasize the importance of expanding social experience, 
including in various types of social practices as a way of overcoming youth 
anxious moods, anxiety, and negative self-assessment of their own actions [20, 
p. 55]. These data correlate with the results of M. Fatima’s research [15, p. 15] 
and R. Groves [16].

C. G. Desamparado et al. single out in their study the gender and economic 
status of students among the main factors influencing the level of young people’s 
anxiety [7, p. 465]. These conclusions are confirmed in the work by J. Hess, 
who notes that boys and girls experience anxiety in different ways: girls expe-
rience a significantly higher level of stress [18, p. 465].

Thus, in various works on the problems of social anxiety, different social 
factors affecting the level of anxiety in general and anxiety of young people are 
analyzed, ways to reduce the levels of anxiety and ways to significantly reduce 
youth anxiety about their future are determined. However, in modern research, 
there is clearly insufficient attention paid to the social mechanisms of the rela-
tionship between anxiety and life trajectories of young people as a special social 
group in the process of its representatives passing through the stages of educa-
tional and labor socialization.

The aim of the study is to identify the peculiarities of the relationship be-
tween the social anxiety of young people about the future of Russia, on the one 
hand, and the mechanisms for overcoming it by using the appropriate life tra-
jectories, on the other.
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To achieve this goal, we rely on the following conceptual provisions. Par-

ticular importance for young people belongs to such kind of concern about 
the future of their country, as the concern about the expected deterioration of 
various components of the social environment in the country of residence and 
work activity in order to realize the goals and plans of young people. In this 
case, young people, as a special social group, face an urgent need to alleviate 
concerns about the future of their country of residence.

Since modern Russian society is permeated with a variety of competitive 
relations, then each young person in his movement through the stages of so-
cialization: high school students — students — working youth is not only in 
the internal and external competitive fields of each stage, but in transitions that 
are critical for their life trajectory f from one stage to another. Each person is 
affected by the impact of intersection, imposition of the corresponding com-
petitive fields that form the competitive space of the stages of youth socializa-
tion [10, pp. 113-180].

It is in this competitive space that the process of formation, development and 
use of human potential is carried out, accompanied by individual and social 
anxiety and concern for the results achieved by young people.

In our opinion, one of the main indicators of young people’s success in go-
ing through the contradictory process of socialization in the competitive space 
is the feeling of their competitiveness, i. e. an ability to achieve acceptable 
results and set goals in competition with other subjects and adaptation to the 
existing social and competitive environment. The feeling of competitiveness 
or non-competitiveness is formed among young people based on the results 
of the achieved results and goals in the process of existing practice of social-
ization in the country of residence and work. Therefore, two hypotheses can 
be formulated:

Hypothesis 1: Respondents who feel competitive will experience greater 
social concern about the future of their country than those who feel uncom-
petitive.

Hypothesis 2: Respondents who feel competitive are more likely to allevi-
ate concerns about the future of their country by using life trajectories in their 
country.

In 2019, the research team of the Sociological Laboratory of the University 
of Tyumen conducted a sociological survey on the problems of competitiveness 
forming among students (high school students — 1,130 people and students of 
secondary vocational and higher education institutions — 1,097 people) and 
working youth (942 people) of the Tyumen Region [10, pp. 181-236]. Sample 
type — quota, zoned, nested. To process and analyze empirical data, we used sta-
tistical methods of the licensed version of the IBM SPSS Statistics 23 software.

In the process of a questionnaire survey of various groups of young people, 
indicator questions were used, which made it possible to identify the degree 
of social concern about the future of our country through the use of various 
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life trajectories. The wording of a number of similar questions and the answers 
to them that were used in this article are given in our work in chapters 3 
and 4 [10, pp. 181-236].

As follows from Table 1, the absolute majority of all groups of young people 
are in one way or another concerned about the future of Russia (high school 
students — 83%, university students — 81%, working youth — 89%).

The respondents were faced with a choice between two possible ways to 
alleviate their anxiety: stay in Russia or leave the country. As they grow older 
and enter an independent working life, there is a decrease in the proportion 
of various groups of young people who are considering the possibility of 
alleviating anxiety about the future of Russia by leaving the country (high 
school students — 37%, university students — 27%, working youth — 15%). 
The majority give preference to life in Russia as a way to relieve anxiety 
about the future of their country (high school students — 63%, university 
students — 73%, working youth — 85%). As shown, there is a pronounced 
trend in favor of Russia as a young person progresses through the stages of 
his/her maturation.

Of particular interest are the responses of young people who are ready to 
stay in our country to questions about concrete ways to alleviate anxiety about 
the future of Russia. There are clearly pronounced tendencies as we move from 
the stage of study to adult working life, an increase in the share of young peo-
ple focused on professional and business activities (schoolchildren — 39%, 
university students — 48%, working youth — 57%), some activation of par-
ticipation in power structures (schoolchildren — 11%, university students — 
13%, working youth — 16%). But in fact, the share of youth oriented towards 
participation in the opposition remains the same (schoolchildren — 14%, uni-
versity students — 13%, working youth — 12%). Each of these methods de-
termines specific vectors of competition orientation and competitive fields in 

Table 1. Answers to the question “Are you concerned about the future of Russia?” 
(% of the respondents’ number)

Answers High-school  
students

University  
students

Working  
youth

Yes 39 39 60

Rather yes than no 44 42 29

More likely no than yes 12 13 8

No 5 6 3

TOTAL 100 100 100

E. M. Cherkashov, L. V. Gulyaeva, pp. 69-81



SIBERIAN SOCIUM

75vol. 4  |  no. 1 (11)  |  2020

SSSS
which young people strive to achieve their competitiveness in the line of pro-
fessional, entrepreneurial career, participation in government structures or 
opposition activities.

Significant features of the attitudes towards competition orientetion are 
revealed by the answers of the respondents who prefer to alleviate their anx-
iety about the future of Russia by going abroad.

In particular, the respondents representing each of the categories of young 
people we interviewed who intend to go abroad have a common consumer 
motive — this is the search for more acceptable living conditions for them-
selves and their loved ones (high school students — 63%, university students — 
57%, working youth — 74%).

The lower share of students can be explained by the fact that this group of 
respondents is leading in other goals of going abroad. For all groups of young 
people wishing to leave Russia, educational and career motivation, as well as 
the intention to “start their own business” fade into the background. It can be 
assumed that young people who want to stay in Russia are more focused on a 
professional, entrepreneurial career than those who intend to leave Russia. 
This is confirmed by the answers to the above questions of various groups of 
young people who feel competitive and uncompetitive.

The absolute majority of the young people surveyed expresses concern for 
the future of Russia. However, in all studied groups there is a steady trend: 
respondents who consider themselves competitive are more concerned about 
the future of the country (high school students — 86%, 84% — university 
students, and 91% — working youth). Among the non-competitive, the share 
is approximately identical and amounts to 75%. There are two important as-
pects to note.

First of all, among all groups of young people who intend to alleviate 
anxiety about the future of Russia by leaving the country, its representa-
tives predominate, who feel uncompetitive compared to their competitive 
peers (according to their self-esteem): high school students — 44 and 34%, 
respectively, university students — 32 and 25%, working youth — 22 
and 14%.

Secondly, among all groups of young people who intend to alleviate anxi-
ety about the future of Russia by influencing favorable changes in the country 
with their achievements in professional and business activities, representatives 
of young people who feel competitive are absolutely predominant: high school 
students — 43 and 29%, university students — 50 and 40%, working youth — 
59 and 40%.

For all groups of young people who are inclined to relieve worries about 
the future of Russia by going abroad, regardless of whether they feel compet-
itive or uncompetitive, firstly, the main goal absolutely prevails — better 
living conditions for themselves and their families (from 58 to 77%) (see 
Table 2). Other orientations are significantly less important. Let us clarify that 
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in this and the following tables, the signs “+” and “−” indicate, respectively, 
positive (“yes”, “rather yes”) and negative (“no” and “rather no”) answers to 
the question of self-assessment of competitiveness.

The analysis of emigrant sentiments among Russian youth revealed two 
opinions in the scientific literature: students and graduates of elite education-
al institutions and universities predominate among those wishing to leave the 
country. The results of our survey of senior pupils and students of universities 
and colleges do not allow us to unequivocally support these judgments.

Our research, on the one hand, confirms the opinion that students of elite 
schools prevail among their peers from ordinary schools in urban and rural 
areas (42, 35, and 36%, respectively) in their desire to alleviate anxiety about 
the future of Russia by leaving the country. However, on the other hand, the 
share of students of a specialized elite school — the gymnasium of the Uni-
versity of Tyumen, who want to leave the country, does not differ from the 
same share of students in ordinary urban schools (35%). In addition, the share 
of high school students from the University of Tyumen who want to contribute 
to positive changes in our country by the results of their activities absolutely 
exceeds the share of students from other schools, both elite and ordinary (42, 
35 and 36%). It can be explained by the fact that gymnasium students have 
more definite prospects for their future, thanks to the capabilities of the Uni-
versity of Tyumen and closer interaction with lecturers of the University of 
Tyumen in the process of their studies at the gymnasium. Moreover, the pos-
sibilities of developing their potential can significantly increase due to the 

Table 2. Distribution of answers to the question “If you want to leave Russia, what 
is the reason?” (% of the respondents’ number)

Aswers
High-school 

 students
University 
 students

Working  
youth

+ − + − + −
Better living conditions for yourself 
and your family 62 65 58 53 77 58

High-quality professional education 12 14 5 8 7 8

Continuing a professional career 15 13 18 14 9 20

Organization of your own business 
to implement an entrepreneurial idea 4 5 9 8 6 8

Continuing your business 3 3 5 11 2-1 5

Other 3-4 1-0 5 7-6 0 3-1

TOTAL 100 100 100 100 100 100
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inclusion of the University of Tyumen in the West Siberian Scientific and 
Educational Center.

The data in Table 3 allow us to draw an important conclusion that for all 
groups of high school students who want to alleviate anxiety about the future 
of Russia by going abroad, regardless of whether they feel competitive or 
uncompetitive, study in elite or ordinary schools, the main goal absolutely 
prevails — better living conditions for themselves and their families (from 58 
to 71%).

The data in Table 4 indicate that among students who want to alleviate anx-
iety about the future of Russia by going abroad, the share of students in sec-
ondary specialized educational institutions is higher than in universities (30 
and 26%, respectively).

Answers to the question “What is the reason (purpose) of your desire to go 
abroad?” students of universities and colleges reveal the following essential 
points.

Firstly, among students of universities and colleges, the best living condi-
tions for themselves and their families absolutely prevail as the main motive 
(58 percent and 55 percent). However, the share of this motive among univer-
sity students is higher than among college students.

Secondly, “Continuing a professional career” (19 and 16%, respectively) 
and “Continuing your own business” (11 and 6%) prevail among other motives 
for going abroad among students of secondary specialized educational insti-
tutions. The situation can be explained by the fact that college students feel 

Table 3. Distribution of answers to the question “What is the reason of you desire 
to leave Russia” and the type of school

Answers
Regular 
school 
(town)

Elite  
school 
(town)

University 
of Tyumen 

Gymnasium

Regular 
school 

(village)
Better living conditions for yourself 
and your family 65 58 59 71

High-quality professional education 13 11 17 9

Continuing a professional career 13 19 17 9

Organization of your own business 
to implement an entrepreneurial idea 2 8 5 2

Continuing your business 2 2 2 5

Other 5 2  — 4

TOTAL 100 100 100 100
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more prepared in the field of professional and business knowledge and com-
petencies and more confidently hope to realize their professional and business 
potential abroad. At the same time, we think, to confirm this conclusion, ad-
ditional analysis is required using qualitative research methods.

CONCLUSION
The feeling of competitiveness or non-competitiveness formed in young peo-
ple due to their achievement of results and goals in the process of socialization 
and labor activity in Russia influences the ways of alleviating social anxiety 
about the future of their country and the choice of appropriate life paths.

The results obtained in the conducted research indicate that the majority of 
the high school students, university students, and young workers surveyed are 
more or less concerned about the future of Russia. At the same time, the hy-
pothesis was confirmed that the respondents who consider themselves com-
petitive are more concerned about the future of their country.

It was found out that among the survey participants planning to overcome 
their anxiety about the future of Russia by moving to another country, the 
consumer target is significantly dominant, expressed in the desire to improve 
living conditions for themselves and their loved ones, while the orientation 
towards continuing education, professional or entrepreneurial development is 
secondary. This may be due to the fact that among this group of young people 

Table 4. Answers to the question “How would you like to alleviate the anxiety 
about the future of Russia?” among the university and college students

Answers University students
Students of secondary 
vocational educational 

institutions

Leave the country 26 30

Influence favorable changes 
in Russia with your achievements 
in professional and business activities

47 45

Change the situation in Russia 
for the better by participating 
in the opposition

14 14

Change the situation in Russia 
for the better by participating 
in power structures

13 11

TOTAL 100 100
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there are prevailing respondents who, to a greater extent, feel that they are not 
competitive.

At the same time, the hypothesis was confirmed that respondents who pre-
fer Russia as a place to alleviate anxiety about their future feel more compet-
itive and are more focused on professional self-realization and an entrepre-
neurial career.
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On April 8, 2020, the International scientific and practical conference titled Role of Statistics 
in the Strategic Development of Russia: Facts, Assessments, Forecasts of Socio-economic 
and Demographic Processes took place at Irkutsk State University on the basis of the Insti-
tute of Social Sciences. It was dedicated to the 100th anniversary of the state statistics bodies 
of Irkutsk region. The conference was organized by the Government of Irkutsk region, the 
Territorial Body of the Federal State Statistics Service for Irkutsk region, Irkutsk State Uni-
versity, and Public Chamber of the Irkutsk Region. The purpose of the conference was to 
“discuss current problems and prospects for the development of state statistics as the main 
information and analytical resource for Russia’s strategic development in the light of histor-
ical and contemporary facts, assessments and forecasts of socio-economic and demographic 
processes and the nature of new challenges”1.

In early digital era, it is highly relevant to define new scientific discourses on the devel-
opment strategy of Russia and its regions and the need for complete and reliable statistical 

1  Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: opportunities, historical and social experience 
and new challenges. http://socio.isu.ru/ru/news/newsitem.html?action=show&id=7028 (accessed: 
10.04.2020).
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information increases, including adoption and implementation of managerial decisions at 
all levels. Comprehension of milestones in the development of state statistics (including 
the example of Irkutsk statistics) and the search for new methodological foundations in the 
development of interdisciplinary ties, reflecting the paths of society’s movement within new 
forms of instability and risks, necessitated an International Conference on these issues.

The organizers of the conference planned to hold it in the traditional face-to-face format, 
but due to the current epidemiological situation, the event was held on-line. The conference 
regulations provided for welcoming words, a plenary session and the work of three sections: 
Development of Statistics in Russia: History and Modern Age; Statistical Analysis and Assess-
ment of the Socio-economic Development of Russia and Its Regions; Statistics and Sociology 
in Modern Challenges. Sociological methodology based on interdisciplinary synthesis was 
the basic one in defining the concept of the conference.

Igor I. Kobzev, the Acting Governor of Irkutsk region welcoming the participants of the 
conference, emphasized: “Since its initiation, the Federal State Statistics Service (Rosstat) 
has been meeting the basic needs of the state and society in official statistical information. 
Its main addressees are federal and regional authorities, general public, and representatives of 
the scientific and expert communities. Statistical analysis and evaluation are of great impor-
tance for the implementation of national projects in Russia, the development of forecasts for 
the socio-economic development of the regions, budgeting and solving current problems”1.

Greeting the audience, Alexander F. Schmidt, the rector of Irkutsk State University noted that 
the Conference “by the relevance of the topic and areas of discussion, symbolizes a deep need 
to develop a new understanding of the nature and scale of socio-economic, socio-cultural and 
demographic processes that require official statistical accounting. Modern challenges have led to 
the transformation of the mechanisms that form the national systems of information resources, 
and raised the question of choosing a set of statistical and other scientific methods while main-
taining the electronic and traditional channels for providing information. At a new stage in the 
development of state statistics, constructive interaction and deepening cooperation of scientists, 
practitioners, representatives of government authorities, public, and the expert community is 
an integral part of the system-wide solution of socio-economic and demographic problems”2.

Vladimir V. Shprakh, the Chairman of the Public Chamber of Irkutsk region, Professor, 
drew attention to a high scientific and practical significance of the problems raised by sci-
entists and practitioners: “innovative and technological development of cities and regions 
of Russia, development of innovations’ statistics, statistical analysis and assessment of the 
national projects, demographic challenges in the context of digital economy, introduction of 
information systems and digital technologies in state statistics, and others are extremely rel-
evant both for Russia and for the whole world. [...] Reliable facts, objective assessments and 
accurate forecasts of socio-economic and demographic processes are a reliable foundation 
for the further successful development of our country”3.

Irina V. Ivanova, the Head of the Territorial Body of the Federal State Statistics Service 
for the Irkutsk Region, opened the plenary session with the report On the 100th Anniversary 

1 Grabelnykh T. I. (ed). 2020. Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: collection of articles. 
scientific. Irkutsk: ISU Publishing House. P. 15. DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591

2 Ibid, p. 16
3 Ibid, p. 16
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of the State Statistics in the Irkutsk Region. In her report, I. V. Ivanova revealed the specif-
ics of the development of state statistics at all stages of its history in the Irkutsk Region and 
noted the uniqueness and severity of the current situation. She emphasized: “Thanks to the 
activities of statisticians of all generations, we have an idea of the past, present and future of 
Irkutsk region that is unique in its own way, beautiful, with large reserves of natural resources. 
Therefore, the role and responsibility of the bodies that form state statistics has always been 
and remains extremely important for the state and society”1.

Elena D. Tkachenko, the Deputy Head of the Civil Registry Office of the Irkutsk Region, 
focused on the problems of reducing the number of civil registration records in the Irkutsk 
Region in her report Demographic and Migration Situations in the Irkutsk Region. E. D. Tka-
chenko indicated the main reasons of reduction: “natural population decline; migration outflow 
of the population (mainly of working age); lack of highly qualified personnel in the fields 
of health care and education; a change in the mentality of a modern person (emancipation, 
striving for personal and economic independence, formation of a negative attitude towards 
the family among the younger generation, a decrease in the personal and social activity of 
the ‘average’ city resident); the problems of many northern areas of Irkutsk region”2.

Dmitry G. Bazhutkin, the Head of the Territorial Body of the Federal State Statistics Service 
for Samara region, Doctor of Economics, raised some topical issues related to the digitalization 
of modern society in his report Samara Region: Demographic Challenges in the Digital Eco-
nomy. A detailed review of the current demographic situation of the Samara Region was carried 
out, the most acute problems and the reasons for their occurrence were voiced, possible ways of 
solving the demographic problems of the region were proposed. The speaker drew attention to the 
fact that human capital is the main factor necessary for the development of the digital economy3.

Valentina D. Kurgan, a chief researcher of the Political Science Department of the Institute of 
Philosophy, Political Science and Religious Studies of the Science Committee of the Ministry 
of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Doctor of Philosophy, Professor pre-
sented a video report under the title The Social Sphere of Kazakhstan: Problems, Contradictions, 
and Assessments of Ethnic Groups. In her report, she based on the analysis of statistical data 
and the materials of sociological studies that show: “social policy in Kazakhstan has not yet 
developed as a social institution that organizes and ensures its integrity, sustainable functioning 
and development. The social sphere continues to be the main source of tensions between the 
state and individual segments of the population”4. Meanwhile, the report noted that recently 

1 Ivanova I. V. 2020. “To the 100th anniversary of the formation of state statistics in the Irkutsk re-
gion”. In: Grabelnykh T. I. (ed). Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: collection of 
articles, p. 28. DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591

2 Tkachenko E. D. 2000. “Demographic and migration situations in the Irkutsk region”. In: Grabel-
nykh T. I. (ed). Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: collection of articles, p. 33. 
DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591

3 Bazhutkin D. G. 2020. “Samara region: demographic challenges in the digital economy”. In: Gra-
belnykh T. I. (ed). Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: collection of articles, p. 128. 
DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591

4 Kurgan V. D., Dunaev V. Yu. 2020. “Social sphere of Kazakhstan: problems, contradictions, as-
sessments of ethnic groups”. In: Grabelnykh T. I. (ed). Statistics in the strategic development of 
Russia: collection of articles, p. 164. DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591
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the state has adopted a number of social programs aimed at regulating them, the ethnic groups 
of the country “assess the social policy of the state in the same way.”

Another foreign participant — Rade Sharovic, the Deputy Dean of the Faculty of Philos-
ophy of the University of Montenegro, Professor of the Department of Sociology, Doctor of 
Socio logical Sciences, Associate Professor — in his video report Migration Movements in 
Montenegro (Current Problems and Trends) focused on the migration factors of the population 
of Montenegro and related problems in the context of regional and municipal differences. 
The key idea of his video presentation is reflected in the thesis that “a serious problem for 
Montenegro lies in regional differences in the distribution of the population. They are based 
mainly on economic inequality. [...] The transformation (devastation) of rural space has led 
to the fact that Montenegro today is a partially developed urban society with pronounced 
regional inequality. The reasons for this statement can be easily found by looking at the 
trends of internal migration in the Montenegrin municipalities. [...] Spatial transformation is 
observed in all three Montenegro regions, and especially in the Montenegro municipalities. 
Negative rates of natural growth, a large number of elderly households in rural areas, the 
outflow of young people are just some of the phenomena that today have led to a complete 
transformation (devastation) of rural and uneven filling of urban space in Montenegro”1.

Tatyana I. Grabelnykh, Professor of Irkutsk State University, Doctor of Sociological 
Sciences, made a report titled Public and State Technologies in the National Projects of Rus-
sia: Research Methodology of New Social Experience. Comprehension of the experience of 
regional development and implementation of strategies for public participation, including 
the example of Irkutsk region, allowed the speaker to conclude that “in difficult conditions, 
there is a need for the development of a model of public and state regulation based on the 
principles of self-organization and self-regulation in all verticals. Today, it is advisable to talk 
about a new ‘synergetic’ type of public-state technologies, which are characterized by a high 
level of regulation/self-regulation of relations in the state and society and highly integrated 
mechanisms of joint activities based on the principles of ‘new rationality’ and efficiency. 
Public-state technologies, predominantly of a synergistic nature, in terms of their status and 
role are an important factor influencing the possibilities and methods of effective implemen-
tation of national projects in Russia”2.

In total, 130 reports were presented at the conference (6 reports — from international par-
ticipants, 124 reports — from Russian scientists and practitioners). The state statistics bodies 
presented 50 reports from different regions. In general, more than 200 people took part in 
the conference: scientists from different branches of science, practitioners, representatives 
of state authorities and the public.

The conference allowed integrating the strategic and methodological principles and 
approaches of scientists and practitioners from 6 countries (Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, 

1 Sharovich R. 2020. “Migration movements in Montenegro (actual problems and trends)”. In: Gra-
belnykh T. I. (ed). Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: collection of articles, 
pp. 134-135, 137. DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591

2 Grabelnykh T. I. 2020. “Public and state technologies” in the implementation of national projects 
in Russia: research methodology of the emerging ‘new social experience’”. In: Grabelnykh T. I. 
(ed). Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: collection of articles, pp. 369-371. 
DOI: 10.26516/978-5-9624-1811-7.2020.1-591
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Serbia, Montenegro, China), 39 Russian cities (Irkutsk, Simferopol, Krasnoyarsk, Volgo-
grad, Yaroslavl, Izhevsk, Stavropol, Ulan-Ude , Abakan, Moscow, Kursk, Samara, Saratov, 
Khabarovsk, Belgorod, Bryansk, Yekaterinburg, Ivanovo, Chelyabinsk, Apatitov, Balashov, 
Barnaul, Vladivostok, Kaliningrad, Kemerovo, Omsk, Orel, Perm, Petrozavodsk, Petropav-
lovsk-Kamchatsky, Roschatsky, Rostov-on-Don, Smolensk, Syktyvkar, Tambov, Togliat-
ti, Tomsk, Ufa)1. It is important to note that Irkutsk — the city where the conference was 
held — is historically defined as “the middle of the Earth”. In this case, it became possible 
to discuss here the historical and modern experience of different cities and regions of Russia 
and other countries.

The topic of the conference aroused a great interest among the academic community from 
various fields of knowledge, both social and humanitarian, and natural science (sociological, 
philosophical, economic, medical, physical and mathematical, technical, political, pedagog-
ical, and geographical sciences).

It is important to note that 8 works presented at the conference were completed within 
the framework of grants and state assignments. Of these, 5 works were supported by RFBR 
grants (V. I. Zorkaltsev — Economic indices: goals and problems of construction, Russian 
experience of the 20s (Irkutsk); O. M. Kuzmina — Analysis of statistical information on the 
current state of sustainable development of municipalities of the Republic of Crimea (Sim-
feropol); Ya. A. Leshchenko, A. A. Lisovtsov — Processes of natural reproduction of the 
population in the aspect of implementing Demography national project (Angarsk); N. L. An-
tonova, A. D. Loginova — Hegemonic masculinity through the prism of statistics (Yekater-
inburg); I. V. Tsvetkova — Models of a comprehensive statistical assessment of universities 
as factors of regional development (Russian and foreign experience) (Togliatti)); 2 works 
were carried out within the framework of state assignments (L. N. Takaishvili — Experience 
of using statistical data to study the development of the coal industry in Russian regions (Ir-
kutsk); N. A. Serova — Investment processes in the Russian Arctic (Apatity)) ); one work 
was carried out with the support of a grant from the President of the Russian Federation for 
young scientists (M. N. Chuvashova — Study of the level of space connectivity: the case of 
Krasnoyarsk Territory (Irkutsk)).

In our opinion, the activity level of the participants was much higher than expected. This fact 
is explained by the growth of new challenges and readiness of the scientific community and 
practitioners to quickly respond to them, using their own methodology and methodological 
tools. The discussion of the role of statistical methodology will certainly help to ensure the 
authenticity and accuracy of official statistics, reflecting the real modern problems. The con-
ference participants raised topical issues that are among the main principles aimed at the 
implementation of the Development Strategy of Rosstat and the system of state statistics of 
the Russian Federation until 2024. Among them are: “ensuring the independence of state 
statistics; ensuring the maximum quality (completeness, reliability, efficiency, and consist-
ency) and availability of official statistical information, as well as its usefulness for making 
managerial decisions at all levels of government and administration; increasing confidence 
in official statistical information; ensuring the availability of impersonal primary statistical 

1 Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: opportunities, historical and social experience 
and new challenges. http://socio.isu.ru/ru/news/newsitem.html?action=show&id=7028 (accessed: 
10.04.2020).
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data for scientific research and the creation of applications for working with open data 
(data-first)”1. Particular attention should be paid to raising the question of the use of new 
scientific methods, software products, information technologies in statistics in the context 
of digitalization of modern society. Given the relevance and methodological value of the 
issues raised by the conference participants on the development of statistics in Russia and 
its individual regions, we consider the results of this conference as a joint contribution to the 
development of Rosstat’s strategy.

The reports contained theses that modern information processes traced in the society give 
a new format for the quality of incoming statistical information. In this regard, the require-
ments for government statistics should be significantly increased. In modern conditions, 
the demand for new state statistics is formed as a management technology. The statistics, 
as the conference showed, having integrated into the modern interdisciplinary field, made 
it possible to see new ways and prospects for the development of Russian regions in vari-
ous industries and spheres. The conceptual provisions and statistical data presented by the 
conference participants made it possible to see all the diversity and complexity of existing 
approaches in the analysis and assessment of the current stage of the strategic development 
of Russia and its regions2.

Summarizing the results of the event, I. V. Ivanova, Head of the Territorial Body of the 
Federal State Statistics Service for Irkutsk region, thanked all the speakers of the conference 
for their participation and noted that responsibility of the state statistics bodies in modern 
conditions is significantly increasing.

T. I. Grabelnykh, Co-Chair of the Conference Organizing Committee, Professor at ISU, 
Doctor of Sociological Sciences, Professor, Deputy Chairman of the Commission on Science 
and Education of the Public Chamber of Irkutsk region, stressed: “today, Russia, like the 
whole world, is going through a crucial period in its development. Our country establishes new 
points of growth, forms new ideas about national security and welfare under the impact of new 
challenges. It seems to me that we managed to get a unique cross-section of socio-economic, 
demographic, migration and socio-cultural situations, problems of national and demograph-
ic security, public administration, planning and regulation, territorial development, market 
and digital economy, etc. in every Russian region (from Kaliningrad region to Kamchatka 
Territory)”3. We believe that the Irkutsk Region is a serious scientific-practical and scien-
tific-educational platform for discussing system-wide problems inherent in modern Russia.

Based on the materials of the conference, a collection of scientific papers was published 
and a Resolution was presented.

1 The development strategy of Rosstat and the system of state statistics of the Russian Federation 
until 2024 (approved by the Ministry of Economic Development of Russia on 09/06/2019 
No. MO-104). https://www.gks.ru/storage/mediabank/Strategy.pdf (accessed: 10.04.2020).

2 Statistics in the strategic development of Russia: opportunities, historical and social experience 
and new challenges. http://socio.isu.ru/ru/news/newsitem.html?action=show&id=7028 (accessed: 
10.04.2020).

3 Ibid.
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