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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.
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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 

N. P. Salokhin, pp. 48-58



SIBERIAN SOCIUM

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

SSSS
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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