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Abstract 

The article outlines the main vectors of the development of encapsulation models in the discourses of social 

cognition. The main characteristics of the Soviet model of encapsulation are given, the vectors of development are 

indicated in the context of the value orientations of the socialist society. The main reasons that influenced the 

change from one encapsulation model to another are shown, the contradictions that were formed as a result of 

radical transformations of Russian society are revealed. The article outlines the current trends in the formation of 

a new model of encapsulation in the logic of social, political ideologemes, as well as those socio-cultural markers 

that determine the modern characteristics of the Russian model of encapsulation. 

The analysis of encapsulation models was based on the approaches of K. Rennes. However, they are not 

limited only to individual intercultural interaction; they consider the interactions of social groups in a wider socio-

political and geopolitical space. 
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Introduction. In modern Russian society, among 

the most important social processes, on the one hand, 

the final destruction of the "mythologemes of the Soviet 

era" is observed, the processes of de-Sovietization are 

coming to an end, and on the other hand, the processes 

of transitivity, its "indefinite state" are coming to an 

end. 

One of the vectors that allows us to observe 

changes in societal structures are "transition points", 

which are sociocultural encapsulation matrices. The 

concept of cultural encapsulation in the social sciences 

was proposed by the psychologist K. Renn. Cultural en-

capsulation is a psychological model of the individual's 

self-defense against the pressure of the surrounding for-

eign cultural environment. The scientist proposed a fig-

urative model of a cocoon, a closed individual socio-

cultural space that allows an individual to preserve his 

socio-cultural values and worldview, in situations of 

constant transformation of the contexts of his life: eco-

nomic, political, social, cultural [2]. The scientist pro-

posed a figurative model of a cocoon, a closed individ-

ual socio-cultural space that allows an individual to pre-

serve his socio-cultural values and worldview, in 

situations of constant transformation of the contexts of 

his life: economic, political, social, cultural. 

This topic finds its continuation in foreign studies 

and among other scientists [3]. Cultural encapsulation 

in most scientific publications is conceptualized in the 

discourses of the psychological sciences, and less soci-

ological ones. In Russian social cognition, approaches 

to this problem are just beginning to take shape, and 

here we can single out the work of M.S. Kuropytnik [7] 

We will consider sociocultural encapsulation as a 

purposeful, organized process of intercultural integra-

tion of various ethnic groups and peoples by the ruling 

elites at a certain historical time in a controlled geopo-

litical space to achieve their political, social, cultural 

and economic goals. This process is formed and imple-

mented within the framework of geocultural matrices 

that allow the current government to carry out socio-

cultural integrative projects. 

In this regard, one can observe how at the turn of 

the XX-XXI centuries in the Russian Federation, as a 

result of geopolitical and economic transformations, 

the deinstitutionalization of the Soviet encapsulation 

matrix took place, and today a new Russian model is 

being formed, the contours of the interpretation of 

which are only determined in domestic social cognition 

[5,6,8]. 

The peculiarities of the transition from the collec-

tive matrix of encapsulation, which is based on the 

"project of the Soviet world", to the Russian matrix of 

encapsulation, at the base of which is the "project of the 

Russian world" or "Russian civilization", indicate the 

peculiarity of the dynamics of the socio-cultural pro-

cess of modern Russian society. 

 

Collective Encapsulation Matrix. The project of 

the "Soviet world" by the Russian architects of univer-

sal equality and justice was built as a new socio-cultural 

reality of the unity and integration of various ethnic 

groups and cultures. 

The project of the “Soviet world” was a kind of 

“cultural crucible”, an innovative form of acculturation, 

in which the principle of “unity in diversity” was em-

bodied, but in the context of Marxist approaches based 

on the ideas of internationalism embodied in the slogan: 

“Workers of all countries, unite! " to the peoples of a 

single geopolitical space. 

This was the sociocultural goal and norm, for all 

its members, which, according to R. Merton, determine 
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the essential characteristics and typology of society, to-

gether with the system of control and ways to achieve 

these goals, which were simultaneously created by the 

new government. 

The new goals of the ruling elites made it possible 

to differentiate the structure of social groups in society, 

dividing them into those who followed this vector of 

development and those for whom these value norms 

were unacceptable. 

Social groups that adopted the Soviet principles of 

life, in joint “collaboration” with the authorities, cre-

ated a new architecture of encapsulation, for which they 

received “new social statuses” and “socialized re-

wards”. 

Such groups can be conventionally called, in ac-

cordance with Western traditions, assimilation groups 

[4]. 

Those social groups that did not want to adhere to 

the proposed lifestyle became victims of the "socio-cul-

tural crucible." Voluntary asceticism, “rejection of 

worldly life” in Soviet society, did not imply “peaceful 

withdrawal” into the forests to devote oneself to medi-

tation, as was the case in ancient cultures. Bodies of 

state supervision and control as victims of socialization 

replenished the ranks of the free labor force, which cre-

ated material values of the new state. Such groups can 

be defined as anomie or marginal groups. 

It can be noted that in the future, with the destruc-

tion of the geopolitical space of the USSR in the 90s of 

the twentieth century, the new ethnic democratic states 

will implement polar scenarios of managing the life of 

society, either, they applied sanctions, or, instead of la-

bor camps, forced those social groups to emigrate. did 

not accept the value norms of the new encapsulation 

model. The victimization of social groups that do not 

accept the values of the new encapsulation paradigm is 

one of its basic characteristics. 

The vector of sociocultural landmarks and the sys-

tem of ways to achieve the intended goals are domi-

nants of the matrix of sociocultural encapsulation. 

Socialist socio-cultural orientations in the new en-

capsulation matrix were aimed not at the domination 

and subordination of some ethnic groups to others, but 

at joint equal coexistence and co-development, based 

on the patterns of internationalism, ideologemes of 

public morality, and state values. 

To implement this strategy, it was necessary to 

reformat public consciousness, change the social code 

of culture and the way of life of the population. 

In this regard, two major institutions are excluded 

from the new social paradigm: the church and the fam-

ily, which for millennia have reproduced the stereo-

types of the nation's sociocultural behavior, formed the 

collective unconscious of peoples, reproduced tradi-

tional models of behavior and value attitudes on the ba-

sis of archetypes. 

The strategy of the new model of encapsulation 

developed from oblivion of the collective unconscious 

to the formation of a new collective consciousness. 

In the matrix of Soviet encapsulation, a process of 

replacement took place, from the institution of the 

Church, which became inaccessible to the mass con-

sciousness, to party, Soviet and public ideological in-

stitutions that brought new rituals, hoaxes, rituals, and 

initiation into the collective life of Soviet people. 

All forms of family education and training are be-

ing replaced by collective methods of organizing hu-

man life, a system of social education, technologies of 

political Soviet socialization aimed at collectivizing 

mass consciousness. 

"Collectivization" of consciousness presupposed a 

consistent and phased organization, in accordance with 

the age development of the individual, the processes of 

total political socialization of a person from "birth to 

grave" through such forms of collective organization 

as: Octobrist star, pioneer detachment, Komsomol or-

ganization, party cell and trade union organization , for 

non-partisan population groups. 

These were the guidelines of the "Soviet crucible" 

of interethnic integration throughout the USSR. 

After the Second World War, one can observe how 

the Soviet matrix of sociocultural encapsulation is 

spread by the ruling elites not only to the West, to the 

countries of the socialist community, but also to the 

East, Asia, Africa and Latin America. 

The forerunner of multiculturalism, the collective 

encapsulation of the Soviet type, has exerted its influ-

ence on the processes of interethnic interaction at vari-

ous geographic latitudes for more than 70 years. 

In essence, this was a new form of colonization of 

social consciousness based on the Marxist ideologemes 

of equality, social justice and the rights of the man of 

labor, as a demiurge of all material and collective val-

ues. 

Colonization as a form of cultural expansion is a 

characteristic phenomenon for world history. Accord-

ing to the French researcher A. Goldhammer, culture 

France “colonized the consciousness of the world”, be-

coming the center of civilization in the nineteenth cen-

tury, and in the twentieth century Hollywood began to 

occupy this place in world civilization [1].  

At the beginning of the XXI century, cultural ex-

pansion in the processes of intercultural communica-

tion belongs to the Internet, as a new form of encapsu-

lation. The Internet, which conquered the entire world 

space, ensured the implementation of socialist princi-

ples, if not justice, then freedom and equality, not only 

“in a single country”, but also “in a single apartment” 

on almost all continents of the world. 

The ways to achieve the set goals must be consid-

ered in the logic of diachronic and synchronic ap-

proaches. 

The chronotope of the matrix was constructed by 

the ruling elites on the basis of two main discourses: the 

discourse of common destiny, of all nations and nation-

alities, diachronic vectors of construction, “there and 

then," and the discourse of common social everyday 

life, a synchronous vector of modeling, “here and now”. 

The myth of "the common fate of fraternal peo-

ples" was created in a single logic of event description. 

The collective mythologeme of the social world of the 

“fraternal peoples” fit into the logic of the Marxist par-

adigm of displaying history, where such phenomena as 

exploitation, inequality, oppression and the uprising of 
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the oppressed were a kind of “common pages” of a sin-

gle historical process of various ethnic groups in Soviet 

society. 

The discourses of cross-cultural everyday life 

were associated with common historical events, that 

joint new social experience that was acquired under the 

conditions of the Soviet state. Civil and Great Patriotic 

War, collectivization and development of virgin lands, 

work on the "peaceful atom" and participation in con-

struction projects of the five-year plan. The discourses 

of cross-cultural Soviet everyday life were subordi-

nated to collective matrices of unity, ignoring all ethnic 

individual scenarios of the life of individual nations and 

nationalities. 

Collective sociocultural encapsulation was repro-

duced in everyday life throughout the country through 

the system of education and culture, economy and pol-

itics, the military sphere and the economic system. 

Educational, intellectual and cultural migration 

from national regions, territories and republics was of 

an organized nature, based on centralized management 

of the population. The government regulated ethno-na-

tional processes, controlled ethno-national freedoms 

and needs in the context of state interests and basic So-

viet ideology. 

Nation and nationality could have "self-represen-

tation", the formulated "knowledge about themselves" 

only indirectly, through the state union apparatus of 

management and control, only through the institutions 

of national party and cultural elites. 

The collective matrix of encapsulation formed 

new approaches to cross-cultural competence, it was 

formed on the basis of a single language of intercultural 

communication, which was Russian, while the state 

policy of preserving and developing national languages 

was implemented. The policy of cross-cultural bilin-

gualism was the norm of social life. 

The manifestations of ethnicism and ethnic inter-

group aggression in this period were regulated through 

repressive forms of state intervention, all ethno-na-

tional manifestations of individual identity were under 

police supervision. 

Conclusion. Thus, approaches to the analysis of 

the sociocultural dynamics of society can be ap-

proached from the standpoint of describing a single en-

capsulation matrix, which allows you to analyze vari-

ous models of social relationships in a single logic of 

analysis. 

The encapsulation model helps to identify the 

mechanisms of acquiring and forming the identity of 

various ethnic groups in the context of their geocultural 

and geopolitical dimensions, to see the peculiarities of 

the dynamics of changes in social transformations 

within one ethnocultural society. 

Encapsulation models made it possible, in the con-

text of historical dynamics, to see the prevailing char-

acteristics of Soviet society, and the emerging features 

of the new Russian society. 
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