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Personal autonomy in the process of social identity transformation

A. Pokhilko, S. Sergeev

It is substantiated the hypothesis about the integrative quality of the factor of personal
autonomy in  the  process  of  transformation  of  social  identity.  The  resolution  of  contradictions
between the elements of integral identity is carried out by relying on a universal homogeneous
factor, which is personal autonomy. Universalization is achieved by reducing value attitudes to
universal moral foundations, by distancing itself from systemic and personal priorities. The need for
an instrument of autonomy of consciousness for an individual in modern society is due to the fact
that in the postmodern era there is a process of equalizing value preferences in the consciousness of
the individual, which, in turn, leads to the problem of choice in the process of socialization without
specific markers and guidelines for navigation in the modern social space. Accordingly, there is a
need for a mechanism of consciousness that forms modern value coordinates.
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