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Formulation of the problem. The social field
of activity belongs to the most complex field of
research due to the high degree of unpredictabil-
ity of human behavior. The system of values (SV)
is a no less complex multi-quality object of scien-

This article examines the problem of the crisis of
the value system in modern society and examines
the issues of methodological support of research
on this topic. The article talks about the qualitative
complexity of such an object of study as the social
sphere of activity, which also includes even more
complex issues of value problems.

The article talks about the significant impact of
the value system on the results of human activ-
ity, which is particularly relevant in the context
of modern socio-economic transformations. It
also speaks of the important role of the human
factor in the study of social processes. The arti-
cle talks about the modern standard of thinking,
the speed of all processes and the speed of their
awareness by person. Attention is focused on the
need to form a new paradigm of thinking in order
to realize the possibilities for a person to master
the latest knowledge and scientific technologies
for their successful application in practice in mod-
ern conditions.

It is suggested that the solution of modern social
problems using the stationary laws of the past
era does not give the expected effect. The article
presents a comparative description of the system
methods of three generations with a justification
of the degree of their suitability when studying
issues of an individual’s value system in a tran-
sitional period of social development. The funda-
mental contradiction of the level of systemic com-
plexity of social issues and the level of systemic
complexity of the methods of the first and second
generations is pointed out.

As a result of the study, the limitations of the mod-
ern toolkit and its ineffectiveness in addressing
the issues of forming a value system in the con-
text of modern social challenges were revealed.
Requirements were put forward for a method
that can be used to describe modern social pro-
cesses. A fundamentally new system concept
has been proposed that is suitable for solving
the complex issues of this problem. A proposal
was made about the need to create conditions
for the formation of a modern standard of think-
ing, the search for social technologies based on
new methodological structures with the ability to
effectively simulate any social phenomena and
processes.

Key words: value system, cost problems, meth-
odology, system methods.

Y 0Qanili cmammi po3esisitHyma rpob/iema Kpusu
cucmemu yiHHocmel y cy4acHoMy cycrifibCcmsi

i BUBHEHI MUMAaHHs MemodosI02iYHo20 3abe3re-
UeHHs1 00C/IIOXeHb 0aHoi meMamuku. Y cmammi
2080pUMbLCSI NP0 PI3HOSIKICHI  Ck/iadHocmi
makoa2o 06'ekma OOC/IIOKEHHS, SIK coyia/ibHa
cghepa 0OisisibHOCMI, 00 SIKOI MaKOX Hasiexamb
we 6inbW cKkAaoHi NUMaHHs1 YiHHICHOI rpo6rie-
Mamuku.

Y cmammi ckasaHo npo 3HayHuli BnauUs cuc-
memu yiHHocmel Ha pe3y/ibmamu Oisi/lbHOCMi
JIOOUHU, WO € 0COBAUBO aKmyaslbHUM 8 YMO-
Bax Cy4yaCHUX COYia/lbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX MmpaH-
cehopmayitl. Takox (idembCsi MPo BaXx/1UBY PO/ib
JI00CHKO20 hakmopy 8 OOC/IIOKEHHI coyia/TbHUX
npoyecis. CkazaHo npo HalicyyacHiwul cmaH-
0apm MUC/IEHHS, WBUOKICMb MPOMIKaHHs YCiX
rpoyecis i WBUOKICMb X YCBIOOMEHHS /IK0OU-
HOW. AKYeHmosaHo yBa2y Ha HeobxioHocmi
hopmyBaHHs1 HOBOI' Mapaduamu MUC/IEHHS 07151
peanizayii Moxausocmell OCBOEHHSI J/IOOUHOK
HOBUX 3HaHb i HAYKOBUX MexXHO/102ili 07151 ycriw-
HO20 3aCMOCyBaHHS iX Ha MPakmuyj 8 Cy4acHux
yMmoBax.

BuC/108/1€HO MPUMYUWEHHS], WO PiLUeHHs cyyac-
HUX coyja/lbHUX 3aB0aHb 3a 00MOMO20t0 cmayj-
OHapHUX 3aKOHIB MUHY/I0I €roxXu He 0ae o4ikysa-
Hul echekm. Y cmammi HaBeOeHO MOPIBHSI/IbHY
Xapakmepucmuky cucmeMHUX Memoois mpbox
MOKO/TiHb 3 @p2yMeHmMoBaHUM OBrpyHMYBaHHSIM
cmyreHsi iX npudamHocmi y MPOYeci BUBHEHHS
numaHe cucmemu  YiHHocmel ocobucmocmi
B nepexioHull nepiod CycrislbHO20 PO3BUMKY.
3asHaueHo Ha NMPUHYUNoBOMY Mpomupiyyi pigHs
cucmemMHoi' ckiadHocmi coyjasibHoI npobriema-
MUKU | PiBHSI cUCMEMHOI cKlaOHOCMI Memodis
r1epwoao i dpy2020 roKO/TiHb.

Y pesynbmami  rposedeHo20 O0C/IOKEHHS
6y/10  BUSIBNIEHO ~ OBMEXEHICMb  Cy4yacHo20
IHCmpymeHmapito ma Uo20 HeeghekmusHicmb
Y BUpIWeHHI numaHb cucmemu yiHHocmel 8
yMoBax Cy4acHUX coyiaibHUX BUK/IUKIB. Bucy-
Hymo sumoau 9o Memoody, sKuli MoXe 3acmo-
cosysamucsi 07151 OfUCY CyYacHUX Couja/lbHUX
npoyecis. 3anporoHoBaHo MPUHYUNOBO HOBY
CUCMeMHy KOHuenyjto, npudamHy 07151 BUpI-
WeHHS! CK1Ia0HUX NUMaHb 3a3HadeHoi npobsie-
Mamuku. Buc/s08i1eHo npono3uyito npo Heob-
XIOHICMb CMBOPEHHsT YMOB 07151 (hopMyBaHHSs1
CyyacHo20 cmaHoapmy MUC/IEHHS], MOWYKY
coyja/ibHuUX mexHoso0eail, 3aCHOBaHUX Ha HOBUX
Memoo0/102i4HUX KOHCMPYKUISIX i3 MOX/IUBICIMIO
eghekmusHo20 MOOe/TtoBaHHSI BYOb-sIKUX COUji-
&/1bHUX S8ULY | IPOYECIB.

KntouoBi cnoBa: cucmema yiHHocmed, UiH-
HicHa rpobaieMamuka, Memooos1oeis, CUCMEMHI
Memoou.

tific research. SV is manifested at the level of an
individual, group or organization as a whole in the
form of moral norms, in the structure of motivation
and standards of behavior, affects the efficiency
and level of development of human relations and
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their dynamics. “Choosing this or that value, a
person thereby forms a plan for his behavior...”,
determines the future activity [3, p. 86]. It can be
considered that the system of values in society is
a set of restrictive and permissive norms regulat-
ing a person’s vital activity.

Through a significant impact of the SV on
the results of human activity in the conditions
of socio-economic transformation, the issues
of this problematic become especially relevant.
In connection with the emergence of new, pre-
viously unknown knowledge and features of
our time, this topic requires the latest modern
research using methods that correspond to con-
temporary problems.

Analysis of recent research and publica-
tions. The genesis of the study of value problems
in sociology comes from I. Kant. The study of the
system of values, its structure and functions is
the subject of many domestic and foreign scien-
tific works and author’s methodologies. Ques-
tions of value problematics were studied by such
classics of sociology as M. Weber, E. Durkheim,
G. Rickert, T. Parsons, P. Sorokin, R. Inglehart,
M. Rokich, Sh. Schwartz. This topic was raised
in the works of such famous contemporary
authors as V.S. Bakirov, E. Golovakha, N. Panina,
A.O. Ruchka, S.0. Makeeyv, L.G. Sokuryanskaya,
O.N. Leontyev. Questions of values and value
orientations were investigated by K. Marks,
U. Thomas, G. Simmel, N.F. Naumova, S.Ya. Mat-
veey, V.B. Olshansky, V.O. Yadov, D.O. Leontyey,
[.LA. Surina and many others. In their works, the
authors studied the formation of the system of
values, its content and structure, considered the
hierarchy of value preferences, the influence of
various factors on its change. Many sociologists
note that globalization and the openness of soci-
eties contribute to the transformation of value ori-
entations and systems of value, the emergence of
new patterns of behavior that are historically not
characteristic of these social communities [10].

The study of value orientations and the deter-
mination of factors influencing their formation is
especially important, since it allows to identify
the emergence of social problems at the initial
stage. However, the complete uncertainty of the
processes taking place in modern society puts a
person before the constant choice of their pref-
erences. A person cannot fully rely on the system
of value of the previous generation, since it (the
system of value) seems to be inadequate in the
context of modern social, political and economic
transformations. In research papers published at
the turn of the epoch, there is a unanimous opin-
ion that there is a so-called “generational” con-
flict of values in society, a time lag and “historical
inconsistency” of value orientations of the older
generation to the demands of the time [2].

Given the speed of social change and the exis-
tence of a crisis of the system of value in mod-
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ern society, these works only partially give us an
answer to the question of the content of value
preferences in a given situation, the impact of the
system of value on the effectiveness of human
activity, the hierarchy of values of an individual
and society as a whole point of view of the chro-
notope [7], etc. Therefore, the study of values is
the main and constant problem of modern socio-
logical science.

Purpose of the article. The purpose of this
workis to conduct a comparative analysis of exist-
ing and search for new methodological tools suit-
able for the effective solution of complex issues
of studying value problems in modern society.

The presentation of the main material. The
main feature of the present time is the transitional
period of development of the state, when there
is a fundamental change in the ideological foun-
dations of human existence of a bygone era and
something new, previously unknown, appears.

The past epoch had a contemplative nature
of human activity, in which a person was guided
mainly by an empirical-emotional set of impres-
sions of all participants in the activity process.
Observation, as a sensually-intuitive knowledge
of the world, subjectively reflects the existing real-
ity in the consciousness of each individual. Any
information, passing through the prism of individ-
ual qualities and characteristics of an individual,
being exposed to external influence, is a kind of
surrogate of the original product, the content of
which depends on the personal opinion, emo-
tional and physiological state of the interpreter.

Given the changing nature of human percep-
tion, the result of such activity will be in the nature
of unpredictability. It is clear that under such
conditions the implementation of constructive
human activity is impossible. The lack of ade-
quate ways to solve complex tasks in the period
of global change inevitably leads to a decrease in
the results of human activity to the level of its real
capabilities. The latter is equivalent to the return
of society to the level of that era, whose tasks
correspond to this level of opportunity [6, p. 11].
Itis obvious that under such conditions any active
human activity will inevitably lead only to destruc-
tive results, which we now have in practice.

At present, the scientific world uses methods,
the birth and formation of which took place in a
relatively calm and stable society, for the events
of which static character and the absence of
abrupt changes were characteristic. This was
acceptable and sufficient in a slow-moving con-
templative era. In the modern, rapidly changing
world, relying on old methods becomes not only
unacceptable, but also dangerous for all living
things on the Earth.

In crisis and in stationary conditions, all pro-
cesses proceed in different ways. In the current
crisis, the situation is changing very quickly and
the person does not have enough time to suffi-
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ciently see what is happening, let alone under-
stand it. Therefore, uncontrollable destabilizing
processes occur around, which are also global
in nature. The great minds of the past century —
V.l. Vernadsky, Pierre Teilhard de Chardin, etc. —
warned about this. This was also discussed at the
World Conference on Sustainable Development
in Rio de Janeiro in 1992 (namely, about the need
to create a new paradigm of thinking).

Another reason for the ineffective action of
stationary laws in times of crisis is the pecu-
liarities of the so-called “assemblage point”, in
which all of humanity is now. The “assemblage
point” is a change of epochs, a transition during
which a significant change in outlook on life inev-
itably occurs, the ideological paradigm changes,
a new stereotype of thinking is formed. All this
leads to fundamental changes in the existing
value system. “This phenomenon is called a
revaluation of values, when there is a significant
transformation of the existing value systems to
fundamentally new ones that did not previously
exist” [B, p. 46]. Such processes have a signifi-
cant role in the fate of people, communities and
even the state as a whole.

The solution of modern social problems with
the help of the stationary laws of the past era
does not give the expected effect today. Tradi-
tional methods are suitable for aspectual appli-
cation and solution of simple one-way problems.
But modern tasks are characterized by high dyna-
mism and systemic complexity. While a person
is trying to comprehend what is happening, the
task in its implementation goes far ahead. There
is a need to make a new decision in accordance
with the new situation. The solution of any task
requires a preliminary situational analysis, for the
adequacy of which it is necessary to use such
methodological tools that correspond to the level
of complexity of the tasks to be solved. Selected
funds should be based on scientific laws.

Social issues, having essentially an abstract
nature, as an object of study belongs to the high-
est level of complexity. Due to the high social
dynamics, it is practically impossible to ade-
quately assess such processes and their conse-
quences at the level of personal experience and
existing theoretical support. This situation auto-
matically leads to the problems of methodologi-
cal support of modern social processes in general
and in the sphere of value problems in particular.

The only theoretical means of supporting such
processes was and is mathematics. Mathemat-
ics is a very concrete and static science, in which
there is no place for a person. A person, unlike a
technical device, has the right to make a choice
at any time. But this “freedom of choice” is not
provided for in mathematics, it cannot be taken
into account in rigid mathematical formulas. The
hard causal relationships of basic mathematical
concepts lag far behind the dynamics of social

processes. Society is dynamic, controversial and
abstract. Mathematics can perfectly solve spe-
cific quantitative problems, but is powerless in a
situation of interdisciplinary qualitative changes
that constantly occur in the social sphere. What
makes the system methods based on mathemat-
ics insufficient for solving complex social prob-
lems in modern society.

There was an urgent need to develop a spe-
cial system formalism, more flexible and less
structured than mathematics. This problem is
still relevant. Therefore, to adequately address
complex social issues, and even more so ques-
tions in the sphere of value problems, it is nec-
essary to apply such methodological concepts
that, according to the Ashby theorem [11],
would contain the whole degree of diversity of
the object under study. In other words, the level
of the system complexity of the method should
not be lower than the level of the system com-
plexity of the object under study. Consequently,
to describe modern social processes, it is nec-
essary to apply system methods appropriate to
their level of complexity.

The genesis of system theories shows three
generations of system methods. The first gen-
eration of system methods includes the works
of 0.0. Bogdanov and L. Von Bertalanffy, which
are limited by the verbal nature of their presen-
tation. This makes it difficult to comprehend the
material in the absence of the author. Accord-
ingly, the use of these methods in practice is
problematic. The second generation of system
methods (Wiener N., Urmanzev Yu.A., Uemov
A.l. and many others [8; 9] is limited to math-
ematics and the formalism of other sciences.
This gave rise to many variants of system meth-
odologies, which proved to be effective only in
a narrow sphere of their applicability — in math-
ematics, physics, biology, etc. It was created
about a hundred variants of system methods
that differ in the definitions of the system, a
symbolic description and depth of presentation
[6]. All attempts to adequately display the basic
positions of the system methods failed. Accord-
ingly, the system methods of the second gener-
ation are also unable to adequately describe the
complex processes occurring in society.

Professor Kenneth Bailey of the University
of California, in his work “Sociology and Theo-
ries of New Systems”, formulated 29 require-
ments for a new system methodology, which
it must comply with [1]. New system methods
fully comply with these requirements. These are
system methods of the third generation. The
third generation of system methods includes
a new methodology based on the regularities
of hyper-complex dynamic systems (GDS) [4].
The methodology basically contains universal
system invariants, most of which are formulated
for the first time. By its content and scope, this
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methodology is interdisciplinary, and by the
method of construction it is open, which makes
it acceptable for solving hierarchically com-
plex social issues in modern conditions. This
methodology allows replacing the traditional
approach in modeling (retrospective) with a
new type of modeling (perspective), which will
allow to build a model not of an already existing
object, but of an object that will be in perspec-
tive. This is possible in the case of a change in
the existing retrospective analytical thinking of
the past to the advanced synthetic thinking of
the future. Synthetic thinking is the ability to
perform a synthesis operation (addition) and the
ability to model the future.

In this regard, it is necessary to create condi-
tions for the formation of a modern standard of
thinking, we need social technologies as prod-
ucts and algorithms based on new methodologi-
cal structures. A new time, we need a new philos-
ophy, which allows us to look at the world in a new
way, with the ability to model social phenomena
and processes far in advance.

Conclusions. Summarizing the above prob-
lems in solving complex contemporary problems
in the field of sociology and issues of the sys-
tem of value, we can talk about the urgent need
to move from the usual methodological tools to
new scientific technologies, which will be based
on the basic laws of modern fundamental devel-
opments. Therefore, the system methods of the
third generation can be considered potentially
suitable for the effective solution of questions
of value problems in the conditions of social and
economic crisis.
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