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Abstract: This study addresses the subjectivity of semi-closed study groups, focusing on the 

psychological privacy of individuals within such groups as a key indicator of their subjective 

qualities. While prior research has explored group dynamics and individual psychological 

sovereignty, the interplay between personal and group socio-psychological characteristics in semi-

closed environments remains underexplored. The research aims to examine the extent to which 

these characteristics contribute to the sovereignty of psychological space in cadets of a military 

lyceum. Using a regression model, the study analyzed the influence of socio-psychological traits, 

integrating both individual and collective dimensions. Results highlight the significant role of 

group cohesion and individual autonomy in shaping psychological sovereignty, offering insights 

into optimizing group environments for enhanced psychological well-being. These findings have 

implications for the development of strategies to support individual privacy while fostering 

collective functionality in semi-closed educational settings. 

Keywords: Collective subject, Sovereignty of the psychological space of the individual, S-closed 

study group 

1. Introduction 

Turning to the problematic of studying semi-closed educational groups, it is 

necessary to note the specificity of their life activity, determined by the boarding residence 

of students (cadet corps, cadet boarding schools, general and correctional boarding 

schools, some gymnasiums, military universities, etc.). The organizational and educational 

environment of these institutions is characterized by a focus on military-patriotic 

education, in-depth study of general education subjects, high leisure activity, which has a 

positive effect on cohesion, coordination and other signs of subjectivity of the group [1]. 

However, there is a problem of maintaining the psychological privacy of the individual in 

conditions of restricted entry and exit from the group, freedom of movement. 

2. Materials and Methods 

Compared with students of semi-closed secondary general education institutions, 

military lyceum students are more motivated to enter a university and complete their 

education. In addition, by this age, the psychological privacy of the individual has already 

been formed [2]. However, in the organizational and educational environment, there are 

threatening factors generated by the specifics of these educational institutions (24-hour 

presence on the territory of the institution, living in barracks/dormitory, strict daily 
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routine, sexual homogeneity of the environment, control by the environment over life 

activities, etc.) [3]. In our opinion, they reduce the indicators of sovereignty of the 

psychological space, in particular, the sovereignty of the physical body, territory, personal 

belongings and habits. In this regard, it becomes relevant to study the personal and group 

characteristics of students of a military university as resources for maintaining their 

psychological privacy in the specific conditions of life of a semi-closed group [4]. 

The aim of the study was specified in the tasks: 

1. to perform a comparative analysis of the socio-psychological portrait of students 

in four semi-closed groups;  

2. to analyze the level of expression of sovereignty of the psychological space of 

the individual in semi-closed study groups, to describe group differences and 

similarities;  

3. to analyze the relationship between the indicators of sovereignty of the 

psychological space of group members and their socio-psychological (value 

orientations, motives for admission, social ideas about the group, motives for 

choosing a profession and attitudes towards success) and group characteristics 

(norms of behavior in a group, group cohesion and group sociometric 

structure); 

4. to perform a regression analysis of predictors of sovereignty of the 

psychological space of the individual in a semi-closed study group. To describe 

the contribution of socio-psychological and group characteristics to the model 

of the phenomenon under study [5]. 

3. Results and Discussion 

Sovereignty of psychological space (SPS) provides the individual with a sense of 

security, both physical and psychological [6]. A positively formed property acts as a kind 

of guideline for understanding other people and building relationships with them and 

society as a whole, while deprivation of individual sovereignty leads to its 

marginalization, expressed in an aggressive attitude towards society and oneself [7]. All of 

the above reveals the understanding of the role of SPS in the process of individual 

socialization. Developing an approach to studying the subjectivity of a group as a property 

of a collective subject, we relied on the idea of the relationship between the individual and 

the group, developed in the scientific school of Umansky-Chernyshev [8].  

Achieving a high level of development by a group is associated with the formation 

of the property of subjectivity. It indicates a highly organized mutual assistance of all 

members, their purposefulness, activity, ability for self-development and self-esteem [9]. 

One of the important tasks of a group with such a level of development is to maintain a 

balance between the group and the individual. Its violation leads either to the loss of 

individuality of group members (the group “absorbs” the individual), or to the loss of their 

connection with the social environment [10]. Note that this idea was outlined in the work 

of E. Fromm, who formulated the concept of “escape from freedom” [11].  

However, in our understanding, the consequence of the loss of balance by the group 

is a change in the system of its connections, which can ultimately lead to the loss of 

subjectivity. In other words, the SPP of the individual performs the protective function of 

the individual subject in the group, thereby allowing to maintain a balance between the 

individual and the group [12]. Positively developed sovereignty of the individual subject 

contributes to the formation of the type of relationships that enhances the 

interconnectedness and cohesion of the group (signs of its early subjectivity), contributes 

to the formation of group norms, rules and values, and subsequently self-reflection of the 

group [13]. 

As factors of the SPP we selected socio-psychological (personal level of analysis) and 

group characteristics (group level of analysis). The former, in our opinion, demonstrated 

the basis, freedom and direction of the activity of an individual subject. The characteristics 
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of the group level were selected in accordance with the ideas of the vision of the 

subjectivity of the collective, namely: fixation of interdependence, interconnectedness and 

part of group reflection. The study of these factors of subjectivity of different levels will 

allow us to fix problem areas of the relationship between the individual and the collective, 

which can later be supplemented with other characteristics. 

Methods and techniques used in the study. In order to study the expression of 

sovereignty of the psychological space of the individual, the technique "Sovereignty of 

Psychological Space - 2010" by Nartova-Bochaver [14] was used. The technique includes a 

general scale of sovereignty of psychological space and six subscales: sovereignty of the 

physical body, sovereignty of territory, sovereignty of things, sovereignty of habits, 

sovereignty of social connections and sovereignty of values [15]. According to the keys, 1 

point indicates traumatized sovereignty, 2 points - deprivation, 3 points are the norm, 4 

points indicate super-sovereignty.  

To study the socio-psychological characteristics, the following were used: the 

method of value orientations (author E.B. Fantalova); The author's questionnaire of 

economic and psychological characteristics (assessment of the level of material well-being 

and satisfaction with it, self-assessment of economic status), motivation for entering a 

military lyceum, professional orientation (ideas about a future profession), subjective 

assessment of the importance and significance of indicators of success in life [16]. In order 

to study the individual's ideas about the group, an association test was used. The obtained 

results were processed using content analysis.  

The matrix we developed included fifteen categories of analysis: ideas about the 

group as a team, a group of friends, comrades, a study group; ideas about interpersonal 

and business relationships, about leisure in a group; ideas that reveal the nature of 

intragroup relationships (helping, supporting, etc.). Additionally, the modality of ideas 

was assessed - positive/negative/neutral [17]. 

The analysis of the equivalence of groups showed that all four groups of cadets are 

equivalent in gender, age, and family composition. The results of the comparative analysis 

of the socio-psychological portraits in the four groups showed the following. All groups 

of cadets are characterized by common group profiles in terms of basic values (health, 

friends, happy family life), preferred motives for choosing a profession, focus on achieving 

success, absence of isolated students in the sociometric structures, and ideas about their 

group. In particular, according to the associative test, respondents associate the image of 

their group with the concepts of "friendship", "team", "leisure"[18].  

The commonality in the motivation for admission among cadets is determined by 

interest in the profession, adherence to family traditions in choosing a profession (family 

dynasty), the desire of parents, and the dream of mastering this profession. Motives for 

obtaining an education, building a career, or the desire to help people are less represented 

in the students' responses [19]. It is interesting that some of the respondents studying at 

the military lyceum are aimed at obtaining a civilian profession [20]. 

4. Conclusion 

The findings of this study suggest that the sovereignty of the psychological space of 

students in semi-closed educational groups, particularly in a military lyceum setting, is 

significantly influenced by both personal and group-related factors. While the overall 

severity of psychological sovereignty indicators points to a sense of traumatization and 

deprivation, personal characteristics such as internal motivation, social values, and the 

individual’s perception of the group as a reference point play a more prominent role in 

preserving psychological sovereignty compared to group dynamics. Notably, cadets' sense 

of sovereignty is least impacted in the spheres of social connections and values, likely due 

to their positive view of group cohesion and interdependence. The sociometric status of 

individuals within the group and their intrinsic motivation to attend the lyceum further 

contribute to their psychological resilience. These findings underline the importance of 
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fostering individual motivation and a supportive group environment to mitigate 

psychological distress. Future research could explore the long-term effects of such 

educational environments on individual development and the role of group cohesion in 

enhancing mental health outcomes. 
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