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Abstract: the paper considers some peculiarities of genesis of social entrepreneurship as a new
form of organizing entrepreneurial activity aimed not at maximizing the owners’ profits, but at
realizing social tasks within a context of deriving the ideological fundamentals of its develop-
ment. As it is shown in the paper, in most part the ideology of social entrepreneurship depends
on the balance between its social and economic missions. In terms of the formation approach, it
is shown that the ideology of social entrepreneurship is formed at the stage of the transition from
the stage of socialism-precursor to the new multilevel democratic level of mature socialism. Also
it is mentioned that in terms of dividing social entrepreneurship into two sides, — namely the
superstructure and the basis, the essence of social entrepreneurship as the socialistic democratic
model can be rather well laid within a new basis, which conflicts with a new paradigm of economic
relations of modern capitalism.
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Over the past few decades, trends have been observed in the development of capitalism that
could be characterized as processes of capitalism socialization. This is largely due to the fact that
new entities emerge in the area of entrepreneurial activity, which are called social enterprises,
that is, enterprises that operate not for profit, but for the purpose of achieving a certain social
effect. In terms of their activities, these enterprises are in conflict with conventional commercial
enterprises, since in terms of surplus value here, if generated, then it is reinvested in further
social projects, and not appropriated by top managers or owners of the enterprise. In addition,
these enterprises enjoy active government support, and are not abandoned at the whim of market
forces, as is the case with conventional commercial enterprises. The fact that these enterpris-
es actually differ from conventional commercial ones in the nature of their activities cannot be
concealed even by representatives of the neoliberal group from the National Research University
Higher School of Economics (NRU HSE), when they try to portray these enterprises as self-sus-
taining, functioning at the expense of sustainable commercial effect, the best guarantee of which
is income generation mainly from the sale of goods and services, and not grants and charity,
which, however, are not excluded as additional financial resources [Social ..., 2011]

All this allows us to say that social enterprises have their own ideology which determines their
behavior, long-term development strategy and creates those foundations for the social mission of
these enterprises that distinguish them from conventional commercial enterprises operating on
the principles of profit maximization and appropriating surplus value by the bourgeois class. It
is for this reason that the well-known foreign researcher Charles Leadbeater called social entre-
preneurship “the mainstream of dissenters” [Leadbeater, 2007], because it does not fit into any of
the frameworks that representatives of the neoliberal groups in economic science propose for it.

Currently, some researchers who have tried to analyze the ideological roots of social entre-
preneurship believe that in fact any social enterprise is based on the implementation of two mis-
sions: social and economic. The social mission of social enterprises refers to the creation of value
for “public good”, while their economic mission refers to the creation of value for “private ben-
efit”. While commercial enterprises are focused only on their economic mission, the hallmark of
social enterprises is their social mission in addition to the economic one, and it is the balance be-
tween social and economic missions that ultimately determines the strategy of a social enterprise
and its potential to exercise social functions. According to R. Stevens, N. Moray and ]. Bruneel
[Stevens, Moray, Bruneel, 2015], these two phenomena may be limited in time, since the relative
balance between social and economic missions may differ over time due to institutional pres-
sure, and here, apparently, we are talking about political pressure, since in Russia at present the
leading role in the study and real-world implementation of social entrepreneurship legislation is
attributed to the National Research University Higher School of Economics, which traditionally
adheres to neoliberal values and its researchers usually put the economic values of development
(that is, the economic mission) before social ones. In this regard, in other countries, social enter-
prises are in a better position, especially in those countries where social mission is put before the
economic one, such as the UK, the USA, Germany and China. [China..., 2012]
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According to R. Stevens, N. Moray and J. Bruneel [Stevens, Moray, Bruneel, 2015], social en-
terprises are driven by individuals with a pro-social value position who are not guided by private
benefits. These social entrepreneurs are altruistic in their activities and put social values ahead
of profitability.

If we evaluate the position of social entrepreneurship with reference to modern transfor-
mations of socio-economic development, then we can use the periodization of recent history of
economic relations proposed by well-known Marxist D. Laibman. According to this periodiza-
tion, it turns out that social entrepreneurship should be attributed to the stage, which he called
“socialism-precursor”, characterized, in particular, by the following feature: the capabilities and
consciousness of the people’s forces are historically limited, since they are imbued with a proprie-
tary-individualistic ideology and practices of society, from which they emerged, though mitigated
by the experience of cooperation in the production process, collective efforts and solidarity — in
part, but not completely [Laibman, 2013]. All these features can be found in many social enter-
prises. They also introduce elements of a new system for evaluating the enterprise efficiency
into economic practice. It is known that the efficiency of social enterprises is measured in terms
of creating social value, not economic value. In this respect, this system is the forerunner in the
formation of such a mechanism as Multilevel Democratic Iterative Coordination (MDIC) which
forms the basis of the core of a mature socialist society, according to the concept of D. Laibman,
which, in accordance with his theory, is the stage following the period of “precursor socialism”
[Laibman, 2013]. In addition to other important parts of coordination of socio-economic pro-
cesses, this system, in particular, includes criteria that characterize the achievement of a num-
ber of social goals by enterprises: development of the employees themselves; overcoming the
manifestations of gender or racial stratification and oppression inherited from the past; achieve-
ment of the set goals regarding environmental impact; development of relations with the local
community, with other enterprises, etc. This entire list is exactly the area of influence of social
entrepreneurship and, accordingly, is the subject of evaluation, as judged from some publications
in this area [Young, 2006]. In this regard, referring to the period of “socialism-precursor”, social
entrepreneurship also has attributes of genesis of the next stage — “mature socialism” and there-
fore, of course, contributes to its formation. Thus, it is most likely possible to define the mode of
production represented by social entrepreneurship as transitional from the capitalist order to a
new form of economic relations, where the values of solidarity and the welfare society already
dominate, rather than individualistic and private ownership interests. Time will tell whether to
call this stage “mature socialism” or in some other way. Today, only one thing can be stated: the
current state of capitalist relations has already reached the stage when, in order to preserve this
paradigm and eliminate all its contradictions, the state has to introduce a number of elements that
are not characteristic of it — elements of planning, developing the social sector and reducing a sig-
nificant level of social tensions caused by growing social inequality [Young, 2006]. However, over
time, all these quantitative changes can develop into qualitative ones, and as for the role of social
entrepreneurship ideology in the process of global technological and economic transformations,
it consists in establishing the values of a new integral society based on the values of solidarity and
cooperation in the public ideology, and a multi-level democratic system, which D. Laibman wrote
about. If we apply his concept to social entrepreneurship as a transitional phenomenon, then we
get the following picture: the basis, that is, the baseline, of social entrepreneurship is the socialist
model which can be considered the forerunner of a multi-level democratic system being the core
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of a mature socialist society. Its major elements are cooperation, collective efforts and solidarity.
At the same time, the superstructure represents the forms and trends of the capitalist paradigm
that are becoming history, namely: the proprietary-individualistic ideology and practices of so-
ciety from which social entrepreneurship emerged, that is, business structures inherent in the
capitalist paradigm, namely, positions such as CEO, CFO and other positions in the enterprise
management structure, that are typical of a conventional commercial enterprise being the basis
of the capitalist order.
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