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Systemic crisis phenomena tend to transform into the logic of disaster. If management 

strategies do not respond to new realities, then not only will the emerging opportunities not be 

used, but the prospects of global self-destruction may come true. It was not temporary random 

difficulties that arose before the ecumene; characteristic signs of historical changes are 

intensifying – the forerunners of non-trivial changes of unusually serious depth and scale. The 

revolutionary situation is diffuse. The deadlines are coming. The socio-cultural renewal of cultural 

and religious traditions formed by the historical process, not only of ethno-national associations 

and social groups, but also of cultural-civilizational worlds, as well as humanity as a whole, is 

irreversibly coming. First of all, transformation processes are naturally recorded at two levels: the 

objective environment (post-globality) and its subjective perception and actions (post-globalism) 

[1-10]. 

Systemic transformations of the world order are one of the noticeable manifestations of the 

new era. The outdated model of a unipolar world simply has no future; it has actually proven its 

harm to the ecumene. Attempts to secure privileges for oneself at the expense of the whole world 

are a craving for irresponsible exploitation akin to slavery. A new geostrategic reality is being 

formed around the processes of both a departure from the position of the global hegemon and the 

spread of recognition of the legitimacy of the heterogeneous interests of cultural-civilizational 

worlds / macroregions. The inhibition of international mechanisms and procedures for 

consolidating the equality of cultural-civilizational worlds is a significant factor in the 

degeneration of the protection of their rights into separatism. New configurations and boundaries 

of the world order through the growth of cataclysms characterize the core environment of post-

globalism and post-globalism strategies. In the confrontation, the so-called “globalists” and 

regimes collaborating with them are leaving the historical arena, and the geostrategic positions of 

the defenders of the fundamental interests, security conditions and development of their own 

countries are naturally strengthening. The perception of realities (as an interpretation of the 

dialogue between consciousness and subconscious) is an essential part of the process of self-

persuasion in the structures of information influence. The obvious complex degradation of the 

peoples and elites of the cultural-civilizational world, which once claimed the status of world 

hegemon, is an important factor in the restructuring of international relations, the transformation 

of existing and promising resource and methodological bases in overcoming threats to the 

ecumene. And being drawn into a proxy war or terrorism is an obvious means of not only over-

enriching the tycoons of the military-industrial complex, but also of complex political-economic, 

socio-demographic and organizational-managerial deformations. However, the spread of 
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imbalance for subsequent attempts to manage it naturally leads not to the preservation of the status 

quo, but to an increase in the forms and manifestations of chaos. The forces of reaction are 

fragmented and disunited. As a whole, they no longer exist, because if taken together they are not 

capable of agreement, but part of them is quite capable of reaching agreements to fulfil their 

specific interests. There is a growing dissonance between the strategic plan and the excesses of 

execution practice (including in the dark and under a false flag) in an unusual post-global 

environment. But immediate tactical and operational necessity should not be confused with long-

range strategy. The concentration of contradictions is reduced to a transitional period of focused 

transformations. Thus, powerful transformations covered both the social foundations of cultural-

civilizational worlds, and the world order, both reproductive structures and lifestyles. The 

development of the historical process is manifested, in particular, in the change of leaders and 

outcasts, exponents of world logic and reservations of the archaic ecumene. Features of the phase 

of global transformations are associated with challenges to security and human development. The 

interweaving of actual and fundamental structures, temporary solutions to permanent problems 

and permanent solutions to temporary problems are welded together in public awareness, 

forecasting and measures of constructive influence. Those who make a deal with them naturally 

lose their past, present, and future: for themselves, their descendants, and their people. On the one 

hand, the cults of both the “yellow devil” (gold as a co-measurer of world money) and the ersatz 

version for the poor of the “green devil” (dollar) are actively involved in the systemic corruption 

of humanity. Strengthening information immunity requires a solid general cultural foundation, 

and, therefore, constant concern not only for the political-economic, but also the moral-spiritual, 

socio-cultural environment. Understanding the objective logic of transformations and subjective 

interests is a task not at the individual level, but at the social level. Accordingly, its solution is a 

function of the interaction of social pedagogy, management and work. 

The wealth and influence of peoples and the possibilities of their historical creativity are 

noticeably transformed [11-25]. The economy of imaginary entities and financial and insurance 

speculations of plutocracy, militaristic frenzy and the omnipotence of information propaganda is 

inexorably replaced by the economy of real values and assets with an increase in the share of 

spiritual and creative production, intellectual intensity and moral foundation, mutually beneficial 

cooperation and collaboration. Plunging into post-globality as an environment in which they have 

to achieve the goals of ensuring and developing their cultural and civilizational worlds, their 

leaders are faced with a transformation in the range of opportunities, threats, restrictions, and, 

therefore, effective combinations of political-economic and socio-cultural action / inaction. To 

understand the consequences of the influence of their dynamics, historical fluctuations from unity 

to a separate historical destiny are essential: A textbook example: if F. I. Tyutchev is concerned 

with optimizing the creation of a single space, then the younger generation (F. M. Dostoevsky) 

already sees doom to misunderstanding and an independent path. From the point of view of 

classical ideas about the confrontation between “continental” and “maritime” powers, both the 

First and Second World Wars, as well as the confrontation of the Cold War, were attempts to 

prevent unity between the main states of the Eurasian continent, and, moreover, to weaken them 

in a battle of mutual destruction . Continental Europe remains the main competitor of the United 

States in matters of technology and equipment, in world currency and a number of other tangible 

issues, which is especially significant in conjunction with the potential (natural resources, depth 

of markets, labour) of other Eurasian countries. It is not without reason that the classic content of 

the geostrategy of the “maritime” powers is being revived: with the help of well-known tools, it 

is trying in every possible way to reduce the competitiveness of Eurasia, preventing its unification 

in allied alliances of states among themselves, trying to impose fragmentation, civil strife and 

mutual hostility, an agrarian and raw material orientation of the economy, etc. As soon as signs of 

unity become stronger in Europe, cataclysms are inspired and inflamed: wars in its centre (for 

example, the Yugoslavia war with the introduction of an international currency alternative to the 
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dollar – the euro), the explosion of strategic infrastructure (in particular, gas pipelines), being 

drawn into mutual sanctions hostile to each other actions (supplies), progressive political, military 

and scientific leaders of “continental” countries are destroyed, and so on. Attempts are being made 

to push the transition from a divided continent to a divided people. At the same time, the essence 

of late capitalism requires expansion with the inclusion of more and more new markets (in 

particular, both raw materials and consumer markets), which strengthens the features of economic, 

political and military imperialism. The abstractions of early capitalism (private property, free 

market, perfect competition) are abolished in favour of the omnipotence of monopolies, 

totalitarianism and the propaganda of financial and speculative capital with the habit of aggression 

(primarily in independent countries rich in critical raw materials and goods), economic and 

military-political redistribution of the world. The imposition of corporate citizenship and the 

overcoming of borders to increase profits make the ideals of democracy and the nation state a 

formality. Thus, the positive creative charge of early capitalism turns out to be historically 

exhausted, the forces awakened by it are distorted by the thirst for clean money, and the realization 

of human essence becomes random and isolated. In particular, strategic tasks in the sphere of 

organizing the world order and the structures of international relations are increasingly 

concentrated around: developing their highly creative workers (primarily intellectual profile) and 

attracting corresponding migration flows, creating highly processed products with a large share of 

added value, retaining and expanding markets these high-tech products, retaining and expanding 

markets for obtaining cheap raw materials, retaining and expanding domestic effective demand 

[26-39]. To optimize their solutions, they have proven effective, for example, identifying 

development clusters, project-targeted programs, strengthening methods of direct and indirect 

growth stimulation. 

Once again, the historical pattern of uneven development is emerging. However, it is more 

noticeable that different civilizations reflect the features of a new epoch in different ways in their 

development: when facing “world challenges”, each state finds its own way of responding to them. 

At the same time, the possibility of cautiously borrowing part of the transformation models 

developed by other nations is increasing, which de-actualizes the approach that clearly attributes 

international relations to “secondary”, “derivatives”. The poly-structure of global economic 

relations, which is based on developed and mutually accepted standards of relations, and is not at 

all a block of identical atoms-elements, takes on the appearance of a new reality. In this context, 

the concept of development itself needs to be updated: in addition to stable and balanced growth, 

it should focus on such ethical values as solidarity, freedom of choice, and tolerance. No system 

of values during a new century can be considered as the only possible one for humanity. In this 

situation, heterogeneity, uncertainty, interpenetration of fragments of different structures, mobility 

of borders increases, the ratio of economic norms and anomalies changes radically. The ability to 

build relationships is required in order to maintain peace, tranquillity, maintain the “great silence” 

when creating the prerequisites and carrying out new modernization (in particular, hyper-

industrialization), and become attractive to the influx of creative forces. And the programmatic 

nature of the formulations reflects the fundamental tasks of improving not only future-diagnostics, 

but also the environment for the development of peoples. Accordingly, there is an urgent need for 

a massive transformation of personality, social and individual priorities, emphasizing the peace-

making direction of activity and supporting creative diversity (including the grounds of dissent). 

In order to most productively take advantage of the patterns of uneven development and, 

accordingly, changes in leadership and leaders, one must see the logic of history. Thus, at different 

phases of transformation, solving problems of social harmony may require a different set of 

resource and methodological bases. Including attempts to refuse to change development 

paradigms preserve existing social norms and isolate themselves from inconvenient processes [40-

44]. The paradigmatic nature of transformations means, first of all, the opportunity to “overtake 

without catching up” when using both universal human experience and the characteristics of a 
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specific cultural-civilizational world, relying, in particular, on a broad social scientific  

search [45-63]. 
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