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Increasing social maturity focuses on maintaining the harmony of social and individual, 

rational and emotional, analytical and intuitive principles. Meanwhile, the craving for a utilitarian 

simplified explanation of complex processes and the disposition towards forceful solutions are 

interconnected. Utilitarianism and pragmatism are facets of creeping empiricism. Attempts to be 

guided primarily by utilitarianism with limited individual knowledge and methodological 

accuracy of perception and interpretation, as a rule, give rise to combinations of developments 

that are unpredictable for the initiators. An attempt to build a regulatory mechanism, in turn, gives 

rise to additional, previously not taken into account, relationships and consequences [1-9]. For 

example, it is the development of migration to saturate the labour market. Or it is the exclusion of 

“unnecessary” and even “harmful” links from the ecosystem. Or it is a one-sided absolutization 

of someone’s interests and mechanisms (for example, monetary ones), when the wide range of 

possible diversity of reactions of cultural-civilizational worlds as socio-political and socio-cultural 

entities is lost sight of. Or it is the rabid use of the sanctions mechanism and the like. The 

uncertainty of the outcome of the impact when a number of cause-and-effect dependencies are 

triggered is the result of both the multiplicity of multi-level confrontations and the dispersion, the 

fundamental lack of concentration of knowledge. 

Moreover, the potential damage from utilitarianism grows with a change of paradigms in 

the development of the ecumene. On the contrary, the expansion of historical perspective, 

characteristic traits of the transition period, allows us to see what is natural and random in the 

process of formation and formation of a social paradigm, allowing us to explain its essence. Taking 

another historical milestone again raises the question of the price of this, which is largely 

determined by the quality of interaction. Tectonic level changes are already happening. But their 

model and results become the essence and result of the ongoing struggle. It is obvious that not 

only supporters of the ongoing global changes are confronting their opponents. No less noticeable 

is the desire of representatives of the interests of various political and economic forces to give 

changes a form beneficial to themselves. For example, co-development and equal cooperation 

with mutual assistance, complementarity and cooperation are possible, when the success of 

everyone is based on the support of everyone. Significant threats are posed by the path of “war of 

each against all,” discord and confrontation with mutual deterrence and “preventive” strikes. As 

the pandemic has shown, not everyone is ready to help the weakest – there have been attempts to 

selfishly take advantage of the situation, and even humanitarian interventions [10-16]. 

Harmonization of relations both in society itself and in contacts with nature, given the sharp 

increase in the power of humanity, is already a conscious necessity [17-40]. Attitudes towards 

humans and the environment cannot fundamentally diverge; the ecology of personality, the 
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ecology of consciousness is an organic part of the ecology of nature. In turn, the nature of the 

relationship to the surrounding world, to the historical process and to oneself largely depends on 

the regional parameter, first of all, on the basic value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational 

worlds [41-52]. As is known, if in the East the unity of man and nature and the environmental 

sustainability based on this have always been highly valued, in the West for a long time the 

emphasis was placed on ensuring economic growth. For this purpose, entire ecosystems were often 

rapaciously destroyed, and both civilizations and the natural cycles supporting them were 

deliberately destroyed. The era of colonization of the Americas, Asia, Africa and Australia is full 

of examples of this. In turn, the creative, constructive principle is not just inherent in man, but is 

his essence. For the current state of the ecumene, a radical explosion has been prepared in 

technical-technological (in particular, in the extraction and processing of energy) and socio-

economic (primarily in matters of socialization / acculturation and individualization of social life). 

The choice of the ecumene in relation to the future of the world order largely depends on the 

certainty of the moral and spiritual level, and it is different in different cultural-civilizational 

worlds – and is based on a combination of different foundations. The regular violation of human 

rights is complemented by the self-centred and misanthropic foreign policy of the regimes ruling 

there. The classical basic value-sense complexes of the West, which ensured its development, are 

actively attacked either by waves of migration from the Islamic world, or by the aggressive 

imposition of the approaches of minorities (for example, sexual ones). The mutual bitterness of 

the opposing forces is complemented by disunity (including those based on sexual promiscuity). 

The transformations of Romano-Germanic civilization led it to a dead end, but did not at all 

deprive it of its inherent aggressiveness. The cultural-civilizational world of social cannibalism 

eradicates conscience and mercy, instilling a worldview where everyone else is servants or 

enemies. 

Maintaining a balance of controlled and uncontrolled processes is a significant factor in 

regulating progressive development [53-59]. As world history convincingly proves, market rules 

of regulation not only create the basis for plutocracy, causing and maintaining the totality of 

alienation (including by means of manipulation), but are often directly consistent with and require 

the introduction of a dictatorship to suppress the people. Moreover, the disastrousness for society 

of maintaining the current state unchanged (both the socio-political framework of the existing way 

of life and the ruling superstructure) is recognized everywhere. Meanwhile, declaring a 

commitment to the values of freedom and an open society (used to open up markets and throw out 

competitors) in itself is not at all a guarantee against the dead-end direction of socio-political 

evolution or the sidelines of history. Thus, imperialism naturally and regularly gives rise to 

misanthropic regimes, in particular, hitlerism and the like. Market rules of regulation not only 

create the basis for plutocracy, causing and maintaining the totality of alienation (including by 

means of manipulation), but are also directly consistent with and often require the introduction of 

a dictatorship to suppress the people. Pseudo-ecological dogmatism and the declaration of “green” 

slogans sometimes act only as a convenient bogeyman and a lever for fighting opponents and 

slowing down competitors. For “fat cats” (individuals, organizations, states) who created their 

financial savings through the genocide of their own and other peoples, the slave trade and the 

robbery of colonies, the imposition of capital-intensive technologies can be used as a means of 

unfair competition and a factor in the ruin of counterparties. Integration both into society and into 

international unions is built either on attempts to “introduce uniformity” through cannibalistic 

intentions “to bomb into democracy” the rebellious, or on preserving diversity and the cultural-

civilizational peoples who carry it. But the lifestyle of social cannibalism and social integration, 

based on strict dictatorship and the dominance of certain patterns, suppressing alternatives, 

undermines itself: it does not allow the resource of diversity of creative search to be used in a truly 

wide range. That. the departure from the relations of domination and subordination that permeate 

the moribund model of social order to the structures of trust, cooperation and co-creation is closely 
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intertwined with the real development of more humane perspectives, incl. environmentally 

friendly life. 

Consonance of the transformation strategy with the logic of history, ensuring the retention 

of the advanced frontiers of humanity, requires co-creation with nature and society, and not at all 

aggression, enslavement and perversion. It is the transition from competition up to the liquidation 

/ capitulation of the counterparty to partnership and harmony of different things, joint development 

with others. Learning how to achieve economic growth without compromising environmental 

stability is an urgent need of our time. An organic “return” of a person to the traditional natural 

and socio-economic environment, a more scrupulous attitude towards human ecology, attention 

to traditions and foundations, moral-spiritual roots are urgent tasks of global transformation. 

Understanding your self-sufficiency not only requires its effective protection, but also makes 

attempts to attack the identity and freedom of choice of others unnecessary. The turn from the 

imposition of puppet regimes and from global stereotypes to the revival of the diversity of 

identities of cultural-civilizational worlds recorded the transition to a post-global state of the social 

environment, a way of life without domination, coercion and the elimination of alternatives, 

integration without the destruction of those annexed and their originality. Of course, for specific 

people and cultural-civilizational worlds, the priority of measurements changes; variants of the 

social development paradigm carry their own combinations of opportunities and threats, 

influencing both favourable and complicated directions of transformation. The wisdom of the 

people lies in the ability to find ways and forms through which it is possible to integrate, in 

accordance with the logic of history, social heritage, experience and foundations with innovation. 

The emphasis on the “green” economy is an echo of transformations on the path from 

utilitarianism and pragmatism with a technogenic model to a spiritually creative one, opportunities 

and risks on a global scale, creating the preconditions for new niches of economic success and 

social sustainability. The primitive utilitarianism of wretched pragmatism and businessmanship, 

as well as the craving for consumer pleasures, are parts of a vast toolkit of degenerative 

mechanisms, including squandering the achievements of the past, and the imposition of anti-

values, pseudo- and quasi-values on humanity, and the destruction of the “ecology of the spirit”. 

Meanwhile, egregors of different levels diffuse; an egregor of higher priority can include lower 

ones. Thus, the mechanisms of degeneration are precisely based on a backward movement: from 

a rich spiritual and highly intellectual life to animal instincts, from strategic planning by society 

of the comprehensive development of everyone to a situational response based on “common 

sense” and “herd feeling”. Development and creation are an immutable requirement of a universal 

law. Attempts to get out of it (usually under the motto “to stress less, to get more”) are a direct 

challenge to the progressive development of life, leading beyond its limits. The vector of creation 

is a prerequisite for the evolution of social integrity. In fact, rejection of the life strategy of 

development and creation is a case of pathological pride, negligence and opposition to the general 

law. 
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