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SOCIOCULTURAL FOUNDATIONS FOR 

DEVELOPMENT AND SECURITY 
 

When time confronts us with a choice of historical scale, to what extent can we 

expect rational optimization of actions? Where does the significance of social 

memory and the value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds’ society 

developed over time lie? Do measures not become only an explanation and 

legitimization of decisions already made at a subconscious level? What is the place 

of the people's elite and ruling groups in power? What balance is established 

between the collective unconscious, on the one hand, and individual will, on the 

other? How can we, on the basis of socialization / individualization processes, 

contribute to the optimization of transformations’ path? 

The socio-cultural aspect of practice is capable of both expanding and 

weakening the foundations of society. The search for foundations adequate to 

sociocultural, ideological, moral-spiritual, political-economic foundations, 

opportunities, tasks and threats includes the activation of both the basic approaches 

of cultural-civilizational worlds and the “genius loci” and the reflection of the “spirit 

of the times”. The range of decisions taken is externally quite wide. Internally, the 

choice is often predetermined by social heritage, historical traditions, the specific 

weight and place of the active part of the population (“passionaries”). Moreover, the 

very rootedness, the strength of reforms, and therefore the future of the people – in 

the correspondence of the ongoing shifts to the expectations of the population, in 

the ability to integrate the people in the face of a historical chance, in the practical 

realization of spiritual liberation and creativity. Stable development presupposes the 

stability of basic cultures. It turns out to be the skeleton of self-preservation of the 

people when global mega-shifts are carried out: not only is one type of development 

replaced by another, but the very nature of the transformations changes dramatically. 

We are not only moving away from the previous foundation – we are saying 

goodbye to the uniqueness of the foundation in general. Choice, its freedom and 
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responsibility for it become a permanent state. Moreover, the resonance of public 

sentiments is included in the system of civil rights and responsibilities. 

One of the obvious challenges facing humanity during the interparadigm 

transition is finding forms of resolving contradictions between traditional values / 

developed ways of society’s life and the wide range of personal preferences and 

creative searches characteristic of the new era that are organic to cultural-

civilizational worlds. Creativity becomes not only an “ideally universal”, but also a 

“really, truly universal” process. These problems have been vividly embodied in 

megacities; key centres of cultural-civilizational worlds set the tone for changes, in 

particular, in the nature of socialization / individualization [1-5]. 

It is the sociocultural community as a complex multi-layered integral structure 

that acts as the subject of selection of options and evaluation of behaviour. Self-

organization of processes is manifested in the preference of some actions and 

behavioural features over others. Any person in the course of historical evaluation 

and choice acts as part of a community, stable and reproducible connections within 

which often predetermine individual choice and actions, dictate the formation of 

critically important meanings and motives. On the one hand, strengthening the 

foundation of security and development of society presupposes completion, 

modernization and activation of forms and content of sociocultural potential. On the 

other hand, awakening and development of understanding of civil rights and civil 

responsibility, readiness to fight for them is a necessary component of creative 

transformation of social fabric of society, increasing the level of development and 

security of the cultural-civilizational world [6-11]. Thus, it is obvious that formation 

of civil creative activity, integration of state thinking with the habit of full-scale 

realization of civil rights and freedoms, conscious participation in governance is an 

important direction of bringing to a higher orbit of transformations. The ability of 

peoples to political self-organization tends to become an indispensable condition for 

both the qualitative implementation of other areas of their creative activity and the 

long-term positive dynamics of the transformation of the cultural-civilizational 

world. Accordingly, the creation and development of mechanisms for the 

implementation of popular sovereignty is one of the priorities of structuring a public 

organization. At the same time, the growth of the socio-cultural fabric (in particular, 

in the form of sociocultural capital) is a necessity of the systemic nature of popular 

and personal creativity on a historical scale. Its logical development is a natural 

consequence of self-organization and cooperation in solving common issues: on the 

one hand, practical and economic, on the other, political and sociocultural 

unification / differentiation and identification. 
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Organic increase in the level of development and security of society requires 

finding a balance between normative perception and creative search. Accordingly, 

mastering the basic value-sense complexes of the cultural-civilizational world is a 

significant component of socialization. On the contrary, “defective” socialization 

can form probable channels for the destruction of socio-cultural integrity. Thus, 

multidirectional flows of social influence can grow in society [12-24]. In earlier 

historical traditions, state integrity was deliberately formed by representatives of 

various peoples, who often rose to the top of administrative, economic, military and 

other hierarchies. Post-globality integrates the worldwide spread of successful 

models of social life, ensuring security and development with the awareness of the 

value of one’s own, native, local-regional origin. Meanwhile, if modernization in 

western countries took place under the influence of the concept of “economic man”, 

then in the socialist camp they realized their own understanding of the development 

of the social embodiment of the ideas of freedom, equality and justice for everyone. 

Accordingly, the capitalist variant had a distinct economic, and the socialist one had 

a social dominant. There was an exchange of approaches between them. The same 

revolutionary (in particular, communist) ideas were intensively coming from the 

West. However, during their dissemination, they were significantly modified in the 

environment of other cultural-civilizational worlds. Then the competition of systems 

forced them to jealously monitor each other and use mutual discoveries (including 

organizational ones). Of course, this accelerated the convergence of the camps, 

when successful ideas of the competitor were instilled on the sites of each of them. 

Thus, globalization not only expanded the boundaries of markets, but also expanded 

the sphere of mutual enrichment of life-organization structures and forms of 

development. At the same time, the mechanisms for resolving conflicts between 

workers and their employers in state arbitration, characteristic of the post-market 

environment, after the liquidation of real socialism, became relevant for the 

protection of rights in the countries of ex-socialism. The optimization of the 

achievements of socialism all the more required the use of experience accumulated 

in a different environment, in particular, to contain “predatory entrepreneurship.” A 

situation of synchronous superposition of modernization, postmodernization and 

degradation has developed, requiring a variety of approaches and solutions [25-31]. 

As is known, there are various models of maintaining security and development. For 

example, the well-being and dynamic development of many european countries 

(including Germany) after the II World War were based on the supply of cheap raw 

materials (in particular, hydrocarbons, gas) and low costs for the army and weapons. 

But the USA historically emerged from crisis situations and sharply increased its 
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power due to world (primarily european) wars. 

Meanwhile, to identify and evaluate the characteristic features of the new at a 

rendezvous with the future, knowledge of the facts of the past and understanding of 

the processes of the present are required. In turn, future-diagnostics provides 

methods not only for understanding transformations, but also for effectively 

managing the dynamics that are taking place. In particular, the predictability of 

intermediate final results is associated with the improvement of foresight 

methodologies. At the same time, the requirements for the subjectivity of 

organizational and managerial influences are increasing. The discrepancy between 

the truly popular elite and the power groups is increasing. The degradation of the 

power groups that has occurred has become a significant factor in change. At the 

same time, the problem of modernization for Ukraine doubles: changes 

proportionate to the transforming world have chronologically overlapped with 

fundamental shifts in the socio-economic strata within the country. “Modernization 

in pursuit” brings the opportunity to optimize forward movement, “learn from the 

experience of others”, and not make “idle moves”. But here lies the potential for a 

conceptual and economic explosion, the nonconformism of the rebels of the “death 

of the gods” situation. In such a situation, Ukraine has chosen its dramatic path to 

the future. Possible optimization of socio-cultural and political-economic 

communications in these conditions is not an attempt to copy the features of a 

successful model somewhere, but a search for options that are viable in their 

environment and in the present time, orientation in the points and axes of 

development, selection of priorities, and socio-economic policy in relation to key 

regions. Moreover, it is already quite obvious: this or that industrial course also 

results in support, for example, of certain groups of the population, as well as 

regions. The specificity of Ukraine lies in the formation and enormous influence of 

its common history with other territories, first the Russian Empire, then the USSR, 

and its expansion to its current size during the Soviet period. Moreover, even 

geographically Ukraine is Europe, but by no means the West. At the same time, the 

orientation of the population of the extreme western regions (historically formed as 

the periphery of either the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth or Austria-Hungary 

and surviving for centuries only by currying favour with the West) is also a fact. In 

this situation, the role of tolerance increases when mixing socio-cultural, linguistic, 

religious potential; lifestyles oriented toward industrial or agrarian approaches. In 

the plane of spreading tolerance the question is largely decided: will diversity 

become an advantage or a threat, will it serve to strengthen or weaken the structures 

of security and development. At the same time, practice is significantly transformed. 

The transition to a different socio-economic paradigm presupposes a choice not only 
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“between the past and the future”, but also between variants of the future itself. 

Today, our inter-paradigmality is superimposed on both the strengthening of 

knowledge economy structuring on a global scale and the completion of the post-

Soviet transit. Now, in a historically brief moment, it is necessary to determine a 

new corridor of freedom, to choose our horizons and priorities. In the confrontation 

between supra- and intra-state forces, a fundamental contradiction is revealed: the 

omnipotence of private interest or (with its use) the solution of much deeper 

problems – and, accordingly, the widespread imposition of westernization patterns 

and market fundamentalism or the preservation of the identity and diversity of 

cultural-civilizational worlds with their multiplicity of foundations for security and 

development (with the adaptation of world experience and cross-cultural practices). 

Ensuring the unity (without distortions and dictates) of state capabilities and private 

initiative requires finding effective mechanisms for integrating interests. The 

potential of structural and unstructured, institutionalized and non-institutionalized 

unity of both should support the complexity of system-forming relations of labour, 

property and management / power, determined by the forms of the Super-Project 

and its small specific projects. The subjectivity of transformations is an important 

factor in their vector and results. 

Thus, in the world there coexist a host of civilizations, socio-cultural stylistics, 

reduced to cultural-civilizational worlds. Their destinies are largely determined by 

the strength of the initial socio-cultural impulses, geopolitical circumstances 

(external challenge, presence and position of allies, etc.), quality of management. 

From these positions, the interpretation of the events experienced is objective only 

taking into account the historical memory and features of the social culture of the 

ethnic group. The unifying principle in this case is either inside or outside the ethnic 

group itself, its state. Accordingly, fluctuations in soft socio-cultural integrity have 

smaller amplitude and a higher frequency than in hard. The nature of social changes 

during the transition from one cycle to another can differ significantly. The 

organicity and conflict of changes are often associated with a more / less 

contradictory combination of internal and external forces of transformation. The 

tragic illusion of all utopians is the belief that cultural development and 

enlightenment, reason and good will are capable of cleansing the real world from 

crude violence and the dirty prose of everyday life, establishing a kingdom of 

rationality and harmony. Meanwhile, the current era significantly supports cultural-

civilizational worlds that comprehensively cultivate an environment for the 

transformation of anthropocentrism from an “island phenomenon” into a “historical 

megatrend”, including the integration of rational and irrational foundations; 

conscious and unconscious sources of choice; individual, collective-group and 
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social principles of life organization. 

Conceptual, strategic independence of state policy should be supplemented by 

global responsibility for the fate of the world. At the same time, the historical choice 

facing, on the one hand, a great power and, on the other hand, a country that does 

not claim a serious independent role in the world is qualitatively different. This, in 

turn, has results in the organicity and optimality of various organizational-

managerial compositions. Moreover, this occurs with the growth of the overall 

potential of socio-cultural resources to support security and development, which is 

a particularly important factor for states with distinct differences in ethnocultural 

communities. 

Thus, the cultivation of productive forms and effective models of socialization 

/ individualization is an important component of the realization of a systematic 

increase in the level of security and development of the cultural-civilizational world. 

Farewell to the historically short period of unipolarity, which allowed the hegemony 

of one of the cultural-civilizational worlds and, in particular, the suppression and 

violent fragmentation of alternative centres, is taking place. A strengthening 

macroregional alternative is being realized. The critical variable component consists 

of the forms of the emerging world. On the one hand, communications between 

cultural-civilizational worlds have already outgrown the local level and have 

become global. On the other hand, the loss of the pronounced dominance of any of 

the cultural-civilizational worlds and the formation of a multipolar polysystemic 

structure of international relations allow cultivating their own models of 

development and security and can take different forms. The threat of attempts by 

the favourites of the past to turn their departure from the position of global hegemon 

into a general catastrophe of the ecumene is sharply increasing. Much of what was 

hidden can emerge and be understood. Of course, this circumstance increases the 

level of social responsibility of government / management officials and scientists. 

For example, high moral standards of scientists are now included in the professional 

requirements for those engaged in science (including in higher education 

institutions). The ability to combine the development of intellectuality and morality 

in students is one of the requirements for the teaching staff. Cultivating critical 

thinking and civic conscious activity is an integral part of the educational-scientific 

process. Of course, the period of awakening, revival and further transformation of 

society gives rise to additional responsibility of power groups (including before the 

future and history), requiring additional forms of popular control over all 

representatives of the mechanisms of power and governance, and direct democracy, 

and preparation (in particular training) for the active participation of the people in 

co-government. 
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