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Securing a long-term sustainable rise in security and development is in the 

fundamental interests of peoples. During periods of transition, the stability of 

cultural-civilizational worlds is not only tested by fractures but also requires special 

forms of integration with the cultivation of development. A time of accelerated 

transformations objectively tightens the demands on the quality of decisions, 

imposing additional conditions on the range and specific arsenal of organizational-

managerial influence [1-7]. The difference between the vacillations of those 

“eternally yesterday’s groups” becomes especially noticeable. Thus, the ability to 

pursue the strategic interests of the people in one's activities – not the selfish goals 

of the leaders of oligarchic clans and ruling groups, not the goals of their short-term 

PR is the distinguishing characteristic of truly effective statesmen. Meanwhile, if, 

on the one hand, radicals and apologists of extreme fundamentalism and the 

extremes of liberalism are completely complementary, then, on the other hand, the 

people’s, socialized state and the conservative preservation of the best achievements 

of the cultural-civilizational worlds are complementary [8-16]. 

As is well known, “all progress is reactionary if man collapses”. In particular, 

the characteristics (particularly the hierarchy of opportunities and threats) of the so-

called “knowledge society” objectively impose their own conditions on the state and 

dynamics of the human (subjective) factor [17-25]. At the same time, its most 

important characteristics – from form to content – were themselves historical and 

fluid. Various aspects of their origin, development, and decline were captured using 

concepts such as the commodity labour power, human capital, aggregate producer, 

associated producer, and so on. To the greatest extent, they correlated with the 

system-creating relations of labour, property, and capital. And as such, the classical 

economic tradition has accumulated extremely significant scientific-practical 
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potential, the basis for the demand for which increases with the increasing speed of 

transformational change and the significance of achieving a state of adequacy to 

them for political-economic success. 

The “knowledge society” effectively forces a shift in priorities in the lives of 

society and individuals [26-31]. The formation and functioning of educational- 

scientific-industrial complexes largely determines both the standard of living of the 

population and the country's place in the international division of labor. At the same 

time, on the one hand, the quality of knowledge management often predetermines 

the success of not only new modernization in post-global, post-modern conditions, 

but also the creation of a reliable foundation for further socio-economic 

development. Even today, ensuring the competitiveness of individual economic 

structures and the strategic survival and prospects of the Super-Project of each 

cultural-civilizational world directly depends on the fate of effective educational-

scientific-industrial complexes. On the other hand, the combined costs of 

financialization and servicetion of economic activity, as well as the creation of “a 

new economy” enclaves, do not always correspond to expected results and, 

accordingly, are justified on a global scale. The responsibility of ruling groups to 

the people, which is enshrined in popular sovereignty, is also manifested in the 

forms of balance between citizens and the authorities. Moreover, an increase in 

creative (particularly civic) activity is a general pattern of the global historical 

process, a condition for increasing security and societal development [32-49]. An 

increase in the intensity and regularity of public dialogue is the norm for improving 

the quality of solutions to fundamental issues of the cultural-civilizational world. 

The socio-cultural environment is a crucial factor in the state and dynamics of 

security and development of society, determining, in particular, the potential for 

influencing (for example, through cognitive warfare) public consciousness. 

Accordingly, the cultivation of an environment of creative diversity by society is a 

prerequisite for both the rise and realization of the potential of the cultural-

civilizational world, as well as for sustainable development and security. 

Conversely, attempts to preserve hegemony and dictate, and to support the neo-

imperial regime, include the imposition of socio-cultural, political-economic, and 

legal uniformity, the consolidation of a convenient template in the mass 

consciousness, and multi-level institutionalization [50-57]. The relationship 

between the material and ideal principles in ensuring security and development is 

variable; the characteristics of the time and cultural-civilizational worlds have a 

significant impact. The moral-spiritual sphere of cultural-civilizational worlds 

captures the dynamics of value-sense complexes in growing social experience, 

popular heritage, and historical traditions. Harmony between the state and dynamics 
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of the material and ideal spheres is a crucial condition for self-consent, as well as 

reconciliation and peace in the perception of reality. Naturally, as a person develops, 

the opportunity to realize their abilities becomes an increasingly significant factor 

in their interest in life and work. The development of both the political-economic 

and sociocultural fabrics of society depends significantly on the perceived level of 

justice in the distribution of actual opportunities for the development and realization 

of each individual's talents. It is crucial that social consensus be achieved on a 

fruitful basis, so that the harmonization of interests is realized under conditions that 

elevate the individual.  

In the context of both positive and negative influence on the quality, level, and 

dynamics of development and security during the transition to the so-called 

“knowledge society”, attention to the cognitive sphere of influence is naturally 

increasing. Intensifying competition between cultural-civilizational worlds is 

escalating conflicts to the level of cognitive warfare [58-72]. Accordingly, 

developing creative diversity in the socio-cultural fabric and fostering independent 

thinking and critical perception of information is as essential to true sovereignty as 

responsibility to one's people and independence from external influences. Thus, on 

the one hand, the presence of information membranes within society and critical 

citizen perception, and on the other, statist thinking and professional organizational-

managerial decisions by top managers of cultural-civilizational worlds can create 

reliable barriers to the penetration of information viruses into the public 

consciousness. Moreover, protecting the people's will from the influence of foreign 

oligarchs and domestic collaborators is one of the indicators of productive 

statehood. Identifying patterns at the strategic level of managing participation in 

information exchange, and the relationship between the universal, the common, and 

the particular, enables us to successfully utilize the diversity of postmodern 

processes, enhance the impact of preferences, and localize the impact of negative 

factors and the spread of problem areas. Extensive prospects open up in transitional 

territories with significant potential for sociocultural diffusion and multi-level 

contacts, – but poor socio-political management can transform them into areas of 

vulnerability. And the problem of perceiving the processes of knowledge society 

formation and interpreting the actions/inactions of others is becoming especially 

important in the highly diverse, flexible, and changing conditions of post-

globalization. The use of methodologies and resource bases inherent to post-

modernity in the creation of polylogue management urgently requires emphasizing 

the fundamental value-sense complexes in strategic-level interactions between 

cultural-civilizational worlds. 
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