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REGIONALISM AS A FACTOR IN CULTIVATING AN 

ENVIRONMENT OF DIVERSITY AND DEVELOPMENT 
 

The spontaneous growth of the role of regions at both the macro and micro 

levels is an obvious and striking feature of everyday life. This is natural. Each era, 

as we know, offers humanity its own unique opportunities, opening up new paths 

that make it easier for everyone to realize their advantages and compensate for their 

shortcomings. Thus, the post-global dynamics of the further transformation of the 

ecumene integrate, allowing for the preservation and cultivation of the identity of 

cultural-civilizational worlds: on the one hand, a common space for exchange 

(information, personnel, technologic one, etc.) has been created; on the other, 

differentiation, the ability to resist depersonalization, and protect the most valuable 

potential acquires significance as a power factor in system development and, 

therefore, security. At the same time, each of these self-valuable cultural-

civilizational worlds is founded on its own traditions as the foundation of socially 

significant innovations. The preparation and realization of change presupposes unity 

not only of strategy, tactics, and operations, but also of “development points” with 

a common environment that stimulates desired changes in society [1-7]. The role of 

organizational-managerial art in the success of transformations is increasing due to 

the increasing speed of events, the loss of formal purity, the fragmentation and 

diffusion of characteristics, and the differences and confrontation of models. In 

particular, post-globalism predisposes to a diversity of directions and approaches to 

the flourishing of giftedness and the realization of talents, which is reflected in the 

growing multiplicity of centres and the strengthening of the regional aspect of life. 

Thus, on the one hand, regionalism is revealed as a direct requirement of the new 

era; on the other, as a powerful factor of diversity, offering a wide range of 

opportunities for optimizing the strengthening of security and development (see, for 

example, by N. Bagrov, V. Grinev, V. Dergachov, V. Meshcheryakov, I. Okunev, 

V. Simonenko, M. Shashenkov, T. Yankovskii). Accordingly, the successful 
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realization of post-globalism strategies includes the use of the potential of 

regionalism. 

The distinction between “us” and “them” most clearly occurs on the basis of 

value-sense complexes that have formed over centuries, resulting in particular 

perceptions and historical choices and participating in the cementing of historical 

heritage and social memory [8-25]. Moreover, for the fullest disclosure of the 

potential of regionalism as a tool for realizing the creative potential of each person 

and, consequently, as a means of maximizing the rise of the cultural-civilizational 

world, it is necessary to cultivate both the independent significance of the region on 

the map of post-globalist geo-strategies and to increase the role and activity of the 

regional course in the life of states. The emergence of the Hong Kong model, the 

Kosovo precedent, and the Taiwan question once again highlight the international 

significance of options for resolving regional transformations. The winds of time 

compel us to take into account the increasing regionalization of the world. As is well 

known, eras have different tuning forks; eras compose development factors 

differently. The sacred ideas of humanity receive historically different forms of 

embodiment. As conditions change, those who are prepared and able to utilize the 

new trends to their advantage survive. The development of ideas about strategic 

constants in a flexible model of the future permeates the levels of the ecumene and 

multi-level regions (primarily cultural-civilizational worlds). The formation of a 

cognitive society's economy requires emphasizing methods for stimulating both 

individual behaviour and desired social change as the primary resource for 

organizational-managerial relations. Times of compressed transformations and 

forced change involve the realization of radical, paradigmatic leaps. Humanity has 

now entered another period of discovering new horizons for life, mechanisms for 

ensuring security, and the development of the ecumene. At the same time, on the 

one hand, the alternatives are too radical, on the other, and weak influences at the 

bifurcation point can become decisive. The main problem is separating the 

irreplaceable from the replaceable-wavelike, the unique from the standard – in the 

strategy, tactics, and operations of transformations. 

At the same time, it is clear that the degree of mutual regional differences, the 

uniqueness of the paths to success and competitiveness, and the specific methods of 

development and the embodiment of the population's giftedness complexes are 

increasing and becoming entrenched. Naturally, post-globalist strategies encourage 

the development of mutual interest, cooperation, and teamwork: the higher the 

degree of uniqueness and difference, the stronger the communications and the more 

stable the partnership; the greater the diversity of regional life, its organization, and 

motivation, the stronger the foundation of a common state formation [26-49]. 
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“Victorious”, bloody, and militant transformations often suffered from such 

significant overstrain of the people that their rapid advance was followed by a 

radical rollback and a sharp increase in destabilizing (and disintegrating) tendencies. 

Outwardly ineffective (but effective) “compromise” models of organizational-

managerial influences ensured the smooth continuity of historical processes and 

popular consensus. The lack of grassroots engagement and the intensification of 

popular creativity, as well as a disconnect from the region's historical heritage and 

social experience, poses a significant obstacle and a significant factor in utilizing 

both previously established developments and environmental factors. Consequently, 

a complex set of challenges arises in ensuring interaction in conditions of “stable 

instability”, when any bud of a regional cluster-“rhizome” can “awaken”, opening 

up a decisive direction for development and both internal and external influence. 

Thus, in the transition to post-global conditions, regionalization can rightfully 

take its place among the tools of development and security [50-59]. The potential 

for sustainability and development in participation in post-global integration 

processes is largely ensured by a diversity of life models and a combination of the 

development of the new ways of life with the stimulation of innovative social forms 

by basic value-sense complexes. The essence of the ongoing transformations of the 

social environment of change is associated with the outgrowing of stage-based 

(formational, phased) development, with overcoming the pressure of the extreme 

material dominance of life. The emphasis on animal reproduction is removed by 

processes of social creation and recreation, creativity and replication, which form 

the foundation of spiritual and mental development, providing new forms for 

traditions based on the value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds. 

Today, leaders create meanings, put forward ideas, while outsiders replicate things. 

Implementing accelerated changes to regulatory policies as a crucial condition for 

capitalizing on the post-global nature and transitional state of socioeconomic 

integrity requires a comprehensive review of society's target priorities and skills, 

particularly those of its top managers and expert community. However, a distorted 

understanding of the role of regions and a poor understanding of the role of regional 

policies can exaggerate the misalignment of the principles of centrism and 

regionalism and their practical implementation. Consequently, such errors lead to 

increased irrationality in public life, sometimes distorting the structure of social 

reproduction as a whole or in specific areas, and leading to the disorganization of 

the development of the cultural-civilizational world. The example of the United 

States in achieving regional advantages is quite eloquent: it is necessary to resort to 

unstinting means (using international piracy, imposing sanctions, eliminating or 

kidnapping independent national leaders, massacring civilians, particularly children, 
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etc.) in subjugating wealthy countries and strategically important territories. On the 

one hand, this promotes a pattern of ignoring international law and actions where 

weakness is considered guilt. On the other hand, maintaining order objectively 

requires both strict control by the international community and international 

institutions over processes in the West that are dangerous to humanity, and the 

strengthening of opposing independent states by deterring aggressors with weapons 

of mass destruction (in particular, nuclear weapons). 

Thus, identifying regional characteristics can be a way to build state power and 

protect its resilience and adaptability to change, as well as the conditions for fruitful 

exploitation of the emerging opportunities of post-globalism. Thus, a regional focus 

on government policy is an integral feature of post-globalist strategies, manifested 

in many spheres of life. Loose configurations are no longer sufficient for the 

protection and development of regions; strategic partnerships require states to 

assume responsibility for institutionalizing alliances with mutual obligations among 

their members. At the same time, the transition to postmodernity increases the role 

of non-directive, “quiet” factors, while information competition, in turn, serves as a 

determining factor in the outcome of dialogue between cultural-civilizational 

worlds. Accordingly, given the diversity of socio-genesis paths, the struggle to 

revive the value-sense complexes of one's cultural-civilizational world directly and 

immediately becomes one of society's highest priorities, as do the resources for its 

implementation (particularly in spiritual reproduction, culture, ideology, and 

science). Naturally, inhibiting urgent changes poses the threat of the degradation of 

society and its productive forces. 
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