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«ANTHROPOCOSMISM» IN THE CREATION OF 

STRATEGIES FOR A CHANGING WORLD 
 

Humanity is changing dramatically and rapidly; “the arrow of history” is 

moving ever faster. A new geostrategic order of the world is emerging, and new 

development models are being formed. Changes are currently taking place not only 

in social institutions, but also in the very models of life and development, the cultural 

environment, relationships, and structures. The potential for a diversity of 

approaches and principles is growing. The processes of global transformation 

demonstrate once again that each historical actor has its own combination of 

advantages and disadvantages, its own foundations, and its own goals and 

objectives. Understanding these is an element of the Super-Project for a cultural-

civilizational world and a clarification of the paths to harmonizing the strategy, 

tactics, and operations of modernization in the new conditions. The law of uneven 

historical development leads to a constant shift in developmental leaders within the 

ecumene, altering notions of what is proper, just, normative, and desirable, and 

exacerbating conflicts both between and within cultural-civilizational worlds. This 

ensures competition in approaches and a diversity of searches for answers to 

historical challenges. The opportunities and risks presented to humanity by 

unfolding global historical trends are based on processes that are spontaneous and 

purposeful, unique and regular, predictable and unpredictable, uncontrolled, self-

governing, and manageable, evolutionary and revolutionary, cyclical and wave-like, 

and irreversibly progressive (both progressive and regressive). On the one hand, 

history is replete with twists and turns in the social life of cultural-civilizational 

worlds, demonstrating the unevenness of their development and reliance on various 

combinations of factors for political and economic success, the ability to “overtake 

without catching up”. On the other hand, there are also known instances of cultural-

civilizational worlds abandoning further development and limiting their external 

interactions. At the same time, a shift in global trends necessitates a change in elites: 

those unable to open up the range of opportunities in the new era for economic 

entities and the people as a whole must leave. Among the many characteristic traits 

of a “great country” is the ability to create and defend its vision of humanity's destiny 

and paths to the future, as well as to shape its sphere of support and influence [1-5]. 
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The combination of material achievements and the healing of the soul is 

necessity for new approaches to strengthening of development and security. The 

world order was based on the international division of labour and global flows of 

capital, goods, and services, particularly the globalization of information and, 

consequently, perceptions of living standards, including education, healthcare, and 

so on. Many of the emerging attributes of supranational interaction are irreversible. 

The understanding and strategies of post-globalism inherit the past of human 

development but transform it in accordance with changing conditions. At the same 

time, the wealth of former metropolises, due to the “purity” of their origins, is 

extremely vulnerable: its legitimacy is seriously undermined by centuries of slave 

trade and piracy, the plunder of colonies and dependent states. Today, on the one 

hand, the reproduction of the ecumene has firmly linked cultural-civilizational 

worlds, manifested in a balance of competition/rivalry and partnership/cooperation, 

with varying degrees of complementarity or, conversely, hostility. On the other 

hand, social reproduction based on the old relationships that arose from western 

imperialism has reached its limits. The pursuit of super-profits cripples both people 

and the environment. The classic distinction between rational “the economy” and 

“the chrematistics” of the unstoppable pursuit of profit is being revived. At the same 

time, attempts to maintain the previous hegemony are dangerous for humanity. For 

example, Israel regularly shells neighbouring countries (incl. civilian infrastructure 

and civilian populations). Opaque global payment systems, censorship, and targeted 

influence on the media distort reality. The introduction of unjustified tariffs, 

unilateral sanctions, outright bans on trade operations, and systemic piracy are 

measures to maintain hegemony that violate the conditions of fair competition. 

Meanwhile, close relatives of influential individuals and the transfer of movable and 

immovable property of officials abroad become levers of influence over people. 

A focus on the priority of ecology (including human ecology) is the practical 

realization of the ideas of “anthropocosmism”, moral economics, economic ethics, 

closely intertwined with approaches from the standpoint of social cooperation and 

collaboration in natural and social life. It is obvious that a significant impact on the 

understanding and choice of strategies for global transformations occurs during the 

transition period to new realities [6-10]. Accordingly, the measure of transformation 

can prompt either a radical leap forward and further sustainable socio-economic 

development from new positions, or a rollback to neo-archaism as a feature of 

counter-modernity. The end of an era that has already made its contribution to world 

history inevitably presupposes an intensification of the contradiction not only 

between the past and the future, but also between variations of the future itself, 

which becomes the core content of a special phase of changes. It is precisely the 
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transformations within this phase that largely determine the direction and level, the 

ratio of elements of progress and regression, the final vector, and the pace of 

subsequent changes. At the same time, in times of concentrated change, we must 

live by new, not yet fully formulated and understood rules. During this phase of 

societal transformation, zones of hybrid interactions rapidly expand, blurring the 

clarity of organizational rules and intensifying trends toward decentralization of 

economic management, fragmentation of vast structures, increased flexibility in the 

distribution of activities and strategic partnerships, thereby exacerbating 

contradictions. During the transition period, the balance of power in structuring 

social contradictions and the overall life of the cultural-civilizational world is 

determined; by whom, in whose interests, how deeply, consistently, and 

successfully changes will be realized – and the dynamics of subsequent 

transformations. It is precisely this time of accelerated change that allows for large-

scale strategic maneuvering, applying it to the resource and methodological bases 

of each cultural-civilizational world. At the same time, the opportunities to 

productively rely on decades of accumulated wisdom and proven recommendations 

are diminished. Moreover, not only the material-technical base is being reformed, 

but also the attitude towards man and the world [11-24]. In the new reality, a martyr's 

conscience is part of the foundation of the sacrificial feat. The attractiveness of the 

ideal life presupposes the adequate formation of a real social environment. Both the 

programming of future socio-economic processes and the management of current 

trends by the resources of public strategic design correlate with the peculiarities of 

postmodernity and the multi-level environment of practices for forming a rough 

sketch of the future, creating its concept and revealing intentions, which are most 

acutely manifested precisely in the period of forced transformations. 

“Anthropocosmism” sends an impulse for a caring attitude towards man and the 

world, an alternative to the ugly utilitarian-pragmatic distortions of theoretical 

constructs and practices around ensuring the rate of profit. A new geostrategic order 

is emerging, new development models are being formed, where everyone is unique, 

but no one has exclusive rights [25-34]. 

Nowadays, the priority of strategic management is, firstly, the humanization of 

public life and the creation of social conditions of freedom and creativity for the 

fullest realization and development of each person's deeply individual giftedness, 

and secondly, the intensification of scientific research and the activities of scientific-

educational-production complexes [35-52]. Thus, knowledge (both applied and 

reflective as a whole) proves more important for results than the processing of raw 

materials or the cheapness of labour. On the one hand, commodity exchange itself 

begins to drift toward the exchange of abilities and knowledge, and the possession 
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of both determines the amount of expenditure of socially necessary labour. On the 

other hand, the importance and size of the sector with an organization of the 

economy on non-market principles increases (for example, in the state mechanism, 

the growth of market approaches means the development of corruption). But while 

the advantages of the social division of labour are generic in nature, its 

disadvantages are individual. The social division of labour changes the very quality 

of productivity. The movement of society from a state of a strictly ordered social 

system to a complex structuring of unsystematic social integrity requires not only 

the cultivation of strategic planning skills in a poorly organized environment, but 

also the healing of souls. “Anthropocosmism”, socialized, popular approaches to the 

organization of society and the state are becoming consistently realized across 

production relations, manifesting themselves, in particular, not only in a focus on 

creating environmentally friendly products but also in a gravitation toward 

environmentally friendly production cycles. The emphasis on “a green” economy is 

a reflection of global transformations that are creating the preconditions for new 

niches of economic prosperity and social sustainability. The realization of 

distinctive models of a social (popular, socialized) state requires the expansion of 

both the relevant economic sector and the overarching significance of such 

principles. It is necessary to see the strange, the unusual in the familiar ones (and 

vice versa), to discover new pages in the organization of life and work. The influence 

of environmental demands (including human ecology) is so intensifying that 

environmental conservation is becoming part of an understanding of the social form 

of productive labour that is appropriate for the new era. Modelling the future and 

programming the corresponding political-economic processes must be based on the 

fundamental value-sense complexes of the cultural-civilizational world and embody 

them in new forms organically inherent to peoples in changed conditions. 

Meanwhile, high-quality historical writing requires the full realization of the stages 

of “ensuring the timely influx and processing of information as a prerequisite for 

knowledge”, “knowing in order to understand”, and “understanding for informed 

decision-making and realization in strategy and tactics”. At the same time, a person 

who has achieved personal fulfilment, is happy, lives in harmony with themselves, 

and has found their place in life, operating under conditions consistent with their 

notions of justice and normativity, manifests themselves differently from an 

alienated individual, limited by society and the division of labour. The tree of goals, 

values, interests, incentives, etc. is changing. According to the well-known formula, 

“there is peace and freedom”, and complacency is a spiritual baseness that 

diminishes the tone of spiritual exploration. New things are born in restlessness, and 

achieving freedom requires responsibility and self-discipline/self-restraint. In this 
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context, spiritual and physiological satiety, moral philistinism, and physical 

consumerism are elements of the depersonalization and death of the creative 

individual. 

Thus, accordingly “anthropocosmism” the priority of strategic management 

today is humanizing public life and creating social conditions of freedom and 

creativity for the fullest realization and development of each individual's deeply 

individual gifts. Humans possess a benevolent nature that prevails whenever both 

the ecumene and the environment are threatened. This manifests itself in the 

conscious need to enhance environmental awareness. At the same time, both the 

programming of future socioeconomic processes and the management of current 

economic trends through the resources of public strategic design correlate with the 

characteristics of post-modernity as an environment of models and practices for 

shaping a rough draft of the future, creating its concept, and revealing intentions, 

manifesting itself most acutely during periods of accelerated transformation. At the 

same time, the logic of history leads from attempts at cultural neo-colonialism, with 

metropolitan powers imposing models convenient for themselves, to a polylogue of 

cultures and a flexible geometry of approaches. The social division of labour 

changes the quality of productivity. Thus, the nature of talent, the combination of 

abilities, interest, knowledge, and experience are highly individual. But in 

production, humans are firmly integrated both into the legacy of previous 

generations and into modern technological chains (e.g., subcontractors, competitors, 

consumers, etc.). This necessitates the advance construction, clear vision, and honest 

disclosure of a vision of the future, structured by a public Super-Project orchestrated 

by numerous smaller development projects. Society's transition from a strictly 

ordered social system to the complex structuring of a disorganized social entity 

requires the cultivation of strategic management skills (in particular, planning, 

incentives, and control) even in a poorly organized, diversely structured 

environment. 
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