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DANGERS AND OPPORTUNITIES OF THE 

TRANSITION PERIOD 
 

Nature created humanity as an opportunity for a rational path of development. 

Thus, a rational economy is one that incorporates moral concepts – specifically, 

those of what is fair, proper, and desirable – with respect to changes in nature, 

society, and humanity. Meanwhile, as humanity's power grows, so does its potential 

for action. The new era dramatically increases the likelihood of new waves of mass 

threats, including those to economic activity. Curbing these threats, in line with the 

positive development of emerging development horizons, requires simultaneously 

addressing the challenges of conformity with nature and humanization, friendliness, 

and the resolute defines of interests and identity [1-5]. Naturally, variations of any 

paradigm of social development bring their own combinations of opportunities and 

threats, altering the demand for resources and influencing favourable and 

challenging directions of transformation. The global shift away from the 

international division of activity and global stereotyping toward the revival of the 

identity of cultural-civilizational worlds has marked the transition to a post-global 

state of the social economic environment. The paradigmatic scale and historical 

depth of these transformations heighten strategic uncertainty, which manifests itself, 

in particular, in the forms, timing, and sequence of these transformations. Using 

historical analogies is difficult, as the slightest differences in objective and 

subjective factors can lead to fundamental changes in the dynamics and outcomes 

of processes. Even what has been repeatedly proven must be questioned. Post-

globalism strategies, on the one hand, operate not with local but with global resource 

potentials, but, on the other, they pursue not isolationist autarky, but rather 

development of their people and territory, in harmony with strategic 

communications. 

Thus, the period of inter-paradigmatic transition can be more or less prolonged, 

forced or gradual. This period has various internal stages and transitional forms, and 

may involve the presence and shift of various beneficiaries and driving forces [6-

14]. Even the smallest impacts at the right points, a careful selection of the 

combination of forces and means of influence, can lead to both short-term and long-

term results. Bringing order to chaos and cultivating one's own model of further 
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development can yield significant strategic gains. Naturally, the ability to utilize the 

specific features of existing advantages and overcome (localize) problem areas is 

especially important during this period of time, providing the opportunity to 

“overtake without catching up” and dramatically alter the absolute and relative 

qualities of the orbits of future transformations. Post-globalization allows one to 

draw energy from the depths of tradition, social memory, and historical experience. 

At the same time, the inability to maintain a balance between tradition and 

innovation leads to a precipice of degradation and regression [15-25]. Thus, counter-

modernity as a generalizing tendency of transformations is dangerous, but possible. 

Nationalism and separatism, which are once again manifesting themselves (although 

the core of the first phenomenon is usually found in ethno-tribal, and the second in 

territorial claims), are closely related: both are characterized by a thirst for a 

monopoly on power and exploitation. Their extreme expressions suggest an 

intensification of the struggle for isolation for the sake of advantages in 

appropriation. If post-globalism brings to the fore certain features of regionalism 

while maintaining the advantages of participation in the international division of 

labour and global interaction, then nationalism and separatism tear apart the unified 

fabric of the cultural-civilizational world, disrupting the “symphony of diversity”. 

Often, both are inspired from outside by competitors. At the same time, technical 

and technological improvements weakly correlate with changes in the mind; so, the 

power of the material and technical base often ends up in the hands of groups with 

insufficient social responsibility. Additional strategic risks are posed by corruption, 

bureaucracy, and the promotion of loyal rather than capable and effective 

individuals. It is increasingly clear that coercion does not guarantee loyalty; 

depriving people of freedom of thought, will, and exploration inhibits creative 

potential. 

Meanwhile, in the global history of the movement from sword and shield to 

weapons of mass destruction, the consequences of their use could be catastrophic 

[26-39]. Limits on competition must be tightened. Partnership and cooperation must 

become the primary focus of social relations, both internal and external. The fruitful 

use of the transition period as a time of accelerated transformation requires an 

emphasis on reformatting the fundamental value-sense complexes of cultural-

civilizational worlds in accordance with changing conditions, but by no means 

rejecting them or deliberately destroying or replacing them. Moreover, in the context 

of underprivileged regions, the possibilities of post-globalism overlap with the 

counter-modernity of “the new Middle Ages”, with a retreat into aggressive anti-

intellectualism, mysticism, and superstition. At the same time, the gap between 
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leaders and the rest of the world they plunder is growing – and this, too, becomes a 

prerequisite for their success. Accordingly, under the existing system of contacts, 

the outreach of talented researchers: teachers and students –and their remote 

provision of scientific, educational, and industrial services to those who can 

appreciate them is becoming a significant form of international economic relations. 

The current gap in the development levels of dominant and lagging countries is such 

that the latter's chances, with a fully open economy, are limited to achieving the 

status of a service economy and a resource base (including for migrant workers). At 

the same time, for some elements of the economic structure, it is precisely this closed 

nature that perpetuates backwardness. The balance between openness and 

closedness, the potential of post-market mechanisms, and public-private interactions 

allows for forms of combining the energy of private initiative and entrepreneurship 

with flexible government regulation. However, the issue here is not one of “national 

characteristics per se (they are inherent to every state), but rather the scale and level 

of previously achieved industrial development, the rich scientific and industrial 

potential previously created, the quality of general education and vocational 

training, as well as the development of personnel, and the place of the post-Soviet 

space in the overall architecture of the geostrategic balance. As is well known, 

training personnel during the collapse of entire economic sectors and industries 

leads to the creation of a generation of “lost people” for whom there is no place in 

their home country. 

Meanwhile, the “constant impermanence” of the inter-paradigmatic transition 

period necessitates not only regular retraining but also the re-formation and 

reshaping of political values, which are actively influenced by the state and 

dynamics of both social psychology and ideology. This period offers broad 

(sometimes including highly specific) opportunities for accelerated change, which 

can be utilized with various target and resource-methodological priorities. The 

essence of the transition period is linked to the implementation of transition 

processes. The content of the transition period is realized as a conflict of ideas about 

the future and possible paths for transforming society. Thus, within the transition 

period, a confrontation occurs not only between the past and the future, but also 

between models and options for further development itself. Transitional forms, 

however, mark the weakening of pure, clearly defined entities. A harmonious 

balance of the various components of the dynamics of social life shapes its quality 

of conciliarity, allowing for the consolidation of the interests of various social 

groups without suppressing any of them. The unity of public and private vectors is 

supported by public-private partnership mechanisms, which mutually reinforce the 
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potential of society, business, and the state. At the same time, under the influence of 

multifaceted transformation trends, meekly following any external canon is 

pointless. A comprehensive set of solutions is needed to integrate post-crisis and 

developmental logics within specific contexts. Of course, there are certain rules and 

ideas whose implementation increases the effectiveness of actions. However, this is 

not a matter of a Procrustean bed of forms. On the contrary, success is achieved 

through efforts that “adapt” approaches to specific conditions, based both on rules 

and on deviations from the general context. Often, competitive advantage results 

from violating artificially imposed notions of limitations and creatively exploiting 

the specific circumstances of a contest. Therefore, tracking the dynamics of 

methodology and the shift from the general to the specific becomes critical. 

Accordingly, countries that demonstrated high achievements in all areas of 

social coexistence, as a rule, had previously relied on the broad unification of the 

efforts of various segments of the population to achieve civic harmony and a unified 

social order, and this is even more so now. The organic development of society is 

linked to the dominance of integration, rather than disunity, in its social capital; to 

coordination, rather than subordination to the interests of internal or external 

influence groups. On the other hand, the maturation of post-global and post-

industrial trends in the development of postmodernity is testing each of the cultural-

civilizational worlds with the radical nature of socioeconomic transformations and 

the level of challenges facing society (and, accordingly, social science). At the same 

time, the insufficient depth of primary abstractions can lead to a narrowing of both 

theoretical and practical recommendations obtained in the process of ascending 

from the abstract to the concrete. The basis for regularly obtaining unforeseen 

(different from declared) results may be not only self-interest and the divergence of 

interests between indigenous and elite groups, but also the inability to strategically 

manage institutional transformations based on the post-global range of forecasting 

and transformation tools. Humanity, humaneness, naturally takes precedence over 

any doctrine: the primary regulator is the law of “do not interfere”. And in this 

direction, the fundamental problem of postmodernity is resolved: if outsiderhood is 

the norm with an immense range of sociogenesis models, and not at all a lag on a 

common (uniform) path, then the lumpen, the marginalized (individuals and 

countries) have the right to their own choice – as long as they do not encroach on 

the choices of others. Accordingly, it is necessary to move away from the habit of 

imposing global standards on extremely diverse cultural and value worlds to a focus 

on cultivating our own common social conditions for productivity and long-term 

stability. The differentiation and increasing complexity of the post-global world's 
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structure allows for the creation of extremely diverse models for achieving and 

maintaining competitiveness, for the cultural-civilizational world to achieve success 

in ensuring both the quality, sensefulness, and conditions of human life, and for the 

creation of its material and spiritual socio-cultural heritage. Everyone is free to 

select from their surroundings – the present and the echoes of bygone and future 

eras, – what resonates with them; there is no coercion, and no one owes anything to 

anyone. 

The transition period requires maintaining harmony not only between 

economic growth and social standards, but also the tasks of strengthening the 

foundation (particularly the value-sense one) for the future and preserving the 

present, which is expressed, in particular, in the balance of strategy and tactics, the 

Super-Project and numerous smaller projects. The core of the (re)formation of the 

socio-cultural space is formed by value-sense complexes: spiritual, moral, and 

ideological structures that incorporate social elements both cross-cultural and 

specific to each specific cultural-civilizational world. The content of these structures 

is closely linked to the characteristics of value hierarchies in the realization of value 

correlates in the evaluation system. One of the leading factors in the formation of 

socio-cultural space is the Super-Project of development, which engenders a sense 

of belonging and pride in shared social achievements, and also allows one to both 

find one's place within it and develop one's essential powers. At the same time, the 

public Super-Project consolidates “the spirit of the era” and determines the 

subjectivity of change, while the sociocultural community as a whole becomes the 

subject of reflexive selection of options and evaluation of social behaviour. The 

sophistication of destabilization technologies allows for the manipulation of mass 

consciousness. Resilience and criticality in perceiving information in its floodgates 

become an important element of the immunity of the cultural-civilizational world. 

And psychological resilience in preserving and developing its basic value-sense 

complexes correlates with social ideology, in particular, attitudes toward life and 

death, self-respect, co-creation, and so on. At the same time, the temptation to divert 

public attention from domestic problems by intensifying foreign policy aggression 

and manipulative information delivery is growing. Thus, at the current level of 

societal transformation, maintaining information filters, information hygiene, and 

the quality of the media are also critically important. 

The internal structure of cultural-civilizational worlds is determined by a 

historical sequence of Super-Projects, which concentrate the essence of their 

impulses of historical creativity. Moreover, it is precisely the value-sense complexes 

of cultural-civilizational worlds, passing into the matrices of peoples' mental codes 

that influence the state and vector of transformations of society's emotional 
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intelligence, predetermining public preferences, behaviour, and historical choice. 

Accordingly, on their basis, the opportunity arises to refine the development model 

and create a more organic understanding of the desired. Accordingly, the 

development of the ecumene is a concrete historical combination of partnership and 

competition in the Super-Projects of cultural-civilizational worlds [40-52]. Even for 

the sake of high social standards (especially for the narrow selfish interests of some 

groups), one cannot undermine the potential of the Super-task, the realization of the 

impulse for further development. 
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