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THE SOCIO-CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT AT THE 

TURNING POINT OF TIME 
 

Moral factors are of great importance for organizing the order of life and 

strengthening people's motivation. The urgency of spreading the moral imperative 

is an indispensable necessity for both the development and preservation of humanity 

[1-7]. The logic of the historical process has led to a series of visible, fundamental 

changes that are significantly manifested in the lives of society and individuals and 

that form a complex of characteristics during the transition to a new paradigm. This 

transition to the contours of a new social paradigm is not only prepared by a set of 

objective and subjective prerequisites but also constitutes a necessity for the 

preservation and development of the ecumene. However, the perception of what is 

happening is far from always adequate to the demands of this turning point in time. 

Thus, humanity once again finds itself at a bifurcation point, where the vector 

and long-term orbit of subsequent transformations, the very existence of people in 

the future, and the significance of each of the cultural-civilizational worlds are 

determined [8-21]. Understanding the logic of history inevitably leads to an 

awareness of the need for radical transformations. However, their content, 

objectives, and, consequently, the chosen instruments, and the immediate and long-

term consequences differ significantly. Man, society, and the economy are organic, 

not mechanical, phenomena. They cannot be described solely in terms of material 

interests and egoistic choice, and an ethnic group often acts as an independent, 

indivisible historical entity with its own goals, will, and habits. At the same time, 

the cultural-civilizational world is fundamentally united, but this unity is diverse. 

The existence of various subsystems of the socio-cultural world presupposes, on the 

one hand, the possibility of their regional isolation, and on the other, the emergence 

of ideal reactions in some of these subsystems. Thus, the relationships between 
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stability and variability, civilization and personality are realized. Of course, to 

preserve and develop humanity as a whole, it must pass another test. At the same 

time, specific forms can and will naturally differ across different cultural-

civilizational worlds. 

In particular, the value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds are 

formed and realized at two fundamental levels: ideological and functional, – 

forming, respectively, subsystems of value-ideal / sense and value-functional 

complexes that primarily reflect the ideal-spiritual and real-world aspects of 

existence. Independence from imposed alien stereotypes, approaches, monetary 

systems, and power alliances is a prerequisite for making decisions in the interests 

of one's own people. Preserving basic value-sense complexes means passing on to 

the future the core of the cultural-civilizational world and humanity as a whole; “lest 

the candle go out”. Social development is a far more complex phenomenon than 

technical-technological progress. The more foundations a society has, the more 

complex its internal structure, the more resilient it is during periods of relative 

stability and change, and the more capable it is of further development. If we focus 

not on a formal-quantitative approach, but on a substantive-qualitative one, it is 

precisely attitudes toward the state of value-sense complexes that generational 

differences’ determine: if people are interested in different things, if they evaluate 

something differently, then generations have changed. A fine line emerges: on the 

one hand, human freedom (including the opportunity to be different from others) is 

a fundamental value of society, an additional resource base for development; on the 

other, freedom of expression ends where it encroaches on the freedom of others; 

ensuring the preservation of society's moral-spiritual foundations is an important 

condition for social security. 

At the same time, the generalizing direction of the unity of man and nature, 

man and society, becomes creative activity, with its development and pro-social 

realization based on the complex of individual talents [22-29]. To the prerogatives 

of machine systems and automation the characteristics of socially necessary human 

labour shift toward creativity, displacing muscular-bodily physical and energetic 

functions. Social foundations and a material-technical base are created to emphasize 

creative ability in human professional activity and beyond. The labour principle of 

social life manifests itself in both value-praxeological and value-axiological aspects. 

The previous model of social organization fundamentally distorts society and man, 

restraining and irrationalizing the created potential (both labour and technical). The 

relationship between the processes of socialization and individualization, the real 

possibilities for the development and realization of each person's complex talents, 

requires radical transformations. The end of the old order follows from the waste of 
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human productive energy and the growing environmental threats (for example, 

mountains of garbage and the fruitless consumption of natural resources) along with 

the deepening rift between “the golden billion” and the overwhelming majority of 

the impoverished population. Thus, the relative impoverishment of peoples is 

particularly striking, as well as the dominant forms of violent exploitation of people 

and nature, underpinned by the overconsumption of the global oligarchy [30-41]. 

Cultivating of an environment and clusters of sustainable, desirable change 

requires a corresponding societal mind-set. A moral imperative must take hold and 

dominate in public opinion, grounded in spiritual growth. Supporting spiritual 

practices that develop the essential strengths of the individual is just as important as 

improving material living conditions. To achieve this, effectively equalizing the 

opportunities for each member of society to explore and express their abilities 

through creative activity is a prerequisite for maximizing the realization of socio-

cultural potential. Thus, a large-scale redistribution of the “tree of goals” in hear 

political-economic course for requires a solid foundation, including a 

correspondence between civic consciousness, socio-cultural experience, and the 

level of problems. Conversely, it is precisely the cultivation of a new political-

economic structure that today constitutes one of the most significant manifestations 

of patriotism. Accordingly, developing in the population the habit of their own 

(often alternative) interpretations of facts, trends, and processes, and of identifying 

hidden subtexts in messages, of participating in the “common cause” of governing 

the country, and of creative self-activity is an essential element in a reliable 

foundation for the security and sustainable development of society. 

Thus, urgent tasks for improving organizational-managerial relations 

inevitably include socially responsible behaviour based on a moral imperative [42-

58]. Specifically, the changing role of creative activity in society inevitably expands 

the circle of decision-makers, blurring the distinction between those who govern and 

those who are governed. Furthermore, the incompleteness of the post-Soviet 

transition is compounded by the demands of the transition period to enter of a new 

era. This requires prioritizing the optimization of the combination of changes in the 

social environment and the cultivation of focal points for socially important 

innovation. The flexibility of negative and positive feedback structures allows for 

the suppression of harmful impulses and the enhancement of beneficial ones, 

resulting in the improvement of the development measure itself, fostering 

subjectivity through reflexivity, and enabling the multiplication of specific 

advantages in the relationship between the cyclically recurring and the uniquely 

non-reproducible in transformations. 

Hence, moral-spiritual rigorism is a condition not only for observing the laws 
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of human ecology but also for the security and development of humanity. During 

the transition to a new level of civilization, the dissemination and deep 

understanding of the moral imperative can be a significant factor in preserving the 

ecumene. Accordingly, the consolidation of humanity's organizational-managerial 

efforts requires a high level of responsibility from top national leaders, especially 

the people's control over them and the direct participation of people in government 

and governance bodies. Specifically, preventing the dehumanization of the future 

by the favourites of the past requires a comprehensive set of protective actions by 

humanity. For example, the threat is growing that, in the pursuit of profit and 

maintaining power, promising paths to security and development for cultural-

civilizational worlds may be cut off or distorted. Meanwhile, the logic of the 

historical process has already led to a series of visible, fundamental changes, 

significantly manifesting themselves in the lives of society and individuals and 

constituting a complex set of characteristics of the transition to a new paradigm. 

This transition to the contours of a new paradigm of humanity is not only prepared 

by a combination of objective and subjective prerequisites but is also a necessity for 

the preservation and development of the ecumene. Every modernization carries 

within it elements of past history in “a sublimated form”; institutional memory 

significantly influences the optimization of organizational-managerial relations. The 

transition period is always short; the chance to exploit its potential is fleeting. This 

is especially true in the current situation; organizational-managerial decisions today, 

in a situation of hyper-competition, must be professional and innovatively 

cumulative, but at the same time, grounded in historical memory, social heritage, 

and the fundamental value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds. 
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