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A process of global historical transformation is underway, involving an 

intensive movement away from one-man rule and administrative dictates toward the 

responsibility of each individual for the results of their decisions, their choices, even 

the routine and every day. Responsible behaviour fostered by a multipolar model of 

organizing and structuring the world order, is among the moral deeds and attributes 

of the coming era [1-7]. Certainly, relapses of the West's colonial policies are not 

only occurring but are also intensifying in an attempt to resist the winds and currents 

of history. The effectiveness of actions contrary to the logic of the era is declining, 

causing widespread indignation. Furthermore, whereas previously peoples, 

countries, and states competed among themselves, each for the embodiment and 

adaptation of a seemingly advantageous model to their own conditions, each for a 

place “in the wake” of the most successful, today fundamentally different models, 

approaches, and instruments collide, producing deliberately asymmetrical responses 

to historical challenges [8-17]. 

Thus, everyone now has the opportunity to embrace what is truly personal, 

rejecting alien goals, values, and interests from the diverse array of accumulated 

socio-cultural, political-economic, and organizational-managerial potential in the 

world. However, this freedom inevitably entails responsibility for the quality and 

results of choice. At the same time, the poly-structure of global economic relations, 

as an integral whole based on established and mutually acceptable norms of 

relations, rather than a block of identical atomic elements, is taking on the 

appearance of a new reality. No single value system in the prevailing development 

models can be considered the only possible one for humanity [18-36]. Meanwhile, 

it is precisely the value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds, 

translating into the matrices of peoples' mental codes, which influence the state and 
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vector of transformations in the level and quality of society's intellect, 

predetermining social preferences, behaviour, and historical choices. Accordingly, 

on their basis, it becomes possible both to refine the development model and to 

construct a more organic understanding of what is desired. At the same time, for 

example, through the use of myth-symbolic constructs formed around value-sense 

complexes, it is possible to emotionally colour interpretations of events, changing 

the media environment, anticipating choices and circumventing existing self-

prohibitions, self-censorship, and intellectual limitations. At the same time, the 

socially significant results of the axiological and praxeological assimilation of the 

surrounding reality are recorded in the historical characteristics of values and costs. 

A person's practically active relationship with the world is realized through socio-

historical forms of material and spiritual production. Values, by their very nature, 

represent a personal cross-section of social consciousness, revealing themselves 

through the cognition of the ideal, the spiritual, and the cultural. Without the core of 

value-sense complexes, the space of the cultural-civilizational world faces the threat 

of disintegration into islands of spiritual and material production, isolated trading 

posts and isolated nodes, the abandonment of its own historical destiny and the 

transformation into building blocks of global competitors, the loss of subjective 

qualities, and the decline to the level of an object of external manipulation, while 

the corresponding state entities suffer the fate of border states. The creation and 

dissemination of value characteristics is directly linked to the comprehensiveness of 

thought, the development of its universal forms, and the realization of ideal layers 

in socio-cultural life. The axiological function of consciousness participates in the 

development of social norms and traditions, which not only fulfil a crucial 

regulatory mission but also ensure the preservation, reproduction, and development 

of cultural-civilizational worlds. Moreover, if utilitarian-pragmatic values are 

derived from the mode of production directly or through the structure of needs, then 

absolute values influence the production of living conditions and culture as primary, 

initial ones. 

At the same time, it requires the will and moral readiness to find one's own 

path, the ability to qualitatively and professionally defend one's identity and the 

value-sense complexes of the cultural-civilizational world (in particular, by resisting 

the pressure and temptations of informational totality). Self-adjustment and 

development occur not through the formalization of consciousness according to a 

general template of a Procrustean bed, but through a polylogue of models and 

approaches. Maximizing results is achieved through a diversity of searches, which 

requires a comprehensive, conscious orientation of the social environment. When 
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there is no stable external support in the form of a common ideology, a unified 

culture, or a generally accepted science, then one must be tolerant of everything and 

recognize the right of diversity to exist. There is no coercion, and no one owes 

anything to anyone. In this context, the very concept of development requires 

renewal: in addition to stable and balanced growth, it must be guided by such moral 

maxims as solidarity, freedom of choice, belief and speech, and tolerance. The 

concept of a peripheral culture disappears: they are of equal value and equal rights. 

The shift in the dynamics of social development from the unidirectionality of the 

basic cause-and-effect relationships of “the tree” type to the logic of “the bush” and 

the characteristics of “the rhizome” once again brings us back to questions about the 

quality of socioeconomic development and the cost of progress/regression as 

significant factors in institutional transformation, strategic competition, and the 

existence of the ecumene as a unified whole. The increasing degree of both 

interdependence and the intensity of communication occur with a complex interplay 

of tendencies toward socialization and individualization of reproductive processes. 

At the same time, many of the forms and even principles developed in a particular 

sphere are further disseminated, extending far beyond its boundaries. Ensuring that 

the quality of governance corresponds to the level of the governed reality requires 

both effective intervention in the contours of self-governance and coordination and 

consideration of the uniqueness of objects: governed, self-governed, and 

ungovernable. The conveyor-belt nature of social innovations, their networked 

totality, is becoming a crucial characteristic of complex processes of both involution 

and coevolution in social and individual transformations. The moral-spiritual core 

of the individual, when making and realizing of decisions responsibly, confirms its 

quality as a necessary element of development [37-49]. 

Now, the global hegemon attempting to control the ecumene for its own selfish 

aspirations is being replaced by leaders, based on their own cultural-civilizational 

worlds, which agree with and are guided by the recognition of the legitimate rights 

of each people (including divided ones). While globalism coexists quite comfortably 

with xenophobia and subordination (particularly through increasingly sophisticated 

manipulation), which organically grow out of pseudo-liberalism, post-globalism, 

inheriting the global scale of the interconnectedness of peoples, strives to move 

away from attempts at dictatorship in favour of a plurality of approaches based on 

the natural diversity of fundamental value-sense complexes. The instruments thus 

created are directed toward achieving other goals, more acceptable to the ecology of 

man, society, and nature. The degradation of the legacy of past years and the loss of 

geostrategic agency are interconnected. The geostrategic catastrophe of “the dashing 
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90s” represented not only the destruction of humanity's previous achievements 

(primarily, advanced developments in education, healthcare, science, ideology, 

moral and spiritual spheres, etc.), the wholesale theft of innovative solutions from 

the peoples of the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance by a predominantly 

Romano-Germanic civilization, but also a total betrayal of ideals, which has become 

a colossal mental and psychological trauma on the people's historical path. Now, 

without deeper regionalization and consolidation of development forces in clusters, 

and with radically different approaches, in practice, instead of geostrategic 

optimization of power structures, a tug-of-war between factions is taking place, 

chaotic liberalization is being implemented, and “a free-wheeling regime” is 

opening up for lobbying alliances. Having never fully acquired a taste for freedom, 

society is experiencing the bitterness of its arbitrary restrictions and the selective 

interpretation and application of declarations. 

Regions can attain cluster-like qualities through integration based on the 

recognition of a trust-inspiring unity of interests, objectives, traditions, and core 

value-based concepts of the capabilities and efforts of business, government, and 

society within the networked/network-centric integrity of formal and informal 

interactions of partnership/cooperation and competition, creating a new quality of 

cumulative synergy within a unified information space. On the one hand, increasing 

the capacity of the domestic market, raising the demand-driven economy, and the 

associated growth in population well-being and demographic improvement 

necessitate sustainable life and the development of a cultural-civilizational world. 

On the other hand, strengthening the sociocultural foundation of economic progress, 

grounded in the characteristics of the collective unconscious and embodied in core 

value-based concepts, social heritage, and popular experience, ensures long-term 

positive economic trends. International economic relations are an important tool for 

achieving the goals of strengthening and developing a cultural-civilizational world. 

Among basic value-sense complexes dominate, similarities in worldview, it creates 

the foundations for complementarity, manifested in collaboration and cooperation. 

The collective unconscious, through and around these basic value-sense complexes, 

shapes cultural-civilizational worlds, between which relations of polylogue and 

competition arise (growing from contradiction to antagonism and culminating in 

confrontation), developing on fundamental and relevant planes. Of course, the 

relative predominance of any given cultural-civilizational world at a given moment 

does not necessarily imply its greater potential value for the development of the 

entire ecumene, just as those that fell in political-economic competition often 

harboured salutary opportunities for humanity. The space of the ecumene is 
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unevenly covered by cultural-civilizational worlds. There are zones of varying 

density, cores and semi-peripheries/peripheries, transitional zones, diffuse zones, 

and so on. At the same time, cultural-civilizational worlds go through their life 

cycles asynchronously [50-53]. 

Thus, it is necessary to move from the habit of imposing global standards on 

extremely heterogeneous cultural and value worlds to a focus on cultivating our own 

common social conditions for productivity and long-term stability. Moreover, from 

each type of development model, a specific cultural-civilizational world can derive 

its own specificity, reflecting both the deep layers of its value-sense complexes and 

the dynamics of transformation. And since social communications transmit not only 

“instructions”, but also “values”, “ideals”, and sense”, not only rational but also 

irrational components of social life are formed, linked, in particular, to the 

realization of the collective unconscious and public consciousness in the diverse 

forms of the basic value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds. 

Productively adjusting the political-economic mechanism requires increased 

attention to established socio-cultural traditions and the development of cultural-

civilizational worlds around them and based on them. Attempts to force society to 

undergo radical change lead to increased unproductive expenditure of resources 

(including human resources). Their results prove ineffective and are often swept 

away during subsequent societal transformations. Instead, an effective path to 

transformation is one that supports promising forms of development for ingrained 

value systems and the principles, ways of life, and approaches based on them. The 

organic development of society is thus linked to the dominance of integration, rather 

than disunity, in its socio-cultural capital; and to the coordination, rather than the 

ignoring, of the interests of social groups. 
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