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ESSENCE AND A CHARACTERISTIC OF HUMANITY 
 

Creativity, as the embodiment of essential forces, is an important distinguishing 

characteristic of man [1-7]. Creative activity is a necessity for the development and 

fulfilment of each individual. The creative spirit is a need for both: self-development 

and mutual development – among people, a universal means of progressive 

transformation of the ecumene. The ultimate vector of lifestyle change is increasingly 

shaped by social choice: to act in accordance with the logic of world development or 

under the determining influence of subjective whims. Fundamental changes occur not 

only in individual socio-political institutions, but also in the entire cultural 

environment, relationships, and structures. Creativity unites essential forces into a 

holistic complex and generalizes them, shaping the individual. Creativity is an 

integral characteristic of personality. Accordingly, for a person, deprivation of the 

opportunity to truly realize creative activity as a free expression of talent and 

independent initiative causes not only frustration but also direct destruction of oneself 

and the world, antisocial activity, and anti-behaviour. In other words, social-mental 

misanthropy is a basis of hostility to creativity and the product of its suppression. On 

the contrary, if the greatest foundation of love for humanity is the creation of an 

environment and conditions for increasing the duration and improving the quality of 

human life, then ensuring and maintaining real opportunities for creativity as the 

embodiment of giftedness is the most profound content of humanism [8-16]. The shift 

in the socially necessary concentration of labour from agriculture to industry, which 

occurred with the transition from Tradition to Modernity, is now being replaced by a 

demand for creativity (primarily, in accordance with the tendencies toward the 

regulatory functions of the enclaves of “the cognitive society”, intellectual creativity). 

Meanwhile, creativity, by its nature, is “labour and non-labour” and presupposes other 

combinations of motivations and incentives. Thus, the more energetic and muscular 

functions become the prerogative first of mechanisms, then of machines, and then of 
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robotic systems, the stronger the interest in concentrating man on creativity (primarily 

intellectual and spiritual). The creative inclinations of the individual are increasingly 

at the forefront of alienating forces. 

Activity is a common attribute of giftedness [17-22]. Currently, a process of 

change is increasingly asserting itself, which provides for the coexistence, 

intersection, and mutual resonance of the most diverse tendencies in the 

development of cultural-civilizational worlds, among which (unlike the social 

environment of Tradition and Modernity), none can claim exceptional significance, 

allowing one to abstract from the others without harming the result. Moreover, the 

combinations of creative inclinations themselves, purely personal in nature, turn out 

to be the most valuable (and therefore mass-scale) part of labour activity. The case 

of “superfluous” people who “haven't found themselves”, or “Oblomov” type, 

reveals deep-seated problems in the organization of social life. The realization of a 

model of irrationalization of society and the individual is also possible, which leads 

to systemic misanthropy, “defective” socialization / acculturation [23-41]. The 

necessity of creative activity in the face of the total dominance of alienation and 

coercion distorts the development and realization of human potential, rendering it 

dependent on external factors and random, thus becoming a concrete historical 

phenomenon. Thus, under the influence of conditions of universal capitalization and 

fetishization, the human (subjective) factor is reduced to the phenomenon of “human 

capital”. At the same time, the level of humanization of social life (in particular, in 

accordance with the system of its value-sense, moral-spiritual coordinates and 

universal human achievements) is a precise criterion for the state of not only world-

historical development but also the dynamics of each cultural-civilizational world. 

Accordingly, the process of creativity itself and the expansion of its field of 

dissemination directly lead to the moral-spiritual premises of development. At the 

same time, creativity inextricably links the rise of morality with the quality of 

reflection and the level of intellectuality of the people [42-57]. Each of the cultural-

civilizational worlds contains the seeds of both productive and harmful 

transformations. All cultural-civilizational worlds, with their basic value-sense 

complexes, are unique and equal in value. The inalienable rights and freedoms of 

man and citizen grow alongside the development of cultural-civilizational worlds. 

In particular, 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 (of 

information, personnel, technology, etc.) has been created; on the other, 

differentiation, the ability to resist depersonalization, and protect the most valuable 
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potential acquires significance as a significant factor in development and, 

consequently, security. At the same time, each of the intrinsically valuable cultural-

civilizational worlds rests on its traditions as the foundation of socially significant 

innovations. However, it is extremely dangerous, both for moral health and for the 

level of one's future orbit, to use the tools of imagery to pathologize transformations 

and impose infernal perversions for one's own selfish ends. For example, myth is 

part of ideologemes; its quality is one indicator of the organic nature of the chosen 

path and spiritual immunity, state, and dynamics. But approaching absolute Truth 

and mastering the greatest possible relative truths is a prerequisite for the survival 

and prosperity of the cultural-civilizational world. The opposition between tradition 

and innovation is inherent to the metaphysical model of perception: a consciousness 

oriented toward dialectical logic presupposes the innovative development of 

traditions and the validity of innovation within traditions as the basis for organicity. 

Attempts to pathologize transformation divorce significant innovations and 

traditions, replacing the foundation of innovation. The environment and clusters of 

human development are directly dependent on the spread of creative activity. Thus, 

for clusters to realize their potential for social benefit, they should not be considered 

in isolation, divorced from their environment. Their creation, functioning, and 

development fit into the context and logic of transformations, facilitating not only 

the introduction of advanced technologies and organizational structures and 

economic growth, but also the socio-political unity of society. The target functions 

of clusters serve to increase the diversity and sustainability of creative exploration. 

Meanwhile, each paradigm of social development brings with it its own combination 

of opportunities and threats, changing the demand for resources and influencing 

favourable and challenging transformation trends. Optimizing and harmonious 

societal development and cultivating “growth points” presuppose the education (in 

particular, moral maturity) of individuals. Furthermore, civic engagement is an 

important form of creative activity, essential for harmonious social growth. 

Naturally, manifestations of creative activity have the potential to diffuse into 

various other spheres of life [58-69]. 

Therefore, creating and cultivating conditions that strengthen the people's 

creative activity is essential both for overcoming destructive tendencies and for the 

further fruitful development of humanity. One must be prepared for opportunities 

and recognize them promptly, distinguishing what is truly essential and important 

from what is unimportant and worth sacrificing. The state system and public-private 

partnerships determine whether a person can “find their calling” and realize their 

potential in their homeland. The extent to which the creative spirit is “converted” 
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into actual achievements becomes the responsibility of those involved in governance 

(primarily those involved in developing an environment for the exploration, 

development, and creative, pro-social realization of talent). Accordingly, the level 

of responsibility of top government administrators for the quality of their decisions 

increases, particularly in terms of shaping a living environment conducive to life 

and creativity. 
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