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THE TRANSITION PERIOD:  

BETWEEN PAST AND FUTURE 
 

Maximizing the creative realization of individual abilities is becoming crucial 

for the further development of humanity. The global historical triumph of the ideal 

of justice is linked to the transition to its embodiment in the self- and mutual 

realization of each individual. During this transition period, humanity accelerates a 

universal understanding that the loss of the individual's essential potential is a 

tragedy not only for each individual but for society as a whole. At the same time, 

the combination of eclecticism and mosaicism with the rapid change of impressions 

and the instability of the external environment, characteristic of a time of forced 

transition, provokes fragmentation rather than holism in perception. Both the 

transition period and the future will belong to those who make the most productive 

use of the time afforded by history. The restoration of lost strategic initiative to 

replace the strategic confusion of our times is the demand of the times. At the same 

time, without internal stability, an understanding of patterns, and a critical approach 

to the information deluge, either a rejection of the turmoil of the outside world or a 

willingness to blindly submit to influence grows. Accordingly, imagery and 

mythology prove effective in both “understanding” of the worldview and 

influencing behaviour [1-5]. 

Meanwhile, what matters to a person is not so much the length of their life as 

its quality and, above all, the genuine opportunity to develop and realize their 

potential. Harmony with oneself and the world becomes an essential condition for 

this. Thus, a person's state of internal stability, including during the process of 

adaptation, is an essential component of the ability to make both qualitative 

individual choices in favour of higher truths and to withstand external volatility. At 

the same time, the ability to find support within one's soul is also a factor in 

successful creative adaptation to change. 
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In other words, the results of a person's life and work depend not only on their 

moral and spiritual foundation; this dependence grows both in times of change and 

turmoil and with the increasing totality of influence (particularly informational). At 

this stage of civilizational development, human potential is either revealed 

according to its own laws or distorted and selected to serve the selfish interests of 

those in power under the pressure of capital. “Sobornost'” as a unity of cooperation 

and competition presupposes is not only for interaction, but also introspection, self-

understanding, harmony, and inner peace. Both “loyalty to oneself” and its 

embodiment in creative activity, self-discovery, and self-realization without internal 

stability are distorted and curtailed, causing irreparable damage to the individual and 

society as a whole [6-26]. 

In turn, society is obligated to provide each individual with the widest possible 

range of creative self-expression in constructive activity, commensurate with the 

multifaceted nature of a person's talent and the breadth of their potential for 

development. Thus, creativity naturally evolves from an individual characteristic 

into a social way of life, and equal access to the means of revealing and realizing 

essential powers is among the priority tasks of societal development and security; 

this applies both to the further improvement of the cultural-civilizational world and 

to the strengthening of positions in interaction with external structures [27-39]. 

Thus, life as creative activity is characterized by the perception of the unique 

conditions of the era as an environment and an opportunity for mutual realization in 

the process of material and spiritual production. 

The postmodern, post-global possibility of using a complex material and 

technical base in production and everyday life increases the importance of both a 

person’s creative talent and methodological literacy. Socially useful creativity 

activates the processes of socialization / acculturation and is associated with the 

processes of mutual development of individuals, and not with bowing to novelty. If 

in labour as such, the social relationship is next to activity, then in creativity the 

social relationship is the essence of activity. Therefore, just as alienated labour gives 

birth to “an economic person,” free amateur creativity recreates “a creative person,” 

radically changes the stereotypes of social behaviour and the mechanisms of its 

determination, and enhances the significance of the phenomenon of “volunteering” 

in public life. Accordingly, now for Ukraine, labour relations of creativity are of 

particular importance as a direct, universal, accessible, and therefore democratic and 

free path of development that overcomes the elitist, socially and politically divided 

position of social potential within the framework of alienation. Moreover, creativity 

as a free amateur activity is not limited to the sphere of work, but passes to other 



SCIENTIA  Sectoral research XXI: characteristics and features  

.  

214  
 

spheres of life. First of all, this concerns management, which is transformed into 

self-management. A distinctive feature of the post-global echelon of transformation 

is its reflexive nature, which is manifested in individual and social behaviour, 

relationships and processes. The meaning of reflexivity is based on subjective 

relations that are completely objective, but are realized through the consciousness 

of people, therefore, are connected with social psychology and ideology and 

influence the economic choice of the population. This focuses on active public and 

state support, not just for various social parasites and their servants, but for creativity 

that prioritizes human rights and freedoms; social justice, that is, social equality of 

people in rights and opportunities; solidarity, understood as an expression of the 

commonality of humanity and sympathy for the victims of injustice. 

Thus, one of the primary manifestations of strengthening socially responsible 

behaviour is the creation of an environment conducive to the life and creativity of 

each individual, thereby maximizing creative results by guaranteeing equal access 

to the means for developing and realizing potential, as well as providing activities 

based on talent [40-55]. At the same time, the balance between the truly human, 

sacred, and animal principles varies in each individual and in the social life of each 

cultural-civilizational world. The vector of this balance's fluidity shapes different 

priorities in creation: both in the divine assimilation in the production/creation of 

senses, and in the animal assimilation in biological reproduction/breeding. The 

animal principle is tempted by satiety, the human by justice in ensuring the 

realization of the ideals of freedom, equality, and fraternity. And the path of reform 

is the direction of strengthening the truly human principle in society, and, 

accordingly, the humanization of public life and the humanization of socio-political 

and socio-economic relations. It's not formal constructs, but rather the quality of life 

and creative opportunities that determine a country's progress, and new horizons of 

development open up where social structure maximizes the realization of each 

individual's creative potential. 

The cultivation of popular sovereignty and the development of conditions for 

civic participation, freedom of opinion, and the press harmoniously complement the 

three-part system [tripartitus] in organizational-managerial relations of production. 

In turn, the combination of a unified industrial policy and strong private initiative in 

a system of public-private partnerships cements a creative focus within a shared 

sense of interest. This approach opens the possibility of comprehensively 

constructing a promising model that embodies an attractive and competitive vision 

of the future [56-63]. Moreover, the demand for humanization encompasses not only 

the content and nature of creative labour, but also the entire management system. 
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Today, it is completely insufficient to view people as mere labor force agents; 

personal development must be ensured, because spiritual creativity is becoming the 

most important factor in production. It is also incorrect to reduce the logic of 

changes in social (particularly labour) relations solely to the determination of culture 

by technological innovations. On the contrary, the influence of the cultural 

environment on the emergence and perception of technological and economic 

innovations is acquiring critical importance. The role of moral factors in organizing 

life and strengthening people's motivation is significantly increasing. At the same 

time, the importance of intellectual creativity for the overall result is growing, and 

hence, the value of individual giftedness (primarily spiritual-intellectual). 

Meanwhile, spiritual production, with its core of spiritual creativity, responds to a 

different hierarchy of motivations and requires a completely different system of 

incentives, closely linked to an understanding of responsibility to society. For 

example, not only is law understood to be a certain degree of “methodological 

anarchy”, but also the fundamental importance of “dissent” as a crucial social 

resource. Rather than leveling people and homogenizing functions, the development 

of personality and the personalization of activity become the leading factors in 

effective social technologies. When there is no stable external support in the form 

of a common ideology, a single culture, or a stereotypical science, when the 

constancy of both the social and natural background of life disappears, then, when 

improving organizational-managerial relations, the law must be taken into account 

for the existence of the unique, the special, and the unusual. 

Thus, the paths to conquering the next historical barrier vary (particularly in 

different cultural-civilizational worlds). One can harness the power of history and 

defend one's place in the emerging world by identifying the nature of effective 

resource combinations for the new era, if one acknowledges the doom of losing the 

old ones. Understanding and adhering to the logic of history directly influences both 

the development of society and the defence of one's country. The development of 

adequate strategic planning and social communications serves as a means of 

effectively mastering reality, a prerequisite for improving one's place in “the table 

of ranks”, and a potential of improving the people's quality of life. Rejection of the 

laws of emerging trends condemns one to fatal defeats and abject provincialism, 

preventing one from avoiding the pernicious Scylla of “the whirlpools” and the 

Charybdis of “the shallows”. Moreover, both persistent misunderstanding of the 

essence of what is happening and attempts to defy the logic of history become 

immoral. Change is inevitable and obvious. But the forms and outcomes are 

uncertain, probabilistic, and uncertain: everything will be determined by the clash 
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of many forces, when, in addition to laws and regulations, chance will also play a 

role. A downward spiral is fraught with global catastrophe. And the burden of 

decision falls on those living today: delay, like error, carries the risk not simply of 

“lost profit” or the strategic defeat of one cultural-civilizational world, but of the 

destruction of the entire ecumene. The enormous power of humanity will be 

subordinated to the tasks of either enslavement or creation; either to the idols of 

accumulation and consumption, or to the ideals of creativity; it will proceed either 

through the irresponsible manipulation of all others by a handful, or through genuine 

democracy and civic engagement. It will be guided by the approach of “everyone 

around me is either my servant or my enemy” or “let a hundred flowers bloom...”. 

Subordinating transformation to the whims of a few at the top of society's “food 

chain” or to the embodiment of the sacred human ideals of development, justice, 

equality, fraternity, and freedom is the problem. The problem is lain not so much in 

geostrategic engagement per se, but in its false nature, its overt apologetics and 

propaganda, its ideological disorientation, which, on a historical scale, lead to the 

betrayal of the people's fundamental interests. 
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