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THE DEVELOPMENT OF CREATIVE ACTIVITY’S 

STIMULATION IN THE CONTEXT OF 

TRANSFORMATIONS OF ECONOMIC THINKING 
 

The development of society, the accumulation of a sophisticated material and 

technical base, the rise in the capital-labour ratio of the workplace, the post-global 

state of information flows and the intensification of the movement of capital, 

property and goods, the labour force lead to the priority need to identify and utilize 

the deeply individual talent of the individual, which requires unconventional 

organizational-managerial solutions, in particular, those involving a transition from 

the replication of mass regulatory approaches to taking into account personal 

inclinations and the use of means to increase interest. Thus, the content and forms 

of not only technical-technological, but also socio-economic processes are changing 

the requirements for social reproduction, its structure, participants, and organization. 

The acquisition and flexible use of knowledge is an indispensable prerequisite for 

effective labour: both complex and unique. Moreover, the reflexive nature of 

changes dramatically increases the role of their subjective factor. Thus, the 

formation of a set of prerequisites for changes of paradigmatic depth is manifested, 

in particular, in the need to move from the familiar model of perceiving the world 

and the behaviour of “economic man” to the new reality of “creative man” [1-7]. 

Accordingly, as social conditions of life change, the composition of labour potential 

and effective directions for its activation are transformed so significantly that the 

model of “economic man” demonstrates its limited validity, being replaced by 

“creative man” [8, 18]. 

At the same time, the sophistication of destabilization technologies influences 

the manipulation of mass consciousness. Resilience and criticality in perceiving 

information during its flood become an important element of the cultural-

civilizational world's immunity. And psychological resilience in preserving and 

developing its basic value-sense complexes closely correlates with the quality of 

social ideology, in particular, attitudes toward life and death, self-respect, co-

creation, and so on. Moreover, the ethical foundation of social relations 

encompasses not only previous values (including religious-ethnic and traditional-
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hierarchical ones) but also new ones associated with a critical view of “technological 

slavery”, “alienated labour”, “one-dimensional life”, and the economic imperative 

of life, with a focus on the harmony of labour and the independent choice of activity 

and its most important conditions. Thus, the formation of a socio-cultural 

environment adequate to the tasks of security and development is a necessity for the 

long-term sustainable transformation of society and the state [9-15]. Since the state 

is not simply a major economic entity, but also bears responsibilities to the peoples 

inhabiting it, the socio-cultural sphere becomes one of the areas of responsibilities. 

It is precisely the moral core, through traditions, foundations, and customs, that 

creates, organizes, and protects society and its economy. The senses of life from the 

point of wiew human and cultural-civilizational worlds determine the direction, 

pace, forms, and sequence of the transformation of their specific characteristics, but 

themselves manifest themselves as an aspect of the value perception of the 

surrounding world. Accordingly, the grounds for the demand for a postmodern logic 

of interpreting the economic anthropology of multiculturalism and the cultural-

social integration of groups as aspects of equal interaction and mutual tolerance, 

consisting of protecting the existence and co-evolution of diverse cultures during 

their penetration, enrichment, and development on principles recognized as fair, are 

objectively strengthened. And if previously culture: artistic, scientific, 

organizational-managerial, and so on was created for a strictly defined circle, the 

moral challenge of postglobality is a culture for all, a culture of polylogue, a culture 

of contact with strangers, when anyone can unexpectedly find themselves in a 

situation of contact/interaction with any, even the most bizarre, socio-cultural 

counterpart, and must defend what previously seemed inalienable, natural, and 

stable. Moreover, the inherent resource-methodological plurality of post-globalism 

presupposes overcoming the obligatory nature and dominance of canons and cliches. 

The concept of peripheral culture disappears: they are equivalent in value and have 

equal rights. 

The radical restructuring of multi-level connections inherent in the transition 

period both open up additional opportunities to “overtake without catching up” and 

generate cognitive contradiction. Maximizing the field of pro-social development 

and the realization of talents objectively compels the strengthening of the state's 

social functions, the development of social work, and socio-political technologies. 

A sharp increase in the level of real socialization of economic sectors acts in the 

same direction. The transformation of the political-economic climate can occur in a 

haphazard manner, but targeted actions reflecting the logic of history in protecting 

society's interests, primarily development and security, are far more effective. In 
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particular, when organizing incentives to maximize creative expression, a diversity 

of conditions and approaches is necessary. Regionalism and isolationism are integral 

features of post-globalism. Accordingly, reliance on individual and regional 

differences is an objective requirement for the development of both the individual 

and the cultural-civilizational world. Attempts to impose demands for 

“standardization” and “uniformity” are trends in misanthropy, attempting to impose 

the worst of the old stereotypes. The totalitarian nature of state propaganda poses a 

growing, obvious threat to the state and trends of society's development and security. 

At the same time, under the influence of both the cultivation of post-globalism and 

the increasing diversity of foundations for sustainability, regionalization trends are 

naturally intensifying [16-28]. So, systemic stimulation of creative activity is 

aligned with general global transformations [29-38]. Accordingly, economic 

processes are increasingly perceived in terms of achieving socioeconomic results, 

and the understanding of events and processes is freed from the narrow confines of 

immediate utilitarianism and pragmatism. Development and security strategies are 

increasingly leveraging value-based incentives [39-57]. Building a model for 

incentive formation allows us to distinguish between direct and indirect elements. 

The exhaustion of direct levers and the transition to trends toward the formation of 

a smart society necessitates a more active use of indirect ones. The system of 

incentives’ realizing in economic practice (internal incentives) should be 

distinguished from the complex of incentive formation. This system encompasses 

the distribution and reproduction subsystems, as well as stimulating the more 

complete development of each individual's capabilities and increasing interest in 

achieving greater impact. Improving the lives of the lower strata of the population 

and reducing bureaucratic burdens in production, government, and administration 

are essential for creating a economic environment’s motivating and the overall 

democratization of society as decisive factors in changing all society’s relations, not 

just labour. Increasing management effectiveness requires prioritizing the specifics 

of post-global conditions, particularly, regionalism and the prioritization of self-

reliance in endogenous development [58-64]. 

The re-actualization of the issues of defining the cornerstones and 

disseminating recommendations in the field of modernization of economic thinking, 

the rise of economic culture is based on the peculiarities of the cardinal changes that 

have approached not only Ukraine, but also the whole world. In particular, signs of 

paradigmatic transformations of both economic science and business practice are 

spreading, affecting the conditions of “the new economy” and the electronic market, 

network systems of economic information, the organization of the activities of the 



 August 7, 2026 • Marseille, French Republic   

.  

45 
 

Cognitariat, the need for elements of meritocracy, the possibilities of Precariat 

actions in the so-called “smart society”, etc. Not only Ukraine, but the whole world 

is once again acutely experiencing a turning point, when the former familiar model 

of success has been exhausted and the prospects of each person and the world as a 

whole are being redefined. Representatives of various political forces and public 

movements are looking for their own options for answering the demands of the time. 
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