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HIERARCHIES OF STRUCTURAL 

CHARACTERISTICS’ CHANGING OF SOCIETY 
 

The realization of a revival and development strategy requires particularly 

careful adoption of methods for indirectly stimulating decisive innovations in the 

context of cultivating an environment of growth and developing clusters of positive 

change – places where the domestic economic complex can realize its new 

competitiveness. The development of integrated socio-economic efficiency in 

production cycles is achieved through traditions and approaches that allow for the 

integration of millennia-old historical experience and social memory with the 

demands of the times and the specific conditions [1-7]. Knowledge economy plays 

the role of one of the main axes of socio-economic development. Being a powerful 

supplier of inventions and discoveries (in particular, directly for economic practice), 

science acquires the features of material production. In social transformations at the 

paradigm level, science is not so much the accumulation and interpretation of 

knowledge, but a deep rethinking, reassessment (in particular, in connection with 

changed conditions). This shifts the emphasis on the production of knowledge, as 

well as on the coherence of other stages of the innovation movement (for example, 

actual generation, implementation, consolidation, implementation and 

dissemination, as well as their regular analysis). Accordingly, the position of the 

knowledge economy itself in the national economic complex and the social status 

of knowledge used in the economy are a parameter of the state and dynamics of the 

national economy as a whole [8-30]. Since the Enlightenment and High Modernity, 

society has become accustomed to the idea of the beneficence of knowledge and its 

connection with development: both as a whole and to its components (technical-

technological, socio-economic and value-sense progress). However, the release of 

powerful destructive (and self-destructive) forces makes it necessary to provide a 
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path to the humanization of social life and create a solid moral foundation for the 

further development of the world. At the same time, overconsumption and excessive 

enrichment, as the basis for demonstrating power and status of past eras, are trying 

to create a dam on the way to the realization of the creative potential of universal 

labour. The ecumene is preserved and developed by the forces of moral self-

regulation. It is the moral cores that create, organize and protect society and its 

economy through traditions, foundations and customs. In accordance with the 

cardinal transformations of practice, the development of post-non-classical 

methodology of social sciences requires, first of all, an understanding of the 

spectrum of productive synthesis of knowledge obtained through various research 

approaches and schools. The quality of instrumental and methodological support 

used for modelling and management processes is tested by the radicality of socio-

economic transformations and the level of tasks facing society [30-40]. 

Scientific-intellectual potential is transformed into social wealth when it is 

actualized. Optimization of the path of transition to social and technological 

progress based on scientific-intellectual potential requires a complex of 

organizational-managerial improvements [41-49]. The deeply personal nature of 

giftedness is reflected in the integral qualities of material and spiritual production, 

in the association and cooperation of activities for the creation and dissemination of 

cultural objects, skills and knowledge. The socially useful disclosure of scientific-

intellectual potential presupposes the presence and development of its value basis. 

Knowledge is the most important resource for the quality of life and success, and 

the use of value-sense complexes is an extremely effective direction for ensuring 

the necessary vector of changes in the entire range of possibilities of organization 

and management. Productive at the level of both a simple labour process and its 

natural-material, socio-economic and socio-ideal forms of production activity 

becomes in accordance with the presence in its result of a mutually resonant 

combination of value-sense certainties, the ratio of elements of the production of 

social wealth. Spiritual, mental, and intellectual tension, their emotional and rational 

measurement are elements of the development of a person and the whole society, to 

which they are assigned. If cognitive abilities are one of the most important factors 

of the new era, then organizational-managerial activities are an important direction 

of its use, the transformation of intellectual potential into real intellectual capital. In 

addition, the nature of land, capital and technology management is determined, but 

the awareness of the individual as a carrier of creative inclinations and abilities sets 

new requirements that differs from the previous “economy on variable capital”. In 

particular, the ability to attract, organize, provide and motivate personnel with 
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knowledge, potential and skills for their application comes to the forefront of 

competitiveness. Spiritual production, to an even greater extent than material 

production, involves the development of self-activity, the development of 

differences between people in creative potential and abilities. Stimulating the use of 

personnel abilities requires increased humanization of socio-economic relations as 

a direction of intellectualization of reproduction. 

Fundamental transformations have a global historical character. Regardless of 

the state of regional economies and the course of any individual state, all regions are 

drawn into emerging trends (albeit with different aspects dominating). Thus, 

ultimate competitiveness and sovereignty depend, among other things, on an 

understanding of and ability to operate with general patterns, specific conditions, 

and concrete goals [50-63]. Accordingly, a new regionalism of post-globality is 

being shaped by both the inherent patterns of regional transformation and the 

characteristics of the new social, technical-technological environment. In particular, 

the emerging post-globalism – comprehensive regionalization (primarily based on 

the fundamental value-sense complexes of cultural-civilizational worlds) with 

regular exchanges of material and spiritual goods on a global scale – is being 

embodied in a new strategic reality. The potential for regional sustainability and 

development, when participating in post-global integration processes at a high level 

and quality, is largely ensured by the diversity of life models and the combination 

of the development of new ways of life with the cultivation of innovative forms of 

fundamental value-sense complexes. Furthermore, the regions themselves act as 

shock absorbers and balancers for diverse state entities. While the past encouraged 

the optimization of development through the unification of life models, the diversity 

of post-globalism's characteristics is oriented toward fundamentally different 

approaches. The competition between cultural-civilizational worlds is a contest of 

models: the more unique a model, the easier and more comprehensive it is to account 

for the specifics of one's own conditions, environment, value-sense complexes, and 

mental matrices, enhancing competitive advantages and reducing fatal risks. 

Changes occur not only in concrete social institutions but also in the complex 

models of life, relationships, and structures. 
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