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щих факторах: выгодная геополитическая и геогра-

фическая расположения, граничащий крупными га-

зодобывающими государствами (Россия, Казах-

стан, Иран, Туркменистан); наличие имеющихся 

нефте- газопроводов, необходимые транспортные 

инфраструктуры и возможности строительство но-

вых трубопроводов (альтернативных маршрутов), и 

возможности стать транзитным энергетическим 

мостом, между азиатскими и каспийскими регио-

нами и Европой.  
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Abstract 

Preliminary results of the scientific research into the interaction between human self-awareness and existing 

socio-economic relations in the face of scare resources, which can be used in various ways, are presented. An 

attempt has been made to present the process of institutional transformations in society as a result of the interaction 

between mind (individual, collective) and existing socio-economic relations. 

Аннотация 
Предварительные результаты исследования взаимодействия самосознания человека и существующих 

общественно-экономических отношений в условиях ограниченных ресурсов, которые могут иметь различ-

ное употребление. Предпринята попытка представить процесс институциональных преобразований в об-

ществе как результат взаимодействия сознания (индивидуального, коллективного) и существующих об-

щественно-экономических отношений.  
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The urgency of enhancement of socio-economic 

relations and individual and social identity, which, step 

by step, evolve in the field of objectively necessary eco-

nomic freedom, consistent with the fundamental goal 

of social and personal reproduction, can be compared 

with the saving light of a distant lighthouse inviting a 

loan traveller in the darkness of a rainy night, desperate 

in search of the right way to his “father’s house” in end-

less wanderings around the space and time of socio-

economic formations. 

It seems natural and logical to reveal from time to 

time the controversy or doubtfulness of some 

knowledge, which objectively confirms its transience. 

Whilst the truth is that an individual is endowed with 

the ability not only to cognize reality as such, but also 

to possess it to some extent. 

In this context, the content and nature of the syn-

ergies existing between individual, social identity and 

the totality of socio-economic relations as an integrated 

system of social and personal reproduction, is treated as 

the main goal of the research. Whereas the specific fea-

tures of the synergies between the critical components 

of the individual identity such as desires, will, reason 

and others, surrounded with the fluids of its spiritual 

and moral state, describe the actual “Ego” of the per-

sonality at the next stage of development and can be 

construed as the primary goal of the research. [1. P.67-

70] 

Non-traditional methods in the study of the cur-

rently dominant maximalist-egoistic approach to solv-

ing the fundamental problem of man and society, con-

sisting in the increasing need for satisfaction of con-

stantly growing and steadily increasing demands, 

discover new, previously inapproachable horizons of 

vision and improvement of historically formed (some-

times, spontaneous and insufficiently conscious) socio-

economic relations [2.V.1, book 1, 20-21]. Which are 

the still dominant economic-egoistic-capitalist rela-

tions, however gradually relinquishing their progres-

sive historical role to the era of socio-economic for-

mations and more and more contributing to the aggra-

vation of social, environmental, political, religious, 

national and other contradictions at all levels of the so-

cial structure. 

Following the results 15-year performance of the 

Millennium Development Center (UN MDGs), despite 

the efforts made by the UN MDGs and the achieve-

ments in the economic life of society, many global 

problems of human existence have survived and be-

come even more pressing [ 3. UN MDGs. 2016. No.1]. 

After all, “it’s not just about economic growth: its high 

rates provides no undertaking for respectable employ-

ment, social integration or equality,” as one of the lead-

ers noted [4. Guy Ryder No.1] when summarizing the 

performance of the UN MDGs over the past 15 years. 

As a result, the need for an in-depth study of the 

influence of the man has been realized, such as desires, 

will, and creations of the human mind on the develop-

ment not only of the existing reproductive relations sys-

tem, but first of all, the individual identity, tendencies 

and patterns of development in interaction with the ex-

isting system of economic egoistic-capitalist relations 

of the post-industrial capitalist society. 

The research data in the 2016 UN SDGs report on 

human development in the Russian Federation is quite 

eloquent. It indicates that for 10 of the 17 Sustainable 

Development Goals adopted by the UN for the imple-

mentation by 2030, the most important is the social pri-

ority with the highest status (the “main priority”) and 

for another 5 environmental goals, the next in im-

portance is the “complementary priority” [5. P.9]. 

A complete swing-round in social orientation of 

the reproductive process, i.e. its greening, which is the 

result of the interaction of identity (individual, social) 

and existing socio-economic relations, is a consistent 

evolutionary transition to a new social space. Moreo-

ver, the goal “To ensure the transition to sustainable 

patterns of consumption and production”, the only one 

among the 17 goals (UN SDGs), is acknowledged to 

have the highest priorities, viz. “main social priority”, 

“complementary economic priority” and “environmen-

tal priority”! 

Non-traditional methods, tools, procedures for 

studying the phenomenon of objective reality, that is, 

individual and social identity within the system of re-

productive relations become more and more topical in 

determining the characteristics of these rational pat-

terns of consumption and enhancing the institutional 

structure of production. 

Meanwhile, the modern mainstream of economic 

science providing equilibrium analysis of economic dy-

namics and its characteristic concept of universal laws 

describing the past, present and future, and the oppos-

ing economic concepts, models based not on the prin-

ciples of economic rationality or equilibrium, but on the 

principle of ontological uncertainty of the future be-

cause of lack of exhaustive information of the future 

and bringing to the fore emotions and intuition, or av-

erage mass behavior, cannot see the individual with his 

desires, will, reason, and therefore, cannot avoid the 

paradox of “tossing a baby out with the bath water”, 

when an economic agent – man – is deprived of his 

rightful place in the reproductive process, or Divine In-

heritance. The “Maestream” models, which provide for 

rational-selfish optimizers and neo-orthodoxy models 

with their uncertainty and unknowableness of the fu-

ture, In the concepts, the mystery of man origin is care-

fully avoided, its evolutionary purposefulness, devel-

opment of its spiritual, moral and intellectual potential, 

its evolutionary status - the dual nature of man, theoret-

ically deprive the man of the future.  

Meanwhile lies goes on, at the same time eco-

nomic practice is continuously improving, and individ-

ual research teams focus their efforts on enhancing the 

mechanism of economic management and identifying 
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opportunities for more effective use of human re-

sources. For example, the announced comprehensive 

strategy “Society 5.0”, developed by the Japanese gov-

ernment with the active participation of the Japan Busi-

ness Federation (Keidanren) is primarily aimed at the 

establishing of social conditions that let everyone feel 

comfortable, and take an active part in the life of soci-

ety.  

It is assumed that Society 5.0 will provide oppor-

tunities for fulfilling the potential of each person, and 

remove physical, administrative and social barriers to 

self-fulfillment and the development of technologies. 

According to the developers of the program, “This 

should lead to sustainable socio-economic growth” due 

to the technologies, which are not a thing in itself, but 

are designed to improve the quality of life of people. 

Indeed, the technologies used under the Society 

5.0 program are conceived “not only to make a profit,” 

but are reinterpreted (as the program emphasizes) in the 

context of benefits for society. However, the Industry 

4.0 strategy, although aimed at production and making 

profit, but also in the context of improving the quality 

of life of people, at creating more comfortable living 

conditions. 

Of particular note is that these both strategies treat 

the social efficiency of production i.e. “creating more 

comfortable living conditions for people” as just a con-

sequence of scientific and technological progress, not 

focusing on the development of any particular rational 

pattern of production or consumption. Although, in the 

development of scientific and technical progress, the 

Society 5.0 strategy seems to be more socially oriented, 

since as the authors of the concept state it, “technolog-

ical progress” should not be aimed at maximizing prof-

its, but should work for the good of society. Otherwise, 

this will lead to both economic and social degradation. 

It is no secret that the rapid concentration of income in 

the “portfolios” and in the bank accounts of the few, 

just as rapid impoverishment of the overwhelming ma-

jority of people both in the world and in this country, 

which, moreover, has lost its respectful positions in the 

global economy is a case in point. 

According to the policy makers, the implementa-

tion of the “people-first” Society 5.0 strategy is dis-

couraged by five “walls”, namely, “the wall of minis-

tries and departments; - legislative system; - technolo-

gies; - human resources; and the wall of rejection by the 

community.” It is argued, and we cannot but agree that 

“in order to move to the next stage in the development 

of society in any country, complete restructuring of 

these systems is necessary, in particular, overcoming 

the “wall” of rejection by the community. In other 

words, we should enlighten the minds, explain where 

the destination is, what benefits they will get from the 

changes,” that is, overcome this obstacle by bringing 

out the best in people. 

Well, the opportunities declared in the Society 5.0 

strategy for the fulfilling of the potential of each person 

and eliminating physical, administrative and social bar-

riers for self-fulfillment, or benevolent intentions, will 

not result from scientific and technological progress of 

their own accord. Like the creation of comfortable con-

ditions in society for everyone will not ensure active 

participation of each member in the life of society and 

for the good of society, since it cannot ensure the pur-

poseful improvement or employment of one’s latent 

skills or abilities for the benefit of society and individ-

ual. 

The human potential of everyone is unique, and 

additional information is needed to describe the capa-

bility of its employment in the context of the existing 

identity. A detailed study of the mechanism of human 

development within the framework of social sciences is 

necessary to overcome ignorance and determine possi-

ble ways of scientifically grounded and prudent use of 

the human potential. 

The above statements and ideas declared by the 

Society 5.0 strategy offer extraordinary opportunities 

for cyclical improvement of the existing socio-eco-

nomic relations due to scientific and technological pro-

gress and increasing the social efficiency of social pro-

duction, i.e. the innovative creation of fundamentally 

new relations of social reproduction. 

The success of the digital transformation and fur-

ther intellectualization of the community is determined 

by optimizing the conditions for the rise and evolution-

ary aspiration of human potential, and directly depends 

on how jointly and harmoniously business, government 

and social institutions will work to solve the socio-eco-

nomic problems facing the country. 

In connection with the above, we can make a 

working assumption that the intellectualization of hu-

man potential and the improvement of individual and 

social identity is a prerequisite not only for the im-

provement of social efficiency of social and personal 

reproduction, but also for the transformation of the ex-

isting socio-economic relations of modern post-indus-

trial capitalist society towards “economic freedom con-

sistent with the fundamental purpose of being.” [6. 

Church Doctrine. P.2. P.364-365] 

The era of socio-economic formations, approach-

ing its end, lacks the mechanism of automatic coordi-

nation of economic and other social values and the sus-

tainable meeting individual and social needs. 

Adorned with the ambitions tuning in to the spirit 

of the times and the achieved evolutionary stage, in the 

era of dominant and, in the opinion of K. Marx, deter-

mined (by whom?!) “economic social factors and rela-

tions” (our identity forms and sustains half-human ex-

istence, imposed by the tyrant and lord of the self-con-

sciousness of the majority, or, in other words, by our 

mental “mind”, or the inferior “Ego”. 

INDUSTRY 4.0, SOCIETY 5.0, and increasing 

economic viability without taking into account the most 

general objective laws of the human and social evolu-

tionary development, is nothing more than a particular 

case of social and personal reproduction in the era of 

socio-economic formations with their objective eco-

nomic, political, religious, and other social laws. [7. 

Church Doctrine. P. 1.P. 89,635] With the dominant 

economic-maximizing paradigm being the main regu-

lator and the most important criterion of the socio-eco-

nomic life of society, while satisfaction of needs is 

merely a means of implementation of the paradigm, one 

cannot rely on the success of the UN Sustainable De-

velopment Goals program, because it is incompatible, 
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untimely, and therefore, not relevant! Social changes 

are inevitable and reasonably required as improving hu-

man potential: the identity, will, reason, and the system 

of modern economic-egoistic-capitalist relations and, 

as a consequence, the existing institutional infrastruc-

ture of social reproduction. 

Transition to a completely different, i.e. supra-

economic, social state, with the other – not economic, 

but radically different and, above all, spiritual and 

moral factors and criteria for assessing social and eco-

nomic efficiency of social reproduction – having dom-

inant influence on the development of the individual 

and social development – is a historically and reasona-

bly required moment in the evolutionary cycle process 

of social and individual reproduction! The key to its 

successful implementation will be the transformation of 

social and business institutions, and, first of all, a fun-

damental rethinking and rerouting of the entire system 

of modern education, to be guided by the priority of the 

spiritual and moral potential of the individual and soci-

ety. 

Note that this transformation will take place only 

when the collective mind of the country’s governing 

body, inspired by the superior or Divine “Ego”, per-

ceives this desire and fosters the efforts to make it true, 

using the political will delegated to the government by 

people. 

It is time, when all is said and done, to challenge 

ANIMALITY! 
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