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The article is devoted to the study of the information society formation in the Russian Federation. The
relevance of the topic is due to the fact that in our country the transformation of social reality has been observed
throughout all historical development. At first, the transformation took place in line with socialist and communist
ideologies, as opposed to global capitalism. Then, since 1991, its transformation had been taking place on the
basis of the ultraliberal paradigm of Adam Smith. The sources and mechanisms of modern sociocultural
changes are processes accompanying the intense trends of digital globalization, the digital transformation of
social institutions, digital society, the primacy of a single global information space and digital technologies. The
formation of the information society is presented as a point of bifurcation, which was preceded by transfor-
mations in the axiosphere of the Russian civilization. The synergistic approach to the analysis of the essence
of the phenomenon of the reality of the information society is proposed. The purpose of the study is to analyze
trends and prospects for the development of the information society as "social bifurcation.” The author's atten-
tion is focused on scenarios of the evolution of information reality in the Russian Federation. Attention is drawn
to the fact that the most acceptable development option is the globalization of our country, which allows us to
ensure independence and national exclusivity through the national digital sovereignty and an appeal to the
traditional Russian values.
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[C.C. 3y6apeea UHdopmaumoHHoe o6wecTBo B Poccuitckon ®@epepaummn: TEHOEHUUN N NepCneKkTUBbI
pa3BuTUS]

CTtaTtbsl NocBsiLeHa uccnegoBaH1o CTaHOBIEHUS nHopmMaumoHHoro obuwecTtsa B Poccuiickon depe-
paummn. AKTyanbHOCTb TEMbI OOYCIOBIEHa TEM, YTO B Hallel cTpaHe npeobpa3oBaHne coumanbHON pearbHO-
CTK Habnganock Ha NPOTSXKEHME BCEro UCTOPUYECKOro pa3suTusi. Cnepsa TpaHcopmauusi npomcxoguna B
pycre coumanucTn4eckon n KOMMyHUCTUYECKON MAOEONOMNiA, B MPOTUBOBEC rnobanbHOMy kanuTanusmy. 3a-
TeM, ¢ 1991 roga, eé npeobpa3oBaHMe MPOUCXOAUNO HA OCHOBe ynbTpanubepansHor napagurmel Agama
CmuTta. NcToYHMKaMM U MexaHU3mMamMm COBPEMEHHbLIX COLIMOKYTMbTYPHbIX U3MEHEHUI BbICTYNaKT NPOLECCHI,
COMyTCTBYIOLLME NHTEHCUMBHBIM TEHAEHUMAM LncpoBon rmobanmsaumm — umdpoBomn TpaHcopmMaLmm coum-
anbHbIX MHCTUTYTOB, LIMPOBOro coLnyma, npumare eanHoro rnobansHoro MHPOPMaLMOHHOrO NPOCTPaHCTBa
1 uMdpoBbIX TexHonorun. NpeacraBneHo cTaHoBNEHE MHPOPMALIMOHHOIO obLecTBa Kak Touku brudypka-
LMK, KOTOPOWM NpeaLecTBoBany TpaHcopMauumn B akcnocgepe poccMmnckon umsmnmnsauun. NpeanoxeH cu-
HepreTMYecKMn Noaxod K aHanuay CyLHOCTM PeHOMeHa pearibHOCTM MHpopMaunoHHoro obuectea. Llenbio
nccrnenoBaHust ABMSETCS aHanua TeHAEHUUA U NePCNEKTUB Pas3BUTMA MHOPMALIMOHHOIO obLecTBa Kak «Co-
unanbHon budypkaummny. BHMMaHme aBTopa cocpeoTOHEHO Ha CLIEHAPUAX 3BOMOLUN MHOPMAaLIMOHHOW pe-
anbHocTu B Poccuiickon ®depepaumm. Obpalyaetcs BHUMaHWe Ha TO, YTO Hanbonee npvemrnembli BapuaHT
pa3BuUTMA — rmobanunsaumns Hawen cTpaHbl, No3BongLas obecnevymTb CamoCTOATENBHOCTb U HALMOHANMbHYHO
NCKMIOYNTENBHOCTb Yepes3 HaLMoHanbHbIN LMGPOBON CyBepeHnTeT u obpalleHre K TpagnumMOoHHbIM pOCCUi-
CKUM LLEHHOCTSAM.

KnioyeBble croa: MHOPMaLMOHHasa pearnbHOCTb, LndpoBoe nokoneHwe, MHPopMaunoHHoe obLe-
CTBO, rmobanusauus, coumansHasa budypkauus.
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The 21st century is a century of radical transformation of civilizational development.
Modern civilization is in an unstable and crisis state followed by fundamental qualitative
systemic changes. Perhaps this was due to the enormous influence that man-made civiliza-
tion had on local societies seeking to achieve the level of development of Western countries
by adopting innovations in the process of modernization. The consequences of the rapid
technogenic type of civilizational development together led to the emergence of environ-
mental and anthropological crises, interpreted by the author as the first stage of the phase
transition, when bifurcation points and alternative development scenarios are indicated.

Our country has repeatedly experienced historical social bifurcations: the collapse of
the Russian Empire in 1917, and the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991. Currently, the
Russian Federation, in line with digital globalization, is undergoing a new social bifurcation,
that is the construction of information reality. Information reality expresses the semantic con-
tent of the information society, which is a new type of the social system. It permeates all
spheres of social life, becomes their integral part, a property that unites them and a quality
that gives them an exceptional position in history. There is a direct relationship between the
information society and the sociality formed by human activities in the unity of the compo-
nents of information reality. The sociocultural space was filled with new values and mean-
ings, as well as educational, professional and creative opportunities, in which the network
principles of communication and personalization acquired fundamental importance. The
change of traditional dominants in the axiosphere of society and personality during the for-
mation of information reality became the most powerful fluctuation that influenced the Rus-
sian society. Random fluctuations at the time of the transformation of the Russian civilization
formed attractors, which are, on the one hand, science, education and technology, and on
the other, the intensity of information exchange, which at the time of convergence with so-
ciety and culture determined the direction of the development of modern society.

The future of the Russian civilization in the context of the digital age: expert
opinions

There are many futurological ideas of foreign and domestic scientists about the future
of the Russian civilization in the context of the digital age.

The transformation of the concepts of "nature” as a biosphere, into which human soci-
ety is included as a special subsystem, "power" as control over an object, a type of scientific
rationality, postnonclassical, oriented towards the development of complex developing hu-
man-sized systems, is considered by V.S. Styopin as indicators of the transformation of the
values of man-made society [5, p. 8].

According to Z. Bzezinski, Russia may become a part of Europe due to the completion
of 70 years of isolation. According to R. Pipes, "Russia has a predominantly eastern past,
but its future should be European” [4, p. 87]. A. Kachins says that the future of our country
depends on two main factors: internal, that are the rate of export of gas and petroleum prod-
ucts, the level and quality of demographic indicators; external, that is the Russian political
system. Taking these factors into account, he implies a relatively stable development of
Russia in the long term. Professor of the Center for Strategic and International Studies in
Washington J. Kolomer, in turn, believes that in the global world today there are both large
"empires" and small "self-governing communities” [7, p. 38]. In such a scenario of the world
development, he sees that Russia, through the tendency to create "self-governing small
communities," will strive to be included in democratic empires.

Modern scientists, especially political scientists (E.A. Pain, S.Yu. Fedyunin), reflecting
on the future of our country, proceed from the fact that the policy of multiculturalism, popular
at the end of the 20" century, is no longer relevant; they emphasize the need to replace it
with a model of political governance that combines the advantages of multiculturalism, which
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demonstrates its effectiveness in maintaining cultural diversity, and the need for social con-
solidation. The most successful and promising project is the policy of interculturalism, illus-
trating its effectiveness, but requiring further development in the practice of regulating inter-
cultural relations at the national level [3, p. 127].

As we can see, despite the pluralism of opinions on this issue, the alleged scenarios
have common features: positive social evolution is possible with indestructible political will;
confidence in their choice and intellectual superiority. Thus, the future of the Russian society
is considered according to several options for social development, determined at the mo-
ment of the highest point of the crisis and due to quantitative and qualitative factors, inde-
pendent choice and potential capabilities of subsystems.

Scenarios of going through bifurcation in the Russian Federation

In our study, when considering social evolution in Russia, we highlight three possible
trajectories of the Russian social development:

The first scenario is relative stagnation at this stage with a stable development of so-
ciety. Extrapolating the conclusions of our study on the short-term perspective of the cultural
development of our country until 2035, we come to the following conclusion: with such a
development vector, that is, influenced by the trends of digital globalization, the Russian
society will strive to reduce the lag in the field of high technology from developed countries
through the comprehensive development of digital technologies and extensive introduction
into existing social reality. However, we note that the information society is a product of
Western European civilization, and according to Y.M. Lotman, the tradition that came as a
result of the dialogue of cultures cannot be assimilated in another culture since it is outside
the language. Such situation will be observed until there is a meta-language that can reflect
its axiological interpretation. The sociocultural space will be determined by the combination
of those values and orientations that arose as a result of cultural diffusion. In this regard,
the value gap between civilizations is growing and the crisis of the axiosphere of the Russian
society is intensifying in a situation where the system has crossed the point of bifurcation,
but is not developing in accordance with global trends. Due to socio-demographic factors,
low digital literacy and limited technical capabilities that slow down technological and eco-
nomic development, there will be economic stagnation at least until 2035, with a favorable
economic conjuncture, and again the moment when the virtual environment becomes a full-
fledged sphere of social life for Russians will be indefinitely postponed. Scientists consider
the spiritual state of the modern Russian society as risky, which needs to ensure spiritual
security on the part of the state, the individual and the society with the support of civil society
institutions, the family and education. The protection of national interests in the spiritual
sphere, including through the formation of a new ideology based on unified generations
spiritual for all modern, will eliminate internal and external threats. In the future, Russia will
abstract from globalization processes, and as an alternative, the new project of a socio-
economic structure will arise, characterized by a humanistic, ecological and ethical orienta-
tion.

The second scenario is glocalization, regionalization of the Russian society and an
attempt to maintain this local structure. In the course of this scenario, there will be an inten-
sive provision of national digital sovereignty and an appeal to traditional Russian values that
are a factor in national security in the era of globalization. Due to glocalization, Russia's
national characteristics will enter the global world, which will ensure its development simul-
taneously at the global and regional levels. The specificity of glocalization is determined by
its characteristic features: multilevel, momentariness, reversibility of information and energy
connections from the particular individual to the global level. The glocalization of Russia as
an independent holistic state contributes to its economic, social and cultural development.



ISSN 2414-1143
Hayunsbiit anemanax ctpas [Ipuuepnomopsst. 2021. Tom 28. Ne 4

On the one hand, Russia, of course, is a country belonging to European civilization.
On the other hand, the historical commonality of the fate of the Slavic and Turkic peoples
led to the formation of the national origins of the Russians in the Slavic-Turkic component
of Eurasianism. This in its own way influenced the psychological, mental, cultural character-
istics of the whole nation. Russia is a part of European civilization, open to the dialogue with
its other branches, but, at present, political scientists and representatives of scientific elites
speak more about the political nature of borders than about cultural ones between Russia
and the European Union, noting that the existing differences are due to the perception of
reality and the future of the global world [1, p.137]. Nevertheless, in the future, more produc-
tive dialogue between Russia and the European Union, in our opinion, is possible precisely
in the context of the development and formation of information reality. Russia is the spiritual
center of mankind, the junction of the East and the West. Moreover, the pace of growth and
the impact of digital globalization on the Russian civilization represent a relatively stable
system and open up new opportunities for development.

The third scenario is the formation of information reality as a new sphere of social
being. In the context of digital globalization and the formation of the information society, the
transformation of the existing social reality is natural. The social reality formed in the digital
age is the basis of modern society, and digital technologies are an integral part of all social
processes without exception. The social project of modernization of Russia is considered as
leading the country to a new technological cycle, the development of industrial industries
and, ultimately, the society of knowledge. With this version of social evolution, the deper-
sonalization of the Russian civilization will occur due to the influence of digital globalization.
Deep penetration and rooting of Western European cultural values in the Russian society
will begin due to cultural diffusion. Contemporaries will witness a cultural socio-technological
transformation in the Russian society, the digital environment will develop to the level when
a person becomes its structural element, a unit for storing information and knowledge. The
consciousness and behaviour of a person of the 215 century will become the object of ma-
nipulative influence and external management as far as the developed values allow, the
values determined by the focus of the individual on creativity, development and self-improve-
ment and behavioural standards necessary to ensure the sustainability of the new socio-
cultural space. The negative social and moral consequences of information reality will also
manifest themselves in the new totalitarianism of both authoritarian governments and trans-
continental corporations, due to the formation of a big data system that allows systematic
control over the actions of social actors.

Trends and prospects of information reality development

The basis of the new stage of social development is digital communication technolo-
gies, thanks to which it functions and is transformed into a single socio-cultural space con-
taining innovative economic, social, political and spiritual relations. Acculturation and social-
ization in these conditions have formed a certain worldview and attitude to the artificial intel-
lectual systems and the information they create, most often cyberphobia among older gen-
erations, and trust among young people. The observed situation can provoke social stratifi-
cation on the basis of involvement/non-involvement in new technologies, as well as the pos-
sibility of using them in public life. The nature of the labour market will change significantly.
According to experts, new popular professions that meet new challenges will arise: robotics
engineers, genetic engineering specialists, programmers, developers of virtual reality inter-
faces and many others related to the introduction of artificial intelligence. In the future, ro-
botic systems can create their own community by establishing communication with each
other through wireless technologies. In this vein, many modern philosophers reflect on the
future of mankind, for example, according to A. Nazaretian, the significant part of states and



ISSN 2414-1143
Hayunsbiit anemanax ctpas [Ipuuepnomopsst. 2021. Tom 28. Ne 4

civilizations "undermined the natural and organizational basis of their existence themselves"
[2, p. 187].

Even more questions are raised by the intellectual development of a person in the light
of the problem of "rent of knowledge." On the one hand, the American futurologist and in-
ventor Ray Kurzweil says that artificial intelligence will make a person even more perfect
intellectually [8, p. 287]. On the other hand, this is considered as the intellectual degradation
of society, which constitutes the existential problem of the future, along with technological,
economic and socio-political threats. Note also that concern about the development of arti-
ficial intelligence and the upcoming "singularity” in planetary development due to its speed
and unpredictability of development, as well as the actual inability to control it, according to
scientists, carries a threat to humanity. In the digital society, this exacerbates the problems
of socialization and acculturation in the digital educational space of modern youth, the trans-
formation of the needs and behaviour of young people, professional self-determination in
the conditions of the transforming economy. Note that these threats are determined by the
uncontrolled development of artificial intelligence, the systemic crisis of the modern model
of the economy, government management based on Big Data. Nevertheless, researchers
see the positive impact of modern trends in the fact that digitalization of society on a global
scale contributes to the development of intercultural communications between various social
actors, economic growth and real-time development.

If this scenario is implemented, Russia can be transformed either into a world cultural
province or into a full member of the world community, which depends on the development
of its digital social reality.

As we see, the scenarios of the future of Russia are fundamentally different in nature.
According to V.S. Stepin, any of the possible scenarios arising at the points of bifurcation
can be implemented [5, p. 8]. The most acceptable development option for us is the glocal-
ization of Russia, which allows us to ensure the independence and national exclusivity of
the country through the national digital sovereignty and the appeal to traditional Russian
values. However, the most likely, in our opinion, is the construction of information reality. It
is more consistent with the current trends in the Russian society in which the axiosphere of
society and social actors are changing. Despite the trajectory of social development, the
"Russian State-civilization," demonstrating the priority of moral dominance, the system of
universal moral values that are as fully consistent with the interests of survival and salvation
of all mankind, can make a special contribution to the future, offering the world a path of
universalism different from globalization.
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