12

Science Almanac of Black Sea Region Countries. 2026;12(2):12—17. eISSN 2414-1143

SOCIAL AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

UDC 304.5 Original Theoretical Research
https://doi.org/10.23947/2414-1143-2026-12-2-12-17

The Practice of Socio-Political Modernization
in the Western Civilizational Sphere: Globalization,
Models, and Stages of Modernity

Oleg Yu. Kerimov
Platov South-Russian State Polytechnic University, Novocherkassk, Rostov region, Russian Federation
D4 ug-igrushka@rambler.ru

Abstract

Introduction. This paper examines the issue of socio-political modernization in the Western civilizational sphere in the
context of globalization. The relevance of this study stems from the crisis of universalist models of Western modernity,
the reevaluation of linear-progressive interpretations of historical development, and the need for a philosophical
understanding of modernization practices in a multi-structured global world. The aim of the article is to examine and
represent the practice of the West’s socio-political modernization in correlation with globalization processes, models,
and stages of modern development. Within the framework of this objective, the study addresses the analysis of the global
context of modernization, historical examples and analogies of the modernization of states and societies, as well as the
characteristics of theoretical modeling in the social sciences and humanities.

Materials and Methods. The methodological framework of this study is based on retrospective and comparative analysis,
philosophical hermeneutics, and ideal-typical modeling methods.

Results. This study identifies the specific characteristics of the global context of modernization and analyzes the typology
and waves of globalization, as well as their upward and downward trends, in relation to various “paths” of modernity. It
is shown that globalization processes have a significant impact on the forms and models of sociopolitical modernization,
as well as on the nature of philosophical interpretations of modernity.

Discussion and Conclusion. 1t is concluded that globalization functions not only as a process of integration and
standardization of social practices, economies, and models of political governance, but also as a means of spreading
Western liberal-capitalist modernity. The methodological significance of analyzing modernization practices and the
limitations of universalist concepts of progress in the context of contemporary global development are substantiated.
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MOJIEpHA, TIEPECMOTPOM JIMHEHHO-IIPOTPECCUCTCKUX HHTEPIIPETALINI HCTOPHISCKOTO PA3BUTHS U HEOOXOANMOCTBIO (PUITO-
CO()CKOTO OCMBICIICHHSI IPAKTHK MOICPHHU3ALKH B YCIOBHSIX MHOTOYKIIAJHOTO [06abHOro Mupa. LIensto cratbu sSBisieTcst
HCCIIEJIOBAaHUE M PEMPE3CHTAINS IPAKTUKH COLUATBHO-IIOTUTUYECKOH MOJCPHU3aMHU 3amajia B KOPPEISILUK ¢ m100aiu-
3alIMOHHBIMHU MPOLIECCAMHU, MOJCIISIMU U dTallaMd Pa3BHTHS MOJACpHA. B paMKax MOCTaBICHHON LIENH PELIAIOTCS 3a1auH
aHanmM3a m100aJbHOT0 KOHTEKCTa MOJCPHH3AINH, NCTOPHYESCKHX MPHUMEPOB W AHAJIOTHH MOJCPHU3AIHMOHHOTO PAa3BHTHS
TOCYAapCTB U OOLIECTB, a TAKKE 0COOCHHOCTEH TEOPETUUESCKOIO MOJCIHPOBAHIS B COLMAIBHO-TyMaHUTAPHBIX HayKax.
Mamepuanvt u memodst. MeTOI0IOTHYECKYO OCHOBY HCCIICAOBAHHUS COCTABILIIOT PETPOCIICKTHBHBIN U KOMITAPATHBHBII
aHanmm3, GrIocodckas FepPMEHEBTHKA U METOIbI HICAIBHO-THITHIECKOTO MOICITHPOBAHHSL.

Pesynomamot uccnedosanus. B xone uccieoBaHus BBISBICHA CIIENU(UKA [TOOATBHOTO KOHTEKCTa MOACPHU3ALMH, [IPO-
QHANM3UPOBAHBI THIIOJNIOTHS U BOJHBI TNIOOANN3AINH, UX BOCXOMAIINE U HUCXOMSIIME TPEHIbl B KOPPEISILIUK C pa3ind-
HBIMH «IyTSIMA» MojiepHa. [Toka3aHo, 4To MpOIecChl IIO0ATM3al[Mi OKA3bIBAIOT CYIIECTBEHHOE BIHMSHHUE HA (OPMBI H
MOJIEIH COIHATBHO-TIOUTHIECKOH MOJICPHU3AIINH, a TAKKe Ha Xapakrep GuIocohCKUX HHTEPIPETAIINA MOJIEPHA.
Odbcyacoenue u 3axnrouenue. Cienan BBIBOJ, YTO TI0OAMM3alis BBICTYIIACT HE TOJBKO KAaK MPOIECC MHTErPAUH U
YHH(DHUKALUK COLUETAIbHBIX MPAKTHK, SKOHOMHK W MOJEJNCH IOIUTUYECKOTO YIPABICHHS, HO U KaK (hopMa pacrpo-
CTpPaHEHHs 3allaJHOro JHOepanbHO-KAMUTATHCTHISCKOro MoaepHa. OG0CHOBaHA METONONOrHYeCcKass 3HAYUMOCTh aHa-
N33 PAKTHK MOJCPHU3ALNH 1 OTPAHHYCHHOCTh YHUBEPCATIUCTCKUX KOHIICIILUI porpecca B YCIOBHAX COBPEMEHHOTO
[100aTbHOTO Pa3BHUTHSL.

KrodeBble ci10Ba: MOIEpHI3aIMOHHbBIE MOJIENN, MOAEPHU3AIIMOHHBIN JUCKYPC, Pa3BUTHE, IIPOTPECC, IIodaIn3anus

Jast murupoBanus. Kepumor O.10. [IpakTrka conuanbHO-MOTUTHYCCKON MOICPHHU3AINH 3aI1aIHOTO [IMBUIH3AIIMOHHO-
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Introduction. Against the backdrop of accelerating globalization, the issue of socio-political modernization has taken
on particular relevance, as traditional interpretations of modernity — shaped by Western-centric concepts of progress — are
encountering growing theoretical and practical contradictions. The current stage of global development is characterized
by a crisis of universalist models of modernization, which for a long time were regarded as normative and applicable to
various historical and cultural contexts. This necessitates a philosophical understanding of modernization not only as a
theoretical construct but also as a set of historically realized socio-political practices.

The central issue of this study is that, in socio-political philosophy, modernity is often interpreted in isolation from
the global context and the actual historical forms of its practical implementation, leading to the absolutization of certain
models and the underestimation of alternative paths of development. In the context of the formation of a multi-structured
global world-system, an analysis of the correlation between globalization processes and various models of modernization
becomes methodologically significant. In this regard, the Western civilizational sphere requires special attention both as
the source of dominant concepts of modernity and as the space for their historical testing.

The aim of this article is to examine and describe the practice of sociopolitical modernization in the Western civilizational
sphere in relation to globalization processes, as well as to the models and stages of modern development. To achieve this
goal, a number of research tasks are to be addressed. These include an analysis of the specific nature of the global context
of modernization and its impact on the transformation of the socio-political structures of states and societies. Of significant
importance is the examination of historical examples and analogies of modernization, which allow for the identification of
both universal and contextually determined features of modernity. A separate task is the study of the practical implementation
of various models of modernization and their philosophical interpretation. Furthermore, this article aims to analyze the
theoretical and methodological foundations for modeling modernization processes in the social sciences and humanities.
The achievement of these goals and objectives is aimed at clarifying the methodological boundaries and heuristic potential
of the philosophical analysis of modernity in the context of contemporary global development.

Materials and Methods. The methodological framework of this study is based on retrospective and comparative
analysis, philosophical hermeneutics, and ideal-typical modeling methods, which allow us to view modernity as a
historically conditioned and theoretically constructed form of social development [1, p. 345; 2; 3, p. 84; 4-6].

Results. It should be noted that, in relation to the study of modernization models of development, the process of
globalization is not merely a reflection of the integration and standardization of social practices, economies, and models of
political governance on a global scale; rather, according to many scholars, it represents the development of these processes
along the lines of the Western model of modernity. Globalization, therefore, constitutes a process of transformation and
restructuring of societies, which may be incremental or revolutionary in nature.

Chronologically, this process is primarily marked by the beginning of the Age of Discovery, the Modern Era,
industrialization, and so on, as it concerns the emergence of the modern Western chronotope of modernization and its
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global impact on the world-system. For example, I. Wallerstein explains the process of modernization and globalization
through the spread of the influence of the Western capitalist economy to other countries and the creation of a “center-
periphery” system [7], the origins of which can be traced back to the mid-15th to early 16th centuries. R. Robertson [8]
agrees with Wallerstein, also considering the 15th century to be the beginning of the five stages of globalization.

E. Giddens [9] and W. Robinson [10] consider globalization to be a specific contemporary phenomenon linked to the
scientific and technological revolution, the development of information technology and communications on a global scale,
the transition at the end of the 20th century to new economic systems, and capitalism in its imperialist phase and beyond.

G. Therborn [11, 12] identifies as the primary marker of globalization the intensity of the process of diffusion not only
of technologies but also of religions, socio-political models, etc., which cross continental borders and acquire universal
global significance in the organization of states and societies. In this interpretation, globalization chronologically begins
well before the 15th century (in the 4th—8th centuries CE). At the same time, globalization acquired a truly global scale
in connection with the European conquest of the Americas, which became a source of wealth for the colonial powers and
predetermined their global dominance not only in the economy but also in politics, culture, science, and so on.

For our study, it is important to highlight the correlation between the essence of globalization as a transcontinental,
interstate integration and unification, and the essence of Western modernity, which in this interpretation is equated by
Western scholars with the processes of progressive societal development based on the principles of Eurocentrism, with its
inherent attitudes and models of economy, culture, art, socio-political organization, etc.

G. Therborn, in identifying the stages and waves of globalization, points to the corresponding “paths of modernity” [12]:

— “Organic modernization,” initiated by the French Revolution of 1789, which marked the beginning and laid the
groundwork for the triumph of modernity in Europe.

— The path of the New World, pioneered by American settlers. In many ways, this was a process of spreading
Eurocentric values and models across the American continent.

— “The third path to modernity is the path of colonial trauma: identification with the aggressor or rebellion against
him” [12].

— The fourth path: reactive modernization. “Under this path — reactive modernization — modernity was introduced by
a segment of the domestic elite that perceived a strong external threat to its territory, and was imposed from above on a
population that continued to adhere to traditional values” [12].

— The fifth path is hybrid, as it focuses on a combination of various development options and models of modernity, a
path that has been tested, for example, by China.

If we attempt to identify certain phases or stages in the evolution of modernity as a practice of historical development,
the following stages can be identified:

— Classical capitalism, classical Western modernity, based on the wealth that England, France, Portugal, Italy, and
Spain plundered during the colonial era in the course of the Great and Little “Conquests”: an era characterized by the
imposition of “progress” upon the “barbarians” whom they “civilized,” while extracting resources from the colonies that
brought the metropolises profits unprecedented in history. Classical “first” modernity, thus, was based on industrialization
in the economy, a linear-progressive approach in the social and political sciences, and the principles of Eurocentrism, with
their inherent justification of the superiority of the Western path of development, the market, institutions, and practices
of conquest, reshaping the world, and bringing ever-new territories under the control of capitalist powers. It is also
significant that in the West’s self-narratives, the practices of early modernity were presented as the historical embodiment
of concepts such as democracy, enlightenment, the market, justice, freedom, rationalization, and the emergence of the
individual as a purpose-rational being, etc.

We can agree that, in practice, “Western strategies in the context of the collapse of the colonial system increasingly
boil down to directly containing rising centers of power and halting their modern development” [13].

Late modernism, as a sociopolitical theory, faces the reality that technologies are spreading globally at a significantly
faster pace than the collective West originally developed and mastered them, and countries that were positioned during
the colonial era in economics and the social sciences as backward, pre-modern, barbaric, etc., are rapidly closing the
technical-technological and socio-economic gap with European powers that have already moved beyond the stage of
classical capitalism. Consequently, such criteria of progress in classical modernity as socio-economic superiority and the
level of technological development cease to be sufficient grounds for dividing societies into progressive and backward
ones, undermining the foundations of the West’s self-justification as the bearer of universal values on a global scale and
its expansionist colonial and neocolonial policies.

— The imperialist phase of Western capitalism and modernist concepts, followed by the global phase, confirm in
political terms that the capitalist world-system and the “center-periphery” model are undergoing a reevaluation, as
non-Western societies demonstrate significant progress in terms of urbanization, labor productivity, the welfare state,
sustainable growth, etc., while the capitalist West, on the contrary, is being shaken by crises and stagnation.
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In philosophy, the downward trend in the development of the West is substantiated, on the one hand, by Spengler’s
concept of the “decline of the West” [14], which diagnoses the death of the Faustian “soul of culture” and the transition
to a stage of dying civilization, and, on the other hand, by the philosophy of Marxism [15], which regards imperialism
as the final stage of capitalism’s development, inevitably and objectively followed by its destruction at the hands of the
proletariat, which is forming and developing as a political subject.

The events of World War II and the Soviet Union’s leading role in the victory over fascism effectively prevented
yet another Western-style redivision of the world, whose neocolonial policy had changed in terms of the methods and
technologies used to implement the idea of Western domination and superiority, but remained the same in substance:
destructive and expansionist toward everything that did not align with the interests of the imperialist Western elites and
the normative Western model of progress and development. The historical practice of the evolution of Western modern
societies and non-Western states, some of which followed the socialist path, has shown that the ideals of freedom, choice,
growth in socio-economic well-being, and a democratic political system have no real correlation with the ideas of Western
economic, political, and cultural domination.

Some scholars, drawing on Marxist theory and methodology, rightly identify the following stages in the development
of capitalism and modernity, based on its objective realities:

* The stage of initial capital accumulation.

* The stage of capital development and reproduction on its own terms, based on industrial production and the
corresponding political economy of labor and capital.

* The “decline” and self-negation phase of the capitalist system, which can be divided into the following sub-phases:
the expansion of capitalist markets and the globalization of the capitalist system of world restructuring; the self-restraint
of capitalism and the introduction of state regulation of markets; the scientific and technological revolution against the
backdrop of high growth rates in the service sector and the formation of a consumer society; the economic consequences
of the “Great Depression”; the crisis of “state regulation and social reform of capitalism” [16], which coincides with the
crisis of the world socialist system, “leading to the triumph of the global hegemony of capital (more commonly known as
neoliberal globalization).” The material basis of this process is the expansion of information technologies, which provide
an adequate foundation for the rapid growth of the sphere of transactions, financial speculation, and the like, leading to
the global financial and economic crisis” [16]. It is also important to note that global “casino capitalism” and “economic
imperialism” do not, however, abandon the glorification of Western modernity as the ideal of progressive development
for states and societies within the context of a unipolar world order.

It should be noted that the crisis of global capitalism and the Western modernity based on it, in addition to the factors
already mentioned, was accompanied by a massive environmental crisis, which also undermined the justification of
Western modernity as a progressive model of society. We can agree that “the theory of ecological modernization, which
emerged in the 1980s and is currently developing in Western academia within the socio-ecological tradition, plays a
significant role in the study of modernization theory. In the post-Soviet space, this theory is represented by the works of
O. Yanitsky and I. Kulyasov. One of the first to develop this theory was the Dutch sociologist A. Mol, who argues that this
theory aims to understand and interpret how modernist industrial society copes with the ecological crisis” [17].

Drawing on U. Beck’s theories of the risk society and reflexive modernization, as well as E. Giddens’ theory of late
modernity [18], the essence of the ecological aspect of modernization lies in highlighting the problematic dysfunctions
of interaction within the “human-nature” system, which, on a global scale, give rise to a crisis of social development and
global risks.

It should be noted that, on the one hand, the acceleration of socio-technical development and globalization generates
global environmental problems and risks, and, on the other hand, — the understanding of environmental problems and the
ecological paradigm of modernization also encompasses social and humanistic knowledge on a global scale, requiring
scientific-philosophical and socio-political reflection on a corresponding scale, as well as adequate political decisions by
state leaders to prevent an environmental catastrophe.

Discussion and Conclusion. Thus, from a doctrinal perspective, a comprehensive analysis reveals the following logic
and sequence, which encapsulates the stages of development of Western modernity:

— the “Age of Enlightenment” and the “first-generation” modernity it gave rise to. Its advantages, both practical and
ideological-cognitive, were demonstrated by the power of arms and the economy of expanded production during the first
industrial cycle (according to N. Kondratiev, this is Cycle I and part of Cycle II: 1815-1920).

—This marks the beginning of a new phase of modernization. From a doctrinal perspective, it involves the establishment
of a new understanding of the historical process, including its phase of modernization, based on Marxist and Weberian (as
an antithesis) methodologies, as well as the formation of non-classical premises for humanistic modernity. In political and
practical terms, this marked the first crisis of “‘colonial modernity,” the formation of the premises for the imperialist phase
of the economic platform of modernity, the onset of a global economic realignment and the “sliding” into World War I,
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and the beginning of socialist modernization as alter-modernization. Accordingly, the doctrinal basis of modernization
also changed, primarily in the form of a bifurcation. The trajectory of a different modernity was outlined — one that
combined elements of Western industrialism and non-Western traditionalism.

For many decades, this kind of bifurcation was viewed either as the first phase in the transformation of the capitalist
socio-economic formation or as a preparatory phase in the linear-progressive development of the technological
paradigm: a step on the path from industrialism to post-industrialism. In reality, however, the political-economic and
sociocultural developments in the second modernization cycle followed a synergistic scenario: a bifurcation into basic
and alternative trends of modernization — proliferation (“replication of initial models”) within the framework of the
“parent” modernization cluster and the cluster of “postcolonial and sovereign modernization.” With the formation of a
multi-structured global-social world-system.

In the West, a non-classical modernist paradigm (technoglobalism; cyberglobalism, ecoglobalism; NBJCS-globalism,
etc.) and a postmodernist paradigm evolving into the realm of postmodernism, metamodernism, and the like. However,
these explorations have not yet yielded significant breakthroughs and remain exploratory in nature, with a short — to
medium-term focus. Similarly, the long-standing research efforts of the “Club of Rome” researchers and experts, who
over 50 years have concluded that a new philosophical, methodological, and worldview platform is necessary to model
the dynamics of change in the modern global world [19].

The trend toward Westernization, which has dominated for over 200 years in various forms (pre-Marxist, Marxist,
liberal, etc.), has been sidelined and is now being reevaluated.

The most sought-after variant of the economic-technological version in its latest forms, beginning in the 2000s, was
based on an interdisciplinary innovation-technology platform (NBJCS technologies) and has taken on distinct project-
management forms of socio-technological strategizing and practical implementation.
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