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Abstract

The article considered a critical appraisal of the modernization theory in its mono-paradigm frames and
offers a heterodox conceptual meaning of modernization. Obviously, the varieties of methodological ap-
proaches to that important theoretical topic would have to be much more comprehensive than con-
temporary interpretations of linear pattern mainstream theories propose. Rethinking the conceptual foun-
dations of the existing interpretation of the very concept is the model of adaptive modernization. Protect-
ing its own matrix core, the system carries out partial correction of specific parameters, in which there is a
lag, to increase their own vitality. Constructive changes are intra-systemic and occur within the existing
order, without destroying its foundations, main institutional structures, and preserve the generic socio-
cultural genotype Modernization, as reception of foreign cultural innovations (technical and technological)
with their appropriate adaptation to the endogenous conditions, is an adequate adaptive response of a so-
cial system to external risks or exogenous origin impact.

Keywords: modernization, European Modernity, exogenous impact, complex system, innovation adop-

tion.

Introduction

Modern civilization possesses significant op-
portunities and resources and, at the same time,
gives rise to many problems that require urgent
solutions. The interconnected and interdependent
nature of the modern world acts today as a con-
tradiction between the objective necessity and
the subjective unwillingness of various states,
peoples and regions to cooperate with each other
due to existing civilizational, ethnic and ideolog-
ical barriers. The actualization of constructive
intercultural dialogue and equal cooperation turn
researchers to the methodological arsenal of so-
cial theory, which is focused on the cognition of
complex and dynamic social processes.

Modern social reality is multivariate, and the
rate of its change is ahead of the rate of its study.
The creative search for effective solutions to
pressing problems generated by social and cul-
tural dynamics helps to avoid the rigidity of

thoughts in social theory that can take shape in
apologetics and dogmatism. And turning to the
ontology and epistemology of social develop-
ment in order to clarify the adequacy of the exist-
ing theoretical and cognitive approaches to the
current social reality is not sporadic but an oblig-
atory regular action. It is from this initial position
that it is proposed to approach the problem of
intercultural exchange, adoptions of innovations
and the social changes that they entail, as well to
test the compatibility of different approaches rel-
evant to the research topic.

Although globalization is an objective trend
in the newly established world order and reflects
the collectivist human essence, it cannot be in-
terpreted in the spirit of historical fatalism. This
trend is influenced by both specific national
characteristics, unique historical traditions, the
different economic structures of certain coun-
tries, and the entire international economic and
political situation. The new world order should
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not be equated with one model coming from the
West. The other versions of “multiple moderni-
ties” (Eisenstadt, 2000) can and should also take
an active part in the formation of a new world or-
der, and thus rid this order of its dangerous one-
dimensionality. However, the problem is broader
than the banal dichotomy of confrontation and
interaction between any world geographic clus-
ters, for example, “West-East”. To the fore in the
global project of unification comes the concept
of “modernization”, which has been established
in social theory since the middle of the twentieth
century and, in fact, determines the content of
most reform processes in the countries of the
modern world.

Modernization is not just a government-ini-
tiated reform technology or a specific program
of actions required to achieve certain practical
goals. Modernization is, first of all, a theory that
systematizes methodological approaches to
studying the patterns of development of trans-
forming societies. This theory is so important
and significant in social science that it served as
a dividing line between modernist and post-
modern styles of scientific thought. The princi-
pled position on modernization formed the basis
of various paradigms. Addressing the topic of
social change within the framework of social
theory inevitably puts the researcher in the di-
lemma of choosing his own position in relation
to modernization.

Since pluralism and methodological disa-
greements are immanent to the scientific com-
munity, the problems of local realizations of the
content of theoretical concepts as forms of objec-
tification of reality, the determination of condi-
tions and factors contributing to the emergence
of their various interpretations, the identification
of mechanisms to counteract these processes,
remain open for discussion.

Quite extensive criticism in the scientific lit-
erature since the 50s of last century by numer-
ous researchers of the classical theory of mod-
ernization as a tool for cognizing social reality

is well known and focuses on the heuristic na-
ture immanent problems of this theory (Lem-
pert, 2019). The contrasting “traditional” and
“modern” societies and the theoretical con-
structing of both categories as radially extreme
oppositions into a rigid dichotomy does not
seem entirely correct. Any innovation, interior-
izing into other cultural systems, under the ab-
sence of rejection, adapts to the local specifici-
ties and builds into the life system of society
and itself, consequently, becoming a tradition.
Also, if modernization is a process identical to
industrialization with concomitant changes of
an economic, political and social nature, then in
the scientific circulation there is the term “in-
dustrialization”. It seems illogical to duplicate it
with the term “modernization” in the West-
centric interpretation. Industrialization is indeed
a modernization process for a previously non-
industrialized country, but it is just one of the
many modernizations that took place in the life
of this particular society long before the onset
of the Modern era in Europe. The accelerated
transformations of societies based on technical
and technological (economic, military, state-
building, etc.) innovations of other cultures or
done under external influence, risks and pres-
sure have been observed throughout all world
history.

Subsequent modifications of the theory with-
in the framework of neo-modernism continue to
rely on ideologically biased theoretical postulates
that underlie the modernist paradigm. We adhere
to the position that the concept of “moderniza-
tion” definitely belongs to science but has an in-
terpretation and content that is different from
holistic disregard for the particular and unique-
ness of the phenomenon of European Modernity.
This article offers a heterodox approach to mod-
ernization theory that contrasts with the main
schools of socio-theoretical thought and trans-
cends the vast majority of the academic main-
stream.
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Methodology

The main sources of inspiration for such an
alternative concept are the varieties of numerous
forms of social life, a “multiplicity of moderni-
ty”, and awareness of the irreducibility of a di-
verse world to a single universal model of exist-
ence. The proposed theoretical slant in conceptu-
al meaning is not in a methodological vacuum.
The cultural sociology of J. Alexander has initi-
ated an intensive process of integration into soci-
ological theories not only of the impulses of cul-
tures (including the traditions of scientific tho-
ught) of Asia, Africa, Latin America, but also a
revision of the blissful picture of the world based
on “modernity” (Alexander, 2003). Such an ap-
proach also correlates with both anthropological
tradition (Boas, 1940) and a materialistic ap-
proach in culture research (Harris, 1979). More-
over, it associates with civilizational analysis pat-
terns (Arnason, 2010) and operates within the
framework of historical sociology (Subrt, 2017).
The research is carried out using the principle of
socio-historical determinism, which expresses
the universal interconnection and interdepend-
ence of social phenomena, and the idea of the
evolutionary nature of the social order of each
society, correlating with the Path Dependence
tradition with the incremental nature of social
change and the relative institutional stability of
societies. The methodology of linear patterns
(structural-functional analysis in the interpreta-
tion of the homeostasis of the system, preserving
its integrity) is combined with the civilizational
approach (the existence of an institutional ma-
trix, various value systems, variable cognitive-
behavioural stereotypes in different societies, as
well as an axiological determined choice of a
certain social action). Specific factual historical
material is used to verify hypotheses. The expla-
nation of the mechanism of modernization (the
process of introducing innovations) is carried out
within the framework of the theory of complex
systems (Rousseau, 2015) using the heuristic and
descriptive capabilities of the discourse of syner-

getic theory (regarding system fluctuations, its
behaviour at points of bifurcation and self-regu-
lation). Since the positive and negative feedback
is unique for each specific system, and the order
parameters have not yet been determined unam-
biguously, the use of the concept of civilization
matrices compensates for the limited possibilities
of synergetic in explanation long-term periods of
relative homeostasis. It clarifies the tendency of
the system to certain attractors at bifurcation
points. The logical and comparative-historical
methods are also applied.

Results

The synergetic approach presents society’s
cyclical and progressive development as a dis-
crete process, with alternating evolutionary and
bifurcation changes. The factors of self-regula-
tion, self-organization, and preventing the cata-
strophic consequences of entropic fluctuations
are stable social structures (trans historical insti-
tutional nuclei), which can be subject to discrete
changes, but retain their own functionality for a
long time. Value-rational ideas of public con-
sciousness are fixed in the civilizational matrix
of each particular society.

The socio-cultural component of a particular
society, acting as a set of institutional constants,
which finds expression in socio-cultural features
that become dominant at the points of bifurca-
tion, is the determining factor in the process of
social changes (modernization is one of the vari-
eties of such changes), initiating, catalyzing or
refusing the very fact of such changes. The so-
cio-cultural component sets the direction, specif-
ics, and, consequently, the variability of social
changes.

In the bifurcation period (under the influence
of external causal influences), the future of a par-
ticular society appears as an unstable configura-
tion of competing alternatives. The data of ma-
trix culture, imprinted in the minds of people at
the level of their genetic culture, are manifested
as cultural specific features inherent only to this
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society and which influence the vector of devel-
opment of society, determining the ways of using
borrowed fundamental discoveries, the level of
dissemination of innovative inputs, acceptance or
rejection of cultural innovations. The socio-
cultural constituent constant of a particular socie-
ty, being a system-forming component, strives to
preserve homeostasis, a state of the relative sta-
bility of the system. While maintaining its own
matrix core, the system carries out partial mod-
ernization, i.e. correction of certain parameters,
in which there is a lag, to increase their own vi-
tality. At the same time, constructive changes are
intra-systemic and occur within the existing or-
der without destroying its foundations, which
carry institutional structures. Relatively stable
constants preserve peoples and nations as inte-
gral social organisms that develop through grad-
ual qualitative transformations but at the same
time preserve the generic socio-cultural geno-
type. In this case, modernization acts as a reflec-
tion of the social system on exogenous impact as
a means of maintaining a homeostatic, relatively
stable state of the system.

Modernization is defined as the accelerated
mobilization development of society, carried out
through administrative action, through reception
with appropriate adaptation to the endogenous
conditions of foreign cultural innovations (tech-
nical and technological) of the novel nature,
which is an adequate response of a particular so-
cial system to external risks or exogenous origin
direct pressure. It is an adaptive property of the
system eliminating negative tendencies of an ex-
ternally causal nature, preserving the system it-
self as such, supporting its own evolutionary de-
velopment, ensuring the relative homeostasis
(state of controlled and controlled changes) of
the system in order to avoid risky development
scenarios with large amplitude of fluctuations.
Modernization is one of the most socially pain-
less ways to exit from crisis points, the most pro-
ductive method of overcoming the state of bifur-
cation, adequate reply for changing external en-
vironment.

Discussion

1. Change in complex social systems

In the proposed meaning of the concept of
modernization, it is the socio-historical phenom-
enon that is repeatedly recorded in the life of var-
ious societies throughout the history of human-
kind long before Western European societies
reach certain stages of their own development.
This phenomenon is irrelevant to the ontological-
ly conditioned phenomenon of Western Moder-
nity, as a special case in the history of heteroge-
neous planetary civilizations. It is constantly ob-
served in the world-historical process without
reference to the periodization of the evolutionary
development of European societies with their
epochs of Modernity, Postmodernity, Second
Modernity, etc. The denial of the significance of
European Modernity in world history and its
subsequent influence on other civilizations
through various forms of interaction, of course,
is absurd. However, European Modernity is nei-
ther the starting point of the only possible refer-
ence model of social development nor the first
pioneer of social transformation (Diamond,
2017). Moreover, before entering the Modern
era, Western European societies in their own de-
velopment actively adopted foreign cultural
achievements and innovations and were trans-
formed under the influence of other civilizations
(Frank, 1998).

The study of social management practices
within the framework of historical sociology,
which implements the fundamental methodolog-
ical position of sociology — comparability in the
temporal dimension, proves the possibility of
effective transformations of society to improve
the functioning of the existing social system.
Such transformations eliminate the risks of loss
of national identity and the transmutation of the
own population into ethnographic material for
other cultures and make reformed society more
viable and resistant against exogeniuos pre-
sure.Such constructive changes are intra-syste-
mic and occur within the existing social order
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without destroying its basic institutional struc-
tures.

The theory of complexity, proposed for the
analysis of dynamic and self-organizing systems
(Urry, 2005), is reasonably correlated with this
situation. The theory of complexity does not di-
vide systems into open and closed, linear and
nonlinear. It proceeds from the fact that each sys-
tem is simultaneously open and closed and linear
and nonlinear. Complexity theory rejects the di-
chotomy between stability and change. Agents of
a complex system operate in a specific environ-
ment, demonstrating their ability to adapt to
emerging circumstances.

The most significant contribution to the for-
mation of an adequate picture of the modern
world is the position of the theory of complexity,
which resolves the dilemma of universality and
uniqueness and explains the diversity of existing
societies by the irreversibility of choice made at
bifurcation points and the subsequent formation
of a special pattern of action and development of
the system. This thesis opens up wide research
prospects focusing on the social actions in histor-
ical anthropology and macro-sociological studies
of various societies (Pogosyan, 2018). Every ac-
tion after implementation is irreversible and has
corresponding consequences for shaping the fu-
ture. It is possible to assume the consolidation,
stereotyping of repeated typical action in the
mass or individual-personal consciousness, or, at
least, its definite impact on the sociocultural
component of the activity subject, which allows
identifying its specific characteristics, determine
relatively general inherent properties (Collier,
2010), and relatively facilitate forecasting of pos-
sible future actions, especially in cases of exter-
nal influence.

In the context of our research, the position of
the theory of complexity in relation to the behav-
iour of the system at bifurcation points can be
interpreted as the ability of the system to survive,
the presence of a certain level of modernization
potential in it. Being at the branching point under
the influence of external environmental changes,

a specific social system, as a reaction to exoge-
nous pressure, can, under certain conditions, real-
ize the option of balancing the force acting on it
by creating adequate counterforce by accepting
innovation (absorption from the environment)
which means the accelerated modernization that
eliminates the risks of such exogenous impact.

External (exogenous) impact occurs during
the “clash” or “dialogue” of civilizations: trade,
population migration, wars, travel, the develop-
ment of mass communications, etc., in the pro-
cess of which innovations are spread, including
their import into a certain society from the out-
side, which, in turn, serves as one of the most
important mechanisms of social change. Social
change is caused by innovations of the following
types: new technologies (military, economic,
managerial, scientific), cultural innovations (new
beliefs, values, ideological constructions) and
new forms of social structure. The content of
such social interactions can be presented as a
problem of innovations adaptations, the possibil-
ity of acceptance of innovations in local tradi-
tions, the volume of adoptions and the scale of
their distribution in a particular society. It is the
ability of societies to adopt technologies, prac-
tices, institutions, and cultural models that serve
as a prerequisite for accelerating social progress
and increasing their adaptive resources in adapt-
ing to new emerging social realities.

2. Modernization as a response to an exogenous
challenge

Specific historical studies of examples of de-
liberate, obvious and systematic processes of
copying and selective inclusion in local systems
of institutional practices and ideas borrowed
from abroad testify to the importance of influ-
ences, technology imports and institutional mod-
els in the national contexts of modernization pro-
cesses.

The stability of a social system can be defined
as the ability of the system to maintain and re-
produce its integrity under external influences,
mternal failures, and over time and remain self-
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identical when changing its forms. This presup-
poses, on the one hand, the ability to dampen
fluctuating changes arising under the influence of
minor factors, and on the other, to develop and
consolidate constructive solutions to problems
caused by the action of significant factors, with-
out destroying its own structure and without
denying its own principles of the device. For this
aspect of sustainability, first of all, the social or-
der is responsible since it is within its framework
that the interaction of subjects that constitutes the
system takes place.

The phenomenon of constant reorganization
provides living systems with flexibility, increases
their degree of freedom and expands the bounda-
ries of social creativity. Innovations in complex
systems provide for a certain disorganization,
relaxation of the compulsory necessity accompa-
nying the action of the principle of reorganiza-
tion. Innovations, or, in other words, fundamen-
tal discoveries, are a new combination of known
cultural elements or complexes, manifesting
themselves in the form of material, conceptual,
ideological or spiritual novelties.

According to the diffusion theory, any tech-
nological innovation occurs at a certain time and
in a certain place, subsequently spreading in
waves to other civilizations. The mechanism for
the implementation of modernization, in our opi-
nion, is as follows. A fundamental discovery
made in a country of pioneering (primary) mod-
ernization allows to expand the ecological niche
of its own ethnic group significantly, brings such
a country to the level of a hegemonic leader. In
the altered external environment, the rest of the
actor countries face the question of not just com-
petitiveness, but, first of all, the question of sur-
vival, the viability of the functioning system as
such. This implies the need to change the param-
eter of the system in the shortest possible time, in
which there is a lag in relation to the hegemonic
country, or, in other words, the need for cutch-up
(secondary) modernization. The latter, in a simi-
lar context, can be defined as accelerated, catch-
ing-up development carried out through adminis-

trative regulation, aimed at the rapid achieve-
ment of strategic results, organic correction of
parameters in which there is a lag, in order to
ensure the stability of the social system in the
face of the impact of exogenous factors.

European civilization, before becoming a
standard of development for other societies, in
the period of its own political formation, began
precisely with transformations according to the
Eastern model. The event that determined the
fate of Europe for many centuries and shaped the
appearance of the European Middle Ages was
the reform of Frankish majordomo Charles Mar-
tel.

In 710 A.D., the Arab invasion reached the
territory of Europe. In 725 A.D., in the battle of
Arles, the Frankish infantry militia, armed with
axes, was surrounded by Arab heavy cavalry and
defeated. Having plundered the Rhone valley,
the Arab army left. The military threat dictated
the need for the Franks to create their own
mounted troops hastily. The vassal warriors were
given villages with peasants so that they could
buy a horse and heavy weapons. This system of
keeping mounted warriors was taken from the
Arabs and was called “ikta” in the East and
“beneficiaries” in the West. Due to the lack of
free land due to previously distributed allods (he-
reditary landholdings), Karl Martell carried out a
partial secularization of church lands, creating a
land fund for the distribution of feuds. The bene-
ficiary system allowed Karl Martell to create a
powerful cavalry army. The cavalry, which re-
quired significant funds for service, became the
core of the Frankish army. In 732 A.D., the new
knightly army of Franks, in the battle of Poitiers,
defeated the Arabs and forced them to retreat
beyond the Pyrenees. The Arabs returned to
Spain and stopped advancing north of the Pyre-
nees. The Franks thus protected Europe from
Arab conquest. Moreover, having adopted the
“ikta” feudal system and knightly cavalry, the
Franks, having strengthened thanks to moderni-
zation, conquered all of continental Western Eu-
rope in campaigns of 725-734 A.D. (Fouracre,

187 WISDOM 3(19), 2021



Vardgues POGOSYAN

2013).

Karl Martell’s reform served as the basis for
the formation and development of feudal rela-
tions in Europe. The modernization carried out
by the Franks on the Arab model was of a mobi-
lization nature (accelerated pace due to the im-
pending military threat). The need for financial
support for modernization reforms and the redis-
tribution of land resources led to a conflict with
the church, which, as a large landowner, was par-
tially deprived of landholdings.

In this case, foreign cultural innovation recep-
tion was not just about adopting a new weapon, a
method of use, technologies for its production
and equipment. Essentially, this was a large-scale
social modernization. The modernization of
Frankish society, carried out by K. Martell, in-
cluded a change in the economic system and the
corresponding  institutional  transformations.
However, this modernization was partial. It was
not an utterly east-oriented model, that is, “east-
ernization”. Such kind modernization did not
become a broad acceptance of Islamic values and
the transformation of everyday life into an orien-
tal way. During the reforms, no action was taken
to change the Frankish identity. There was no
goal either to change the socio-cultural founda-
tions of Frankish society (religion, lifestyle, self-
identification, etc.) nor to become a part of the
Arab Caliphate. Such modernization had saved
Frankish society as an independent civilizational
unit from external threat, increased the efficiency
of this social system, allowing, after passing
through a destabilizing bifurcation state (due to
the military pressure of the Arabs), to return to a
state of relatively homeostatic stability in order
to preserve its own evolutionary development
while preserving its own civilizational matrix
and social integrity.

3. Common and unique in transformation

Any considered social system is in communi-
cation with the outside world, which significant-
ly affects the processes taking place in it. Com-
plex systems must not only strive to survive, but

they also have to adapt to environmental changes
and develop. They must obtain the ability to ho-
meostasis (resilience) in order to maintain stabil-
ity and exist. At the same time, any system as
homeostatic can exist only under certain condi-
tions that are within fairly narrow limits.

The following factors determine the stability
of the social system in this sense:

a) how adequate is the social order to the condi-
tions for the existence of a social system — if it
is not adequate, then the system will either
disintegrate or change;

b) how consistent are its components — if organ-
izations, institutions and functions contradict
each other at least in some part, the social sys-
tem uses its resources ineffectively, which
means it is weakened. If the coordination of
matrices is significantly violated, the repro-
duction of the social system turns to be im-
possible;

¢) how much the social order is reflected and
expressed in culture — this affects the aware-
ness of social subjects of the purpose and
meaning of order, and therefore, the desire to
adhere to and reproduce it.

In general, the problem is reduced to the co-
ordination of disparate components into an inte-
gral system, in which each element is adequate to
all the others and to the system as a whole, which
is a hierarchy of such elements. Such coordina-
tion necessarily requires conscious social activity
and political will as a response to the pressing
needs of modern moments in history. Thus, the
interpretation of society as a social system is a
homeostat that demonstrates the unity and strug-
gle of the material and the ideal. Transformation-
al processes in a particular society can be either
unique due to history, mentality, cultural tradi-
tions or are inscribed in a complex of macro-
processes occurring in the world, for example,
associated with the establishment of a new tech-
nological order. Nevertheless, in both cases,
transformational processes have a duality of ob-
jective and subjective.

The objective is conditioned in transforma-
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tional processes by their concrete historical ne-
cessity and the “given” content. The motivating
cause of social transformations is contradictions
that are insoluble in the initial state of socio-
economic relations, economic system, institu-
tional structure, which block their stable func-
tioning.

The subjectivity in transformational processes
is associated with the actions of numerous sub-
jects who are guided by various attitudes and
interests. In this case, the dominant interests have
a significant impact on the choice of forms and
methods of change, as well as their scale.

Due to the versatility of the social system,
its transformations are very diverse: they cover
the productive forces and production relations,
the needs and motivations of people, forms and
methods of management, legal norms and ideo-
logical attitudes, the state-administrative struc-
ture and the political system. The transforma-
tions are ambiguous in their depth and scale. In-
tra-system transformations occur within the ex-
isting order without destroying its foundations,
which carry institutional structures. Historical
practice shows that effective transformations
within a system can increase its resilience. “Mo-
bilized” social transformations occur (as noted
above) as a result of extreme social events: revo-
lutions, wars, subjugation of local society and
subsequent social synthesis, and as a result of ca-
taclysms or worldwide processes of a global
scale.

4. Social order and limits of modernization

The essential characteristic of a social system
is stability, and this means not only general
strength, balance, homeostasis but also the nec-
essary accompanying reliability, survival, adapt-
ability, the ability to self-preserve and self-deve-
lopment.

Stable systems have the following self-
regulating properties:
1. instability: the system tests how it is best to

adapt;
2. striving for balance: the entire internal, struc-

tural and functional organization of systems

contributes to maintaining balance;

3. unpredictability: the resulting effect of a par-
ticular action can often differ from what was
expected.

Any system is stable, being structurally con-
structed from the stabilizing more or less stable
principle constants and changeable variable
components. With all the relatively homogene-
ous technological equality of planetary countries,
it is the socio-cultural constituent of a particular
society that is unique. It also determines the spe-
cificity and dynamics of the transformation pro-
cesses in society, being a kind of the base core of
the system. According to N. Luhmann, the Au-
topoietic system composes itself, choosing (se-
lecting) relations with the environment in the
form of experience (Luhmann, 2012). At the
same time, the border of the system with the en-
vironment is a fundamental property of any sys-
tem that allows it to keep itself. The idea that the
maintenance of the border is the essence of the
maintenance of the system leads to the idea that
there is a certain entropy corridor in which social
systems can evolve. Such boundaries, on the one
hand, ensure the system’s ability to innovate and,
consequently, to adapt to changed conditions,
and on the other hand, they allow maintaining
the system integrity.

Modern scientific ideas about the world are
associated with the concepts of polyvariance and
diversity. The fatality and teleological finite pre-
destination are denied, the objective existence of
alternatives and the possibility of choice are rec-
ognized, but this choice is limited. Considering
the social dynamics of the phenomena generated
by the self-organizing component, the study of
the structure as part of the system space, the ele-
mental composition and the corresponding dy-
namic connections can help to understand the
extent of such limitations.

Consequently, due to the difference in the
forms of political activity, the diversity of socio-
economic life and the multiculturalism of socie-
ties, there should be significant restrictions on the
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use of the historical experience of other societies.
Without highlighting the elements of incompati-
bility, the optimal and effective use of such expe-
riences is impossible. The results of social histo-
ry studies provide a basis for thinking about the
limitations of the possibilities of social creativity
and the unconditional taboo on such social ac-
tions that can realize the socio-catastrophic po-
tential contained in them.

The polyvariancy of development allows one
to recognize the existence of qualitatively heter-
ogeneous elements of society, which can be con-
ditionally divided into external and internal (con-
cerning the core of society, but not to society it-
self). The path of development of external ele-
ments (variable components of the civilization
matrix) is characterized by the growth of contra-
dictions that destabilize and undermine the sta-
bility of the system, as if preparing the ground
for replacing it with another, assimilating the
remnants of the former system. The permanent
variety of external constituent elements of the
system and a wide range of relatively contradic-
tory individual and group interests and actions in
society potentially include all forms of social
communities, thanks to which society survives
and adapts to different options for the future. A
large number of diverse forms provide flexibility
to the social system, its ability to respond quickly
to challenges and adapt to changing conditions,
which makes the social system resistant to a mul-
tivariate future (Pogosyan, 2019). The internal
elements (relatively stable constants) preserve
peoples and nations as integral social organisms
that develop through gradual qualitative trans-
formations while keeping the generic socio-
cultural genotype. In these internal elements,
self-organization processes are born, in which
the system-forming, natural-spiritual principle
prevails, which preserves and renews the sub-
stantive foundations of life.

5. Adaptive modernization model
The adaptive model of modernization is based
on the evolutionist hypothesis of variability and

adaptation as the optimal way of survival and
development of societies. Modernization allows
the social system to adapt better, operate more
efficiently, meet the more diverse needs of more
people and at a higher level. The structure of a
social system can facilitate or impede the diffu-
sion of innovations (Rogers, 2003, p. 25).

Those societies, lagging, after comparing
their own parameters with the characteristics of
more developed societies or as a result of contact
with more developed societies or cultures, are
forced to modernize to not suffer defeat in the
competition with those who have gone ahead.
Reception of innovations does not necessarily
lead to positive results; selective transplantation
of cultural elements may not lead to the replace-
ment of local institutions but may result in their
deterioration, deformation of institutional archi-
tecture, and in some cases — lead to a wide varie-
ty of cultural and social anomalies. In addition,
there may be cases of traditionalist nationalist
reaction and rejection of innovations sometime
after their introduction (Touraine, 1995). Moreo-
ver, as practice shows, receipted innovations are
not always accompanied by the transfer of their
systemic characteristics, i.e. places and roles in
the donor culture system. The reasons for this lie
in the nature of the social system as a social or-
ganism that is self-sufficient, self-regulating,
self-developing and has a certain history of ex-
istence in the temporal dimension. (Heylighen,
2008).

The stability of the sociocultural component
has become a reflection of the common historical
tradition in solving the problem of civilizational
interaction: the subordination of any innovation
receptions, even cultural and spiritual, to the
goals and objectives of national existence in his-
tory. In all historical phases of their interaction
with the outside world, recipient cultures re-
tained their distinctive character. During real
modernization, there is no change in self-identi-
fication, and society’s sociocultural foundations
are not destroyed. The cases of the innovation-
recipient country being under occupation or ex-
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ternal control are not considered. The social syn-
thesis also takes place in these cases, but this
process can be identified as a colonial expansion
of the innovation-donor country rather than
modernization.

In explanation the resulting processes of in-
novative reception and the formation of a new
social context, it seems productive to use the
conception of adaptive modernization, which is
based on the idea of mutual influence and inter-
dependent transformation of imported innova-
tions and endogenous traditions.

The decentralization of European discourse in
the modernization paradigm resulted from a pro-
found revision of the theory in the last quarter of
the twentieth century. The concept that exoge-
nous moderization could take place in non-
convergence with European civilization was
raised. S. Eisenstadt offered the idea of a plurali-
ty of modernities due to the impact of multiple
cultural programs and pointed out the positive
significance of tradition - it provides socio-cul-
tural stability to modern society and allows it to
maintain a positive identity.

The statement of the fact that it was impossi-
ble for non-Western societies to completely copy
the Western model led to the emergence of the
concept of partial modernization (Rueschemeyer,
1976). The symbiosis of innovative exogenous
elements introduced into the traditional context,
which lost their ability to function as rational,
and endogenous non-modernized elements, the
traditional functioning of which was also
blocked, was considered by D. Rushmeyer as
unproductive. A situationally oriented partial
model can be considered as a particular, subop-
timal case of a linear modernization model. This
model is Eurocentric and one-dimensional, based
on a clear theoretical understanding of the result
of modernization, which does not preserve ele-
ments of traditional structures. However, Rasch-
meier’s idea of the partial nature of moderniza-
tion transformations is very relevant to the prob-
lem we have posed. According to our assump-
tions, adaptive modernization has a partial na-

ture. It transforms a parameter of the system that
needs to be tuned in order to adapt and respond
to external environmental risks, but it does not
become overarching due to the sociocultural
component of the civilization matrix. Such a
model of adaptive modernization in the meaning
we suggest creates a research space in which not
only innovative fragments of reality but also tra-
ditional ones have the right to exist. The latter,
within the framework of this approach, appear
not only as passive recipients doomed to destruc-
tion but also as autonomous active formations
capable of adapting to new conditions and de-
veloping their own survival strategies. That is
why modernization transforms societies in reality
only partially and each time creates a unique
symbiotic combination of institutions, regarded
by S. Eisenstadt as numerous manifestations of
modernity. Socio-cultural constants of a particu-
lar society are a condition for the relative stabil-
ity of society. Social modernization, in this case,
acts as an adaptive reaction of the social system
on exogenous challenges.

It is imperative to comprehend the experience
of synthesis of local and transplanted institutions.
In transition countries, along with the necessary
changes, an attempt was made to dismantle all
local institutions in the process of modernization
completely, but some of those remain the foun-
dation on which these societies continue to exist,
preserving elements of the usual order in the
chaos, during the reorganization of institutional
architecture.

Conclusion

In the process of human cultural develop-
ment, the importance of ideas and innovations
that transcend national boundaries cannot be ig-
nored. The nature of the interaction of different
societies determines the vectors of development
under exogenous pressure and makes it possible
to explain some aspects of the historical process,
but, of course, not all. In addition to external in-
fluences, their interaction with internal character-
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istics and following synthesis, there is an imma-
nent logic of processes due to the action of en-
dogenous factors. The end result of social mod-
ernization, the very results of innovation copy-
ing, largely depend on the historical context to
which society must adapt. The general course of
development will be successful only if it is pos-
sible to harmonize endogenous and exogenous
influence factors (Diamond, 2005). Thus, no so-
ciety can stay away from the action of exogenous
factors, but the ideas, institutions and technolo-
gies obtained must be adapted to the local society
i order to avoid destructive tendencies, to main-
tain the stability of a particular social system and
to keep the existence of its own cultural genotype
(Richerson & Boyd, 2005).

In comparison with other models, the pro-
posed theoretical model of adaptive moderniza-
tion makes it possible to more adequately de-
scribe the complex relationship between tradition
and innovation, which are accompanied by mu-
tual influences, transformations, and the con-
struction of symbiotic institutional constructs.
This rethinking of the concept of modernization
solves the dilemma of “Western centrism - East-
ern centrism” for transitional countries in the
non-European area. In general, excess competi-
tion between different cultures for their own
“contribution” to world development is unrea-
sonable and senseless since humanity is one on a
historical scale of time. Such a model with its
more comprehensive interpretation of moderni-
zation can be used as a methodological tool to
study the multiple procedures for adopting inno-
vations in social history with unique results in
each case and expands the research perspectives
of social theory. While realizing the importance
and influence of the era of European Modernity
for the history of humankind, this interpretation
of the concept of modernization, nevertheless,
allows switching the attention of researchers
from the problems of the genesis of capitalism to
other processes of social development and cross-
cultural interaction.
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