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Abstract: The “doctrine of creative modernity™ in the model of “responsible and progres-
swe capitalism™ 1s based on the “attractiveness™ of the achieved technological and economic
development and the transparency of the political system of a democratic state. This power
manifests itself as the attraction of the achieved degree of technological development and the
state of the economy and financial market, the realized degree of ecological preservation of the
environment, soctal securily of the population, protection of the rights and freedoms of people,
and minority groups, and the attained degree of protection of intellectual property, which grows
winlo the central determinant of the “new culture of the global structure of power” in the 21st
century. The attractiveness of the “new culture of the global structure of power” in the con-
cept of “responsible and progressive capitalism™ stems from the complementarity of the state’s
natiwnal security, the public interest of citizens, and the beneficial interest of capital (markets).
T he internal complementarity between the interests of the state, society, and market constitutes
the determining cohestwe force of “global cooperatwe culture” as a new global agenda of “public
politics”. The “doctrine of creative modernity™ with the strategy of “creative attraction™ in
the model of “progressive and responsible capitalism™ is not a scenario_for hypothetical and
unrealistic cooperation and romantic friendships between states. This doctrine leads society to
a new nternal dynamism that opens a new space for global creatwe cooperation between the
public and private sectors and creatwe internal cooperation belween the state and society, where
there 1s not enough space for authoritarian geopolitics of rwalry and conflict in the 21st century.

Keywords: Holistic philosophy, free flow of data, quantum computing, compatibility of
interests, creatwe attraction, creatwe globalization, global cooperative culture.
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Sommario: La “dottrina della modernita creativa™ nel modello di “capitalismo respon-
sabile e progressivo™ st basa sull”attrattiita™ dello sviluppo tecnologico ed economico rag-
gunto ¢ sulla trasparenza del sistema politico di uno stato democratico. Questo potere st
manifesta come attrazione del grado di sviluppo tecnologico raggiunto e lo stato dell’econo-
mia e del mercato finanziario, 1l grado realizzato di conservazione ecologica dell’ambiente,
la sicurezza sociale della popolazione, la protezione dei diritti e delle liberta delle persone
e det gruppr minonitari, e il grado raggiunto di protezione della proprieta intellettuale, che
dwenta la determinante centrale della “nuova cultura della struttura globale di potere” nel
XXI secolo. Lattrattivita della “nuova cultura della struttura globale di potere™ nel concetto
di “capitalismo responsabile e progressiwo” derwva dalla complementarita della sicurezza
nazionale dello stato, dell’interesse pubblico dei cittadini e dell’interesse benefico del capitale
(mercato). La complementarita interna tra gl interesst dello stato, della societa e del mercato
costituisce la _forza coeswa determinante della “cultura cooperatwa globale” come nuova
agenda globale di “politica pubblica™. La “dottrina della modernita creativa™ con la strate-
gia della “attrazione creatwa™ nel modello di “capitalismo progressivo e responsabile” non
¢ uno scenario per una cooperazione tpotetica e wrealistica e amicizie romantiche tra stati.
Questa dottrina porta la societa verso un nuovo dinamismo interno che apre un nuovo spazio
per la cooperazione creativa globale tra settori pubblici e privati e una cooperazione interna
creativa tra stalo e socield, dove non c¢’¢ abbastanza spazio per una geopolitica autoritaria dv
rwalita e conflitto nel XXI secolo.

Parole chiave: Filosofia olistica, libero flusso di dati, calcolo quantistico, comparbilita
di inleressy,altrazione creata, globalizzazione creativa, cultura cooperativa globale.

Introductory Considerations

At the very beginning of the 21st century, humanity found itself squeezed be-
tween the COVID-19 pandemic and fast-growing authoritarian populism. This
threatened that the revival of old/new ideologies, which still perceive democrati-
zation as a threat to their own survival, would grow into the mainstream of politi-
cal movements in the international community. At the same time, the world found
itself in fascinating rapid technological changes, which mevitably push humanity
into new openings and new forms of cooperation. Thus, the world was drawn
into a global confrontation between authoritarianism and democracy.
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In this conflict, the COVID-19 pandemic is more favourable for author-
itarian regimes to communicate more quickly and easily with the ideologies
of new geopolitical divisions than it is for democratic states to achieve global
cooperation in new circumstances. At first glance, it seems that democracy
is slowly giving way to authoritarian populist rhetoric and new geopolitical
divisions. Suppression of globalization and multilateral diplomacy in confron-
tation with harsh nationalist and populist authoritarian rhetoric is growing
into the main problem facing humanity at the beginning of the 21st century.

The weakening of multilateral diplomacy and globalization is increasingly
distancing Western democratic communities from each other, which opens
up wider opportunities for increasingly aggressive authoritarian populism. In
this global confrontation between democracy and autocracy, multilateralism
and globalization are identified as the greatest threat to populist authoritarian
regimes. The international order, based on global rules, is entering a zone of
great stagnation. There is a growing need to respond effectively to authoritar-
ian populist rhetoric and the new geopolitics of divisions and new conflicts.

Due to high technological interdependence, communications between de-
mocracy and autocracy become extremely sensitive and complex, but also
necessary. Due to the lack of its own internal institutional responsibility
(Fukuyama 2015) democracy found it increasingly difficult to find an effective
response to the increasingly aggressive rhetoric and actions of authoritarian
populist regimes. The need for the creation of an internally cohesive dem-
ocratic structure of the state and a wider global coalition that would have
broad support in the new technological development, are becoming visible
and urgent. The alliance between this internal democratic structure and the
global technological coalition could ensure the creation of a common aware-
ness as part of a broader effort, directed toward solving the internal needs of
states and transnational challenges (Slaughter 2000).

The model of “progressive and responsible capitalism”, which is determined
by the internal structure of complementary interests between the state (ruling
elites), society (individuals/groups), and the market (capital, corporations), opens
a wider space for a positive public perception of common global values and a
common global awareness of the prospects of human survival. In such an inter-
nal and global environment, the strategy of “creative attraction” in the model of
“progressive and responsible capitalism” encourages the state to assume a greater
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role in global institutions, which means a higher degree of its national responsibil-
ity on a global level, which results in a more stable global environment.

The new digital world, creative globalization with a strategy of “creative
attraction”, a new key to technological development, and a new concept of
public policy within the concept of “progressive and responsible capitalism™
grow into a platform for creating a “doctrine of creative modernity”, which is
not only an alliance of institutions and rules for the spread of democracy (per
se). In this global context, the “doctrine of creative modernity” grows into a
system in which democracy opens up new global perspectives for collecting
and processing data and turns that data into the concept of a new global
economy as a new platform for human survival in this millennium.

The Holistic Philosophy of the “Doctrine of Creative Modernity”

Although the system of autocratic populism and the system of democracy
are definitely ideologically incompatible, in the process of creative globaliza-
tion they are interconnected by numerous technological and economic links,
which make their mutual cooperation objectively possible. The development
of new technologies (Al, machine learning algorithms, biotechnology and
nanotechnology) will make this cooperation objectively necessary, which will
increasingly force countries with different ideologies and ecosystems to limit
their own ambitions, which could be obstacles to this cooperation. This opens
up the possibility that economic and technological progress is perceived not as
a threat but as an attraction for everyone (Wyne and Hass 2021).

Reconciliation between authoritarianism and democracy along ideologi-
cal lines is impossible to achieve, although cooperation on technological and
development platforms is possible and necessary. In such a divergent global
environment, the “doctrine of creative modernity” implements a new holistic
philosophy of development that enables each state to develop its own identity
(interest) through interaction with the global community, nature and funda-
mental human values. This creates a new theoretical system that could answer
a number of theoretical and practical questions about the purpose, motiva-
tion, method and path of innovative, coordinated technological, ecological,
open and joint development of humanity in this millennium.

- 206 -


https://foreignpolicy.com/author/ali-wyne/
https://foreignpolicy.com/author/ryan-hass/

THE DOCTRINE OF CREATIVE MODERNITY

The natural human aspiration to prosperity, social equality and justice will
make the “doctrine of creative modernity” the defining model for the cre-
ation of a new global order in which the strategy of “creative attractiveness”
provides a new structure of global power in the 21st century. This new global
structure of power derives from the free flow of data and information. How
data and information are collected, processed, stored and used, makes the
nature of international relations more and more dependent on new technol-
ogies and business models, and on new forms of global governance. A soci-
ety capable of providing research and development projects that will make
it innovative in the fields of quantum computing, artificial intelligence and
computer algorithms, capable of correctly projecting its own developmental
technological interests and goals and opening creative paths for its realization
in interaction with the international community, will define the future and
determine the destiny of humanity in the 21st century.

The strategy of “creative attractiveness” within the framework of the
“doctrine of creative modernity” strongly encourages society to come up with
creative thinking to achieve and protect its own vital interests and goals, and
to find solutions through understanding the nature of challenges and risks and
how these challenges and risks could be transferred to the zone of cooperation
and development. The “doctrine of creative modernity” draws its inspiration
and power from the internal structural connections between state, society and
market, and from a new form of creative connection of technological devel-
opment, a new form of production, and new management of the global crisis,
and less from how the international political system is structured. This linking
of the internal structure of states and creative globalization constitutes the
strategy of “creative attractiveness” which enables a step beyond what already
exists. In the “doctrine of creative modernity” inspiration becomes a solution.
(Brandenburger 2020).

The “Doctrine of Creative Modernity” deals with consideration of how
to ensure more free flow of large sets of data, and how to encourage more
efforts to build trust between state, society and market, and between the states
themselves, as well as the state and international institutions, which makes the
doctrine a model of creative internal investments and effective internation-
al cooperation. The “Doctrine of Creative Modernity” as a system for pro-
cessing large data sets develops the state’s ability and flexibility to effectively
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monitor the volume and speed of data flows and to determine, realize and
protect its own strategic interests, achieving a mutually beneficial relationship
with participants in numerous areas (Hass 2021).

In the concept of the “doctrine of creative modernity”, the state is increas-
ingly turning to the attractiveness of its internal political system and econom-
ic, technological and social policy. In this way, the state tries to attract other
countries into the orbit of its interests through its own political and environ-
mental transparency, foreign trade, investments, joint research, exchange of
students and researchers ... and in this way secure its own more attractive
position in the new global technological and economic dynamics and in the
new creative constellation of the international community, with the widest
possible impact, with as few costs and as few risks as possible. In search of
an answer to any global problem (pandemic diseases, climate change, popu-
lation ageing, large migration movements. nuclear threat. etc.) or any other
transnational security challenge (global terrorist and criminal networks, drug
trafficking, nuclear weapons, etc.) that countries face, it is increasingly difficult
to find a model for managing world crises in the absence of space for global
cooperation and trust, which makes the internal relations between the state,
society and the market important and necessarily compatible. This internal
complementarity between the interests of the public and private sectors and
the interests of society opens a wider space for new global coalitions between
states, thus providing easier and more effective protection of basic liberal val-
ues, thereby creating more promising conditions for long-term peace.

The holistic philosophy of the “doctrine of creative modernity” encour-
ages the state to mobilize all its creative forces in order to create the most
favourable creative balance between its ability and the risks it is exposed to
in international relations. This creative balance between ability and risk (the
greater the creative ability of the state, the lower the risk for it in international
relations) is an essential part of the “doctrine of creative modernity” which
encourages new changes and tries to reshape the rules of the game, in order
to best suit the creative strategic interests of the participants, in international
relations, and for a common system of values that can ensure the survival of
the democratic community of humanity.

Through the growth of scientific, technological, academic and investment
ties between states, large corporations, cultures and civilizations, the holistic

- 208 -



THE DOCTRINE OF CREATIVE MODERNITY

philosophy of the “doctrine of creative modernity” shifts the focus of global
relations from “combating common threats” to “creating common interests”.
These changes in global relations open up more space for cooperation, and
trust between different ideological, political and economic systems, which will
enable close communication between all participants in international rela-
tions in the 21st century.

As the strategy of “creative attraction” in “progressive and responsible
capitalism” creates more relaxed communication between the public and pri-
vate sectors, friction between the state and society is reduced, which makes
the “doctrine of creative modernity” an effective model of internal modern-
ization and democratization of the state, which ensures a more flexible and
transparent philosophy of global cooperation between participants. In this
communication, cooperation between the private and public sectors shows
a far higher degree of flexibility and inventiveness than diplomatic dialogue
between states.

This doctrine in the concept of “responsible and progressive capitalism”
represents a new investment and development project, which is a mixture
of the philosophical, democratic, economic, political and strategic goals of
the state. Thus, the “doctrine of creative modernity” increasingly creates the
need for such a concept of public policy that can follow the digital global
economy and society in which the problem of the survival of the individu-
al (group) will be effectively solved through a new redistribution of the tax
burden between labour and capital, which will necessarily lead to a new re-
distribution of income between the rich and the poor. This new concept of
public policy at the very beginning of the 21st century is increasingly seeking
to be focused on the democratization of society, new technologies, artificial
intelligence (Al), computer algorithms, quantum computing, entrepreneurial
ability, public financing systems, shortening the path from invention to market
and faster adaptation to new market conditions, which is the essence of the
“responsible and progressive capitalism” model.

The holistic philosophy of the “doctrine of creative modernity” is not only
a direct exchange of opinions or a diplomatic dialogue between states and
other participants in international relations. The holistic philosophy of the

bl

“doctrine of creative modernity” represents a scientific, technological and

operational process of creating and harmonizing the attractiveness of the
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state’s priorities and interests, in order to reduce the risk of conflict between
participants, which constitutes a new concept of international relations. This
1s not a scenario for hypothetical and unrealistic cooperation and “romantic”
friendships between countries. This doctrine leads society to a new internal
dynamization that opens a new space for global creative cooperation between
the public and private sectors and for internal creative cooperation between
the state and society, where there is not so much room for authoritarian geo-
politics of rivalry and conflict in the 21st century. The comprehensive imple-
mentation of this philosophy of development and the new normative system
is becoming a prerequisite for the economic and social development of hu-
manity in the 21st century.

Compatibility of Interest

The strategy of “creative attractiveness” encourages the global compatibility
of interests between the public and private sectors (Dykes and Uzuegbunam
2022) and the internal compatibility of interests between the state and so-
ciety," which creates a new framework for global social stability. A high-
er degree of social stability provides better access to a new talent profile,
more flexible turnover of experts, easier access to technological equipment,
new technical and market standards, and easier functional integration of all
energy sources into a single energy network, which reduces environmental
pollution. This opens up a wider space for the development of new research
programmes at universities and companies, especially related to the devel-
opment of secure quantum communications and artificial intelligence (Al),
which has a great impact on the growth of the creative attractiveness of the
state in world markets.

1 State-society relations are defined by the DFID (Department for International Development,
GOV.UK) as ‘interactions between state institutions and societal groups to negotiate how public
authority is exercised and how it can be influenced by people. They are focused on issues such as
defining the mutual rights and obligations of state and society, negotiating how public resourc-
es should be allocated and establishing different modes of representation and accountability’
(DFID, 2010, p. 15). DFID was a ministerial department from May 1997 to September 2020. It
merged with the Foreign and Commonwealth Office to create the FCDO.
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Social stability opens up a wider space for connecting high technologies,
Al the energy Internet (EI) and the Internet of things (IoT), for more ef-
fective management of innovations and technologies. Social stability creates
security for the protection of “smart grids”, through which all aspects of
energy production, transmission and consumption are controlled. Thus, the
strategy of “creative attraction” has a decisive role in changing the nature
of power in the new creative globalization of the world in the 21st century,
which makes the “doctrine of creative modernity” a developmental doc-
trine in the 21st century.

Changes in the nature of power will gradually lead to changes in the per-
ception of relations between states. The “new nature of power” leads to the
suppression of the “strategy of rivalry” in favour of the strategy of “creative
attractiveness”, whereby the nature of relations between global participants is
increasingly determined by the nature of internal relations in the state-soci-
ety-market, in which the basic assumptions of the model of “responsible and
progressive capitalism” are created, as a new model of global production.

A decisive cohesive role in the production model of “responsible and pro-
gressive capitalism” is played by Al and computer algorithms, whose influence
becomes visible on social and security platforms as well. The combination of
the use of software and hardware with computer approximation of human
intelligence drastically changes the organization of society, financial markets,
consumption and education. It also changes methods of production. The
strategy of the fight against organized crime, corruption and terrorism, as
well as the strategy and tactics of conducting war operations is also changing.
Progress in the development of Al and machine learning algorithms will be at
the centre of the compatibility of interests in the state-society-market, which
will make internal political relations more and more complex and sensitive.
Neoliberal competition is no longer able to provide the ability to “creative-
ly participate” in international political and economic institutions, in setting
new global international standards in information technology and the design
of new products. Through neoliberal competition, the state is no longer able
to provide all the benefits that come from the development of Al 5G systems,
semiconductors, bioengineering and alternative energy sources.

Combining fascinating scientific and technological development with ma-
jor environmental, climate and health challenges, such as the COVID-19
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pandemic, makes relations between countries, as well as the relationship be-
tween the state, society and the market, increasingly complex and contra-
dictory. As the necessity of scientific and technological cooperation expands
and intensifies and states’ efforts to act independently of each other and in-
dependently of other global actors (large global corporations, international
financial, banking and monetary institutions and organizations...) strengthen,
the possibility of managing a “new culture of the global structure of power”
instantly needs a strategy of “creative attraction” for the realization of com-
mon interests. Thus, the “doctrine of creative modernity”, in the model of
“responsible and progressive capitalism”, is based on the “attractiveness” of
technological and economic development achieved and the transparency of
the political system of a democratic state.

The power that manifests itself as the attraction of the achieved level of
technological development and the state of the economy and the financial
market, the achieved level of ecological preservation of the environment,
social security of the population, protection of the rights and freedoms of
people and minority groups, and the accomplished level of protection of in-
tellectual property, grows into the global determinant of “new culture of the
global structure of power” as a profile of “doctrine of creative modernity”.

The attractiveness of the “new culture of the global structure of power
“1n the concept of “responsible and progressive capitalism” stems from the
achieved internal compatibility of the state’s national security, the public inter-
est of citizens and the profitable interest of capital (the market). This internal
interest compatibility constitutes the determining internal cohesive power of
the “doctrine of creative modernity”. From this internal cohesiveness, “global
cooperative culture” grows as a new global agenda of “public politics” as a
determining component of the “doctrine of creative modernity”.

The “strategy of competition and rivalry”, which includes aggressive ac-
quisition of intellectual property, subsidization of domestic innovation capac-
ities, and repressive supervision of standards and norms in data access and
processing, stifles innovation on the platform of Al and computer algorithms
and cannot provide a wider space for the development of a global and open
system. Without global coordination of legal norms and global political co-
operation, Al and computer algorithms cannot realize their fascinating abil-
ity to change the global model of production and global society. Hence, the
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“doctrine of creative modernity” creates a greater interest of states and cor-
porations in joint coordination of global legal norms, standards and institu-
tions, and in more open cooperation between states on technological plat-
forms (Meltzer and Kerry 2021).

Solving numerous domestic and global challenges today is hard to imagine
without the use of large data sets and computer algorithms. Climate change,
digitization, automation, human privacy, health care, natural disasters, epi-
demics... go beyond the borders of countries and require dialogue and the
cooperation of numerous entities on a global level regarding the development
and use of the benefits of Al and computer algorithms. This implies a higher
degree of transparency and openness in access to data, talent and computer
capacities and Internet networks. The issue of Al and computer algorithms is
becoming more and more present in both internal and global relations.

Al and computer algorithms are growing into a strong cohesive factor of
internal and international politics and a new creative globalization. Today, it is
difficult to imagine global scientific cooperation in molecular research, physics,
biology, nanotechnology, medicine, meteorology and informatics without the
use of Al and computer algorithms. Using and connecting achievements in
these and numerous other scientific disciplines, new levels of social, economic
and technological performance are created that exceed human imagination,
which makes the “doctrine of creative modernity” an attractive system in the
development of humanity in this millennium.

Mapping Common Ethical Principles and Standards

The combination of a wide range of research and new practical performances
makes the use of Al and computer algorithms increasingly interdisciplinary and
robust, which opens up new areas for their application. The spread of Al applica-
tions and computer algorithms increases the importance of their use. At the same
time, the problem of their use in numerous sensitive infrastructural spheres of
cyber security, media and personal data protection is growing. All this additionally
affects the necessity of global cooperation on these issues (Hagendorft 2020).
The need for global cooperation and a unified global public policy and
global strategy for the use of Al and computer algorithms inevitably requires
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the development of common ethical principles in the research, development
and use of Al, which requires the creation of common regulations and stan-
dards for Al, in order to harmonize ethics, regulations and state benefits from
the use of Al (Fjeld et al 2020).

The mapping of common principles and standards in the field of Al and
computer algorithms (machine learning) represents a new form of recogni-
tion of global cooperation on governance (which presupposes global efforts
to develop rules and norms related to technology and data that have impli-
cations for AlI), common standards for Al (which includes Al standards on
terminology and interoperability frameworks for AI), and Al ethics (which
defines accountability, transparency, security, sustainability, oversight and
human control).

Numerous national, regional and international governmental and non-gov-
ernmental organizations (G-7, G-20, OECD, EU, UN) are working on differ-
ent platforms with the aim of establishing a comprehensive approach to the
development of common standards and ethical principles of Al, as platforms
for a common understanding of the usefulness of Al and new shared values
and awareness of the importance of Al for the further development of hu-
manity (Marcia and Desouza 2021).

However, even common standards and ethical principles for Al can hardly
eliminate the differences that create obstacles to innovation and diffusion of
Al when they are brought under domestic regulation without international
coordination. For these reasons, international trade agreements have recently
included obligations of contractual participants to maintain cross-border data
flows and to exclude data localization requirements (with appropriate excep-
tions), as well as obligations to ensure privacy protection and the interopera-
bility of such regimes (Meltzer and Kerry 2021).

The “doctrine of creative modernity” encourages the state to cooperate
with leading universities and research centres, so that they can more effectively
participate in the creation of technological standards and in the management
of Al, and thus create advantages in their “creative attractiveness” in solving
common challenges that require numerous interactions with large datasets,
both on a local and global level. This state policy in the “doctrine of creative
modernity” implies pushing the policy of attracting talents, increasing access
to data for Al, creating open source software and developing regional and
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international multidisciplinary teams in the field of Al, through an open and
distributive approach to innovation (Kung 2020).

The “Doctrine of Creative Modernity” implements a state policy that
can support cooperation between different ecosystems, without theft of
cyber commercial technology, without restrictions on access to data, with-
out localization of data and disproportionate digital sovereignty, without
discriminatory investment or disproportionate compliance requirements,
which could hinder profits from Al and block economic growth. This
doctrine requires a state policy that supports the building of global capac-
ity for the development of artificial intelligence and its applications, that
supports innovation and research, including access to data, talent and
computing capacity, in order to articulate a comprehensive and balanced
vision of how use benefits and solve the challenges of technology. Such
a policy eliminates protectionism and trade tensions that limit the glob-
al development potential of Al. The “Doctrine of Creative Modernity”
works to develop trust among participants, stimulates the support of in-
novations and eliminates the danger of technological isolationism (World
Economic Forum 2020).

In achieving economic, technological and industrial advantage and
political transparency, the strategy of “creative attractiveness”, within the
framework of the “doctrine of creative modernity”, is becoming more
and more “attractive” both for developed countries and for underde-
veloped countries that have remained in the “limbo” of economic and
of democratic development, enabling them to fix their reference inade-
quacies faster and more effectively. The “doctrine of creative moderni-
ty” through the strategy of “creative attractions” directly stimulates the
state’s interest in promoting global governance through more effective
legal protection and procedural regularities in order to stabilize global
economic, political and social relations in order to more transparently
accelerate technological development and the business environment. The
nature of these procedural regularities grows into a defining normative
narrative of the “doctrine of creative modernity” which creates a “new
culture of the global structure of power” with the strategy of “creative
attraction”. This new global system of procedural regularities opens a
new perception of the creative future of humanity.
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Towards Creative Attractiveness

Thanks to the global diffusion of new technologies, the consequences arising
from technological development affect humanity globally. Computer virus-
es, radiation, pathogens, or some other agents that are the result of rapid
technological development regularly appear as global threats that necessarily
require a global reporting system, joint plans and programmes, global norms
and agreements, and joint programmes for the control and monitoring of
global technological risks and threats. When it comes to climate changes and
pandemics, global cooperation, attraction, and the attractiveness of joint pro-
grammes and plans are necessary.

The harmtful global consequences of the use of new technologies that af-
fect all participants in global production necessarily encourage cooperation,
whereby technological development itself inherently pushes humanity towards
the strategy of cooperation and “creative attractiveness”, and less towards
the strategy of rivalry and geopolitical divisions. The greater the benefits of
technological development and the smaller the risks, the more acceptable
and attractive the strategy of “creative attractiveness” is for all participants
in overcoming the “structural stress” caused by technological development in
the 21st century (Marcia and Desouza 2021).

With new technological developments, the improvement of global infor-
mation networks and global energy structures, and with increasingly marked
global economic and financial interdependence, direct military conflicts be-
tween great powers are becoming less and less probable, although not impos-
sible. In a digitally interdependent global community, the cost of war is too
high and the benefits too low for any country to create the likelihood of war as
a strategy for its own survival or dominance (Klein and Eisen 2022). When the
fundamental factors of global digital production, human capital, knowledge,
information, data, talents, work organization, etc., cannot be controlled by
force, and the risks are too great, cooperation becomes more attractive than
conflict, which seems irrational from the point of view of state interests and
global participants in international relations. There is every reason to believe
that a “great war” in the 21st century is unlikely, but not impossible (Allison
Jr. 2018). Due to the extremely high disproportionality between benefits and
risks, in the “doctrine of creative modernity” the conflicts of great powers are
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increasingly moving away from the scenario of immediate direct confronta-
tion (World Economic Forum 2019).

Instead of the scenario of an immediate military conflict created by the
great powers, it is possible that the confrontations between them are trans-
ferred to causing internal tensions between the state and society, especially in
the belt of fragile states and where there are strategic resources in which pow-
erful global participants are interested (Gross and GhaFar 2019). Provocations
of internal social, religious and cultural tensions and conflicts can become a
new danger zone of limited “global rivalry” and competition between great
powers (CNBC 2019). With the technological, economic, cultural and polit-
ical development of the underdeveloped world and the introduction of the
strategy of “creative attraction”, this field of potential confrontations and de-
structive conflicts would be increasingly narrowed by the installation of “doc-
trinal creative modernity” in international relations.

In the doctrine of creative modernity, the status of “great power” is creat-
ed in the internal development and organization of the state, and not in the
international politics of power and competition as induced in the perception
of the strategy of rivalry. A successful response to political challenges will
depend mostly on improvements at home that can interestingly stimulate the
same or similar value systems and behaviour in other countries (Bader 2020).
Numerous circumstances indicate that in the concept of the “doctrine of cre-
ative modernity”, the state will not be ready to provoke internal tensions and
conflicts as a method of resolving mutual misunderstandings, which could
have a significant negative impact on its internal relations. However, this does
not exclude the interest of authoritarian regimes in using internal political
confusion in other countries for the realization of their political interests.

The ability to create a complementarity of interest between the state, so-
ciety and the market on the internal level, will be decisive to cultivating con-
sensus in shaping common global interests and common global consciousness
as the main dimension of “the new culture of the global structure of power”.
In the new culture of the global structure of power, the model of thinking of
the national elite and human is changing. The nature of the state and the na-
ture of the world are changing. Understanding this means understanding the

“doctrine of creative modernity” and the “new culture of the global structure
of power* (Garton Ash 2020).
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The “doctrine of creative modernity” which i1s established on the concept
of “responsible and progressive capitalism” with the strategy of “creative at-
tractiveness”, with a new key to technological development and with a new
concept of public policy, becomes the main driver of a new culture of creative
globalization that recognizes a new culture of interdependence and the pri-
macy of joint actions of states based on science and reason.

The “doctrine of creative modernity” in the concept of “responsible and
progressive capitalism” opens the issue of multilateralism in the 21st century
in a new way. This new approach to multilateralism calls for joint balanced ac-
cess to the free flow of information, large data sets and computer algorithms
that create a new model “attractiveness” which is not an end in itself, which
was often a determinant of neoliberal capitalism. This mode of “competition
in attractiveness” requires a new mechanism for the detection of conflicts of
interests, which calls for a new generation of global institutions and norms,
and new responsible relationship of the state towards society.

In this scenario, the power of technological interdependence becomes
a positive sum game. No state can simply think in terms of its supremacy
over others, but must consider its power in relation to others. The “doctrine
of creative modernity” ensures that enhancing the technological power of
others helps the state achieve its own goals. Encouraging energy efficiency
in other countries leads to a reduction in carbon dioxide emissions, which
leads to a reduction in global warming, a reduction in sea level rise, a reduc-
tion in sudden climate changes, floods, hurricanes, droughts...which affects
the whole of humanity. In this case, the high risk of self-injury leads to ra-
tional and creative cooperation of all participants. Here, the key question
remains how to detect and determine the proportionality of the interest of
the participants to cooperate.

There are many prejudices and obstacles standing in the way, which
could briefly call into question the strategy of “creative attraction” as an
internal value system in the model of “responsible and progressive capital-
ism”. The rapid development of “computer intelligence” could soon lead to
overcoming this problem.

Within the framework of the “doctrine of creative modernity”, the strength-
ening of authoritarian populism and the spread of the COVID-19 pandemic,
although they led to a strengthening of isolationism and a strengthening of
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the sovereign concept of the state, may have a significant impetus for creative
globalization. The strategy of strengthening the concept of state sovereignty;,
as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic and the strengthening of aggressive
authoritarian populism, leads the state to a higher degree of isolationism,
which automatically creates greater internal pressure on the authoritarian
populist government due to the need to create conditions for the profitable
functioning of the market. The higher degree of isolationism of the state
increasingly leads to increased friction between the state and society, which
brings the authoritarian populist government to new trials at an internal lev-
el. Isolationism also significantly changes the consciousness of the individual,
who becomes more and more aware of the necessity of global cooperation
and free communications, which seriously calls into question the authoritar-
lan, nationalist, xenophobic and isolationist populist government, thereby
opening up an intensified dialogue between the state and society (Garton Ash
2020).

Isolationism leads the state more and more directly into global environ-
mental, health and financial crises, which calls for more investment in public
health institutions, in common health standards, in climate changes. In the
face of a deadly virus, cooperation with others becomes a matter of life or
death. Authoritarian populist rhetoric and the COVID-19 pandemic, in ad-
dition to all the negative consequences, have created a need for more glob-
al creative integration and global management within the framework of the
“doctrine of creative modernity”. Scientific dictates and reason transcend
national borders and predominate, which forms the basis of a new culture
of globalization, of course also a new global power structure, which makes
authoritarian populist regimes weak (Hutton 2020).

A New Model of Social Mobilization

The “doctrine of creative modernity” motivates each state to carefully iden-
tify its key interests and risks on which it can or cannot make significant com-
promises, as well as opportunities to realize its global visions in cooperation
with other countries. Thus, the state is motivated to develop transparently its
own “attractiveness” towards other states in order to realize the vision of its
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own economic and technological development. This doctrine particularly has
the potential to motivate states to open wider “mutual attractions” in which
states could overcome historical differences that for a long time were support-
ed by mutual political and ideological rivalry, mutual mistrust, and racial,
religious, cultural, and national differences. In this wider “attractiveness”, the
development of “common values” is particularly important, to reduce the risk
of possible misunderstandings between states (Dolar 2020).

The development of “common values” takes on special significance in an
environment in which the model of production and consumption, the model
of mobilization and organization of society has changed, while the global
rules with which these processes are regulated have remained unchanged.
This conflict between the new form of global production and the old norma-
tive international order can produce traumas that could be the catalyst for nu-
merous misunderstandings and crises in relations between global participants
in the 21st century.

This potential danger of conflict calls for a new content of the social and
legal dynamization of society, as well as a new content of the “creative attrac-
tiveness” strategy. How to effectively integrate modern technologies into the
new global production, how to reduce the negative effects of new technologies
and increase their positive effects, how to reduce the consequences of climate
change, how to deal with global dangers (pandemics, the spread of nuclear
weapons, ageing populations, ecological degradation, emergence of unsta-
ble and corrupt governments, large-scale migration), how to ensure a better
economic and political position for the middle class in the distribution of na-
tional income, how to motivate poor countries to improve their position in the
global economy through internal political and economic reforms — these will
increasingly fill the content of the strategy of “creative attractiveness” in the
new concept of internal mobilization of society.

The strategy of rivalry leads to political distancing and separation, which
radically narrows the space for social mobilization of society, which automat-
ically reflects the compatibility of interests between the state, society and the
market. The lack of internal dynamic mobilization leads to an imbalance
in complementarity between technology and the market, productivity and
creativity, profitability and innovation, which has decisive importance for
relations between the state and society, and relations between states in the
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international community. Thus the strategy of rivalry is unable to ensure the
fascinating progress of new technologies and to make innovator countries
dominant economic strategic partners. The inadequacies of this strategy have
demonstrated that citizens’ trust in state institutions and the leadership (politi-
cal leadership) of the state depends on the state’s ability to ensure the compat-
ibility of interests between the market and society, to mobilize its power and
responsibility, and to mobilize economic, scientific, technological and human
resources. (Fukuyama 2020). The state’s ability to quickly recognize the par-
ticipants with all these references, as well as participants who restrict common
strategic interests and common awareness of the prospects of human survival,
and deepen the difficulties faced by other states, play an important role in so-
cial dynamization. In the “doctrine of creative modernity”, this kind of state
policy leads to the restriction of the power of the state.

The great crisis of 2008 would most certainly have turned into a depres-
sion without the joint efforts of the US and China to mitigate the decline and
provide a joint stimulus to stop the recession. Likewise, the continuation of
China’s construction of coal-fired thermal power plants contributes to glob-
al warming. If the USA does not cooperate with China in the fight against
global warming;, the result will be disastrous for all humanity, including China
and the USA. As two deadly epidemics (SARS and COVID-19) have spread
from China in the past two decades, it is clear that self-isolation and sanctions
cannot keep China-born viruses within its borders. Instead, China, the USA
and other countries must engage in intensive scientific, public health and po-
litical cooperation. To the extent that rivalry between China and the USA
would arose on these issues, it would divide researchers and scientists working
on detecting viral diseases, stopping pandemics, and developing new clean
technologies. Without this global cooperation, both China and the USA, as
well as the whole of humanity, would soon be under the attack of new viral
pandemics, they would have submerged cities on the coasts of the ocean due
to global warming, and a great internal political tension would be created be-
tween the state and society, which would cause great harm to humanity. This
would increase the risk of new military conflicts, which would cause great
tension between large social groups, cultures and civilizations. Humankind,
without exception, would find itself on the brink of a major ecological and
political crisis with a high risk to survival (Bader 2020-1)
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The degree of “attractiveness” of its policy will also depend on the state’s
ability to recognize these parameters, which makes the internal politics and
democratic development of the state the main determinant to act globally,
that 1s, to act as a new “superpower” (Posen 2003). If, instead of this internal
“attractiveness”, the most powerful states used their military power to achieve
their own narrowly determined goals, instead of protecting and improving the
“common values” there would be a real risk of undermining their own lead-
ership legitimacy in the global order (Brooks and Wohlforth 2016). Russia’s
military invasion of Ukraine (2022) shows the direction the state is going in
the absence of an understanding of the broader system of “common values”
(Nelson and Montgomery 2022).

Instead of strengthening military force and military alliances (although this
remains a significant component of the state’s actions in international rela-
tions), the “doctrine of creative modernity” increasingly motivates the state to
turn to the attractiveness of its own internal political, technological, financial
and social system, trying to attract other states into the orbit of its interests in
the new constellation of the international community, with as few costs and
risks as possible (Dolar 2020-1).

In the model of “responsible and progressive capitalism”, with the strategy
of “creative attractiveness”, the state is motivated to mobilize all its forces to
the maximum in order to create the most favourable balance between its own
capabilities and risks. This balance between capabilities and risks leads to a
new concept of the international order that encourages new changes and re-
quires a reshaping of the rules of the game.

Balancing the “attractiveness” between capabilities and risks will gradually
change the platform of global infrastructure, economic consumption models,
the concept of industrialization as well as models of global carbon dioxide
reduction, for the sake of environmental protection. The problem of drinking
water supply, major floods, droughts and rising sea levels will inevitably have
a major impact on food production and the problem of hunger on a global
scale. Changes on these platforms, which are related to global climate chang-
es, will significantly affect industrial production models, the infrastructural
model of the digital economy and global internet supply chains on an inter-
national scale. Of particular importance are the changes that will occur at a
domestic level in relations between the state, society and the market, which
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will inevitably affect global multilateral cooperation with the strategy of “cre-
ative attraction”.

The new relationship between food production platforms, industrial pro-
duction and infrastructure will significantly affect changes in historical, cultur-
al and religious relations between social groups, states and civilizations. It will
become more and more necessary to search for common platforms for new
needs, which will play a decisive role in creating common awareness of the
global value system, which will lead to the creation of common interests of
humanity. Creating global awareness of the need for the survival of the demo-
cratic state, as a guarantee of a human survival, becomes a decisive dimension
of the new culture of global power

Final consideration: Between the culture of submission and the
culture of hope

The rise of aggressive authoritarian populist rhetoric and the great coronavi-
rus pandemic, which is mutating into new pandemics, has introduced human-
ity into a zone of great uncertainty, fear, poverty and stagnation. No one trusts
anyone anymore. No one listens to anyone anymore. The years that humanity
is going through are years of anger and noise, silence and fear. People no
longer trust a state that is unable, or unwilling, to respond effectively to politi-
cal chaos, organized crime, bureaucratic nepotism, poverty, and hopelessness.
The state does not trust its citizens, whom it considers more and more its
enemies and not its citizens, who therefore feel more and more powerless and
angry towards the government. Humanity is living through a time of dema-
goguery and uncertainty.

Today, the global value chain of the liberal-democratic world is shak-
en. China has ceased to be the atmosphere of the Confucian philosophy
of peace and tolerance in the world. Until recently seen as “reformist”,
today the “Russian world” 1s shaped according to the Nazi theory of “leb-
ensraum” that requires a larger living space for Russians, destroying cities
and killing entire nations, raising fears of a global nuclear catastrophe.
Authoritarian Islamic regimes have unquestioningly stood behind the pol-
icy of Russian lebensraum, regardless of the disastrous consequences for
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the Islamic world. India’s authoritarian populist regime is destroying the
structure of civil society in one of the oldest civilizations in the world,
which has been a democratic beacon of humanity for decades. Today,
the US is closer to civil war than to peaceful and progressive democratic
development. Authoritarian populist regimes in some EU states, which
have recently entered the atmosphere of Western liberal democracy, are
destroying the democratic society of European nations with unbearable
arrogance and insolence.

On the other hand, global structural changes have led to great advances in
technological innovation that have brought about an increase in global tech-
nological connectivity and the fascinating interdependence of humanity. The
increasing availability of large data sets, improvement in computing power,
more robust and flexible machine learning algorithms and the availability of
open source libraries are definitely changing the nature of humanity’s survival
in the 21st century. New technologies, by encouraging the ability to process
and transfer information and data faster, create new relationships between
the state society, and the market, which gradually changes the relationship
between the state and the individual, as well as relations between states, which
also gradually changes the nature of international relations.

The increasingly visible conflict between aggressive authoritarian pop-
ulism, which carries the crude rhetoric of nationalism and totalitarian vio-
lence on the one hand, and artificial intelligence, the energy Internet (EI),
the Internet of things (IoT), machine learning algorithms and blockchain on
the other hand, is producing a new dramatic need to design new visions of
humanity, with a new model of thinking and a new dialogue between the
state, society and corporations in order to promote peace, security and the
prosperity of humans regardless of their cultural, political, national, racial
and religious identity.

For many, this development of events is confusing and worrying. Many
sense the final end of humanity and do not see any hope or prosperity for hu-
manity on the horizon of today’s world. The majority are not aware that the
reality marked by harsh nationalist rhetoric, conflicts, organized crime, nepo-
tism, hatred and mutual exclusivity also means the emergence of a new reality
that opens up new visions and new possibilities that will make humanity more
and more powerful and less afraid of the challenges it faces.
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The world has long been under the delusion that economic liberalism can
function without democratic political liberalism. The assumption that eco-
nomic liberalism will inevitably lead to political liberalism has proved to be
a delusion. Today, when we have a strong ascent of authoritarian national-
ism that supports “gangster capitalism” with the positioning of undisputed
lifelong rulers who trample on basic human rights and freedoms, threaten
nuclear catastrophe, destroy secular democracy, fragment the world into rival
hostile blocs, it is difficult to be an optimist.

However, the more pessimism grows, the stronger the need for new ideas
that can stimulate “creative thinking” in the direction of creating a new dem-
ocratic world. The “doctrine of creative modernity”, which is based on the
development of Al, computer algorithms, biotechnology, nanotechnology
and the corporate collection, processing, and use of large sets of data and
information, leads to a new global awareness of the democratic state as a
guarantor of human survival. This doctrine pushes towards an increasingly
intensive shift of the international system from the neoliberal model of capi-
talism with a strategy of competition and rivalry to a multilateral liberal con-
cept of “progressive and responsible capitalism” with a strategy of “creative
attraction”. These changes seek the decomposition of numerous international
organizations and global legal and moral norms with the opening more possi-
bilities for the “creative participation” of all participants in the decision-mak-
ing process regarding technological development, environmental protection
and the management of global crisis platforms.

The “doctrine of creative modernity” introduces a new imagination and
changes the game, creates intuitions, generates new strategies, breaks with
the conventional way of thinking and offers a wider space for a new model
of creative revolutionary realignment in the internal relations between the
state, society and the market, which is automatically reflected in internation-
al relations. This doctrine also inspires a revolutionary realignment in the
relationship between humans and machines, which opens a wider space for
human cognitive creativity as the most significant revolutionary realignment
of humanity in the 21st century.

The destination to which humanity will head in this millennium will depend
on how much it is aware of this inexorable legality, and what kind of balance
is established between these two extremes. It is quite certain that the crude
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rhetoric of nationalism and authoritarian populism cannot stop the power
of Al and computer algorithms, but it can slow it down somewhat, which is
enough to push democracy to the margins of humankind, which would mean
a huge delay in the modern development of homo sapiens, which would have
tragic consequences for generations to come.
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