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В Украине приобретает актуальность проблема консолидации обще-
ства, нынешнее состояние которой не позволяет осмысленно прогно-
зировать его будущее. Во многих публикациях предлагаются рекомен-
дации решения этой проблемы за счет перманентной диагностики 
механизмов формирования и развития мировоззренческих ресурсов. 
Окружающий человека мир постоянно непредвиденно меняется и нуж-
дается в разработке научно обоснованных механизмов осознанного 
приспособления к нему человека за счет развития его мировоззрения. 
Целью данной статьи является обобщение предпосылок создания 
теоретико-методологического обеспечения гармонизации развития 
мировоззрения, консолидации общества и отечественной науки. Ми-
ровоззрение создает для человека общую картину окружающего мира, 
которой он руководствуется, принимая жизненно важные решения 
и совершая социально значимые поступки. Исследование мировоззре-
ния позволит определить, какую модель общества нужно и можно 
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В Україні набуває актуальності проблема консолідації суспільства, 
нинішній стан якої не дозволяє осмислено прогнозувати його майбутнє. 
У багатьох публікаціях пропонуються рекомендації розв’язку цієї 
проблеми за рахунок перманентної діагностики механізмів форму-
вання й розвитку світоглядних ресурсів. Оточуючий людину світ 
постійно непередбачувано змінюється і потребує розробки науково 
обґрунтованих механізмів усвідомленого пристосування до нього 
людини за рахунок розвитку її світогляду. Метою цієї статті є уза-
гальнення передумов створення теоретико-методологічного забез-
печення гармонізації розвитку світогляду, консолідації суспільства 
й  вітчизняної науки. Світогляд створює для людини загальну карти-
ну навколишнього світу, якою вона керується, ухвалюючи життєво 
важливі рішення та здійснюючи соціально значущі вчинки. Дослідження 
світогляду дозволить визначити, яку модель суспільства потрібно 
й  можна побудувати в Україні, які створити технології гармонізації 
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Introduction. After the disintegration of the USSR, 
Ukraine faced the task of tackling the issue of social consolida-
tion, its people’s rallying around new common values. These 
processes can help confront challenges associated with the life 
of the newly founded state and threats to it, solve the problems 
of harmonizing the joint existence of dissimilar but intercon-
nected languages, cultures. The development of any organiza-
tion and society as a whole is determined by the consciousness 
of an individual, his/her worldview. In Ukraine, the problem 
of worldview is becoming increasingly urgent due to the im-
possibility of a meaningful forecasting of the future without 
solving it.

Though the problem has been highlighted in a vast num-
ber of publications, it remains relevant today. It is due to the 
fact that the world is continuously changing and requires de-
veloping mechanisms for conscious adaptation of a person to 
it through developing his/her worldview. Ukraine is still facing 
the problem of deciding on what worldview values should be 
developed under current conditions. In this regard, it is appro-
priate to aim at developing and supporting the mechanisms of: 

a) social solidarity; b) social consolidation; c) their harmonious 
combination.

Analysis of recent researches and publications.  The 
source material for the article is taken from publications of 
a number of scientists, namely: V.  Vernadsky [7], L.  Zelenov, 
A. Vladimirov [12], V. Shreiber [26], and others. The paper consid-
ers and summarizes the ideas expressed in the works of A. Aseev 
[2], V. Volovich [8], A. Okara [19], who show concern with prob-
lems related to the practice of transformation of society caused by 
the lack of scientifically based objectives. To develop the meth-
odological support for solving the problem, the publications of 
V. Andrushchenko [1], V. Zhilin [10] are used. The content of the 
problems of social consolidation and reproduction of society in the 
context of the increased complexity and risk-taking of the modern 
world, which are reflected in the materials of scientific seminars of 
conferences [14; 18; 20], is analyzed.

The aim of the article is generalizing the prerequisites for 
the creation of theoretical and methodological support for harmo-
nizing the development of a worldview, social consolidation and 
science in Ukraine.  

механізмів його консолідації й солідарності, як забезпечити конструк-
тивне обговорення способів вирішення насущних проблем представ-
никами різних світоглядів; допоможе адаптувати традиційну для 
вітчизняної науки систему діалектичних принципів до дослідження 
світогляду. У статті наведено визначення центральних категорій 
статті, акцентовано увагу на залежності світоглядних орієнтацій 
і моделі поведінки людину передусім від її матеріального становища. 
Вирішення складних завдань, поставлених внутрішнім розвитком 
нашого суспільства й умовами міжнародної ситуації, висуває з усією 
гостротою завдання формування систематизованого наукового 
світогляду. Розв’язанню проблем світогляду суспільства здатне спри-
яти відновлення концепцій побудови його наукової та освітньої сфер. 
У керуванні світоглядом необхідно орієнтуватися не на стандартні 
функції й принципи менеджменту, а на формування умов активізації 
внутрішніх свідомих джерел бажання людей реалізувати власні 
унікальні ідеї. Процеси консолідації і солідарності реалізуються як 
у суспільстві, так і  в  науковій сфері суспільства. З усією виразністю 
вони проявляються в наукових школах. 
Ключові слова: світогляд, консолідація т солідарність суспільства, 
фактори формування та розвитку світогляду, освітня й наукова 
сфери суспільства, наукові школи.
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построить в Украине, какие создать технологии гармонизации меха-
низмов его консолидации и солидарности, как обеспечить конструк-
тивное обсуждение способов решения насущных проблем предста-
вителями разных мировоззрений; поможет адаптировать традици-
онную для отечественной науки систему диалектических принципов 
к исследованию мировоззрения. В статье представлены определения 
центральных категорий статьи, акцентировано внимание на зави-
симости мировоззренческих ориентаций и модели поведения человека 
в первую очередь от его материального положения. Решение сложных 
задач, поставленных внутренним развитием нашего общества и усло-
виями международной ситуации, выдвигает со всей остротой задачу 
формирования систематизированного научного мировоззрения. Реше-
нию проблем мировоззрения общества способно содействовать об-
новление концепций построения его научной и образовательной сфер. 
В управлении мировоззрением необходимо ориентироваться не на 
стандартные функции и принципы менеджмента, а на формирование 
условий активизации внутренних сознательных источников желания 
людей реализовать собственные уникальные идеи. Процессы консолида-
ции и солидарности реализуются как в обществе, так и в научной сфере 
общества. Со всей отчетливостью они проявляются в научных школах.
Ключевые слова: мировоззрение, консолидация и солидарность обще-
ства, факторы формирования и развития мировоззрения, образова-
тельная и научная сферы общества, научные школы.
Библ.: 27.
Кизим Николай Александрович – доктор экономических наук, про-
фессор, член-корреспондент НАН Украины, директор Научно-
исследовательского центра индустриальных проблем развития НАН 
Украины (пер. Инженерный, 1а, 2 эт., Харьков, 61166, Украина)
E-mail: ndc_ipr@ukr.net
ORCID: http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8948-2656
Researcher ID: http://www.researcherid.com/Y-5422-2019
SPIN: http://elibrary.ru/7616-1550
Доронина Майя Степановна – доктор экономических наук, профессор, 
старший научный сотрудник Научно-исследовательского центра ин-
дустриальных проблем развития НАН Украины (пер. Инженерный, 1а, 
2 эт., Харьков, 61166, Украина)
E-mail: doroninamas@gmail.com
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8074-375X 



158 Проблеми економіки № 4 (42), 2019

Економічна теорія

As for the relationship between science and worldview, 
works of modern researchers reflect both a generalization of this 
problem and recommendations for its solution. A. Zelenkov, Head 
of the Department of Philosophy and Methodology of Science at 
the Belarusian State University, warns of the danger of ignoring 
worldview problems by science in our time: “The transitional state 
of society usually causes a deep shock to conventional forms of 
life activities. It is experienced by the mass consciousness as the 
onset of social chaos, as the collapse of established connections 
and relationships and is accompanied by a sense of abandonment, 
hopelessness, anxiety and fear. This is the time of lost values and 
unacquired meaning” [11].

As the Nobel Peace Prize winner (1952) Albert Schweitzer 
once rightly noted, “...for society as well as for an individual, life 
without a worldview is a pathological alteration of a higher sense 
of orientation” [25]. The success of each state, nation is determined 
by factors among which worldview plays an important role. The 
history of mankind gives many examples when communities that 
are united by a worldview and whose activities are directed by the 
worldview itself are much more effective.

K. Zuev and Ye. Krotkov, considering the correlation and 
interaction of worldview, philosophy and science, note: “The need 
for worldview – comprehension of basically undefined unambigu-
ously ultimate foundations of the existence of the World around 
us and the enduring meaning of our transient life in it – will never 
be gone” [13]. Worldview creates for a person a general idea of the 
world around him/her, which he/she is guided by when making 
vital decisions and taking any socially significant actions.

We should admit that A.  Vatulin is right in saying: “The 
struggle for the future in the modern world is a struggle not only 
for gold and oil but, first of all — for people’s minds and ways to 
control them. And the main weapon here is not super-lasers on 
satellites but knowledge of the mechanisms of ideological process-
es and the ability to manage them. The state of affairs in this area 
should be of primary concern for us” [6].

The study of worldview is of great practical importance 
for Ukraine. Firstly, it will help determine what social pattern is 
needed and can be built in the country. Secondly, it will allow cre-
ating techniques for discussing ways to solve pressing problems by 
people with different worldviews. Thirdly, it will contribute to the 
development of educational techniques for forming a personality 
(a socially responsible citizen). Moreover, it will help adapt the sys-
tem of dialectical principles that are traditionally used by scientists 
in Ukraine to studying worldview.

Attempts to formulate a unified concept for studying world-
view are being carried out, but their results cannot be considered 
successful so far. In 2018, the multi-authored monograph “World-
view paradigm in philosophy: the basic foundations of ontoepis-
temology” was published [16]. Chapter 11 of the monograph is 
entitled “The matrix of the general theory of worldview” (L. Zele-
nov, A. Vladimirov). However, the matrix is not specified in it. In 
Chapter 15, “The paradigm and essence of a worldview”, the author 
(V. Petrov) presents many types of worldviews characterizing their 
paradigms but does not give his vision of the content and essence 
of the “paradigm” construct. Therefore, it is difficult to define situ-
ations in which the proposed paradigms will work.

In this regard, it is advisable to provide an interpretation of the 
central concepts of this article: worldview, consolidation, science.

In philosophical literature, worldview is considered as a sys-
tem of principles, views, values, ideals and beliefs that determine 

people’s attitude to reality, general understanding of the world, life 
positions, and programs of their activities.

K. Zuev and Ye. Krotkov warn: “Today, humanity has al-
ready experienced the bitterness of worldview intolerance; racial, 
national, social egoism. It was confronted with the need to solve 
pressing environmental problems, prevent or overcome the conse-
quences of natural disasters; came close to the clarification (philo-
sophical understanding) of the coordinates of the single axiologi-
cal space of the international community, principles of its global 
life identity, “code of humanity” [13].

In a multi-authored monograph (2010) dealing with the 
value orientations of institutionalizing economic development, 
Ukrainian scientists made the conclusion: “Philosophy, within the 
framework of which a general theory of worldview is developed, 
defines the concept of worldview as an ideal spiritual formation, 
which is a system of knowledge that allows a person to position 
him/herself in the outside world, orient him/herself in it as well 
as consciously evaluate, organize and carry out his/her own ac-
tivities both individually and as part of a particular type of social 
aggregates” [24]. O. Bratuta, one of the authors of this monograph, 
focuses on the problem of the methodological crisis of economic 
theory and the prospects for overcoming it through studying pro-
cesses of worldview formation. Ultimately, the author concludes 
that the concept of worldview is not widely represented in the 
categorical apparatus of economic theory. Its use by scientists has 
a sporadic character, is due to stylistic needs and has no informa-
tive value. According to the author, the mentioned concept does 
not fit into the modern paradigm of economic theory and is too 
ambiguous for it [24]. Thus, there is a need to develop a worldview 
in the field of economic science and practice.

With consideration for this, attention should be paid to 
recommendations of Ye. Bolshakov and Ye. Fedotov, who believe 
that overcoming the cultural and civilizational crisis experienced 
by modern mankind requires a comprehensive optimization of 
efforts of the international scientific community in developing 
worldview theory and methods for creating a holistic worldview in 
young, middle and older generations of people [4]. One of the rea-
sons for the crisis state of society is, according to the authors, a low 
level of worldview literacy and general scientific education.

Regarding the concept “consolidation”, it is advisable to pay 
attention to the materials of two scientific conferences organized 
by Irkutsk State University in 2014 and 2016. The complexity of 
working with the process of social consolidation is obvious, taking 
into account the complete duplication of the dimensions consid-
ered by the two conferences that were held with an interval of two 
years and brought together experts in human sciences.

The dimensions covered included: 
1. Theoretical and methodological framework for studying 

social consolidation. 
2. Social solidarity and social exclusion. 
3. Symbolic resources for social consolidation of Russia. 
4. Social stereotypes (ethnic, racial, class, gender) in the as-

pect of consolidation and disintegration. 
5. Personal and social identifications as a resource for con-

solidation. 
6. Social and communicative resources for social consolida-

tion of Russia. 
7. Factors related to foreign policy and prospects for con-

solidation among the members of modern Russian so-
ciety. 
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8. Social meaning of activities as a factor influencing social 
consolidation. 

9. Educational resources for social consolidation. 
10. Social opposition and its role in social consolidation. 
11. Intergenerational continuity and sociocultural unity of 

society. 
12. Transformation of language in the context of sociocul-

tural unity. 
13. Civilization resources for social consolidation of Russia.
14. Sociopsychological well-being of the population and the 

problem of social integration. 
15. Ideological resources for consolidation among the mem-

bers of modern Russian society.
And what is important – both conferences presented in 

the list of topics to be discussed the problem “Worldview of 
individual social groups in the integration aspect”.

The situation with the concept “solidarity”, which is used 
in studies of mechanisms for rallying various social communi-
ties, is not simpler than that with “consolidation”. Sometimes 
this phenomenon is idealized, represented as the only mecha-
nism for harmonizing relationships among people. A. Gofman 
expresses a different opinion in his comments to the article of 
a famous scientist H. Baudrillart “Solidarity, when it is alone, 
leads right to tyranny”, published as early as 1854: “Modern 
history also fully confirms the fairly long-established truth that 
a  single and indivisible solidarity can form the basis for various 
forms of despotism, suppression of personal and civil liberties... 
It should be emphasized once again: genuine solidarity cannot 
be directly derived from solidarity as a norm and duty. Forcing 
individuals to be in solidarity is as impossible as forcing them 
to be free. Therefore, the idea of solidarity in itself, not based 
on real mutual benefit, mutual interest, justice and individual 
freedom, is impossible, it has nothing to do with forced and 
imposed unity” [9].

Unfortunately, not all program documents concerning far-
reaching social reforms in Ukraine have a section on diagnosing 
and transforming the worldview of the population. For example, in 
this regard, in the Preface of Ukraine 2030: the Doctrine of Sustain-
able Development (2017), the authors make an explanation: “The 
research team is aware of the fact that in making the first attempt to 
generate new worldview values and new approaches to solving the 
most urgent tasks of the Ukrainian State it is impossible to raise all 
questions and provide comprehensive answers to them” [22]. And, 
practically, this Doctrine does not contain program activities for di-
agnosing the current worldview and forming a new one.

As already noted, clarifying the interpretation of the concept 
“worldview” creates prerequisites for the formation of a mecha-
nism of consolidation and solidarity among certain communi-
ties. V. Ilin and A. Mashentsev, in their textbook on philosophy, 
give the following definition: “A worldview includes the person’s 
understanding of the world, the place of the person in the world, 
the relationship between the person and the world, the sense of 
the person’s life (the purpose of his/her life). Since the person lives 
in society, his/her worldview includes awareness of his/her social 
interests, social ideals, life values” [15].

L. Yarmol performed a comparative analysis of 27 defini-
tions of this concept and proposed her own interpretation: “A per-
son’s worldview is a system of a number of components, “elements” 
of the person’s consciousness (ideas, knowledge, attitudes, beliefs, 
faith, etc.) that make up the spiritual practical formation and pro-

vide insight into the place the person occupies in the world, his/her 
attitude to the world and to him/herself [27].

The worldview of a person is closely connected with the 
internal mental processes of human conscience. The analysis of 
the main psychological approaches to its determination showed 
that a worldview is an activity on implementing external and in-
ternal social orientation. The internal way of orientation is the 
use of reflection for subordination of motives and activities; hi-
erarchization of values, beliefs; formation of a personal meaning 
for assimilated social norms and values. The external way of ori-
entation implies building a model of interaction with the outside 
world, with other people as well as choosing a behavior model. It 
is an alteration of the “higher sense of orientation” that can partly 
explain the complex of negative processes occurring in modern 
society: a decrease in the level of spiritual culture and its role in 
human life; the dominance of the philosophy of consumption; 
the instability in the moral attitudes of the young generation, 
their susceptibility to negative influences, loss of ideals and, as 
a result, the growth of drug addiction, alcoholism, aggression, 
crime, suicide.

In our time, the factor that influences the formation of 
a person’s worldview is his/her financial standing.  A person’s 
ideological orientations and patterns of behavior change de-
pending on the amount of material wealth he/she possesses.

To study worldview, one must have an idea of its types. 
Worldview studies use many of its classifications. For example, 
many scholars single out three types of worldview: everyday, re-
ligious and scientific one, each of which has its specific features. 
The structure of the worldview self-determination of a person 
(as a process and result) includes the following components: 
need and goal focused, knowledge, cognitive, emotional-voli-
tional, activity, reflection and value focused, and effectiveness. 
Some scholars associate a worldview with the work of a person 
in a certain social sphere and distinguish political, legal, mana-
gerial, economic worldview, etc.

Despite qualitative differences among the types of world-
view, it can be argued that any of them seeks to answer three 
basic questions: what is the world in which a person lives and 
acts; what should he/she live for; how he/she ought to live.

Solving the complex tasks set by the internal develop-
ment of our society and the international situation puts for-
ward the pressing issue of forming a systematized scientific 
worldview. However, it is necessary to take into account that 
this worldview should not be strictly distanced from the non-
scientific and religious ones. V. Vernadsky warned: “Some parts 
of even the modern scientific worldview were not achieved due 
to scientific search or scientific thought — they entered science 
from outside: from religious ideas, from philosophy, from pub-
lic life, from art. But they stayed in it only because they stood 
the test of the scientific method [7].

From the point of view of B. Stepin, the scientific worldview 
as well as the ideals and normative structures of science, in the 
period of their formation and subsequent transformation, require 
a peculiar connection with the prevailing worldview of a particular 
historical era, with the values of its culture [21]. The researcher be-
lieves that scientific outlooks can acquire a general cultural, world-
view sense only if they are visualized, which ensures their under-
standing not only by specialists in this field of knowledge but also 
by researchers specializing in other sciences and even educated 
people who are not directly involved in scientific activity.



160 Проблеми економіки № 4 (42), 2019

Економічна теорія

In itself, the scientific worldview cannot be stable in 
terms of content and structure. It has been constantly evolving. 
As already noted, Ukrainian scientists pay particular attention 
to the economic worldview. For modern economic knowledge, 
it is necessary to understand that the orientation to insatiable 
consumption leads the world along a deadly path. And the 
expectations of some researchers of new social patterns for 
a  “market signal” about the need to abandon this orientation 
appear to be false.

According to prominent Western scholars, the purpose 
of markets is to be effective, not sufficient; profit-seeking, not 
fair. Markets have never set themselves the goal of achieving 
solidarity or integrity, beauty or justice, sustainability or spiri-
tuality. They are not intended for this... Markets, if allowed to 
work normally, achieve their goals very well, but these goals are 
far from the general purpose of a person. To achieve the highest 
goal, mechanisms of politics, culture, religion are used. And, if 
someone admits the idea that these greatest achievements of 
the human spirit can be replaced by economic theories, we are 
at risk of trampling on our souls [5].

The analysis of the literature sources [5; 7; 8; 23; 24 and 
others] has allowed to define:

the concept of theoretical economic worldview as a ��
system of scientifically based subjective social ideas 
of implementing sound economic activity;
the concept of practical economic worldview as an ��
empirically determined set of subjective social ideas 
of implementing economic activity based on tradi-
tional principles;
the concept of �� scientific economic worldview as an 
ordered in a certain way set of subjective social ideas 
of implementing economic activity.

It is of no doubt that both a practicing economist and a sci-
entist should have the ability to make philosophical worldview 
generalizations about the current relationship between nature 
and society, the need to preserve humanity, its transfer to a new 
model of civilizational development. But for an economist, a deep 
understanding of human survival is especially important. Indeed, 
the uncontrolled growth of industrial production is the first fun-
damental factor in the destruction of the biosphere due to a rapid 
increase in the consumption of energy and clean fresh water, a de-
crease in the area of forest plantations, as well as an increase in the 
amount of harmful waste.

Mastering the scientific economic worldview, according to 
V.  Volovich, will allow studying objective economic reality with 
all its contradictions. “To a certain extent, the scientific economic 
worldview is called upon to cognize (reflect) objective economic 
laws. On the other hand, the scientific economic worldview can 
be used in forming the economic policy of a particular state. There 
is a peculiar pluralism of economic outlooks and doctrines at any 
stage in the development of human society. The latter goes to 
prove that no school of economic thought historically disappears 
without a trace” [8].

In studying worldview special attention should be paid 
to factors contributing to its change. These include qualitative 
changes in people’s lives (revolutions, reforms, wars, etc.); changes 
in family relationships; significant changes in the immediate social 
environment (friends, colleagues, managers); changes in the qual-
ity of a person’s life; the content of social institutions aimed at en-
suring progressive trends in changes in the worldview of members 
of society. The economic worldviews of a Ukrainian are influenced 

by the following factors: transformation of Ukrainian society; glo-
balization and formation of a new world order; growth in the level 
of worldview freedom and spiritual quest of an individual.

In managing the formation of a worldview, it is necessary, 
first of all, to make its implicit contradictions explicit, to present 
their boundaries and put a person who needs to change his/her 
worldview in a situation where he/she needs to make a choice. Here, 
in order for a person to make a worldview choice corresponding 
to reality, it is important to present arguments both against other 
worldviews (so that the person could understand their limitations) 
and in support of a progressive worldview concept.

It makes sense to use positive trends in the evolution of 
management to develop a paradigm for controlling the develop-
ment of a person’s worldview. The fundamental principle of this 
paradigm is that in relation to the worldview management should 
not be considered as the art of controlling people but as the art of 
creating unique conditions for a more efficient use of internal con-
scious sources to implement creative ideas of individuals who dem-
onstrate high intellectual activity and have specific knowledge.

Solving the problems of the worldview of society can be fa-
cilitated by updating the concepts of the educational sphere. On 
this occasion, S. Beketova and the co-authors note: “The difficult 
socio-economic situation has caused searching for new worldviews 
for the young generation and determined the main goal of educa-
tion – teaching a person to treat the outside world from the stand-
point of modern science, clearly define his/her attitude to reality, 
understand the meaning of what is happening, form the ability for 
independent judgment. Worldview knowledge, attitudes, beliefs, 
evaluative skills formed in the educational process are interpreted, 
processed and converted into values that determine the position 
of students in relation to the surrounding reality” [3]. A person 
with naive, unenlightened consciousness does not have sufficient 
means for a clear, consistent, rational justification of his/her views, 
often turning to fantastic fiction, crafts, and customs.

Our worldview largely depends on the most important 
component of education – upbringing. The fact is that until now 
the result of education is considered to be knowledge. But, unfor-
tunately, our knowledge is mainly aimed at finding ways to use 
resources to meet human needs and not at all for the joint harmo-
nious development of the human community. Overcoming these 
discrepancies in the process of developing the sphere of upbringing 
and education will solve many problems of the formation of a hu-
manistic worldview and, on this basis, the productive social con-
solidation. S. Myakinnikov gives the following explanation of this 
process: “Worldview knowledge allows producing special forms of 
spiritual exploration of reality and an individual’s perceiving him/
herself as an existing and cognizing one. It turns out to be a sup-
port for identifying the value of the cognized objects of reality and 
activities as well as for determining his/her own place and the role 
of the latter in society and nature ... On the one hand, the world-
view directs a person perceiving life values to cognition and practi-
cal mastering of the phenomena of the world; on the other hand, it 
itself is a value for its bearer and, possibly, other individuals, which 
is acquired in the course of socialization of the person” [17].

Resources should be directed at both practical and theo-
retical knowledge. It is knowledge that has acquired the role of 
the main production resource determining social life over the 
past century. As a consequence, education became an essential 
social value; the principles of meritocracy were formed; a new 
class, which can be called the “class of knowledge producers” or 
the “class of intellectuals”, emerged.



161Проблеми економіки № 4 (42), 2019

Економічна теорія

The processes of consolidation and solidarity are being 
implemented in the scientific sphere of society as well. They 
are clearly manifested in schools of thought. These are small 
informal creative groups that formulate, assume and promote 
relevant paradigms. The most talented scientists belong either 
simultaneously or sequentially to several groups of this type. 
A school of thought implements the following functions: pro-
ducing scientific knowledge; disseminating knowledge; train-
ing qualified scientists. It is generally accepted that the life cycle 
of a scientific school comprises three generations: the founder 
of the school; his/her followers; disciples of the followers.

The leader of a school of thought has a degree of Doctor 
of Sciences (Professor). The school should have three doctors 
of sciences in one specialty. It differs from the usual scientific 
team in a number of ways: 

1) the resea�����������������������������������������������rch topics of a scientific school are more uni-
form than those of a laboratory or department; 

2) a school of thought informally divides scientists into 
idea men, critics, erudites, etc.; 

3) in a school of thought, the leader of the younger gen-
eration is a representative of this school.

Changes in the worldview should be associated with the 
humanization of man and humanity. Presently, national ideolo-
gies and strategies for the successful development of society are 
built on this worldview foundation.

Conclusions. In general, the following conclusions 
can be drawn from the above materials. Life activities of the 
members of a society and the degree of their consolidation 
depend on their world outlook. In Ukraine, mechanisms for a 
deliberate streamlining of socio-economic processes, diagnos-
ing of reserves for the development of worldview do not yet 
work. The study of this concept will allow organizing a dialogue 
between people with different worldviews and, on this basis, 
specifying a constructive social pattern. Solving complex tasks 
set by the internal development of our society and the interna-
tional situation is possible due to the formation of a systematic 
scientific worldview. To provide a solution to the problems of 
the worldview of society, it is necessary to update the concepts 
of the educational sphere. Technologies and programs for the 
development of knowledge are concentrating more on finding 
effective ways to use resources for meeting human needs, less 
– on improving relationships, the joint harmonious develop-
ment of the human community. Overcoming these discrepan-
cies in the process of developing the sphere of upbringing and 
education will solve many problems related to the formation 
of a humanistic worldview and, on this basis, the productive 
social consolidation. In managing a worldview, it is necessary 
to focus on enhancing internal conscious sources of people’s 
desire to carry out their own unique ideas in practice. The pro-
cesses of consolidation and solidarity are implemented both in 
society and in the scientific sphere of society. They are clearly 
manifested in schools of thought that implement the follow-
ing functions: producing scientific knowledge; disseminating 
knowledge; training qualified scientists.
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