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THE WORLDVVIEW MILESTONES
OF MODERN SOCIETY:
THE OPINION FROM GEORGIA

Anomauisn. Axmyaivnicmo 3anpononosanoi 0k 062060penHs MeMU 3YMOGACHA HAYKOBOI0 DUCKYCIEI0, W0 GUHUKAA 0O-
6KOLA NOHAMS CEIMOZAAOHUX OPIEHMUPIE cyudcHocmi. Teopemuru pisHux HAYKOBUX 2dNy3etl NPONOHYIOMG MAYMAUECH-
HS Ub020 NOHAMMS, MEXAHIZMIG 11020 (POPMYGAHH MA KPUMeEPiie su3HaAUeHHs. AGMOPKA CMAMMi Y C8OIX MIPKYBAHHAX
CMOCOBHO CBIMOLNSIOHUX OPIEHMUPIS CYUACHOZO CYCNIALCTNEA ONUPAENLCS, HACAMNEPeO, HA NPAYL CYUACHOZO HOPEE3LKOZO
Ginocopa E. Tanaynoa, sxuil c60€10 uepzoio OpieHmyemvcs Ha (inococvki mendenuyii 3axody, ma nponoHye He u-
KOPUCMOBY8AMU NOHAMINS <CEIMN0ZASL0» 68 KOHMEKCMI CYCNIAbHOL ¢8100MOCMi, OCKIAbKU CAM MEPMIH MAL0 3ACMOCO-
BYEMBCS 6 CYUACHIU AMEPUKAHCOKIU Md aHZITUCOKIU (Pinocodil, a axuwo i 3acmocosyemvcs, mo K <yiiicHul nioxio
do ichysanns: micue modunu ¢ Kocmoci, it cmaeaenns 0o iHwux icmom, 0o boza, do ceimy 3azaroms. Ha npomusazy
UbOMY MAYMAUEHHIO ABMOPKA HABOOUTND BUSHAYUCHHS, SKe C8020 YACY 3ANPONOHYEALA PAOSIHCOKA HAYKA: <C8IMO02as0 — ue
cucmema nozasdie na ceim (npupody, cycniivCmeo, MUCIEHHs), WO 6NAUGAIOMb HA UIHHICHY OPIEHMAYi0 JHOOUNY 1 HA
i1 disioHicmos.

Y cmammi asmop ananizye micye c6imoznsi0y A00UHU 6 CYUACHOMY CYCNIALCMEL U Y KYpHATiCmuyi. 30Kkpema po3eisdde
NPULUHU BUHUKHEHHS. 0e36UXTOHUX CYCNIAGHO-NOLIMUMHUX CUmyayit. Y Konmexcmi MipKyeanv 00CAIOHUUS 36ePMAEMb-
cs1 00 00c8idy epy3uncokozo cycnitvemsd. Ha dymxy asmoprku npuuura 0iavuocmi 6e36UxioHux coyidibHO-NOAIMUYHUX
cumyayit y ceimi — nozame 3acGOEHH A00UHOI0 CneyudiKu éedenns 0ianiozy, 6 HeoOAUHOCT NOJIMUKIS, 8 NeZKOBAN-
HOCME JKYPHATICMCOKUX MPAKMYBEAHD NOMOUHUX T MUHYIUX NPOOLeM c8imosol cniivHomu. Bupiwenns npobaemu asmop
bauumy y eedenni 0ianozie, mobmo hopmMysanni 102iuHOi NOCAI008HOCI «BUCLO08ICHO-NOUYMO-NOCTNYNKU-KOHCEHCYC>.
Hosuyis nioxpiniena npukaiadamu 3 CyuacHozo ZpY3uHcbK0z0 COULAILHO-NOTINUYHOZO KUMINSL.

Katouosi caosa: ceimozisd, ceimozisaoni opieumupu, ceimocnpuiinamms, 0idioz, KOHCEHCYC.

Anomauis. The urgency of the research is stipulated by the scientific discussion that arose around the notion of
worldview orientations of the present time. The theorists of various scientific fields offer interpretation of this concept,
mechanisms of its formation and criteria for determination.

As to the modern society’s worldview orientations the author of the study relies primarily in her arguments on the
works of the modern Norwegian philosopher E. Gamlund, who focuses on the west philosophical tendencies and
suggests not using the notion “worldview” in the context of social consciousness, since this term is little used in
contemporary American and English philosophy, and if it is applied then it is used as “a holistic approach to existence:
a place of a man in the cosmos, a man’s attitude to other beings, to the God, to the world in general”. In contrast
to this interpretation, the author gives a definition that was suggested once in the Soviet science: “a worldview is
a system of views on the world (nature, society, way of thinking), that affect the value orientation of a human and
his/her activities”.

In the article the author analyzes the place of human’s worldview in the modern society and in journalism. In particular,
she considers the reasons of hopeless socio-political situations. In the context of considerations, the researcher refers
to the experience of the Georgian society. It is the author’s opinion that the reason of most hopeless socio-political
situations in the world is poor communication skills of an individual, as well as carelessness of politicians and
irresponsibility of journalistic interpretations of the current and past problems of the world community.
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The author considers that conducting the dialogues is solution of these problems that is in formation of the logical
sequence of “expressed-heard-actions-consensus”. This position of the author is reinforced by the examples from the

contemporary Georgian socio-political life.

Keywords: worldview, worldview orientations, world perception, dialogue, consensus.

milestones”. Why do we use the worldview?

Because, in our understanding, the worldview is
something stable and affirmed. The word “milestones”
gives the hope for variability, the right to choose,
which is more compliant with the modern trends. The
idea of the article arose due to communication with
a young Norwegian philosopher Espen Gamlund, a
lecturer at the University of Bergen. He is a tireless
popularizer of the subject of his scientific studies being
well acquainted with the local society.

The Norwegian scientist pays attention to the essence
of the key concept — “world view” and what it means in
the West. E. Gamlund is sure that one should not use
this term, which, in his opinion, is rarely used in Anglo-
American philosophy. But if one makes an attempt to
interpret, it is “a holistic approach to existence that
includes a vision of a person’s place in the Cosmos, in
relationships to other beings, perhaps to God and the
world as a whole”.

The Soviet high school and its teaching of
fundamental  philosophy highlights immediately
“the interpretation” of this notion in our minds: “A
worldview is a system of views on the world (nature,
society, thinking) that affects the person’s value
orientation and consequently on his,/her activities”
[1, p. 916]. You should admit that the difference in
interpretations, in fact, is insignificant. And if we add
one more opinion to these two similar definitions: “The
worldview is determined, ultimately, by the level of
social development, the state of science, awareness”
[2, p. 177], then the difference in our and Bergen’s
wordings is even more imperceptible.

Without arguing with the interlocutor about the
similarity of two formulations which belong to the
Norwegian and a group of Soviet authors from the
encyclopedia, we turned to the following problem: “In
what approaches is the difference between continental

Introduction. Concerning to the concept “worldview

and  Anglo-American  philosophies  noticeable
particularly?” E. Gamlund’s answer sounded as
follows: “Analytical (Anglo-American) philosophy

benefits the society by making it clearer in definition
and clarification of terms, it is oriented toward empirical
sciences. Continental philosophy is mostly immersed
in phenomenology and existential philosophy. It is
most interested in making intraphilosophic discussions
without orientation to other sciences”.

As we have already mentioned above, the
conversation with E. Gamlund pushed us to some
parallels between the philosophical concept “world

view” and empirical science — journalism, which also
became a part of the scientific analysis of this material.
But before proceeding to determine the position of the
Norwegian philosopher on this issue, it is necessary to
identify the trends that are contrary to the worldview
preferences of generations who live at the breaking
point of two eras.

The results and discussions. The modern
technological reality has shaken the intrascientific
boundaries so much that it can be a question of general,
depressing problems that have confronted all sciences.
As to journalism, it has always included all spheres
of life in the area of its analysis. Earlier one could
hear the opinion that amateurism (an amateur level
of serious science) harms journalism, but as a form
of popularization it is still present in our profession.
However now dilettantism has taken such deep roots
in the sphere of journalism, which leads to scrapping of
the established criteria of professionalism. In addition,
the unsubstantiated, unbridled judgments have
become the norm. There is a breakdown of established
norms of decency. The free use of definitions and
characteristics that are degrading for a criticized object
(it can be a person, a group of people or an entire
state) leads to erosion of seemingly persistent norms
of interpersonal and interstate contacts. Dilettantism
and its “facilitated” interpretation of facts are causally
justified.

Due to formation of “information society” many
people believe in existence of a single emotional space,
in the world without borders. Anonymous bloggers
gave rise to a situation when there is no one to ask.
Do not you need to ask? It means the need when we
have to prove the truth of “hot” facts. Nobody needs
this. Do they shoot at your usual values? Take aim
and shoot using a larger caliber weapon. And it does
not matter that the people around are deaf from this
someone’s shooting, when being deaf, it is already
impossible to hear reasonable suggestions. Is it not
absurd to say that there is a “world without borders”
and, as we have already said, a single global emotional
space. If you mean the ability of a person anywhere in
the world to empathize, then it has long been proven
by masterpieces in the form of books, paintings, movies.
There is an Internet reaction to everyday calculations
in social networks of touching or frightening pictures,
there is a calculation of their views, but this creativity
is another kind of work. There is no concern with
reality. Only superficiality, easiness without hesitation.
Such a superficial style of living of negligible years,
5),

Integrated communications, 1 2018



BivikawBini 1. b. C8imoensdHi opieHmupu cyyacHoeo cycninoecmBa: noessd i3 Mpysii

given to a person for the main life stages (the period
of accumulation of knowledge, their implementation
and, finally, the reaping of fruits) leads to a number
of deadlock situations. To solve them, you need a
response, only not superficial, but qualitative. And here
journalism could play its social and educational role,
but so far we have not seen it.

Meanwhile, the stalemates, in many cases spread
all over the world and concerning the future of the
whole world, require urgent resolution. Not by the
order of someone, but by agreement of everyone.
Today this is unattainable. In our opinion, the basis
for all problems and the impossibility of their solution
lies in poor human learning in the issues of dialogue
building, in imprudence of politicians who represent
their understanding of the problem, irresponsibility
in journalistic interpretations of the current and past
painful problems of the world community.

I would like to repeat: the humanity will change
for the better and will be able to achieve a certain
unification in the worldview guidelines only when
it learns to conduct dialogues. It is in the process of
conducting dialogues that there is an opportunity to
disagree with someone or with something. The stated
thought should be heard and, in case of disagreement
with the position of the participant in the dialogue,
discussed again, and not immediately discarded. And
then the people will learn to find the way to consensus,
ie. will learn to make concessions. Such a consensus - a
concession will be a demonstration of awareness by the
participants of dialogue that someone’s position in the
current situation is more acceptable.

The desire to “speak through” the problems, to fix
the deadlocks and unresolved misunderstandings from
a reasonable part of mankind has long been practiced.
As early as the beginning of the twentieth century,
an American Andrew Carnegie wrote a check of $ 1.5
million to build “a centre of arrangements” — “Palace
of Peace”. Thus the Carnegie Foundation was formed
one hundred and seven years ago with headquarters in
New York. In the premises of the Foundation there are
meetings of the Bilderberg Club (founded in 1954). 128
Americans and 255 Europeans and Asians in a closed
format negotiate global problems and trends. Probably
they have chemistry. But we do not know anything
about their arguments and arrangements, the journalists
are not allowed there. Of course, for the positive
dynamics of world development, the meetings of such
overworlds are useful. But do they give anything to the
majority of unprivileged citizens? Of course, they do
not. After all, secrecy can not generate consensus. And
according to the problems accumulated in the world
today, such clubs are focused on economic priorities,
and political problems, cultural disunity of people — are
not yet in the focus of theit attention.
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To turn back to resolving and defusing political
problems, it is necessary to take into account the cultural
and moral values of nations inhabiting the globe. Let’s
suppose that a certain club has been created to discuss
the accumulated differences. Among other things, the
representatives of the neighboring countries also want
to participate in it with their “weak spots”. Do the
neighbors know each other? On a simple everyday
example I would like to demonstrate my own ignorance
about the problems of our city. For still not fully
clarified reasons, the VI Corps of the State University,
where the Department of Journalism is located, was
blocked. We were offered to conduct lectures in the
high-rise building of the University, which was open
for physicists, mathematicians, geologists, biologists
and other specialties more than a quarter of a century
ago.

During the transition period from a planned economy
to a market economy, the building fell into decay. The
first 5-6 floors (altogether there are 12 ones) are more
or less suitable for conducting lectures, heating from
the boiler room can somehow heat up the audience, and
in the other upper-level auditoriums there is a chaos.
It happened so that our humanities have never been in
this high-rise building for a long time, so the difference
in basic conditions was more dramatic. Over the years
since independence, a beautiful educational building
has become an abandoned, untidy building. Absolutely
outrageous against the background of the ruin are half-
meter gilded tables with the inscriptions “Professor
..."". Not the name of the faculty or laboratory, namely
a certain “professor” who does not think about the
thing how students perceive this outrageous sign of
conceit, who do not even have an elementary snack bar.
Evening lectures end and a crowd of frozen, hungry
students goes to “wild field”, to the unsettled space
where the city buses drive at random. If it’s raining,
there’s no way to hide. How should they reach a
consensus within one institution, is there any dialogue
between the administration and students who maintain
this administration? In the format of our disciplines
(“Newspaper”, “Magazine”) and in the format of our
educational newspapers and magazines we raised the
issue of food accessibility in the campus, the issue of
absence of student hostels, the issue of classrooms’ lack.
But there was no case when the authors of publications
were invited to administration for giving the clear
information on its intentions.

Is it possible to be sure that students studying in such
“field conditions” will remain patriots of their alma mater
and accordingly of their country?

Why does disorderliness of students’s everyday life
catch the eye? Because it concerns the worldview of
that generation, which in 5-7 years must be the most
popular and professional. Most importantly they should
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be effective, clearly knowing every next move of its
civil way. But if today these young people are pressed
with discomfort, disregard, being not including into the
discussion of problems, what will we get tomorrow?

If we return to the position of the Norwegian
philosopher and his views on “the ability to be geared
towards”, obsession of the Georgian media on political
topics, Georgia’s accession to NATO and the EU, and
no publications on the needs of population, covering no
word on the problems of unemployment among youth,
then, according to his opinion, the described state of the
media looks like features of immature democracy. Not
many years have passed since separation of Georgia from
the Soviet Union, and the building of democracy and
civil society looks like to take the years. The state itself
should be interested in this.

Conclusions. Officially, Georgia is not a clerical
state, the church is separated from the state. But there
are all signs of the opposite, when not only those who
find it difficult to live (old people, disabled people)
try to be attached to the church, but also quite able-
bodied people, to whom the state cannot offer a job,
a program for retraining, or volunteering. To impose
consciously clericalism today, when the whole world is
enthusiastically learning, striving to be at the forefront
of scientific and technological achievements, is it not an
indicator of the lack of moral values in power, or is it a
sign of obscurantism?”.

According to the philosopher’s opinion, the church
should be separated from the state. This is a great
advantage for development of the society. And religion
should have less power. It is important to share politics
and religion, and not put religious beliefs at the basis of
political decisions.

The dozens of millions of lari (the Georgian currency)
are allocated to the church by the Georgian government.
Many people talk about this in social networks. But there
is no discussion of programs to eradicate unemployment,
free education programs, and support for young families.
There are not any discussions, because there are no such
programs. As the youth say, “there is no moving”. The
standing swamp and therefore fuzzy worldview and
unformed milestones.
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ACCOIMMPOBAHHDIH 1TPod. (-Ta CONMAIBHO-TIOIUTHYECKUX HAYK
T6wmmcckoro rocyapcTBEHHOTO yHUBepcnTeTa nMenn VBana /IxaBaxuimBuim

(T6umncu, Tpysus)

MHWPOBO33PEHYECKHUE OPUEHTHPDI
COBPEMEHHOI'O OBIIIECTBA:
B3IJIA/] U3 TPY3HH

Annomauusn. B cmamve asgmop pasmviuisem o mecme MUpOS033PEeHUs 4eJ08€Kd 6 COBPEMEHHOM 00Wecmee u 6 Kyp-
Haaucmuke. Ilpusodumcs cpasnenue 08yx unrocodpckux no0x0008 anzs0-AMEPUKAHCKOZO U NOCM-COBEIMCKO20 Hd OCHOBE
pabom nopsesxckozo (hunocogpa Scnena Famaynda. I1o mHenuro asmopd, npuvurda OOILWUHCNEA MYNUKOBHIX COUUATILHO-
NOAUTMUMECKUX CUMYAUULL 8 Mupe — NA0Xds 00y4aeMOCb YeJ06eKd 6 8ONPOCAX 8edeHus udnozd, 6 HeOCMOMPUMeiv-
HOCIU NOJUMUKOS, 8 JIeZKOBECHOCIU KYPHAAUCMCKUX MPAKMOBOK MEKYUUX U NPOULTIX NPOOLEM MUPO8OZO CO0OUE-
cmea. Pewenue npobaemvt asmop sudum 6 eedenuu 0udiozos, m. e. (POPMUPOSAHUU JOZUUECKOU NOCAO08AMENLHOCTIU
<BLICKA3AHO-YCADIULAHO-YCMYNKU-KOHCEHCYC». TTo3uyus nookpenienda npumepanu u3 co8pemMmeHHoll epy3unHcKoll Couudiv-
HO-NOJUMUUECKOU KUSHU.

Kaioueasvie c108a: mupososspenue, Mupogo33peHueckue opueHmupsl, Muposocnpusmue, oudnoz, KOHCEHCYC.

Integrated communications, 1 (5), 2018



