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Abstract

This article presents the brief analysis of the evolution of culture. The authors notice that the
emergence of culture has raised the evolutionary process to a new level. For man there was no
need to master nature and technology as the extremely slow process of biological change; he had
an extrasomatic mechanism of adaptation and control, which developed on the basis of its own
laws and potentials. Moreover, progress in one aspect of culture is easily transferred to others, so
that each area benefits from the development of one. Consequently, the history of man becomes
an account of the history of his culture. Cultural systems, similar to biological organisms, develop,
multiply and spread to other territories. Technology builds, but it can also destroy. The hope that
a civilization so painstakingly and expensively created simply cannot be destroyed, because such
an end would be too terrible and meaningless — is nothing more than a naive anthropocentric pain.
The cosmos has nothing to do with what man has created on this tiny planet. The final destruction
of the human race — and sooner or later it will happen — will not be the first time that a species is
completely extinct.
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Introduction

At the international level, an interesting trend can be traced: the movement towards greater and
greater political unity. Agricultural technology has replaced the village, cities, tribes, nations and
empires. Modern fuel technology similarly contributes to the creation of larger political groupings,
fewer centers of concentration of power. The unification of Germany and Italy in the nineteenth century
is a relatively recent phenomenon of the tendency to unite Nations. The Treaty of Versailles attempted
to "balkanize Europe," to counteract the century — old trend of social evolution, and to divide the
continent into smaller parts. One of the most remarkable and important aspects of the Second World
War, especially at the initial stage, was the desire to unify Europe. Half a dozen world powers fought
in the First World War; only two emerged victorious from the Second. The arena of the struggle for the
state is narrowing as its participants are destroyed. The logical outcome will be not just the domination
of one state — this is a transitional stage, but a single political organization that will protect the entire
planet and all peoples. To such a denouement is quickly leading us but new powerful technology.
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However, a new and ominous element complicates the prospect: the use of atomic energy for
military purposes. Again, this factor did not arise by chance, and due to the fact that the energy extracted
from of the new source of steel to convert in such bad shape. Once again, we are on the verge of a
technological revolution. The consequences of this new technological breakthrough may be
fundamentally different from those of the agrarian and fuel revolutions. In the past, the emergence of
new technologies abolished old social systems, but replaced them with new systems. Nuclear
technology, on the other hand, threatens to destroy civilization itself, or to disfigure it to such an extent
that it will take a hundred, a thousand, perhaps ten thousand years to reach the level of development of
today again. At least, this is what prominent scientists and the military assure us; we, the uninitiated,
like children, live in ignorance, because all the important circumstances associated with the use of
atomic energy are kept secret from us. The destruction of several dozen scientific and industrial centers
in Europe and the United States will be fatal to Western civilization, and the powers that be assure us
that this is quite possible, if not likely. The hope for the future and for the future of humanity and
civilization in the event of a new war is linked to a winner — not just a survivor-with a winner who has
the strength and resources to unite the entire human race on our planet into a single social system.

Thus, the emergence of culture has raised the evolutionary process to a new level. For man there
was no need to master nature and technology as the extremely slow process of biological change; he
had an extrasomatic mechanism of adaptation and control, which developed on the basis of its own
laws and potentials. Moreover, progress in one aspect of culture is easily transferred to others, so that
each area benefits from the development of one. Consequently, the history of man becomes an account
of the history of his culture.

Main part

Technology is a world of rocks and rivers, sticks and steel, air and light of stars, galaxies, atoms,
molecules. Man is only a material body of a special kind, which has to perform certain actions in order
to maintain its state in the cosmic material system. The means of adaptation and control, security and
survival are technological means. So culture becomes first of all the mechanism of transformation of
energy necessary to force energy to work for the benefit of the person, and only then-the mechanism
of formation and the direction of his behavior which is not connected directly with obtaining food,
protection from enemies and fight against enemies. Therefore, social systems are defined by
technological systems, philosophical concepts and art reflect the experience formed by technology and
refracted by social systems. Cultural systems, like biological systems, have the capacity for growth.
That is, the ability to capture energy turns into the ability to capture and transform it in ever greater
quantities.

Thus, cultural systems, similar to biological organisms, develop, multiply and spread to other
territories. The sun is the primary engine; culture is the modynamic system that works from it. At the
very least, solar energy has given rise to all the cultural systems hitherto known in history, and it will
support cultural systems even when all the earth's reserves of fissile fuel are exhausted, if civilization
survives to that point. Yet technology remains the main actor in this play, even if it turns out to be the
villain rather than the hero. Technology builds, but it can also destroy. The hope that a civilization so
painstakingly and expensively created simply cannot be destroyed, because such an end would be too
terrible and meaningless — is nothing more than a naive anthropocentric pain. The cosmos has nothing
to do with what man has created on this tiny planet [Langegger, 2013]. The final destruction of the
human race — and sooner or later it will happen-will not be the first time that a species is completely
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extinct. This will not be an event in the life of our planet. But man can survive a radioactive catastrophe
even if his culture is thrown back to the level of the Neolithic age; he will start climbing again, this
time maybe in a different way; and it is possible that culture will benefit from this. Culture may not be
destroyed, and even not suffer much from new sources of energy. The probability of destruction is no
greater than the probability of survival. When the next major arena on the international stage emerges,
the devastation may be — and probably will be-great, but the creative forces of new technologies may
be enough to restore what has been destroyed in a short time and unite the whole world into a single
political system. Then and only then will the fatal inevitability of war be removed and the way cleared
for a more interesting and rich life.

Culture is a series of interacting elements; each cultural trait affects and is influenced by others.
Some elements become obsolete and are excluded from this flow; new elements are included. All the
time new permutations, combinations, synthesis are created. Whether we consider a limited section of
the cultural continuum, such as the evolution of mathematics or the genealogy of the steam engine, or
culture as a whole, the principle of interpretation remains the same: culture grows out of culture.

Culturology is a very young branch of science. After several centuries of development of
astronomy, physics and chemistry, several decades of development of physiology and psychology,
science has finally turned its attention to what most determines human behavior - its culture. After
many failed attempts, it has been shown that culture cannot be explained in terms of psychology; such
interpretations are nothing more than anthropomorphism in scientific garb. The explanation of culture
can only be culturological. The science of culture is young, but promising. It still has much to do, if
only the subject of its study will remain and continue its movement-forward and upward [Frese, 2008].

The most acute problem of culturological Latin American thought (in many respects it is for
Culturology as a whole) is the problem of communicative and generative possibilities of
intercivilizational contacts, or, in other words, the possibility / impossibility of intercivilizational
cultural-generating interaction and, accordingly, the boundaries, limits, ways of such interaction. The
problem became particularly acute in European thought in connection with the discovery of the New
World, when the cultural, political and economic expansion of Europe into the New World began, but
it was theoretically formulated in the late XIX-early XX century, during the struggle of cultural and
philosophical paradigms of positivism — antipositivism, and then developed on new philosophical
grounds (N. Y. Danilevsky, O. Spengler, A. Toynbee, K. Jaspers, M. Weber, P. Sorokin, etc.). In the
vast majority of European culturologists, based on different premises, gave either extremely limiting
or negative answers to the question of the possibilities of intercivilizational interaction. This
negativistic trend has made itself felt in Latin American studies. The situation was paradoxical: the
whole world reads outstanding Latin American "new" novel, admires a great painting, architecture,
generated clearly different, special "way of being", which gives a special picture, a special image of the
world, and theoretically this culture is considered as if non-existent — because to admit its existence, it
is necessary to allow simple, yet extremely complex fact: she was born as the result of inter-
civilizational interaction. In other words, the very existence of Latin American culture seems to
challenge the "negative" direction of cultural thought.

This trend is not widespread in domestic Latin American thought, but should be mentioned, and
not only for completeness. If traditional culturology was limited to the study of civilizational statics,
"virgin™ pure," correct "cultures, then perhaps a new word can be said direction, studying the stages
and forms of cultural "concubinate” moments of connection, mixing of cultures, i.e. focusing on the
civilizational and cultural dynamics, which combines the historical-stadial and structural approaches
[Zueva, Zashchirinskaya, 2019]. In culturological classics, inheriting from positivism distrust of mixed,
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"impure” form, all moments of mixing were considered as the beginning of the death, degradation of
civilizations, but this phase can also be a phase of culture-producing "conception™. In any case, this
ambivalent understanding of the death-birth phases is more consistent with the principles of natural and
cultural metamorphosis.

The study of intercivilizational interaction, and in the first place generating forms of such contacts,
brings to the fore the problem of "cultural synthesis"”, around it in the domestic Latin American studies
have long been disputes. The debatable nature of this problem (and concept) is largely caused by their
different semantic content in different authors. For some, cultural synthesis is a General characteristic
of a time-long historical and cultural process that develops as a result of intercultural interaction, during
which a new cultural system arises; for others, cultural synthesis is understood as specific mechanisms
of intercultural interaction and generation of new cultural forms. Although between these levels of the
concept, of course, there is an important and fundamental relationship, but it is not direct, they relate,
but do not coincide. The concept of "cultural synthesis" indicates the General vector and meaning of
development, and concrete interaction and cultural Genesis are carried out at different levels of culture
and in its various forms not through any one, but through different mechanisms [Knierbein, Sezer,
2015]. From this point of view, the direct application of the concept of cultural synthesis to interpret
and characterize the mechanisms of cultural Genesis is completely unacceptable. In cultural relations,
it is impossible, so to speak, equal participation of the original components in the formation of a new
phenomenon, and it does not arise as a result of their" non-sufficient " mixing. In civilizational-cultural
relations always one of the parties acts as an initiative superstrate, and the other-as a perceiving inertial
substrate, and most importantly, whose civilizational matrices are laid in the basis [Borish, Phillips,
2012].

The degree of initiative of such a central civilizing principle as world religions or world religious-
mythological complexes is crucial for determining the civilizational-cultural type. The language of
culture turns out to be a more important factor than language in the linguistic sense. On the European
material it is possible to give such examples: East Slavic cultures keep the language, but develop on
the basis of matrices of Greco-Byzantine culture, and West Slavic-on the basis of Roman; Irish culture
develops in English, but retains many of the culture-producing matrices of ancient origin; or, for
example, despite the fact that the basis of Serbian and Bulgarian cultures are Slavic and Greek-
Byzantine matrices, the role of matrices of Turkic-Turkish origin is noticeable in them. At the same
time, it is obvious that language is influenced by the process of "translation™ of perceived matrices and
is itself transformed on their basis (for example, the role of Greek linguistic models in the Russian
literary language, and, consequently, in the type of cultural and artistic thinking).

In other words, the ways of interaction, i.e. the actual mechanisms of cultural genesis (overlay,
translation, transcription, assimilation, syncretization, recoding, etc.) depend on what acts as a
superstrate and what is a substrate. The emerging culture creates on one or another basis its culture-
generating "field", defines the boundaries of "own™ and "alien”, acceptable and unacceptable in relation
to the diversity of worldview, ethical, aesthetic, genre, style, etc. models with which it has to come into
contact in relations with foreign cultural worlds.

You should of course distinguish at least three major period of inter-civilizational / inter-cultural
interaction, the difference of which is determined by the degree of removal of originality towards
greater humanization: 1) interaction "doosey" (according to Jaspers) cultures of antiquity; 2) the period
when the main civilizing force be "axial™ culture; 3) extension of Christian civilization as the main
dynamic force in world history (New time).

In European civilization, the type key is an overlay of Greco-Judeo-Roman matrix, serving as a
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superstratum on "pagan”, i.e. non-Christian cultural worlds, and the separation of the Christian matrix
for two species (Western and Eastern) and the difference of their interactions with culture substrate
generates within a single civilizational circle many variants of cultures. Each of them has as a basis our
cultural "code," which embodies in itself all the peculiar connection of the leading matrix (and its basis
in fact — a particular type of metaphysics, or different type of interpretation of the dynamic context, the
earthly and the transcendental planes of existence) with the pre-Christian cultural material, and it is
embodied in a stable, not dependent on socialhistorical and ideological situation paradigmatic
(sustainable series of key locations, myths, oppositions...).

As a continuation of this process, which captured in Europe | — the beginning of the 11 Millennium
ad, it is necessary to consider those cultural processes that begin with the discovery and conquest of the
New World and the campaign of Christianization of the indigenous population. Although the gap in
time between the completion of the Christianization of the outskirts of Europe (Russia, Scandinavia)
and the beginning of the Christianization of the New World from the point of view of historical scales
is small (five to six centuries), but the nature of intercivilization interaction at the dawn of the New
time is significantly different. Because the transfer of European cultural traditions in the New world
occurs in the beginning of the decay of the religious and mythological traditions of the European West,
washing out her new cultural mythologism, the humanization of culture, the rapid growth of her identity
that strongly responds to the very essence of the new cultural type that will emerge in Latin America
with the growth of this process. Another important factor that caused the fundamental difference
between culture-producing processes in Latin America is a huge historical gap in the historical age of
substrate (autochthonous) and superstrate (European) material.

As a result, we have a unique cultural situation, which is determined by the maximum tension at
the poles of historical age (the meeting of modernity with antiquity / youth), moreover, did not
previously have any intercivilizational ties outside its habitat. (In the Old World, the factor of long-
standing previous intercultural relations, direct and indirect, seems to relieve such a sharp tension when
meeting different-aged cultures, for example in the zone of Russian expansion in Siberia.)

In this general context, the process of cultural education in Latin America appears as an open-to-
read history of intercivilizational interaction. Some of the major problems that it puts forward can be
defined as follows: the study of the conditions and nature of the Latin American version of
intercivilizational interaction; the study of the specific mechanisms of this interaction at different stages
and in general; the emergence of a new civilizational cosmos, its structure and its logos, ideology, type
of civilizational consciousness. At the same time, it seems that it is extremely important to have a clear
awareness that the specificity and uniqueness of the Latin American civilizational type are related both
to the nature of the initial components and to the special time of their connection.

Conclusion

Thus, culture is a series of interacting elements; each cultural trait affects and is influenced by
others. Some elements become obsolete and are excluded from this flow; new elements are included.
All the time new permutations, combinations, synthesis are created. Whether we consider a limited
section of the cultural continuum, such as the evolution of mathematics or the genealogy of the steam
engine, or culture as a whole, the principle of interpretation remains the same: culture grows out of
culture.

Culturology is a very young branch of science. After several centuries of development of
astronomy, physics and chemistry, several decades of development of physiology and psychology,
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science has finally turned its attention to what most determines human behavior - its culture. After
many failed attempts, it has been shown that culture cannot be explained in terms of psychology; such
interpretations are nothing more than anthropomorphism in scientific garb. The explanation of culture
can only be culturological. The science of culture is young, but promising. It still has much to do, if
only the subject of its study will remain and continue its movement-forward and upward.

The emergence of culture has raised the evolutionary process to a new level. Progress in one aspect
of culture is easily transferred to others, so that each area benefits from the development of one.
Consequently, the history of man becomes an account of the history of his culture. Cultural systems,
similar to biological organisms, develop, multiply and spread to other territories.
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e-mail: natalia.tretyakova@mail.ru
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Kannunar punocodckux Hayk,
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AHHOTANUA

B crathe mpencraBieH KpaTKUil aHAIW3 HBOJIOIUU KYJIbTYpbl. ABTOpPBI OTMEUAaIOT, YTO
KYJIbTYPOJIOTHUS SIBJISIETCS. O4Y€Hb MOJIOZIOM OTpacibio HayKu. [1ociie HECKOIBKUX CTOJIETUM pa3BUTHUSA
aACTPOHOMUU, (PU3UKH U XUMHUH, HECKOJIbKUX JECATUICTHI Pa3BUTHS (DU3HOJOTHH U TICUXOJIOTUU
JaHHAas HayKa, HAKOHEI], OoOpaTWjia BHUMaHHUE JIOJEH Ha TO, YTO OOJBIIE BCETO OMpPENeseT
MOBEJICHNE YeJIOBEKa, — €ro KyJIbTypy. [lociie MHOTHX HEyIayHBIX MOMBITOK OBLIO MOKa3aHO, YTO
KYJbTYPY HENb3s1 OOBSCHUTH C TOUKH 3PEHHUS TICHXOJIOTUN; TaKWe MHTEPIPETAIMU — HE YTO MHOE
Kak aHTpornoMophusM B HayuyHOM opesHuH. OObSICHEHHE KYJIbTYPbl MOXKET OBITh TOJBKO
KyJbTypojorndeckuMm. Hayka o KynbType — Moso/asi, HO iepcrekTuBHas. [losBiIeHne KyIbTyphI
MOJHSJIO DBOJIOIMOHHBIN TPOIIECC HAa HOBBIM ypoBeHb. J[7si uenoBeka oTmanga HeoOXOJIMMOCTh
OCBaMBATh MPUPOY U TEXHOJOTHUIO MO MEPE YPE3BBIYAITHO MEJICHHOTO IMpoliecca OMOIOTHIeCKIX
W3MEHEHUI; y HEro MOSBUJICS JKCTPACOMATUYCCKUN MEXaHU3M MPUCIIOCOOJICHUS U KOHTPOIS,
KOTOPBIA pa3BUBAJICS, UCXOJs U3 COOCTBEHHBIX 3aKOHOB M BO3MOKHOCTeH. [Iporpecc B omgHOM
acreKTe KyJbTYphl JIETKO MEPEHOCUTCA Ha APYTUe, MO3TOMY Pa3BUTHE KaXJA0r0 U3 HUX MPUHOCUT
OUYEBHJIHYIO T0JIb3Yy. ClenoBaTenbHO, UCTOPUS YETOBEKA CTAHOBUTCS HMCTOPHEH €ro KyJbTYpBHI.
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KynapTypHble  cuctembl, 10J00HBIE  OHOJOTMYECKHMM  OpraHM3MaM, pa3BUBAIOTCA U
pacpocTpaHsIOTCs Ha ipyrue Tepputopuu. Caennan BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO TEXHOJIOTHS CTPOUT, HO OHA
TaK)Ke MOXET W paszpymaTh. Hamexkna Ha TO, 4TO COBPEMEHHAsl IMBIJIM3AIMS HE MOXET OBITh
paspyleHa, MOTOMY YTO TaKOW KOHEI ObUT OBl CIIUIIIKOM YKACHBIM M OECCMBICIICHHBIM, — 3TO HE
YTO MHOE, KaK mumo3ua. KocMoc He umeeT HUYero oOIiero ¢ TeM, 4TO YeJOBEeK CO3/ajl Ha 3TOH
KpOULIEYHOH IIJIaHETE.
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