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Abstract: This study aims to explore a demoethical model for sustainable development in modern
society. It proposes an approach that focuses on organizing activities to improve sustainable de-
velopment. Specifically, it presents a demoethical model relevant to Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0
organizations. The objective is to identify demoethical values that can drive sustainable develop-
ment in the era of digitalization. Through a literature review and analysis, this study identifies key
components of the demoethical model and provides practical recommendations for stakeholders
involved in digital transformation. The analysis of demoethical norms and phenomena, such as
education, nurturing, mind, knowledge, science, and honest work, has enabled the identification of
values that align with sustainable development in society. The results of the study demonstrate that
the notion of a demoethical foundation for sustainability is rooted in the concept of spirituality as
the basis for a new societal development scenario and its relationship with nature. The study shows
that ideas about the demoethical basis of sustainability are based on the priority of spirituality as
the basis of a new scenario for the development of society, as well as the integration of demographic,
socio-economical, and ecological components in system-wide modeling.

Keywords: Society 5.0; Industry 5.0; demos; demoethics; sustainability; sustainable development of
society; dignity; honest work; craft; virtuous person

1. Introduction

Today, the entire scientific community is faced with changes in the functioning of
socio-economic systems, the essence of which, and even more so their impact on the eco-
nomic component, requires special attention and study. The ongoing societal changes are
global and are reflected at all levels of social structure. The emergence of Society 5.0 and
Industry 5.0 reflects the fundamental shift of societies and economies [1–3]. Society 5.0
and Industry 5.0 are based on the development of human-centered social solutions and
innovations [1,4,5]. Industry 5.0 is determined not only by the competitiveness and pro-
ductivity of industries. Current challenges require balanced economic development and
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solutions to social and environmental problems. In the concept of Society 5.0, innovation
has a social focus and is interdisciplinary and intersectoral. In this regard, creating social
well-being and improving the population’s level and quality of life becomes a priority
for public–private partnerships [4] (p. 3). In this regard, Mazzucato’s idea that openness
and cooperation are critical success factors is significant [6] (p. 5). In modern society, the
role of citizens is the role of active participants in the innovation process. This article
fills a gap in the discussion of the demoethical foundations for ensuring economically
successful social innovations that contribute to the reasonable, sustainable development of
Society 5.0. Social innovations involve interdisciplinary research in which ideas about social
values (ethics), types of organizations (institutional theory), and stakeholders (traditions,
ideologies) are interconnected.

This article is focused on the study of demoethical issues and ethical phenomena
that allow the identification of the demoethical phenomena of society. In interpreting
the meaning of demoethics, we proceed from the notion of δη̃µoς, which from ancient
Greek means demos, “the people”. This position is because in Ancient Greece the term
“demos” denoted free citizens with civil rights [7]. This concept correlates with the concept
of democracy and is one of the most significant in matters of sustainable development
of society.

The concept of “demoethics” emphasizes the social nature of ethical norms that are
significant and are carried out by free citizens who have rights and obligations to society. In
modern science, there is no comprehensive study in the field of the sustainable development
of society considering the component of “demoethics”. “Demos” and “Ethics” are the terms
we use to combine applied ethics and social innovation that contribute to the sustainable
development of society. On this basis, we have developed a new model for organizing
the activities of the sustainable development of society as an increase in the population’s
competitiveness and quality of life.

The need to find sustainable foundations for the development of modern society is
associated with the crisis of modernity, which is multifaceted [8–10]. Modern crises do
not manifest themselves purely as economic ones. Understanding them requires a more
comprehensive theory about values in society. Crises are global and, thus, complicate the
social order system of norms and rules, among which there is a particular need to clarify
the interpretation of “ethical”. In this regard, this article is devoted to the study of the
demoethical phenomena of society, since the institution of democracy is one of the most
significant in the paradigm of sustainable development.

The development of humankind has led to an imbalance of various components,
which can be expressed as a system of “nature-people-society”. The interaction of society
and nature has become today one of the most pressing problems of our time. Therefore, the
issues related to the development of an adequate ecological consciousness [11–14], based
on the scientific and philosophical understanding of the unity of people and nature, are
especially acute.

Forming an environmentally oriented consciousness guarantees sustainable develop-
ment, since it is aimed at shaping people’s behavior in a way that does not deprive future
generations of the opportunity to live in a state of well-being. This means that ecological
creation recognizes the priority of the ethical norms of the demos, which contribute to the
survival of society and nature.

Identifying new demoethical phenomena of society contributes to the development
of a new model for organizing the activities of the sustainable development of society as
an increase in the population’s competitiveness and quality of life. Therefore, within the
framework of this article, it is proposed to reveal the main components of “demoetics”.

The culture and identity of society ensure the sustainable development of society
and the possibility of effective social innovations. A.K.Verbos et al. put forward the view
that “an ethical identity exists in an organization, and how genuine leadership, coherent
processes, and ethical culture interact to promote this” [15] (p. 28). A. C. da Rocha and I.
Calzada defined and substantiated the leading research tool (“Demos-Ethos Framework”)
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as a blueprint that can be adapted to similar conditions [16]. A. C. da Rocha and I. Calzada
developed an ethical approach by creating a framework for defining the ethical aspects of
social innovation and testing it in a specific context, such as the crisis experienced in the
past few years in Iceland.

Over the past few decades, ethics has become more and more applied, which makes
it necessary to use normative-philosophical analysis to interpret phenomena related to
the medical field [17–19], education [20–22], the existence of information in the media
space [23–25], the political field [26–28], and environmental protection [29–32]. Therefore,
ensuring the sustainability of society is impossible without ethical foundations and princi-
ples. Identifying the basic principles of demoethics contributes to forming a worldview to
ensure the sustainable development of the modern world. The practical implementation
of the research is provided by demoethics as a new model of sustainable development of
society for the new time, based on the mechanisms for the implementation of demoethics,
and transforming sustainable development [33].

The idea of the demoethical basis of sustainability is based on the idea of spirituality
as the basis of a new scenario for the development of society and its relationship with
nature [34,35], and on the integration of demographic and economic components in system-
wide modeling [36–38]. The demoethical conditionality of social relations is based on the
relationship between what should be and what is.

The main focus of this article is to propose a demoethical model that aims to enhance
sustainable development by organizing activities more efficiently and effectively. The
model is designed to improve the overall sustainability of developmental initiatives.

The demoethical model presented in the article is highly relevant to the discussion of
Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 organizations. The model’s primary objective is to organize
activities for sustainable development, which aligns with the goals of both Society 5.0
and Industry 5.0. Society 5.0 emphasizes the need to create a human-centered society that
leverages digital technologies for the betterment of individuals and communities. The
demoethical model, with its focus on improving population competitiveness and quality of
life, aligns perfectly with this vision. It recognizes the importance of organizing activities
in a way that empowers individuals and enhances their well-being, thus, contributing to
the achievement of a human-centered society.

Likewise, Industry 5.0 emphasizes the integration of humans and advanced tech-
nologies in manufacturing and innovation processes. The demoethical model, which
prioritizes education, knowledge, and ethical norms, supports this integration by placing
humans at the center of development. By valuing education and nurturing, the model
promotes the development of a skilled workforce capable of effectively collaborating with
advanced technologies.

Moreover, the demoethical model acknowledges the significance of sustainable devel-
opment, which is a key aspect of both Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 organizations. The model
contributes to the long-term well-being of individuals, communities, and the environment
by organizing activities that promote sustainable development.

The demoethical model discussed in the article is in line with the principles and goals
of sustainable development. It aims to arrange sustainable development activities while
prioritizing population competitiveness and quality of life. This model helps achieve a
society that places humans at the center and integrates advanced technologies successfully
in Industry 5.0.

It is essential to establish demoethical guidelines for Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0. These
advancements require a thorough understanding and integration of demoethical principles
to maximize their benefits while minimizing potential risks [39–41]. As these concepts
reshape human relationships, it is crucial to address demoethical issues proactively to
ensure responsible and sustainable development. Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 represent
significant leaps in human–computer interaction and the integration of digital technologies
across society. These ideas, including smart cities, the Internet of Things (IoT), advanced
automation, and artificial intelligence (AI), aim to create harmony between humans, society,
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and technology [42–44]. However, as these innovations become more prominent in our
lives, ethical concerns emerge, highlighting the need for robust demoethical frameworks,
as follows:

1. Balancing innovation and human well-being. The development and implementation
of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 must prioritize harmonious coexistence between techno-
logical progress and safeguarding human well-being [45–48]. Balancing innovation with
demoethical considerations becomes crucial to prevent unintended negative consequences,
such as privacy breaches, job displacements, discrimination, or social inequalities. Demoeth-
ical frameworks can guide policymakers, industry leaders, and researchers to proactively
address emerging challenges, ensuring technology’s alignment with societal welfare.

2. Human-centered design and personal autonomy. Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 aim
to empower individuals and enhance their quality of life [49–51]. However, demoethical
dilemmas may arise concerning the potential erosion of personal autonomy, privacy, and
the potential for technology to influence or manipulate individuals. Developing demoeth-
ical guidelines that promote human-centered design principles becomes paramount to
maintaining personal agency, empowering users to retain control over their lives and
decisions when interacting with technological ecosystems.

3. Allocating responsibility and accountability. As machines and AI systems become
increasingly autonomous and influential, issues surrounding responsibility and account-
ability emerge [52–54]. Demoethical frameworks must address the challenges of assigning
liability when incidents occur involving intelligent systems. Ensuring transparent decision-
making processes, clear lines of responsibility, and allowing for redress can help protect
individuals and uphold justice within the Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 landscape.

4. Demoethical considerations in data and privacy. The widespread adoption of
Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 generates vast amounts of data, raising ethical questions
regarding its collection, storage, and utilization [55–57]. Protections against data misuse,
unauthorized access, and breaches of privacy are vital to maintain public trust and ensure
individual rights. Demoethical frameworks should establish guidelines that prioritize data
privacy, informed consent, and transparency, and provide individuals with greater control
over their personal information.

5. Equity and social inclusion. The societal transformations brought about by Society 5.0
and Industry 5.0 can exacerbate existing inequalities if not managed ethically [58–60].
Demoethical frameworks must address the potential for digital divides, discrimination,
and the exclusion of marginalized populations. By ensuring equal access to technology,
promoting digital literacy, and addressing biases in algorithms and data collection processes,
demoethical guidelines can foster a more inclusive and equitable technological future.

6. Sustainability and environmental responsibility. The demoethical implications of
Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 extend to their impact on the environment [61–63]. Sustain-
able development principles should guide the design and deployment of technologies,
minimizing energy consumption, reducing waste, and mitigating the carbon footprint asso-
ciated with these advancements. Demoethical frameworks should emphasize long-term
environmental considerations and ensure the responsible use of resources in pursuit of
societal progress.

2. Materials and Methods

A systematic approach was used as a general methodological approach, within which
logical, statistical analysis and synthesis methods, goal setting, and decomposition of goals
are provided. We proceed from the fact that demoethics affects the effective implementation
of economic, scientific, technical, and social innovations [33,64]. Based on the analysis, the
foundations of demoethics as a methodological approach to the concept of sustainable
development of society are revealed.

This article presents a demoethical model for facilitating sustainable development in
society and improving the quality of life and competitiveness of its population. The model
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is based on the concept of “demoethics,” which focuses on three key aspects: (1) defining
fundamental values, (2) addressing institutional relationships, and (3) shaping social order.

The research objectives are split into three stages. In the first stage, we will analyze the-
oretical and methodological approaches to interpreting demoethical norms and identifying
values that contribute to sustainable societal development. We will also conduct a compre-
hensive literature review to identify and analyze existing theoretical and methodological
approaches to the interpretation of demoethical norms and phenomena. Additionally, we
will study the relevant literature on sustainable development, focusing on the relationship
between demoethical values and societal well-being.

Moving on to the second stage, our study will focus on identifying the fundamental
demoethical phenomena that are embodied in a virtuous person, ruler, and city.

Finally, in the third stage of the study, we will describe the demoethical model of
organizing a sustainable development society.

Our study suggests that the implementation of the demoethical model and organiz-
ing sustainable development activities can contribute to a new worldview that ensures
the modern world’s sustainable development. This model is particularly relevant when
discussing Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 organizations. Society 5.0 envisions a future where
digital technologies and artificial intelligence are used to create a human-centered society
that balances economic development with social progress. Industry 5.0, on the other hand,
focuses on a collaborative and integrated approach to manufacturing, where humans and
advanced technologies work together to create innovative products and services.

The demoethical model proposed in this study aligns with the principles of Society 5.0
and Industry 5.0 by emphasizing the importance of values, such as education, knowledge,
science, and honest work. These values are integral to the sustainable development of
society and the successful functioning of Industry 5.0 organizations.

By prioritizing the population’s competitiveness and quality of life, the demoethical
model promotes a human-centered approach to development, which is a key aspect of
Society 5.0. It recognizes the need to empower individuals through education and nurturing
and to leverage the power of knowledge and science to drive progress. Furthermore, the
demoethical model acknowledges the significance of ethical norms in social relations.
It highlights the relationship between what is due and what exists, emphasizing free
citizens’ ethical obligations and responsibilities to society. This demoethical foundation is
crucial when striving for a sustainable future, both in Society 5.0 and in the operations of
Industry 5.0 organizations.

The demoethical model of sustainable development is in line with the values and
objectives of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 organizations. The model prioritizes human-
centered approaches, ethics, knowledge, and collaborative development.

Limitations

The literature review concentrates on a specific range of sources that are relevant to the
research objectives, but it may not cover all of the existing literature on the topic or include
every possible theoretical and methodological approach. The demoethical norms and
phenomena identified, along with the proposed demoethical model, may have limitations
regarding generalizability to different cultural or societal contexts. The research findings
are context-specific, and further studies are necessary to validate and adapt the proposed
model in various contexts. The research is primarily based on theoretical and conceptual
analysis and lacks significant empirical evidence. While theoretical studies offer valuable
insights, additional empirical research is required to validate and refine the proposed
demoethical model.

3. Results

The issues of sustainable development of modern society, leading to social and eco-
nomic well-being, have a philosophical aspect. In this regard, demoethics is considered
a fundamental factor in the functioning of the proposed social development model. De-
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moethics can be defined as the ethical framework that governs the application of ethical
principles in society, particularly concerning open interdisciplinary problems. It serves
as a bridge between the aspirations of individuals and the norms and values of society.
Figure 1 presents a set of indicators, grouped by implementation tools, rounding out the
relationship “Demos-Ethics”.
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The aspirations of the individual can be realized in the presence of social and ethical
norms, that is, with the harmonious co-development of society and the individual. In this
case, demoethics is applied ethics, the subject field of open problems of an inter-disciplinary
nature, which are considered in the social space.

The demoethical component becomes significant in the worldview of a person of
the 21st century. Today, society is called upon to solve such complex and intense ethical
problems as orphanhood, poverty, need, assistance to the needy, the problems of the elderly,
and the disabled. These problems are present to varying degrees in every modern society,
depending on the will of this society, and require institutional control.

Society 5.0 is a concept that envisions the convergence of digital transformation and
the well-being of individuals and society. It emphasizes the pursuit of a sustainable and
human-centered society. Industry 5.0 complements this vision by integrating advanced
technologies with compassionate decision-making.

In the context of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0, a virtuous person achieves a harmo-
nious balance between technological advancements and ethical considerations. A virtuous
person embodies qualities, such as integrity, empathy, and respect for others. They are
conscious of the impact of their actions, both on the environment and society. A virtuous
person is committed to sustainable development, demonstrating responsible behavior, and
promoting the well-being of others.

Ethical governance plays a crucial role in achieving sustainable development within
the framework of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0. The ruler, as a key figure in governance, is re-
sponsible for shaping policies that prioritize sustainability, social justice, and the well-being
of citizens. The ruler’s decisions should be guided by ethical principles, considering the
long-term consequences and impacts on society and the environment. Ethical governance
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fosters trust, transparency, and accountability, ensuring that decisions align with the goals
of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0.

The sustainable city is a fundamental component of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0.
It incorporates advanced technologies, innovative infrastructure, and sustainable prac-
tices to enhance the quality of life while minimizing environmental impact. Sustainable
cities prioritize efficient resource management, renewable energy, resilient urban plan-
ning, and equitable access to services. They promote social cohesion, citizen well-being,
and sustainable economic development. By leveraging digital technologies, sustainable
cities optimize resource utilization, reduce carbon emissions, and enhance connectivity
and communication.

Technological advancements are integral to the realization of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0
goals. Artificial intelligence, robotics, the Internet of Things, and big data analytics em-
power individuals, cities, and governance systems to make informed decisions, optimize
resource allocation, and create sustainable solutions. These advancements offer opportuni-
ties to address societal challenges, such as climate change, poverty, and inequality. However,
it is essential to ensure that ethical considerations, privacy protection, and inclusivity are
prioritized in the application of these technologies.

In the context of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0, sustainable development can be achieved
by fostering the virtuous person, promoting ethical governance, and creating sustainable
cities driven by technological advancements. A virtuous person recognizes the importance
of sustainable practices and acts as a responsible citizen, driving positive change. Ethical
governance ensures that policies promote sustainable development aligned with societal
needs. Sustainable cities leverage technology to optimize resource utilization and enhance
citizen well-being.

The paradigm of sustainability is a very significant survival factor, namely the spread
of environmental imperatives. In modern times, ecology is becoming a vulnerable area of
human life, affecting the possibility of the survival of humanity itself. Education for the
pro-ecological development of a person creates a culture of broad development in society
and nature, and in social and biological spheres [33,65]. Education for environmental
sustainability aims to address the contemporary challenge of culture versus nature.

Demoethics is implemented as a philosophical doctrine of the social goals and values of
modern society and implies the presence of the cultural identity of each society in solving
complex issues. Sustainable development aims to create a balance between economic
growth, social progress, and environmental protection. To improve the competitiveness
and quality of life of the population, several tools can be employed. Therefore, demoethics
includes components, which are indicated in Figure 1, and tools for implementing the
organization of the sustainable development of society as an increase in the competitiveness
and quality of life of the population (Table 1).

The realization of individual aspirations is intrinsically linked to the presence of social
and ethical norms. Demoethics, as an applied ethical framework, facilitate the harmo-
nious co-development of society and the individual by addressing open interdisciplinary
problems within the social sphere. By recognizing the interconnectedness between in-
dividual aspirations and societal norms, demoethics provides a valuable platform for
promoting responsible behavior and sustainable development. It fosters collaboration
among different fields, enabling a comprehensive understanding and resolution of chal-
lenges faced by society. Ultimately, by embracing demoethics, societies can strive towards
balanced co-development, ensuring the well-being and fulfillment of both the individual
and the collective.

The collaborative efforts between science, education, and production play a crucial
role in sustainable development. Mobilization interaction involves fostering partnerships
and knowledge exchange between these sectors. By promoting research and innovation,
disseminating scientific knowledge, and enabling the transfer of technology, this tool drives
economic growth, enhances productivity, and improves the quality of goods and services
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available to the population. Moreover, investment in education and skill development
ensures a competent workforce capable of meeting the demands of a dynamic society.

Table 1. Tools for organizing the sustainable development of society to increase the population’s
competitiveness and quality of life.

N Tools of the Mechanism Content Main Participants

1
Mobilization interaction, and

development of science,
education, and production

For mobilizing the authorities, it is
necessary to develop programs that

contain references, which provide for the
possibility of involving universities as
significant participants in this process

Scientists, teachers, the business
community and quasi-public

companies, and the government

2 Development of crafts and
business in society

A set of actions aimed at implementing
favorable conditions for effective

development that meet the needs of
society and business

The craft of residents, the business
community and quasi-public

companies, and the government

3 Cooperation
Development of joint projects of

stakeholders and businesses on the
so-called “information mediation”

The craft of residents, the business
community and quasi-public

companies, and the government

4 Clustering
Development of joint development

programs within the framework of the
creation of industry groups

The craft of residents, the business
community and quasi-public

companies, and the government
Note: Developed by the authors.

Developing crafts and fostering a thriving business environment are essential for sus-
tainable development. By supporting entrepreneurial ventures and small-scale industries,
societies can harness local talents and resources, creating jobs, increasing income levels, and
stimulating economic growth. Encouraging craftsmanship preserves traditional knowledge
and cultural heritage, while also promoting sustainable production practices. Incorporating
sustainable principles, such as responsible resource management, waste reduction, and
ethical supply chains, ensures that these businesses contribute to the long-term well-being
of society.

Cooperation is a foundational tool for sustainable development. It involves foster-
ing partnerships and collaboration among various stakeholders, including governments,
civil society, businesses, and communities. Cooperation enables the sharing of resources,
knowledge, and expertise, facilitating the development and implementation of sustainable
policies and practices. It encourages transparency, inclusivity, and participatory decision-
making processes, ensuring that the diverse needs and perspectives of the population are
considered. By working together, societies can address complex challenges, promote social
cohesion, and create resilient communities.

Clustering refers to the concentration of related industries, businesses, and organiza-
tions in a specific geographical area. This tool promotes collaboration, enhances knowledge
exchange, and facilitates innovation through proximity and networking. Clusters allow for
the sharing of infrastructure, resources, and services, enabling businesses to reduce costs,
increase efficiency, and gain a competitive advantage. Moreover, clustering fosters special-
ization, leading to the development of unique expertise and promoting economic diversifi-
cation. By encouraging clustering, sustainable development can be achieved by leveraging
collective strengths, promoting regional development, and stimulating economic growth.

By using these tools, societies can sustainably organize their development efforts,
leading to improved competitiveness and quality of life for the population. These ap-
proaches foster collaboration, innovation, and responsible practices, enabling societies to
meet present needs without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
own needs.

These tools for organizing sustainable development are closely related to the concepts
of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0. Society 5.0 is a future vision of society that aims to harmonize
economic development with the resolution of social challenges by leveraging advancements
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in technology. It emphasizes the integration of digital technologies, such as artificial
intelligence, big data, and the Internet of Things, to create a human-centered society.
The tools mentioned align with the principles of Society 5.0 by promoting collaboration,
innovation, and sustainable practices, as follows:

- In Society 5.0, mobilization interaction highlights the importance of collaborative
efforts between science, education, and production. It recognizes that combining
expertise from these sectors leads to technological advancements, innovations, and
sustainable solutions. By leveraging scientific research and knowledge exchange,
Society 5.0 aims to improve the quality of goods and services while addressing
societal challenges.

- The development of crafts and fostering a thriving business environment are also rele-
vant to Society 5.0. This concept emphasizes the importance of entrepreneurship and
the role of businesses in driving societal progress. Supporting small-scale industries
and entrepreneurial ventures not only promotes economic growth but also encourages
innovation and creativity. Society 5.0 seeks to create an environment where businesses
provide solutions to social challenges through sustainable and ethical practices.

- Cooperation is a fundamental component of Society 5.0. This concept emphasizes
the need for collaboration among different stakeholders, including governments,
businesses, academia, and communities. Cooperative efforts enable the pooling of
resources, knowledge sharing, and joint problem solving. Society 5.0 aims to foster a
culture of collaboration, ensuring that decision-making processes are inclusive and
that societal challenges are addressed collectively.

- Clustering plays a crucial role in Industry 5.0, which focuses on the integration of
advanced technologies, such as robotics, automation, and artificial intelligence, in
industrial processes. Clustering involves the concentration of related industries, busi-
nesses, and organizations in a specific geographic area. This approach promotes
collaboration, knowledge exchange, and innovation. It enhances productivity, en-
ables the sharing of resources and infrastructure, and stimulates economic growth.
Clustering aligns with the goals of Industry 5.0 by fostering specialization, promoting
regional development, and driving advanced manufacturing processes.

These tools for organizing sustainable development relate to Society 5.0 and Industry
5.0 by emphasizing collaboration, innovation, sustainable practices, and the integration of
technology to create a human-centered and technologically advanced society.

4. Discussion

The demoethical model of organizing the activities of sustainable development of
society as an increase in competitiveness and the quality of life of the population includes
several components that require clarification.

4.1. Education and Nurture

Education and nurture are components of the demoethical model in organizing activi-
ties for the sustainable development of society. The pursuit of sustainable development
in society requires a comprehensive and multi-faceted approach that includes education
and nurture as integral components. The demoethical model of organizing activities offers
a framework that emphasizes the importance of shaping individuals’ values, knowledge,
and skills to foster a sustainable future.

Sustainable development necessitates the harmonious coexistence of social, economic,
and environmental aspects. To achieve this harmony, the demoethical model recognizes the
vital role of education and nurture. Education provides individuals with the knowledge,
skills, and values necessary to understand and address the challenges of sustainability.
Nurture, on the other hand, emphasizes the importance of instilling ethical and responsible
behavior in individuals from a young age. Together, education and nurture form a powerful
combination that can drive the transformation of society toward sustainability.
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Education plays a fundamental role in the demoethical model by facilitating the
acquisition of knowledge and skills related to sustainability. It fosters a deep understanding
of the interconnectedness between human actions and the environment, promoting a sense
of environmental responsibility. Education also equips individuals with critical thinking
and problem-solving skills necessary to tackle complex sustainability issues.

Firstly, environmental education is essential in promoting sustainable development. It
enhances individuals’ understanding of ecological systems, biodiversity, climate change,
and natural resource management. By cultivating awareness and knowledge about en-
vironmental issues, education empowers individuals to make informed decisions, adopt
sustainable practices, and support policies that promote ecological balance.

Secondly, education can contribute to sustainable economic development. It equips
individuals with the necessary skills and competencies to navigate a rapidly changing labor
market. By incorporating sustainability-focused topics into curricula, education systems
can produce professionals capable of addressing the challenges posed by the transition to a
green economy. These professionals can develop and implement sustainable production
and consumption practices, foster innovation, and contribute to the sustainable growth
of industries.

Thirdly, education enhances social sustainability by promoting inclusive societies. It
cultivates values, such as empathy, respect, and tolerance, fostering social cohesion in di-
verse communities. Education also plays a crucial role in eradicating poverty and reducing
social inequalities by providing equal opportunities and access to quality education for all
individuals, regardless of socioeconomic background.

Nurture complements education by emphasizing the importance of ethical and re-
sponsible behavior. It recognizes that sustainable development is not solely dependent on
knowledge and skills, but also on fostering a sense of environmental and social responsi-
bility in individuals. Nurture begins in early childhood and encompasses the upbringing,
socialization, and moral development of individuals.

In the context of sustainable development, nurture encourages individuals to develop
an ethical framework centered around social and environmental consciousness. It empha-
sizes values, such as compassion, solidarity, and intergenerational equity. By nurturing
these values, individuals are more likely to adopt sustainable lifestyles, make ethical choices,
and actively contribute to sustainable development through their behaviors and actions.

Education today is less and less a private matter. Education by the will of society
becomes a grandiose and adequate response to the challenges to challenges that have arisen
in the environmental and social spheres [1]. Table 2 shows that education is a mechanism
for implementing demoethics. The objects and institutions of education are changing in
the conception of Society 5.0 in terms of their composition, content, and significance for
the educational process. An important role in this process is beginning to be played by
virtual means of influence, namely mass media and the Internet [66–68]. But, still, human
factors themselves retain considerable educational power, including self-education and the
influence of peer groups. It is essential for the theory of education that in the conditions of
globalization, the influence of hierarchical social structures traditional for society decreases,
and a significant part of human activity passes into a network society [69,70].

It is unthinkable to restrict access to information sources. In connection with this
circumstance, there is a need to develop a moral absolute that could perform the functions
of a guiding imperative. In this regard, the most important aspect should be the principle
of correct intellectual discrimination. In this regard, the consideration of the heritage of
philosophers who tried to find the image of an ideal person, the best option for social
relations, regulating the political situation, and creating harmony in the whole world today
looks the most relevant.
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Table 2. Education as a mechanism for implementing demoethics.

N Mechanism Tools Content

1 The process of nurturing and educating
children in kindergarten and school

Definition of a comprehensive goal that corresponds to the goals of
sustainable development, including both internal and external
principles of cooperation, to form in children and adolescents a
reverent attitude towards the environment, because people and

nature are a single whole, that is, interdependent units.

2

Obtaining knowledge and skills within
the framework of interaction between the

university and production, as well
as science

The establishment of specific end states of the interaction model or
the desired result.

Regional industry and business should be included in the
management structure at universities. This process will allow for the
transfer of knowledge and technology in practice, as it operates in the

countries of Western Europe, the USA, and Canada.

3 SWOT analysis
Analysis of the strengths and weaknesses of the socio-economic

development of the region, as well as potential opportunities
and threats.

Al-Farabi’s idea of a virtuous society (a person, a ruler, and a city) is used in the new
model of demoethics. In the treatises of al-Farabi, specific methods of educating virtue
using knowledge are proposed [71–74]. He divided them into “soft” and “hard”. If the
students themselves show a desire to master the sciences, a desire for work and good deeds,
then in this case soft methods of education are appropriate, helping to strengthen these
aspirations. If the students are malicious, self-willed, and lazy, it is possible to apply “hard
methods” to them, i.e., coercion.

Al-Farabi’s concept of the soft and hard methods of education continues to be relevant
in modernity. By recognizing the importance of moral virtues and intellectual training,
contemporary educational practices can foster well-rounded individuals equipped with
empathy, critical thinking abilities, and ethical values. Integrating the soft and hard meth-
ods in education enables societies to address the complex challenges of the modern world
and prepare individuals to become responsible global citizens. Al-Farabi’s insights remain
valuable in shaping modern educational strategies centered on the holistic development of
individuals and their capacity to contribute meaningfully to a rapidly evolving society.

Education in modern times aims to equip individuals with the skills, knowledge,
and values necessary for personal growth, societal progress, and global challenges. Al-
Farabi, an esteemed philosopher and scholar from the medieval Islamic world, proposed
the concept of soft and hard methods of education that continue to hold significance in
contemporary educational discourse.

Al-Farabi’s soft method, which emphasizes the cultivation of moral virtues, aligns well
with the growing emphasis on character development in modern education. The globalized
world faces numerous challenges, requiring individuals to possess certain qualities, such
as empathy, collaboration, and ethical decision-making. Soft methods, as advocated by al-
Farabi, provide a holistic approach to education by focusing on the development of virtues,
such as honesty, compassion, and justice. Incorporating moral and ethical education in
modern curricula is essential to nurture responsible citizens capable of handling moral
dilemmas and contributing positively to society.

Modern pedagogical theories recognize the importance of moral education, as evi-
denced by the increasing attention given to social–emotional learning (SEL). SEL programs
aim to develop students’ emotional intelligence, empathy, and social skills, aligning with
the soft method of education. By teaching virtues and encouraging moral refinement, mod-
ern educational practices can help individuals become more empathetic, understanding,
and morally upright.

The hard method of education, focusing on intellectual training, remains highly rel-
evant in contemporary society, where critical thinking, problem-solving, and analytical
skills are crucial for success. In an era characterized by rapid technological advancements
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and information overload, individuals need intellectual resilience, adaptability, and ana-
lytical capabilities to navigate complex issues. Al-Farabi’s emphasis on subjects, such as
mathematics, logic, and metaphysics, aligns well with the modern demand for a strong
foundation in STEM (science, technology, engineering, and mathematics) education.

Al-Farabi’s concept of integrating soft and hard methods offers a balanced approach
that addresses the multifaceted needs of individuals in modern society. Modern education
should strive to combine both methods to develop well-rounded individuals who possess
not only the intelligence and skills to excel academically and professionally but also the
moral compass and emotional intelligence to contribute positively to their communities.

Educational practices integrating the soft and hard methods can be realized through
interdisciplinary education, project-based learning, and a holistic approach to curriculum
design. By leveraging the insights from al-Farabi’s concept, educators can create learning
environments that foster critical thinking, compassion, and virtuous behavior. Moreover,
the integration of technology in education can facilitate the implementation of both meth-
ods, providing adaptive learning platforms that cater to individual needs while promoting
moral growth and intellectual stimulation.

At the same time, the use of such methods should be determined by the level of
morality of the educator himself. Many philosophers, including sociologist Herbert Spencer,
believe that the purpose of education is to form a being capable of controlling himself, and
not one that can only be controlled by others [75]. The return of the subject of education
to the scientific discourse and the practice of modern educational institutions led to the
educator again looking for an opportunity to rely on the proportionality of a person to
nature, and now educators have an arsenal design technologies that allow implementing
high, large-scale ideas in a small but well-planned business, to form moral guidelines for
the pupil [76–78].

4.2. Mind, Knowledge, Science

The demoethical model thrives on the integration and synergy between the mind,
knowledge, and science. The mind, through critical thinking and ethical decision-making,
engages with sustainability challenges. Knowledge provides individuals with the necessary
understanding of sustainability concepts, while science provides the tools for analyzing
and addressing these challenges effectively.

The integration of these components promotes a holistic approach to organizing ac-
tivities for sustainable development. By combining the cognitive faculties of the mind,
the acquisition of knowledge, and the systematic approach of science, individuals, and
societies can develop solutions that tackle the complex and interconnected nature of
sustainability issues.

The demoethical model, which strives to promote sustainable development in society,
encompasses several critical components, including the mind, knowledge, and science.
The mind enables individuals to understand and engage with sustainability challenges,
while knowledge empowers them to make informed decisions. Science, as a systematic and
evidence-based approach, provides the tools necessary for analyzing complex sustainability
issues and developing effective solutions.

The mind plays a vital role in the demoethical model by allowing individuals to
perceive, comprehend, and engage with sustainability challenges. It encompasses cognitive
faculties, such as perception, reasoning, judgment, and ethical decision-making. Through
the mind, individuals develop an awareness of the interconnectedness of human actions
and their impact on the environment and society.

Firstly, the mind enables individuals to understand the need for sustainable devel-
opment by comprehending the consequences of unsustainable practices. It fosters an
appreciation of the finite nature of resources, the fragility of ecosystems, and the urgency
of ensuring a livable future for generations to come.

Secondly, the mind facilitates critical thinking and ethical decision-making. It encour-
ages individuals to question prevailing norms and practices, evaluate their environmental
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and social implications, and make choices that align with sustainable development prin-
ciples. By engaging their minds and adopting an analytical approach, individuals can
overcome cognitive biases and embrace a mindset that supports sustainability.

Knowledge forms another crucial component of the demoethical model as it equips
individuals with a comprehensive understanding of sustainability challenges and solutions.
It encompasses information, theories, principles, and concepts related to the environment,
society, and economy.

Firstly, knowledge enables individuals to understand the interconnected nature of
sustainability issues. It provides a holistic perspective on ecological systems, climate
change, natural resource management, renewable energy, and social justice. By acquiring
this knowledge, individuals can appreciate the complex interdependencies and dynamics
of these issues, informing their decisions and actions.

Secondly, knowledge empowers individuals to make informed decisions toward
sustainable development. It equips them with the necessary knowledge about sustainable
practices, eco-friendly technologies, and responsible consumption. With this knowledge,
individuals can make choices that minimize their environmental footprint, promote social
equity, and support sustainable economic growth.

Knowledge has an experiential character; people are not born wise but become wise.
In this regard, the distinction between such types of knowledge as “knowing how” and
“knowing that” is of great theoretical and practical importance: “ “Knowing how” is a
type of knowledge that consists of the possession of certain skills and abilities, that is,
its “Knowing that” is a profound statement that the philosopher finds intriguing because
it paves the way for understanding how people can reach the truth about the human
world” [79] (p. 49).

Wisdom is the ability to put into practice the information obtained as a result of
the search for knowledge, which necessitates the combination of “knowing how” and
“knowing what”. It is wisdom that makes the transformation of reality possible: “Wisdom
in its holistic creative expression is also associated with intellectual humility or recognition
of the limits of one’s knowledge, as well as with an understanding of the object being
studied in the context of general relationships with objects and processes” [79] (p. 49).

Science, as a systematic and evidence-based approach, plays a crucial role in the
demoethical model. It provides the tools and methodologies necessary for understanding,
analyzing, and addressing complex sustainability challenges.

Firstly, science promotes an evidence-based understanding of sustainability issues.
Through scientific research, data collection, analysis, and interpretation, it enables the
identification of environmental trends, social inequalities, and economic patterns. This
empirical evidence informs policy formulation, decision-making, and the development of
sustainable solutions.

Secondly, science fosters innovation and technological advancements aimed at sus-
tainable development. It drives the development of renewable energy sources, eco-friendly
materials, and efficient resource management systems. By employing scientific methods,
societies can develop and implement technological solutions that mitigate environmental
degradation, reduce carbon emissions, and promote sustainable economic growth.

The world is known by the forces of the person himself. The main property of a
person is his rationality. What exists in the world is in motion and development, and
they are dialectically interconnected [80–82]. Knowledge is the fundamental philosophical
problem of cognition. The main problem of the theory of knowledge is the question of the
knowability of the world, and, hence, the boundaries of knowledge. The formulation of
this problem relates to the question of a person’s ability to create a picture of things that
coincides with objective, true knowledge about the world and reality.

Dialectics is the doctrine of the most general regular connections, the formation and
development of being and cognition, and the method of creatively cognizing thinking
based on this doctrine. Dialectical knowledge considers all objects and phenomena in
terms of general connection and development [83–85]. Socrates was the first to use the
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term “dialectics” to refer to the art of conducting an effective dispute, a dialogue aimed
at a mutually interesting discussion of a problem to achieve the truth by confronting
opinions [86]. Plato, following his teacher Socrates, used dialectics as a logical operation of
dividing and linking concepts, which was carried out by asking questions and searching
for answers leading to the true definition of concepts [87]. The teachings of metaphysics
delve into a still and unchanged view of the universe, where the individual parts are
independent and can be examined separately. This dialectical method has fundamentally
developed the theory of a dynamic, developing picture of the world, the parts of which are
interconnected and interdependent. Cognition is an activity aimed at obtaining knowledge,
which determines the allocation in the structure of cognition of the object and the subject of
cognition, goals, and results of cognition, means, and levels of cognition, criteria of truth,
and process interaction of the subject and object of knowledge.

The result of cognition is knowledge as linguistic, symbolic constructions that re-
flect the objective characteristics and laws of processes and phenomena. Knowledge is a
cognitive result, confirmed both by the practical experience of cognition and by logical
activity [87]. Knowledge is divided into objective, revealing the structure of the object, and
existential, corresponding to the issues and problems of human existence.

Scientific knowledge involves research practice and subsequent explanation of the facts
based on their understanding in the context of the system of concepts of this science [88–90].
Science is a highly organized form of knowledge and research activity, the main task of
which is to discover the laws of the world. The law reflects the established stable and
regular links between phenomena. The law is a necessary element of science since the
description, explanation, and prediction of the phenomena and processes of objective
reality take place based on the formulated laws.

The demoethical aspect of knowledge and science is related to Al-Farabi’s belief in
the importance of science, virtue, and ethical excellence through the implementation of
specific scientific, educational, and innovative projects. Over time, Al-Farabi’s teachings on
the virtuous city, Al-Madina al-fadila, have remained relevant and sought after in modern
society. Al-Farabi emphasizes the importance of spiritual and moral values, or virtues, as
the key solution to all of humanity’s vices. These values must be widely disseminated as a
new worldview that is demanded by society.

Demoethics is a form of interaction between science and education, business, and
the state based on the justified need for mobilization and sustainable development of
science. The article “The triple helix model in the formation of the conceptual mechanism of
interaction between higher education and business: a regional aspect” [64] substantiated the
need to develop a mechanism by which the problems of single-industry towns (including
regions) can be solved, based on an adapted triple helix model, which provides for the
diffusion of innovations within the framework of the interaction of partners (business,
government, education, and science). According to the study, the developed models and
mechanisms were tested on the example of a university in Zhezkazgan Monotown.

The economic well-being of the region is possible based on a knowledge-intensive,
competitive, socially- and ecological-oriented economy [33,34,64]. The universality of the
model and the proposed mechanism lies in the fact that it solves problems and satisfies
the needs of all participants (business, government, education, and science). Universities
have the opportunity to focus their educational programs on the needs of employers
while combining educational and scientific activities. This process will be reflected in the
indicators of the quality of training specialists for the industry of the single-industry town,
and their purposeful training for production [64,91]. A significant impetus and motivational
effect are given to regional business, which immediately acquires an innovative character
since it is tied into a single system of relationships with science based on a local university
and a city-forming enterprise. The proposed model makes it possible to involve all its
participants in the process of joint research and ensure the process of technology transfer
to business.
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4.3. Honest Work

In recent decades, there have been significant value transformations in society, which
led to a change in the axiological sign of many traditional concepts. One of the main
concepts related to the field of social and moral virtues is the concept of “diligence”. It is in
this area that, from our point of view, the most significant changes have taken place. Now
we can say with full confidence that the attitude to work has lost the high moral status that
took place in previous eras.

We agree with the opinion of Abai Kunanbayev, who considered this problem and
believes that acquiring mastery, studying, working, and being educated are indicative of
a person who knows their worth. He cared about the fate of the people, believed that
it was necessary to work in the name of humanity, and called for loving a person as a
native [92,93]. A characteristic feature of the thinker’s views is the close linking of social
problems with ethical ones. Abai Kunanbayev praised the work of a peasant cattle breeder,
the work of a craftsman, and any honest individual work, which, according to him, not
only creates new values but also ennobles the human soul. He put simple work above the
origin, wealth, and high ranks, but also believed that you can become rich if you work hard
and spend your accumulated money sparingly, and laziness and waste are the cause of
poverty and misery.

Pragmatic dominance becomes decisive both concerning life and work. As R.N.
Ziyatdinov notes in his research: “Today, society is dominated by an “economically rational”
person, for whom work is not a meaningful human activity in itself but a means to receive
monetary remuneration” [94]. The work emphasizes the active existence of a person, which
has a positive moral significance. Destructive activity, even though it also requires “labor”
efforts, is not commonly called labor.

In the dictionary of V. I. Dahl, work is generally defined as a positive activity: “work,
occupation, exercise, business; everything that requires effort, effort and care” [95]. Work
is, thus, characterized as a positive activity, which contains a positive moral property. The
attitude to work often acts as a criterion of morality. This idea is true since “effort, diligence
and care” are aimed at overcoming the present situation (from “existing” to “due”). Thus,
the moral impulse is contained in the very basis of the labor act. Craft is one of the main
tools of development in a person for hard work.

The demoethical model seeks to promote sustainable social development by incorporat-
ing honesty as a fundamental component of organizing activities. Sustainable development
entails the harmonious coexistence of economic, environmental, and social dimensions
while ensuring equity and fairness. The demoethical model recognizes the significance
of honest work as a crucial component in organizing activities for sustainable develop-
ment. Honesty fosters trust, integrity, and cooperation within organizations, leading to
responsible decision-making and fair distribution of resources.

Honest work discourages discrimination, favoritism, and corruption within organiza-
tions. By fostering a culture of fairness and equal treatment, it empowers individuals to
voice their concerns, participate in decision-making processes, and contribute to sustainable
development initiatives. This integration of fairness and equity within the demoethical
model promotes social cohesion and inclusivity, ensuring that the benefits of sustainable
development are accessible to all members of society.

Honest work also encompasses ethical decision-making practices within organiza-
tions. Ethical decision-making involves considering the long-term consequences of actions,
evaluating their environmental and social impacts, and making choices that align with
sustainability principles. It involves considering ethical frameworks, such as environmental
ethics and social justice, when making decisions that impact sustainable development.

Ethical decision-making within the demoethical model is rooted in a commitment to
honesty, integrity, and seeking the greater good for society. It encourages individuals to
consider the values and principles of sustainability when making choices, beyond short-
term profits or personal gains. By incorporating ethical decision-making, honest work
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ensures that organizations actively contribute to sustainable development by prioritizing
the well-being of people and the planet.

The integration of honest work within the demoethical model yields several benefits
for sustainable development. Firstly, it strengthens stakeholder relationships by fostering
trust, cooperation, and engagement. Trust enables effective collaboration and knowledge-
sharing, enhancing collective efforts toward sustainability.

Secondly, honest work promotes innovation and creativity within organizations. When
individuals feel empowered, valued, and trusted, they are more likely to contribute innova-
tive ideas and solutions to sustainability challenges. Honest work creates an environment
that encourages experimentation, learning, and continuous improvement.

Finally, honest work drives the accountability of organizations toward sustainable
development goals. By aligning their actions and decisions with ethical principles, orga-
nizations become more conscious of their impact on the environment and society. This
accountability promotes responsible resource management, environmental conservation,
and social well-being.

Handicraft skills and the development of entrepreneurship in society are considered
tools for developing competitiveness and strengthening the resilience of local communities
in the region to environmental and economic vulnerabilities, as well as public health issues.
Crafting is a reliable source of independence and human well-being, as it is above wealth
and ranks. According to the Turkic philosopher, riches and ranks can be lost one day, but a
craft or a profession is both wealth and a pledge of a person’s dignity, and respect for him
by others, wherever fate throws him. Al-Farabi believed that every person should do the
same thing all his life to achieve the greatest perfection in it. He wrote that everyone in
a virtuous city should be assigned one craft that he would only do, and one job that he
would do either at the level of service or the level of leadership, beyond which he should
not cross [73].

The UNESCO definition describes crafting more accurately: “Handicraft products are
products produced by an artisan either entirely by hand, or with the help of hand tools, or
also with the help of mechanical means, whenever the direct manual labor of an artisan
is still the most important component of the finished product. In terms of quantity, there
are no restrictions on the production and raw materials used, supplied from sustainable
resources. The special character of artistic crafts is based on their distinctive characteristics,
which can be utilitarian, aesthetic, artistic, creative, culturally related, decorative, functional,
traditional, symbolic, and significant religiously and socially” [96].

In addition, according to the common terminology of the EU, WTO, and the UN,
handicraft activity is a type of professional activity to produce goods, works, and services
mainly for consumer purposes in small batches, piece by piece, including individual orders,
using special knowledge, special technologies, skills, skills, traditions, and secrets. In
France, a craftsman is someone who organizes an enterprise at their own expense, has a
professional qualification, provides management of the enterprise, and takes a personal part
in its work. The number of employees in such an enterprise should not exceed 10 people,
including the owner, family members helping him, employees, and students [97].

Other distinctive features of this sector are the following:

- Unlike industrial products, handicrafts produce individual goods or only a small
series of goods;

- Artisans are both local suppliers and subcontractors of large enterprises with their
goods and services;

- Handicraft enterprises are located not only in cities but are mainly located in rural areas.

According to the Russian Chamber of Crafts, today about 4–5 million people are
engaged in handicraft activities (mainly in the shadow sector). In the future, the 2020
legislative support for handicrafts will allow 3–4 million more people to be trained and
retrained in handicraft professions, and up to 7–8 million high-performance jobs will be
created [98].



Sustainability 2023, 15, 12478 17 of 25

Unlike industry, crafts in Germany are an older sector of the economy. There are
94 professions in the field of crafts, about 600 thousand independent enterprises, and
over 6 million employees. The German Government provides support to handicraft en-
terprises through information support, professional development measures, consultations
on entrepreneurship, and the provision of preferential loans and subsidies for vocational
education and retraining.

An enterprise is considered handicraft when it has a craft orientation and is engaged
in full or to a certain extent in activities that relate to handicraft. The Law “On Handicraft
Activity” contains a list of handicraft professions, which the Federal Ministry of Economy
approves with the consent of the Bundesrat. The list of craft professions contains 125 names
and is divided into the following groups:

Construction activities and finishing works (17 names, for example, bricklayer, carpen-
ter, roofer, tiler, stone sculptor);

Electrical engineering and metalworking (34 names, for example, auto mechanic,
auto electrician, tinsmith, watchmaker, engraver, a specialist in the manufacture of artistic
products made of gold);

Woodworking (13 names, for example, carpenter, parquet, wood sculptor, cooper,
basket maker);

Tailoring, textile, and leather production (18 names, for example, men’s and ladies’
tailor, embroiderer, knitter, shoemaker, tanner, a specialist in the manufacture of handbags,
interior design specialist);

Food production (six items, for example, baker, pastry chef, butcher, winemaker, etc.);
Health care, hygiene, dry cleaning, and cleaning (11 names, for example, optician,

dental technician, hairdresser);
Glass, paper, ceramic production, and other types of work (26 names, for example,

glass and porcelain artist, bookbinder, photographer, ceramics specialist, violin maker) [95].
Thus, the legitimization of handicrafts will become a catalyst for the self-development

of small industrial and social entrepreneurship, filling the market with domestic goods
and services, expanding the space for the professional self-realization of the younger
generation, and addressing issues of the country’s personnel security, including issues of
employment and self-employment of the population in small towns and single-industry
towns, increasing the stability of public and state institutions. All this lays the foundation
for the formation of a society whose economy is based on demoethical principles, including
mind and reason, science and knowledge, diligence, and crafts.

These aspects of the craft bring us to the concept of a society of sustainable develop-
ment, socio-economic stability, and satisfaction with the standard of living. It is well known
that this requires a developed consumer market and the sphere of domestic services, and
they, in turn, are inextricably linked with folk crafts.

However, today all the previous conditions of such a society are practically obsolete.
Vocational schools are long gone, giving way to secondary and higher vocational education
institutions. Folk crafts now exist as an ethnic exotic and do not claim a significant share in
the economy. Their social role has changed dramatically. But, according to our concept, the
potential for resilience to crisis conditions is based on material benefits and conveniences
created thanks to personal qualities, creative initiative, and healthy competition. A sustain-
able development society is impossible without productive labor and social infrastructure.
This process will reduce social tension.

At this stage, one of the components of demoethics should fulfill its roles, such as the
need for training and education. The transfer of an artisan’s skills, technologies, and knowl-
edge occurs in joint work at the facilities of the city, district, and professional institution.
By engaging in activities of this kind, students see the effectiveness of professional coop-
eration, exchange of experience, personal support, and the possibility of mastering new
technologies and improving the quality of goods and services. In addition, the involvement
of students in the spiritual and moral experiences of previous generations has excellent
potential for social adaptation and education.
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Sustainable development of handicrafts allows attracting members of society to ac-
tively participate in the socio-economic life of the region, is one of the important factors in
improving the well-being of the local population, and also contributes to the expansion
of opportunities for sustainable development of members of society and their rights. The
sustainable development of this sphere is ensured by a new generation of highly qualified
specialists with high moral, ethical, and civic positions who can determine the guidelines
in the value system of modern society as a key factor of sustainable development. The craft
and the presence of diligence are not purely an economic concept, as it has a certain ethical
aspect, without which, as we interpret it, there can be no material development.

4.4. Virtuous Person, Ruler, City

The demoethical model promotes sustainable development in society by incorpo-
rating the concepts of the virtuous person, ruler, and city as essential components. The
virtuous person embodies ethical values and principles, while the ruler provides effective
governance. The city represents a collective entity that engages in sustainable practices.

The core of the demoethical model is a virtuous person. This concept refers to indi-
viduals who embody ethical values, principles, and virtues that align with sustainable
development. Virtuous people possess qualities, such as honesty, integrity, compassion,
and a deep sense of responsibility towards the environment and society.

By integrating virtuous individuals into the fabric of society, the demoethical model
promotes ethical decision-making and responsible behavior. Virtuous people prioritize the
long-term well-being of people and the planet, making choices that go beyond personal
gain and immediate gratification. They serve as role models, inspiring others to lead lives
aligned with sustainability principles.

The ruler, in the context of the demoethical model, represents effective governance
and leadership. Rulers are accountable for organizing and overseeing activities that lead to
sustainable development. They bear the responsibility of making decisions that balance
economic progress, environmental protection, and social justice.

Rulers within the demoethical model are expected to demonstrate ethical leadership,
empathy, and a commitment to sustainability. They promote transparency, accountability,
and inclusivity in decision-making processes, ensuring that the interests of diverse stake-
holders are considered. Rulers foster a culture of collaboration, where different perspectives
are valued, and sustainable solutions are sought.

The city, as a collective entity within the demoethical model, represents communities,
organizations, and institutions that engage in sustainable practices. Cities are microcosms
of society, where the principles of sustainable development can be applied at various levels.
This includes urban planning, resource management, infrastructure development, and
social policies aimed at achieving sustainability.

Cities within the demoethical model strive to create environments that prioritize
sustainable transportation, renewable energy, waste reduction, and green spaces. They
foster social inclusivity and equity, ensuring that all members of society have access to
essential services, education, and healthcare. Sustainable cities actively engage citizens,
businesses, and policymakers toward the common goal of sustainable development.

The integration of virtuous persons, rulers, and cities within the demoethical model
creates a synergetic relationship that drives sustainable development. Virtuous indi-
viduals inspire and drive positive change within organizations and communities, influ-
encing governance structures and city-level policies. Rulers uphold ethical principles
and create an enabling environment for virtuous behavior, encouraging cities to pursue
sustainable practices.

Cities serve as the tangible embodiment of the demoethical model’s principles, imple-
menting sustainable initiatives that impact individuals and communities. They provide
platforms for virtuous people to contribute their expertise and influence decision-making
processes. Rulers, in turn, ensure that the needs and aspirations of cities and virtuous
people are addressed through effective governance and policy interventions.
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The interconnection of these components within the demoethical model leads to sev-
eral contributions towards sustainable development. It fosters a culture of sustainability
at both individual and collective levels, promoting responsible behavior, resource effi-
ciency, and environmental conservation. It encourages collaboration, innovation, and
knowledge-sharing among virtuous persons, rulers, and cities, driving the implementation
of sustainable initiatives.

The demoethical model recognizes the importance of the virtuous person, ruler, and
city as integral components in organizing activities for sustainable development. Virtuous
people embody ethical values and principles, while rulers provide effective governance
and leadership.

Yu. Balasaguni lists the qualities of a ruler that lead to the happiness of citizens [99].
Stating this idea in the introductory part of a poem, the poet subsequently reveals these
virtues in detail using the examples of the heroes of his work. Thus, the wisdom of
government lies in trusting the affairs of the state to worthy and glorious citizens, those
who have reason and wisdom. This is justice towards those who are not endowed with
wealth but are endowed with intelligence. And this idea has a direct connection with the
fair distribution of income as one of the postulates of a sustainable development society.
As such, demoethics should introduce norms and rules based on ethical principles into
economic processes.

Y. Balasaguni, revealing the content of his thoughts, references four benefactors: the
first is justice, the second is happiness, the third is reason, and the fourth is unpreten-
tiousness. It should be noted that the ancient philosophers also distinguished four similar
virtues: wisdom, courage, prudence, and justice. In Y. Balasaguni’s works [99], among the
four virtues, justice is placed in the most important place. Today it seems necessary to have
spiritual, moral, and political teaching about the “virtuous city” in light of modernity, with
the aim of the most correct development of future projects.

Al-Farabi singled out the virtue of a person (individual) as the highest wisdom. By
perfection, Abu Nasr also understood the continuous transformation of the foundations of
his own life and thoughts.

Considering various ethical aspects, Al-Farabi warned a person about choosing and
contrasting good and evil, that is, “happiness is a goal that a person strives for because
it is a kind of perfection”. Performing beautiful actions coincides with goodwill and a
wonderful choice [100] (p. 7). The dignity of a ruler is not in strength but in the presence of
virtue, through which he points the way for people to achieve perfection.

Socio-ethical issues occupy a significant place in the work “A Treatise on the View of
the Inhabitants of a virtuous city”, along with the study of the principles of ontology. In the
treatise “Pointing the Way to Happiness” al-Farabi reveals the possibilities that lie before a
person and issue from one person to society. “There is a relationship between an individual
and society that an individual, achieving happiness, contributes to the ennobling of the
city in which he lives, and the city, in turn, should help a person achieve happiness” [100]
(p. 9). If we turn to “Civil Politics”, we can trace how al-Farabi compared a “virtuous”
city with various types of “ignorant” cities. The thinker’s ideals did not coincide with the
reality surrounding him. That is why, against the background of the ideal construction of
the “virtuous” city, he pursued his views, the embodiment of which he would like to see in
real life.

The “virtuous” city reflects order and harmony, which resemble a hierarchical model
of the universe. Al-Farabi wrote: “Virtuous is a city in which residents help each other to
achieve the most excellent things, which are associated with the true existence of a person,
his existence, sustenance, and preservation of his life” [101] (p. 195). The description of an
“ignorant” city is a veiled form of protest against the social mores of that time. In various
types of “ignorant” cities, the thinker condemned the vices inherent in the society of his
time: greed, unbridled passions, love of power, and belittling the weak.

When dividing society into “virtuous” and “ignorant”, al-Farabi took as a basis the
goals pursued by these societies. The correctness of the goal contributes to the achieve-
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ment of happiness, which means, in the thinker’s understanding, the triumph of virtue
and reason.

Since the goals of “ignorant” societies are reduced to satisfying urgent needs, the
inhabitants who are eager to have them to inhabit the cities of necessity, deception, baseness,
power, and ambition. In addition to “ignorant” cities, the “virtuous” is also opposed to
“immoral” and “lost” cities. In an “immoral” city, people’s actions do not agree with their
concepts, which, being correct, are not realized in life. The inhabitants of the “lost” cities
falsely represent the principles that underlie the world. Analyzing the various types of
“cities”, al-Farabi also considered those who are at the head of them. This is the first head, or
ruler, to whom their inhabitants are subject. The moral image of the ruler is interconnected
with the moral image of the city. Naturally, in a “virtuous” city, the head also possesses the
virtues that the city is involved in and directs its inhabitants to acquire and develop the
virtues necessary for the city to retain the name of “virtuous”. The thinker compared the
“virtuous” ruler with the First Being since he brings the same order and harmony to the
management of the city that the First Being brings to world harmony.

According to al-Farabi, the dignity of a ruler is determined by the presence of virtues,
not by the power of power. The thinker is convinced that the ruler should show by his
example the way to achieve perfection and show a person worthy of imitation by his way
of life.

The treatise “Aphorisms of a Statesman” was written in the last years of al-Farabi’s
life at the time of his scientific maturity, which clearly expresses the idea of the division
of labor, one of the most important elements of the economy at present. He divided the
“virtuous city” into five parts, as follows:

(1) The worthiest individuals;
(2) Speakers;
(3) Meters;
(4) Warriors;
(5) The rich.

Al-Farabi assigned each estate an appropriate role in the life of the city. The thinker
believed that every person should do the same thing all his life to achieve the greatest
perfection in it [101] (pp. 12, 27, 32).

The dissemination of Al-Farabi’s key ideas is the basis for national revival and con-
tributes to the formation of new universal values that ensure the sustainable development
of human civilization. This contributes to forming a new worldview to ensure the sus-
tainable development of the modern world. Al-Farabi argued that a virtuous society is a
community of people who have an accurate knowledge of true happiness and the ways to
achieve it and act on this knowledge. This idea is valuable from the point of view of the
demoethical model of the organization of a sustainable society.

Abu Nasr al-Farabi dealt with the philosophical issues of uniting people—the “vir-
tuous city”, which we would now attribute to the ethical problem of the relationship of
society following established norms and rules. Al-Farabi noted that harmony lies in the
unity of intellectual and moral perfection in human interaction with the outside world.
These issues are relevant at the present stage of development in the light of the sustainable
development of society.

5. Conclusions

The development and transformation of society rely heavily on demoethics, which is an
instrument of social change. This correlates with the conception of Society 5.0 and Industry
5.0. We have identified values that correspond to the sustainable development of society
through the analysis of theoretical and methodological approaches to the interpretation of
demoethical norms and phenomena. The demoethical conditionality of social relations is
based on the relationship between what is due and what is, which emphasizes the social
nature of ethical norms that are significant and carried out by free citizens with rights and
obligations to society and nature.



Sustainability 2023, 15, 12478 21 of 25

Social values play a significant role in determining the types of organizations in
the institutional sphere of society. Such phenomena as education and nurture, reason,
knowledge, science, and honest work in society help people adapt to a wide range of
behaviors and conditions in a rapidly changing global world. The application of the
demoethics model increases the competitiveness and quality of life of the population.

The realization of Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 requires the alignment of the virtuous
person, ethical governance, sustainable cities, and technological advancements. By culti-
vating virtuous individuals who demonstrate ethical behavior, sustainable development
can be achieved while harnessing the potential of advanced technologies. Demoethical
governance shapes policies that prioritize sustainable practices, social well-being, and
environmental conservation. Sustainable cities integrate advanced technologies, promote
efficient resource utilization, and enhance citizen well-being. By synergizing these elements,
Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0 can contribute to a flourishing society based on the principles
of sustainability, human well-being, and ethical rational decision-making.

Education and nurture refer to the holistic development of individuals by cultivating
the mind, acquiring knowledge, and applying scientific principles. Honest work plays a
pivotal role in identifying and embodying values that correspond to the virtuous person,
ruler, city, and sustainable development. The integration of education and nurture, a
well-developed mind, knowledge acquisition, scientific principles, and honest work leads
to several contributions toward sustainable development.

Values form the way that a person exists. Despite the existence of various forms of
differentiation of values and their relative nature, the highest and most absolute value
is of the people themselves and their lives. Following the paradigm of sustainability of
Society 5.0 and Industry 5.0, the value of a person should be perceived only as a value end
but never as a value means.
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