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Abstract. The article gives a historiographical overview of the research on transformation 
of the Russian people’s values. It deals with the concept of “socio-cultural transformation” 
as the basis for the process of transformation of values in the society. The article also 
considers the concept of “value” presented in classical works in order to thoroughly cover 
the historiography of the issue of transformations of values. The issue of axiological 
transformation was regarded by the scholars at the intersection of or from the point of 
view of such fields of scientific knowledge as philosophy, history, economics, political 
science, sociology, psychology, cultural studies, etc. The overview focuses not on the 
works that analyze the values themselves, but on the research that is based on the issues 
and phenomena that reflect the moment, premise or cause of a social value transition, 
movement, revaluation, paradigm shift, formation, etc. The research overview also gives 
a complete picture of research on the transformation of the Russian people’s values and 
shows some dynamics in the development of values in modern Russian society.
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Introduction
In modern society, socio-cultural values 

are undergoing rapid changes. Former ideas 
about the world order no longer reflect the ob-
jective reality, including the social one. All 
these changes gradually lead to reassessments 
of the issues important for the representatives 
of a particular society. This is a prerequisite for 
a socio-cultural change of the value paradigm 
indicating axiological changes in the course of 
social development.

At the end of 20th – beginning of 21st cen-
turies, modern Russian society faces a system-
ic crisis. Structural and institutional restructur-
ing can form a society with a new value and 
spiritual basis. Social inefficiency of standards 
forces social groups and individuals to adapt 
to new socio-cultural patterns. This indicates 
the attitude towards the “challenges” of the so-
cial environment and also aligns expectations 
with innovations. Such innovations do address 
socio-cultural landmarks. At the end of the 
20th century, the ideology of consumption gets 
widely spread in Russia, which is facilitated by 
Western-type advertising, aimed not only at 
promoting specific products, but at reproducing 
a certain lifestyle as well as at forming certain 
consumer motivations. All this is reflected in 
the cross-section of socio-cultural orientations 
of the Russian society.

Methodology
An overview of various sources such as 

monographs, encyclopedias, articles, journalis-
tic notes, and Internet sources. The descriptive 
method is applied to analyse transformation 
of the Russian people’s values. Generalizing 
methods (synthesis, induction, and deduction) 
are also involved.

Discussion
The concept of sociocultural transformation

The study of value changes in society is 
difficult for scientific knowledge. The society is 
viewed as a socio-cultural system of values. All 
societies are more or less involved in the over-
all system in the course of interaction with dif-
ferent cultures. The options for value changes 
are very diverse. The spectrum of ongoing pro-
cesses is regarded as socio-cultural dynamics 

of values. An important part of socio-cultural 
dynamics of values is socio-cultural transfor-
mations that change the entire socio-cultural 
system of values. In modern science, there are 
several different theories, approaches, and con-
ceptions that address the issue of socio-cultur-
al transformations, the transformations being 
worth considering.

The category of socio-cultural changes 
affects the levels of social organization and 
covers the spheres of society. N.N. Pimenova 
(2015) notes that the category of socio-cultural 
changes embraces the transformation of social 
structures, practices, the emergence of new 
groups or the functioning of previous groups, 
forms of interaction and behavior. The scholar 
claims that the term “socio-cultural changes” 
is often replaced by the concept of “modern-
ization”, which is used to analyze the processes 
of renewal and to consider the socio-cultural 
value system. Shtompka (2001) distinguishes 
three approaches to the concept of “modern-
ization”: a progressive social change, a com-
plex of social, political, economic, and cultural 
transformations developing according to the 
“Western model”, and a set of the underdevel-
oped societies’ efforts aimed at “chasing” more 
developed civilizations.

N.N. Pimenova (2015) suggests three mod-
els of socio-cultural dynamics: a cyclic model 
representing the history of culture as the com-
munity’s life cycle; a linear model providing an 
evolutionary approach to culture; and a syner-
getic model developed since the second half of 
the 20th century.

The cyclic model of socio-cultural dynam-
ics has two directions: the desire to describe 
the entire history of mankind in a single cyclic 
movement (Dianova, 2002) and the denial of 
this integrity through distinguishing autono-
mously developing civilizations. It is G. Viko 
(1994) who is considered to be the founder of 
this conception. The scholar viewed the cycle as 
a sequence of three epochs: “the age of gods”, 
“the age of heroes|, and “the age of humans”. 
O. Shpengler (2019) claims a single rhythm of 
the cycle. Yet, at the same time he distinguish-
es eight cultures that develop autonomously in 
subordination to this cycle. N.Ia. Danilevskii 
(2008) presents the conception of “cultural-his-
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torical types”, civilizations, the existence of 
which is subject to the law of life cycle with 
four stages: birth, flourishing, decline, and 
death. A.Dzh. Toynbi (2001) suggests the the-
ory of local civilizations, the main mechanism 
of socio-cultural changes being the so-called 
“challenge-and-response”. L.N. Gumilev 
(2008) distinguishes the following phases in 
ethnogenesis: the incubation period, the pas-
sionary push, the acmatic phase, the fracture 
phase, the inertia phase, the obscuration phase, 
and the memorial phase. The driving forces in 
the process of socio-cultural changes are cer-
tain representatives of the community, the pas-
sionaries. P.A. Sorokin defines the principle of 
immanent change of the socio-cultural system 
and the derivative principle of limits. He distin-
guishes such characteristics of the mechanisms 
of socio-cultural changes as repetition, rhythm, 
linearity, and eternal novelty.

The linear model of socio-cultural dynam-
ics interprets history as a progressive move-
ment, mechanisms of sociocultural changes in 
the conceptions of human history as linearly 
developing ones being internal grounds for this 
path (Pimenova, 2015). G.W.F. Hegel (1990) 
argues that social dynamics is subject to the 
law of the movement of the spirit as an abso-
lute world potency on the way for its release. 
O. Kont (1971) writes that the main direction 
of the sociocultural reality development is the 
progress of the human mind. Tailor (1989) sug-
gests an evolutionary view of sociocultural 
transformation. He puts forward the ideas of 
progress and regression of culture. The human 
history is viewed as the evolution of nature, so 
the main law is the law of evolutionary devel-
opment.

The paradigm approach also regards the 
linearity of the cultural dynamics trajectory. 
Yet, it focuses on the global significance of the 
value bases of culture and the paradigm as a 
cultural matrix that structures its reality (Pi-
menova, 2015). R. Inglehart points at the so-
cio-economic structure and fundamental value 
attitudes in their constant connection and mu-
tual movement. Transformations of cultural 
values are the force of changes, whereas the 
changes in socio-economic conditions are the 
impetus for their changes. A.G. Dugin (2002) 

defines the paradigm as a set of initial value 
attitudes of a cultural phenomenon, action, 
including thoughts, this set of attitudes orga-
nizing reality in a special way. The nature of 
socio-cultural transformations in the paradigm 
approach is manifested in the fact that it is 
impossible for the movement to return to the 
former paradigm, but there is no rigid deter-
minism in the transformation of one cultural 
matrix into another.

The synergetic model of socio-cultural 
dynamics is based on the idea of culture as 
an open self-organizing system. Sociocultural 
transformations are changes that occur during 
the system transition from chaos to order in the 
course of a new order formation. S.P. Kurdoi-
umov considers synergetics as a new cultural 
paradigm of values and defines the bifurcation 
point as the branching point of the nonlinear 
system evolution paths. It is the bifurcation 
point that facilitates the detection of changes in 
the system, the transition to a new qualitative 
state. At that the transition is no longer revers-
ible. The synergetic approach regards sociocul-
tural changes as the process of value system 
transition from the previous quality to a new 
qualitative state through a crisis, the mecha-
nisms of such a change being the internal cul-
tural self-organizing forces in their reaction to 
changes in the environmental constants, im-
portant parameters of the socio-cultural whole.

A.N. Tarasov (2011) regards sociocultur-
al transformation as a process of reducing the 
level of system-hierarchical structuring, com-
plexity and polyfunctionality of the cultural 
complex as a whole, i.e. the degradation of this 
culture as a system. According to the scholar, 
socio-cultural transformation entails the loss of 
integrity and the balance of culture, after which 
it can no longer regulate the individuals’ social 
life. Sociocultural transformation is a process 
of direct changes, a process of transition to a 
new quality.

The concept of socio-cultural transforma-
tion is referred to by Ia. Bagdasarova (2009) 
when considering the migrants’ adaptation. 
The scholar links this concept to cultural di-
versity. Migrants who find themselves in a new 
cultural environment pass through a crisis in 
their native culture, as they are forced to adapt 
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to new conditions. Yet, at the same time, they 
do not lose it while completely passing through 
the processes of acculturation, but transform it 
in accordance with the conditions changed.

N.A. Yankova (2016) argues that so-
cio-cultural transformation is manifested in 
the change of social organization and types 
of reproduction of cultures as well as of the 
determinant strategy for the development of 
values in modern society. The scholar claims 
that these value processes can relate to the 
ontological characteristics of the language, 
its conceptual and instrumental aspects. This 
suggests that the language is actively involved 
in socio-cultural dynamics. In her dissertation 
E.A. Yerokhina (2015) notes that socio-cultur-
al transformation of values, which determines 
the transition of the society from its traditional 
state to a modern one, manifests itself in the 
change of types of social organization and 
types of cultural reproduction.

Thus, the dynamics of culture organized 
by socio-cultural reality can hardly be gener-
ated by internal factors only, since the percent-
age of cultural isolation is low. Modern world 
is a situation of constant cultural exchange, a 
sharp perception of cultural boundaries, which 
become a field for the emergence of meanings 
and practices. In this case, “socio-cultural 
transformation” will be regarded as the process 
of transition of one value system to a new qual-
ity. As a result, socio-cultural transformation is 
often characterized by the crisis of a particular 
culture. Such crisis occurs when the culture 
cannot adapt to new conditions and is in need 
for radical changes.

It is the concept of “value” that is worth 
while considering first for a research overview.

The concept of “value”
The concept of “value” was first referred 

to in ancient times. Socrates made it the cen-
tral point of his philosophy when framing it 
as “What is the good?” question. The good, 
according to Socrates, is the realized value – 
utility. The philosopher believed that value and 
utility are two sides of the same coin. Com-
pleteness of Being was understood as an ab-
solute value for a human, the value expressing 
both ethical and aesthetic ideals. In Plato’s con-

ception, the One or the Good was identical with 
Being, Good, and Beauty.

In the Middle Ages, the idea of the ob-
jective supreme value of the Absolute as the 
source of wisdom and all good and the human’s 
subjective existence got its approval. On this 
basis, ancient values with their aspiration to 
the ideals of truth, good and reason were re-
valuated. The significance of subjective values 
that characterize a human’s personality, such 
as love, faith, hope, conscience, etc., increas-
es. Avgustin Avrelii (1989) in his work “Con-
fessions” dwells on a human’s comprehension 
of value not by the rational, but sensually-vo-
litional way of discovering the uniqueness of 
each human’s personality.

In the 19th century, the German naturalist 
and philosopher G. Lotze suggested the theory 
of values (axiology) as a field of science. Lot-
ze distinguishes the “world of values” and the 
“world of phenomena”. The values, in his opin-
ion, belong to the sphere of duty. The philoso-
pher distinguished the field of value definition 
of the due from the field of phenomena of real-
ity (facts) and their knowledge (truths). Axiolo-
gy development is associated with the German 
classical philosophical tradition. According to 
Kant (1966), the values are requirements to the 
will; goals a human faces; significance of cer-
tain factors for the individual. The philosopher 
claims that the values are determined by certain 
goals (subjective and absolute). The value of all 
objects acquired through our actions is always 
conditioned. Objective goals, according to the 
philosopher, are objects the existence of which 
is a goal in itself, and this goal cannot be re-
placed by any other goal for which they should 
have served as a means only (Kant, 1966). He-
gel defines the value as the equivalent of need, 
which is expressed in cost value. He elevates 
culture to the rank of absolute values, since it is 
the result of human development along the path 
of ascent from subjectivity to universality: “It 
is ... revealing the universality of thought which 
is the essence of the absolute value of culture” 
(Hegel, 1990).

The Baden school representatives regard-
ed the concept of value as the highest philo-
sophical category. Vindel’band interpreted the 
value as ideal norms that serve the basis for 
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evaluating what is done with natural necessity. 
He claimed that the values as norms form the 
basis of his aesthetic and theoretical work, and 
that transcendental consciousness is the source 
of values as ideals. This means that the value 
is the goal. Vindel’band wrote that higher val-
ues rise above the humans’ changing temporal 
interests and are justified by the highest spir-
itual reality (Vindel’band, 1993). G. Rikkert 
distinguishes the concepts of the value and the 
due. According to the scholar, when the value 
is related to the cognizing subject it oppos-
es the subject as the norm and the rule in the 
sphere of the due. G. Rikkert emphasizes the 
transcendental nature of value. He introduces 
the category of transcendental understanding, 
or referring to the values when it becomes clear 
what is generally significant, what relates to the 
values. As for culture, it is also understood as a 
set of objects associated with generally signifi-
cant values and cherished for the sake of these 
values (Rikkert, 1911).

T. Hobbes (2001) expands the understand-
ing of nature of values providing economic, 
social, political and moral grounds, which give 
an economic colouring to the value. A human’s 
value is viewed through the level of demand. 
Leibniz characterizes the nature of values 
through the prism of rationalistic philosophy. 
He regards the ideas of harmony, balance, and 
proportionality as the highest values (Leibniz, 
1982).

The conception of value creation is a main 
one in Nietzsche’s philosophy. According to the 
philosopher, it is not the democratic structure 
of society that is more correct and progressive, 
but the aristocratic one with the power belong-
ing to the most charismatic, smart, energetic, 
strong-willed, and active people. Nietzsche 
claimed that it is the creation of the superman 
that justifies the existence of humanity. The 
man is not the “crown of creation”, but only 
an intermediate in biological evolution. A new 
species will eventually emerge in its place, the 
species being the superman (Nietzsche, 2005).

In the 20th century, axiology developed in 
two main directions. The first regards the val-
ues of the product of awareness of a human’s 
biological and mental needs. Thus, the values 
act as objective factors. The other direction in-

terprets the value as a phenomenological phe-
nomenon. Husserl notes that instead of objects, 
values, goals, and auxiliary means it is the 
subjective experience in which they manifest 
themselves that is considered (Husserl, 1991).

N. Hartmann regards the value as the en-
tity or something that makes everything in-
volved in it what they really are, and namely 
that makes them valuable (Hartmann, 1926). 
According to Hartmann, the proper being does 
not have the power to determine the humans’ 
activity; on the contrary, the human is a trustee 
of value and duty in the real world. He/she is 
an intermediary who introduces them into re-
ality. If the values could determine the reality 
from themselves, then they would determine a 
human and there would be no freedom (Hart-
mann, 1926).

Zimmel regards the values as the facts of 
life that turn into the cultural dimension: “the 
facts of life such as work and creativity become 
values only when they transcend the limits of 
their natural existence in themselves and when 
viewed from the point of view of certain cultur-
al ideals” (Zimmel, 1996).

M. Heidegger criticizes the main values 
of the Western world: humanism, anthropo-
centrism, and rationalism. Questioning these 
values, Heidegger argues that they hinder the 
search for the hidden essence of Being. Devel-
oping Nietzsche’s idea of value revaluation, he 
states the existence of nihilistic processes in the 
West, nihilism being regarded as the removal 
of values from culture (Heidegger, 2000).

Starting with M. Veber’s works (1994), the 
center of gravity of the study of values shifts to 
the field of sociological sciences, in particular, 
to the sociology of culture and the sociology 
of management. Weber interprets the “world-
ly values” as the direction of interest peculiar 
to a particular era. “Higher values”, according 
to the scholar, acquired the meaning of “time-
less”; their implementation in the framework 
of “culture” became independent of the imple-
mentation in time. Weber regards the values 
as a figment of a human’s imagination with its 
freedom of choice for developing his/her own 
values depending on internal motivation.

N. Luhmann associates the values with the 
most preferable consequences of an action. Ac-



– 743 –

Mikhail Ia. Khrebtov and Antonina I. Fil’ko. Historiographical Overview of the Research on the Transformation…

cording to the researcher, communication es-
tablishes social reality; for this reason, commu-
nication within the social system determines 
the formation and functional characteristics of 
values at the local level (Luhmann, 2007).

Thus, for many centuries, “value” had 
quite a number of semantic meanings. This 
concept of value is viewed by the philosophers 
of different times. It is not only the concept of 
philosophy and sociology, since it denotes ob-
jects, phenomena, their properties, as well as 
abstract ideas that embody social ideals and 
thus act as a standard of the due. The meanings 
formed in the system of axiological knowledge 
give the values a more multi-dimensional and 
multi-paradigmatic character. The sphere of 
values is not static, thus the values undergo 
multiple transformations in human life. As a re-
sult, the scholars, studying the sphere of human 
values, consider value orientations through the 
aspect of their variability and dynamics.

Overview of research on the changes  
in the Russian people’s values

In the Soviet period, the theory of values 
had long been considered a bourgeois idealis-
tic doctrine. The researches on value changes 
in Russia got their relevance and significance 
during perestroika. This period resulted in 
significant axiological changes in Russia. The 
scholars responded to these changes by the 
search for new social facts and systematiza-
tion of the applied research materials on value 
changes.

Russian scholars have obtained new and in-
teresting data on the attitudes, ideals and goals 
of the representatives of various social groups. 
Known or newly suggested solutions got their 
problematic and debatable plane. The schol-
ars’ interests were related to the logical anal-
ysis of changes in value attitudes, as well as to 
the study of the dynamics of values in society. 
For example, N.G. Bagdasarian (Bagdasarian, 
1995) studied the variability of value orienta-
tions in the students’ adulthood. S.G. Klimova 
(1996) distinguished the value bases of iden-
tification and stratification dynamics of axio-
logical orientations in society. I.M. Kliamkin 
(1994) studied liberal and democratic values. 
L.M. Kosareva (1987) examined the dynam-

ics of value orientations. S.F. Anisimov (1988) 
studied the population’s values of production 
and consumption. A.V. Andreenkova (1994) 
analyzed materialistic and post-materialistic 
values. А.О. Boronoev (1992) focused on the 
Russian people’s mental values. N.I. Driakhlov 
and V.A. Davydenko (1997) studied the chang-
es in the social and cultural values. N.E. Tik-
honova (1996) analyzed the worldview values 
and the political process in Russia. Theoret-
ical and empirical works of the “local” level 
of such Russian researchers as Z.I. Kalugina 
(2001), O.P. Fadeeva (1999), O.V. Novokhats-
kaia (2006) et al. focused on daily activities, 
adaptation and values of the rural population of 
the Novosibirsk oblast. V.A. Artemov and his 
co-researchers (2002) studied the rural Siberi-
an areas in the course of the entire period of 
perestroika up to the 2000s.

N.I. Lapin’s study of the dynamics of val-
ues of the Russians (Lapin, 2000) is of great 
importance. The research of the scholar and his 
colleagues focused on the younger generation’s 
thinking. Since the early 1990s, there has been 
a change in value markers of the adolescents 
mainly. At the same time, the basic values were 
passed from generation to generation in their 
fairly stable configurations. The younger gen-
eration has not yet completely rejected the old 
generation’s values. In the context of global-
ization and the power of the media, the young 
Russians’ value system is likely to become in-
creasingly autonomous. The researchers also 
predict that by the end of the radical socio-eco-
nomic reforms of the 1990s and the stabiliza-
tion of new structures and processes, it is by 
2009 when the society will enter the third stage 
of transformation which will contain either a 
historical alternative of moving forward or that 
of rolling back.

Basing on the example of the North Cauca-
sian culture, R.R. Nakokhova (2008) identified 
the principles, factors, structure, regularities 
and specifics of the system of value orienta-
tions of ethnos individuals. She developed a 
socio-psychological conception of the deter-
minants system development and functioning, 
mechanisms and stages of transformation of 
value orientations during socio-economic cri-
ses. As per the conception, ethnogenesis of 
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value orientations has a hierarchical character. 
The processes that lead to changes in value 
orientations take place at various levels: indi-
vidual-personal, group, ethnic, and intereth-
nic. There are two processes of ethnogenesis: a 
socio-historical shift of value orientations and 
a socio-psychological one. The basic mecha-
nisms for the value system formation and de-
velopment at all levels are mechanisms of ad-
aptation, assimilation, and accommodation.

P.P. Kozhevnikov and N.V. Sidorova 
(2006) focus on the issue of revaluation of val-
ues by the Russians. They argue that this re-
valuation is due to the transitional state of the 
modern world, the values of modern society 
being highlighted and analyzed. Nowadays, ac-
cording to the researchers, the conceptual basis 
of any value system is in basic values, which 
are ranked, clarified and supplemented each 
time. Yet, natural values, air, water, and solar 
energy, which are closely linked to the object 
world created by man, remain immutable.

I.F. Dement’eva claims that traditional 
family values often become an impediment to 
assimilation of new realities of life. The pro-
cess of adaptation to new living conditions of-
ten implies active participation of the younger 
generation in the family. In Russian society, the 
way the parents recognize their children’s high 
competence in a number of issues related to the 
real values of a new society is quite atypical 
(Dement’eva, 2004). In a transitional Russian 
society, it is worth while mentioning the multi-
directional participation of two generations in 
the process of development. Therefore, at the 
intergenerational level, assimilation of basic 
values by the children results in their parents’ 
value transformations.

In their works, V.I. Chernov (2013), 
A.V. Babelo (2016), A.O. Surkova (2010), 
V.P. Shcherbakova (2013) consider the issues 
of formation and development of a new hu-
man generation, pay attention to the conflict 
between generations and the ways they are re-
solved. They focus on such an important sphere 
of social relations as correlation of the two op-
posite value scales. The issue of fundamental 
incompatibility of different generations is also 
given the analysis. New standards of a new 
generation’s social interaction do not receive 

the unanimous recognition due. As a result, 
according to the researchers, the philosophy of 
extreme individualism prevails. It generates a 
situation of uncertainty, instability, antinomi-
anism, and inconsistency.

In her dissertation, O.S. Anisimova (2013) 
emphasizes that these are the values that in-
tegrate society. So, deformation processes in 
the sphere of values are more dangerous than 
changes in the economy. The Russian society 
faced profound changes and deformations in its 
socio-cultural content. They served the indica-
tors of the violation of the continuity of value 
and moral orientations as human behavior reg-
ulators in post-Soviet society. This took place 
in the context of increasing uncertainty, crisis 
socialization, and the risky nature of the Rus-
sian society. Such situation leads to an increase 
in individualization, the victory and power of 
consumer society standards, and the short-term 
states of uncertainty in life strategies.

Tepliakov considers the process of psy-
chological development of people’s values in 
the Russian society of the 21st century. The 
personality itself is given a priority, since it is 
in it the personality that reveals an active com-
ponent of personal development. The moment 
of identification is transferred from the exter-
nal value structures imposed by the society to 
the individual’s internal spiritual potencies, 
i.e. self-identification is put into the forefront 
(Tepliakov, 2016). The psychologist claims that 
the social situation changes, associated with 
a sharp transition from one social system to 
another, cause the change in the value orienta-
tions system. This can lead to both productive 
development and collapse of the value system.

V. Petukhov states the issue of the effec-
tiveness of social institutions. The changes in 
socio-economic situation and instability of the 
2000s had led to the formation of a large class 
that does not expect any support from the state. 
For them, participation in political life does 
not promise tangible benefits. This class fac-
es a significant set of socio-political problems 
(Petukhov, 2015). Therefore, the citizens need 
fair, transparent rules of the game as well as 
laws that would allow them to work honestly 
and earn money. The researcher dwells on the 
need for impartial courts, the importance of the 
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police for their health, property and peace pro-
tection, and the need for local government and 
social services.

N.A. Golovina and V.A. Sibireva (2016) 
argue that typical values of the consumer soci-
ety are significant for a large part of society, the 
values (work, family, success, and entertain-
ment) manifesting themselves immediately and 
simultaneously. Young people show high value 
and lifestyle differentiation. For them, age dif-
ferences play a more significant role than the 
standard of living. These are young people for 
whom a certain new set of lifestyles and values 
has been formed. These lifestyles and values 
are inherent in the consumer society; they can 
hardly be rejected even if the economic situa-
tion gets worse. This indicates that consumer-
ism values have been firmly internalized and 
have become an integral part of values.

R.N. Shmatkov shows the dynamics of val-
ue transformation towards moving away from 
the humanistic paradigm to the technocratic 
one. This is due to the loss of the significance of 
a workforce as the individual’s most important 
life support. These circumstances are associat-
ed with people’s orientation towards interest-
ing work and social activities with the means of 
earning money and career advancement as key 
values (Shmatkov, 2012). This indicates a cri-
sis in the educational function, which is getting 
more and more acute with decades. The prob-
lem of education, according to the researcher, 
is not easy to solve, since modern Russian so-
ciety is divided into classes with opposite so-
cio-economic and political interests.

In social sciences in Russia we can also 
distinguish the synergetic approach to studying 
axiological transformations in Russian society, 
the approach being developed in the works by 
academician V. Stepin (2001), research schools 
of V.G. Nemirovskii (2013), V.I. Kabrin (2011), 
I.V. Chernikova (1955), works by V.V. Vasil’ko-
va (Vasil’kova, 2003), et al. The scholars turn 
their research focus on a human in his/her in-
tegrity. They take into account the aspects of 
how the human inner world manifests itself as 
well as how it is interconnected with his/her 
physiology, culture, social structure, and ma-
terial and technical base in the development of 
the society.

A number of Russian researchers asso-
ciate the transformation of social values with 
ethnic processes, including those that are pe-
culiar for the indigenous peoples of the North, 
Siberia and the Far East (Avdeeva et al., 2019a; 
Avdeeva et al., 2019b, Berezhnova and Pimeno-
va, 2015; Degtyarenko et al., 2019; Pchelkina, 
2015). As a rule, these studies are conducted in 
the field, the authors applying quantitative and 
qualitative methods of social research (Koptse-
va et al., 2018; Libakova et al., 2016; Zamarae-
va, 2014; Zamaraeva et al., 2019a; Zamaraeva 
et al., 2019b).

One of the most important conclusions 
the Russian researchers come to regarding the 
issues of social value transformation is postu-
lating a significant role of artistic practices, in-
cluding those related to the formation of artistic 
images. They dwell upon visual art works and 
ways of appropriate artistic images formation 
(Kolesnik, 2018; Kolesnik et al., 2018; Kole-
snik et al., 2019; Koptseva and Sitnikova, 2019; 
Reznikova et al., 2019; Semenova, 2010; Sered-
kina et al., 2019; Sertakova, 2013; Sitnikova 
and Zhukovskaia, 2015).

As a result, a lot of empirical and theoret-
ical research on the Russian residents’ value 
transformation has been conducted in Russia. 
Many studies register the general value-norma-
tive crisis the Russians face, the crisis having 
the character of revaluation of previous gen-
erations’ cultural, ethical, spiritual and family 
values. The data obtained in the researches are 
often interpreted as violation of continuity and 
transfer of socio-cultural experience from the 
older generation to the next one. They raise the 
issue of globalization values formation in the 
Russian society.

Conclusion
Thus, value transformations in Russia are 

an urgent research issue nowadays. It is given a 
multidisciplinary consideration within the sci-
entific fields of philosophy, history, economics, 
political science, sociology, psychology, and 
cultural studies. The researches on axiologi-
cal changes reflect socio-cultural dynamics, 
which is manifested in the form of socio-cul-
tural transformation. Classical scholars applied 
various approaches to the analysis of the issue. 
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Later such branch of science as axiology was 
introduced.

This field of science has its own history 
in Russian scientific research. The article re-
views the researches on axiological changes 
in the Russian society. These are the issues of 
the modern generation’s worldview formation 
that often become the subject of the research. 
The issues usually cover the processes of ed-
ucation and development of young people as 
well as the complexity of interaction between 
the younger generation and their parents. The 
family issue is considered to be a particularly 
important focus of analysis in modern Russia, 
the phenomenon of the interethnic family be-
ing highlighted. In their works many research-
ers willingly dwell on characteristic features of 
the local process of variability and dynamics 

of values the residents of the country’s specific 
regions display. Most researchers claim that, on 
the one hand, there still exist Soviet values in 
the Russian population’s mass consciousness. 
Yet, on the other hand, a new structure of value 
consciousness is being modeled. The impact of 
cultural values of the consumer society is high-
lighted. This contributes to the predominance 
of the individual benefits over the public ones. 
The researchers consider the issue of weak ef-
ficiency the public management institutions 
demonstrate in the social sphere. To date, the 
scholars are unanimous when stating that the 
issue of transformation of values in Russia has 
not been given a thorough analysis yet. There-
fore, this issue is in the focus of continuous 
studies by the researches from different fields 
of science.
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Историографический обзор  
исследований трансформаций ценностей  
российского населения

М.Я. Хребтов, А.И. Филько
Сибирский федеральный университет 
Российская Федерация, Красноярск

Аннотация. Статья посвящена историографическому обзору исследований транс-
формаций ценностей российского населения. В статье разбирается понятие «соци-
окультурная трансформация» как основа для процесса трансформации ценностей 
в обществе. Для полного понимания историографии проблематики трансформаций 
ценностей в статье рассматривается понятие «ценность» в работах классиков. Во-
проса аксиологической трансформации ученые касались на пересечении или с точ-
ки зрения таких научных дисциплин, как философия, история, экономика, поли-
тология, социология, психология, культурология и т.д. В обзоре делается акцент 
не на работах, в которых ученые разбирают сами ценности, а на исследованиях, где 
основу составляют вопросы, явления, феномены, отображающие момент, предпо-
сылку или причину общественного ценностного перехода, движения, переоценки, 
смены парадигмы, формирования и т.д. В конце обзора представлена целостная 
картина исследований трансформации ценностей россиян, а также дана некая ди-
намика развития ценностей жителей современного российского общества.

Ключевые слова: трансформация ценностей, исследовательские подходы, ценно-
сти, изменения ценностей россиян, ценности российского населения, социокуль-
турные трансформации.
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