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Social and cultural transformation of the information society
and its impact on new individuality formation

The concept of the information society is explored in this article, with an analysis of the transformation of
subsystems such as politics, economics, culture, technology, production, communication, and the human ele-
ment. The communicative nature of the information society is determined from a social and cultural pe
tive. The article highlights how communication and information have become a productive forc
the overcoming of national and state as well as cultural and civilizational borders. It @o

change of global management trends while leading to an exit beyond local social and culturalgsyst
sophical analysis within a social and cultural approach supports these provisions. The arti
information society is undergoing a decentralization of social space and virtualization
transformed along with their inconsistency and multidimensionality of interpretatio ocgss of individ-
ual adaptation becomes increasingly complex. In the information society, there is @i maladaptive
potential and identity crisis, leading to a movement towards individualization eings and a decrease
in relations with the social world.

Keywords: information society, hypertext individuality, values transformatio ip’ culture, axiological plu-
ralism, identity crisis, communication, information, social and cultur rqach.
Intro

The Technotronic revolution leaves its im
striving for globality, on the specifics of social life, striviflg for fragmentation, on the peculiarities of the
formation of communities that reject national ideolo d rely either on global or narrow-local meanings
and values. In this sense, history can be represented as a specific process of information development, where
the content of economic, social, and cul ponents is directly related to the nature of the content of
communication and the quality of kno cireulating in this society. The information society arises where
the management of symbols, ima d intelligence becomes the main thing, not material objects.

From the 1960s, the inform: SO has been the subject of research and scrutiny in social and hu-
manitarian studies due to the 1 aradigm of the epoch. The term “information society” was intro-
duced by American and Japa reSearchers, who recognized the special role of knowledge-based technolo-

celeration of technical progress. This societal system is characterized by
ector and a decrease in the share of material production in the total aggre-
wth of tertiary economics and improvement in life quality.
is typically entails a comparison of different approaches to understanding the in-
er, the authors emphasize the importance of analyzing the communicative nature of
the informati ety through the lens of a social and cultural approach. This enables the determination of

gate product, related t0
ophicalNanal

introduction of “Clip Culture” transformation of values, multidimensionality in their understanding, transi-
tion of social institutions to hyperspace, and further virtualization of society.

Experimental

The article utilized comparative analysis methods as its methodological base to evaluate the distinctive
features of the information society's civilizational, technological, social, and cultural approaches. This tech-
nique allowed the authors to uncover the main trends in the society's cultural and social transformation. Ad-
ditionally, the authors conducted a social and philosophical analysis of the information society, which
viewed it through a social and cultural approach. This perspective analyzed the information society as a
product of the human's cultural and social nature. To supplement their research, the authors employed con-
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textual analysis of sources from renowned figures like M. McLuhan, D. Robertson, A. Toffler, P. Drucker,
and A. Giddens among others. Moreover, they employed the logical and deduction method, differentiation
and integration, and abstraction.

Results

We assert that comprehending the essence of the internet as a social space and communication is crucial
in recuperating the concept of the information society. Despite postmodernists upending the structures and
operations of modern society, they failed to productively analyze not just non-industrialized societies but
also essential aspects of modern societies.

Thus, the characteristics of communication, the dominant semiotic systems, and the formalization of
knowledge are the primary determinants of a society's economic development, social organization, and cul-
ture [1]. Communication processes partially shape the specific operations of modern society and its institu-
tions, establish normative benchmarks and individual tasks, and determine communication methods, quality,
and significant social information. The production character changes in the information sogiety

rst&

ly, it induces the transformation of human needs and values. P

The qualitative changes of communication systems result from numerous circu
cial structure, intercultural relationships, and production types are vital.

The internet's function as a communication tool reinforces both the positi ative trends of soci-
ety's development by intensifying the growth of globalization and local cultur@iAcc g to the internet has
led to the emergence of the network society, which has resulted in significa es in all aspects of public
life since communication is at the core of human activity [2]. As descri gthe internet serves as a com-
municative intermediary that enables numerous people to communica gach other globally at any time
[3]. Therefore, it is regarded as a primary component of a ne® so@i vironment that creates a fresh com-
municative area, virtual reality, realized through the cyberspace\ms, e significant aspect that defines the
internet as a social environment is its virtual reality cybers

The internet profoundly affects society, space, a
tween social objects and generating new subjects

hich so-

by establishing new forms of interrelations be-
s‘@platform to transmit and receive multimedia

The Internet introduces a new aspect of §ecial time called postponed time. While communication hap-
pens in real-time mode, both the interacting suBjects can choose to “take a break” to pause the present and
then become active again. Additiona i s individuals to easily “return to the past” by browsing
through archived news feeds or them the power to alter it at their discretion. The internet also
enables individuals to learn of th
main content of television news

social organization would be I.I
formation serves as agcriti€al C

without information, relationships, and communication, as per [4]. In-
and driving force for society's self-organization. N. Wiener stated that

others in terms”of behavior and tastes. The individual seeks to break away from societal roles and re-
strictions, taking responsibility for their life and optimizing their aesthetic, emotional, physical, and sensual
experiences to become an independent personality [5].

Individuals in this new informational culture refuse to conform to standard structures and categories, in-
stead striving to create a mosaic of information using their own material. After conducting an analysis, the
authors defined the new individuality as the internal qualitative distinctiveness of a person based on their
unique social singularity, feelings, emotions, ruefulness, hypertext, non-linearity, linguistic, and geographic
peculiarities, which are not bound by culture.

The internet's communication environment impacts the spatial and temporal features of social commu-
nities and provides a foundation for creating short-term social groups with different characteristics that pri-
marily aim to achieve short-term results based on the subjects' unity. This facilitates the development of new
individuality. P. Virillo claims that the internet communication creates a new, spectral social neighborhood,
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as individuals communicate with virtual people without physical contact and are not bound by spatial and
temporal factors [6; 37].

The transformation of individuality is intertwined with the process of social stratification, which entails
structuring social inequality between various social communities, groups, and strata of people. The institu-
tionalization of new individuality involves freeing individuals from set social roles, which were traditionally
prescribed, inherited, or innate. As described in [7; 27], individualization transforms human identity from
being “given” to being a “problem” and assigns responsibility for not only solving this “problem” but also
for the consequences, including side effects of performing roles. It establishes individual autonomy by forc-
ing individuals to take full responsibility for the risks associated with the context within which they operate.
With the development of the internet and social mobility, assigning social status to a particular person is re-
placed by compulsory self-determination. Hence, the primary concern for individuals becomes forming new
individuality imposed by society. They are forced to continuously choose and self-determine, creating their
individuality not based on social norms but, frequently, in opposition to them, representingfthe unity and
fullness of social characteristics. Consequently, such individuals' social roles and status,arealso Wdependent-
ly formed, where the unity of social roles and structural independence from social wr& comes the
main tendency in human individuality development.

Individuals undergo a transformation of essential features in several directi
Freedom is replaced by tolerance towards deviant behavior, while activity evo,
ties for personal identification. Creativity is replaced by the pursuit of defi
converts into extrasocial behavior, narcissism. Integrity is reformed into
placed by the prevalence of certain human ideals without correlating wi

t mned in [8; 56].
xpanded opportuni-
rpose, and isolation

rily, and singularity is re-
ays of developing such ide-

Therefore, the essential features of new individuality havi ive\and negative connotations. The posi-
tive ones include the ability to independently choose the meaningtand purpose of life and expanded means of
identification. The negative ones include tolerance towards (e t Behavior, lack of clear social norms, and
the formation of an extrasocial human. Ambivalent include the presence of egoistic components in
the individuality structure and the development o

The rapid changes in the technological e ironment influenced the formation of the information society

concept, leadmg to the dommance of the cayili
i gress along specific stages of development.

Various researchers, such as, D. ash, S. Kruk, A. Toffler, P. Drucker, and R. Inglehart, provid-
ed justifications for the existenc Yustrial, industrial, and post-industrial societies, as well as pre-
modernism, modernism, and ism stages of social development, and capitalist and post-capitalist
societies; and modernization tmodernization, respectively. These attempts aimed to construct a com-
prehensive theory of gocidl e ion, or progress. Each of these concepts has focused on different compo-
nents of development culminating in the development of the information society theory, which is

ce either the industrial or agrarian society but coexists alongside them, supplement-
helr systemat1c1ty and complex1ty While the product10n of material goods contmues

of 1nformat10n, anges in the nature of science, and different states of culture.

M. McLuhan's concept of technological determinism reflects the correlation between historical epochs
and communication channels. The preliterate society, the phonetic spelling epoch, and the “Gutenberg Gal-
axy” were succeeded by the information era, which is one of the stages of communication means develop-
ment in various tools and forms.

D.S. Robertson also justifies and studies all stages of information development in society, establishing
the dependence of knowledge quality and level on the principle of information coding. The nature and fea-
tures of the dominant culture determine the principle of information coding in a certain historical period.
This network principle affects knowledge level, quality, volume, availability, and sphere of knowledge func-
tioning from the first communication revolution to the electronic one.

In the informational society, space is subject to globalization and decentralization like most social pro-
cesses. The globalization process characterizes the formation of a single global space that includes hidden
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processes of fragmentation and individualization. Modern society is structured not only in terms of living
standards but also in terms of access to information resources and possibilities for information updating. The
decentralized, fragmented space is formed by an informational continuum.

The internet's ability to compress space and eliminate distance has led to the globalization of social
space, reducing the need for physical presence in certain locations for certain functions such as work. The
virtualization of social institutions and the formation of a virtual society has led to the decentralization of
social space. However, complete interactivity is limited by social borders, and virtualization is only possible
to a certain extent. In the informational society, time is also transformed by information technologies, de-
stroying its linearity and making it super temporal, reversible, and cyclic. Multiple communication channels
allow for simultaneous communication and rapid reaction to information streams. In contrast to traditional
linear time, individuals can now process multiple messages at once.

The internet has transformed the traditional understanding of time, making it supertemporal, reversible,
and cyclic. The acceleration of social and life processes has led to the compression of time, i
crease in the significance of the future and leading to social disorientation. The internet ha
a network society, where networks replace the previous stratified structure. Belongin networks
and their dynamics become the most important source of power. This new social mofpho agiled to the
decay of old corporations and the emergence of dynamic molecules and accumul%%eople and organi-

zations.

Social structures in the technological society are no longer based on hiéfarchi rinciples, but rather
on a combination of assemblies at different power levels. The traditional icalfhierarchy is losing its effec-
tiveness due to leaders facing increasingly heterogeneous problems an ack from previous levels
becoming inadequate. The information society is characterized by thetae tion and role of information,

both the tangible environment of human life and the main mean ersonal relations, making it a stra-
tegic resource for society's development. In the post-indus onemy, national information resources are
the main source of wealth, and converting non-resoutges mto resources has become the main principle of
creating new wealth.

The way social structures operate in a techn ciety has shifted away from hierarchical princi-
ples and towards assemblies at various power levels. aditional vertical hierarchy is no longer effective
due to leaders facing diverse problems and ins@ifficient feedback from lower levels. In this information socie-

which determines the society's development and is expresse&i&m nd symbols. Information serves as
in

ty, information plays a crucial role in dete development and is expressed through signs and symbols.
It is both the tangible environment of nd the primary means of interpersonal relations, making it
a strategic resource for society's grow ain source of wealth in the post-industrial economy is nation-
al information resources, and cre alth relies on converting non-resources into resources.

The question arises: wha eStnformation and knowledge unique as production resources? They dif-
fer from monetary, natural, a resources in several ways. Firstly, they are inalienable, meaning acquir-
ing knowledge does i meone else's ability to do the same. Secondly, they do not have a clear

spatial location and can ultiple places simultaneously. Thirdly, informational resources are univer-
sal, limitless, and sel ucing, with their value increasing as more people use them. The technological
duces the need for natural resources, and the amount of knowledge does not decrease

sumption of materials or energy that increases entropy in the universe, the use of infor-
opposite effect by increasing human knowledge and organization in the environment
while reducing entropy. Information exchange leads to cooperation rather than competition, making it a re-
source that can be shared without regret.

As we move towards an information society, the computerization of human services and social institu-
tions is crucial. However, it is important to understand the limitations of simulating human thinking with in-
formation. While computer technologies can materialize formal operations of mathematical thinking, they
fail to capture the transcendental moment of creative inspiration and spiritual insight. Therefore, the role of
philosophy becomes significant in constructing ideal norms, goals, and values of human life.

The fetishization of information technologies is a result of reducing all human activity to its operative
and practical side, neglecting the spiritual and value aspect of human vital activity. In terms of technological
properties, the culture of the information society is characterized as Clip Culture, which generates mosaic
thinking. The mental model of reality is formed through information transformation, creating iconic images
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that standardize societal images. As a result, it becomes necessary for humans to choose and manipulate the-
se images listed in the “file catalog”.

The computerization of human services and social institutions is crucial for our transition towards an in-
formation society. However, it is important to acknowledge the limitations of simulating human thinking
with information. While computers can materialize formal operations of mathematical thinking, they fail to
capture the transcendental moment of creative inspiration and spiritual insight. Therefore, philosophy plays a
significant role in constructing ideal norms, goals, and values of human life.

According to Toffler, this new type of culture is based on “clips” of information: ads, commands, frag-
ments of news that cannot be classified. Consumers of information must build their own model of reality,
and this method of information consumption forms unique forms of perception such as “zapping”. The Clip
Culture is a component of the information culture, leading to an increasing gap between users of information
means from the Second and Third waves. This culture disorients individuals and makes them feel “torn from
the space of new means of information” and “old conceptual theories”.

The constant consumption of information is seen as necessary for socialization, as t
world view is largely shaped by information received through mass communicatign.
dance and fragmentation of information can lead to shallowness in perception and thi
of disorientation and depression. The multiplicity of meanings and values from dj
also make it difficult for individuals to determine their own identity. This state
ture Shock”, which refers to the physical and psychological overload experie
the human body and decision-making processes. To cope with this disc

odern human's

the abun-
sing feelings
Itural worlds can
tation is called “Fu-
adaptive systems of
dividuals may limit social

contacts or turn to drugs and other coping mechanisms. Despite these ¢ s, humans strive for stability
in their personal and professional lives.

The impact of personal factors on the development of€the® ation society culture is known as
“Demassification” and ‘“Personalization”. Researchers have identified that the basic characteristics of this
culture are centered around the increased role and s1gn1ﬁca ns as active subjects in the production

ifie D. Bell, who defined the main features

and history of the informational society. This was fir:
iti ods production to the service sector, the su-

of a fundamentally new society, including the tr

In Y. Masuda's concept, information is s
all spheres of social and cultural life in
technological development, and socia,
concepts by A. Touraine, J. Fou stle
social and cultural factors and em 31

Other researchers, includi isbitt, J. Beninger, T. Stonler M. McLuhan, F.Fukuyama, and
A. Giddens, also noted a qua ifference between the information society and previous societies. They
observed a radical ch understanding of the world, leading to corresponding transformations in

as an economic category and public benefit that transforms
ssive direction. However, Masuda's focus was mainly on
al aspects were largely ignored. Previous post-industrial
albraith, K. Boulding, H. Kahn, and Z. Brzezinski centered on

social relations. In t r-industrial society”, culture is characterized by demassification and
destandardization, lea i a high level of innovation and complexity. Personalization is also a dominant
feature, wit Spciety oriented towards each individual rather than a mass population. This is facil-
itated by t intellectual class, who act as advisors and experts at the political level. The new

ansformatlon of labor character and interpersonal relatlonshlps leading to a new system

nomic but also ocial problems, contrlbutlng to the formatlon of a new system of values for modern humans.
These changes are facilitated by the rapid acceleration of technical progress and the transition to a fundamen-
tally new state of the entire social whole.

This value system, which meant overcoming the previous system of materialistic, economic motivation
and formation of post-material, post-economic needs determined not by external, but internal incentive stim-
uli for activity, which was named “post-materialistic” [9].

The information society recognizes the value of individuality and singularity in the communicative
space. This shift from personality to individuality breaks down traditional societal norms and ideals, allow-
ing for the assimilation of existing knowledge and social norms to form a new, hypertext individual. The vir-
tual reality experienced in the internet extends the possibilities of human identification and socialization, but
only within the realm of internet communication. The independent creation of individuality produces the
ability for individuals to reassess values and analyze social norms and rules. In this era, the modern human
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carries out an independent reassessment of all values, not only social but also personal. The transformation
of individuality is inseparably related to space visualization in the internet, where virtual reality becomes
necessary for connection with simulation of sociality. The significance of new individuality instability grows
due to the mobility of sociality, its dynamic, and the possibility of life goal variability depending on chang-
ing conditions. Procedurality underlying individuality transformation substantiates conceptualization.

According to V.V. Tarasenko, the modern human is a “clicking human” who lives in the world of
cyber-reality, as opposed to the “reading person” of the past. This shift in information assimilation to a non-
linear device and perception of information allows for more efficient use of time during communication.
However, the expansion of opportunities in the network society has led to a radical stratification or
resocialization, tearing individuals away from their local environment and stability of everyday life. As a
result, active transformation of individuality occurs, with individuality itself becoming hypertext and non-
linear. This transformation is based on the assimilation of available social and virtual information and leads
to interactivity of individual changes, lability of content components of individuality, and thélimpossibility
of explicit constancy of individual being. The consequences of this transformation are gvalawatediin negative,
positive, and ambivalent registers. The fundamental feature of humans is freedog 1
which is facilitated by the Internet. Each person has the right to self-actualization, cho@gin,
fession and place of residence, communication, and thought. This subjective broa individuality lim-
its increases the activity of the knowing subject and changes the space and ti um through virtual-
ization of the social space. However, it also results in the formation of a subjectives#€ense” of time “stop”
and space “break-up” due to interruption of communications.

In today's society, individuals are able to shape their own goals an les, leading to a decrease in
the influence of social norms on their individuality. However, this cam a ult in social exclusion and a
loss of life orientation. The transformation of individuality in &s\ tion age can lead to social indiffer-

ence and dissolution of the individual in the communication envigonment. The development of “super tem-
poral time” arises from the lack of social stability and confidenge imythe future, causing individuals to focus
on living in the present without consideration for congequences.“I'his uncertainty leads to anxiety and the
imposition of freedom by society, which individuals may ble to handle.

In the modern era, individuals have the abilt their own goals and principles, leading to a re-
duction in the influence of social norms on their pers entity. However, this can also result in social ex-
clusion and a loss of direction in life. The evolition of individuality in the information age can lead to apathy
towards society and a breakdown of the imdividual in the digital world. The emergence of “super temporal

time” arises from a lack of stability a 1 e in the future, causing individuals to focus solely on the
present without regard for conseguen is uncertainty leads to anxiety and societal pressure to be free,
which may be overwhelming for e uals.

The development of vir 0 nication contributes to a decrease in social adaptation and self-
identification, leading to a fr d perception of one's own life. The uncertainty of the future generated
by social mobility strictutes a collection of disjointed elements with no cohesive unity. The interac-
tive nature of the new iduality conflicts with the selfish aspect of individuality, creating an internal

lved by rejecting either the interactive or selfish component.
individuality occurs beyond cultural and national boundaries, making it unstable
is shift towards individualization has led to the formation of social classes and stra-

I

struggle that can only

pects of life, including education and work.

Overall, while the evolution of individuality has brought about newfound freedom and autonomys, it has
also led to uncertainty and instability. The challenge for individuals is to find a balance between their inter-
active and selfish components while navigating the complexities of the modern world.

Conclusion

The information society is characterized by complex social organization, diverse cultural relations,
unique communication methods, and a person who values critical thinking and creativity. This period priori-
tizes individualism over global issues, psychology over ideology, and diversity over similarity. The trans-
formation of individuality in this society is impacted by the network nature of information culture, demas-
sification, personalization of consciousness, decentralization, and semantic and axiological pluralism.
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Individualization is a necessary aspect of this society, with each person responsible for their own ac-
tions and choices. Failure cannot be blamed on society, as individuals have the freedom to shape their own
existence and purpose. The process of individualization is ongoing throughout an individual's life, with the
ability to navigate through vast amounts of information being a crucial component. Without this ability, indi-
viduals risk becoming marginalized and disconnected from society.
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AKNapaTTbIK KOFAMHBIH dJIeyMeTTiK-MJ/IeH! TpaHc(opManusara Tycyi
9pi OHBIH KaHA KeKe TYJFAJIBLIBIKTBIH KAJBINTACYbIHA dcCepi

Makanazna KOFaMHBIH casicaT, SKOHOMHKA, MOJICHHET, TEXHOJIOTHsI, OH/ipic, OaiiylaHbIC opi TiKelel alaMHBIH
©31 Cekimi imKi OKyHenepiHiH TpaHCPOPMAIMACHIH TajiJayFa HETi3CIIeH aKMapaTThlK KOFaM
TYXKBIPBIMIIAMAChl  KapacThIPbUIFaH. ABTOpJap aKmaparThlK KOFAMHBIH KOMMYHHKATHBTI — CHIIATBIH
COLIMOMOJICHH KO3Kapac TYPFHICHIHAH aHBIKTaWbl. baillaHbIC MMEH aKmapaTThIH OHAIPTill KYIIKE alHaTybl
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KOpPCEeTUTI, OYI OHBIH YITTHIK-MEMIICKETTIK JKOHE MOACHU-OPKEHHETTIK IIeKapaiapIsl Ja eHcepyre
MYMKIHZIK OepeTiHi, 6ackapyIbH skahaHIBIK TCHACHIMIAPBIH Ja ©3TePTil, )KEPrUTiKTI dlIeyMEeTTiK-MOICHU
JKYHEHIH [IeTiHeH MIBIFyFa oKeneTiHi OasHaanansl. COFaH opaif, dlIeyMeTTIK-MO/ICHH Ko3Kapac mIeHOepiHaeri
(GUITOCODHSITBIK TaAayIBIH HOTHIKECIHIE Kelleci epekeniep Heri3aenreH. AKMapaTThIK KOFama OHBIH BHP-
TyaJaH3alusIChl KOHTEKCIHIE QJIEYMETTIK KCHICTIKTIH OPTaIBIKChI3IaHABIPBUTYBI, KYHIBUIBIKTAPIBIH TYPJICHYI
OJIAPIBIH COMKECCI3MITIMEH JKOHE MHTEPIPETANUSACHIHBIH KO OJIIEMIUTINIMEH, )KeKe TYJIFaHbIH Oedimmeny
NPOLECIHIH KypAelieHyiMeH Oipre xypedi. AKmapaTThIK KOFaMAarbl OCHIMCI3IIK aieyeTiHiH apTybl KoHe
Oipereiislik TaFaapbIChl 9JICYMETTIK eMipMeH OailfTaHBICHIH KBICKApTa OTHIPHIM, aJaMHBIH ©31HIIK OOJIMBICHIH
napajayra OaFbITTaFaH KO3FAIBICTBI Ty IBIPA/IBL.

Kinm ce30ep: akmapaTTBIK KOFaM, THUIEPMOTIHIIK Oipereiimik, KYHABUIBIKTAp TPaHC(POPMAIHACH, «KIIUII-
MOJICHHETY, aKCHOJIOTHSUIBIK ILTFOPAIIN3M, Oipereiilik TaFJapbIChl, OaiilaHbIC, aKIapaT, COMUOMOICHH TOCLI.

J.T". lllopman6aesa, P.M. Illapunosa, A.B. CuBonenosa, E.H. lBneBa, O.A. lllebanuna

ConunoxyabTypHas Tpanchopmanus HHPOPMALUOHHOTO 001IECTB
U ee BJIUsAHHE HA GopMHpOBaHUE HOBOM n}manz{ya.nw&

B craTbe paccMoTpeHa KOHIeNIUs HHGOPMaLMOHHOro 00LIeCTBa, OCHOBAaHHAS HA aH aH@dopmanui
HOJICHCTEM OOIIECTBA, TAKMX KaK MOJUTHKA, SKOHOMHUKA, KyJIbTypa, TEXHOJOTHS, II , KOMMYHH-
HHOT}

KaIys ¥ 9eJI0BeK. ABTOPHI ITOJYEPKUBAIOT KOMMYHUKATHBHYIO IIPHPORY NH(OPMAEHEO ecTBa ¢ I0-
3WIMU CONUOKYIBTYPHOTO moaxoaa. OHH JeMOHCTPUPYIOT TPaHC(HOPMAIHIO KOMM anuy 1 HHGOPMAIIN
B IPOU3BOJMUTEIBHYIO CHITy, YTO ITO3BOJISIET IIPEO0J0IEBATh KaK HAIlMOHAIBH HHBIC, TaK U KyJIb-
TYPHO-LIMBHJIN3ALHOHHbIC TPAHULIBI, U3MEHATh KaK INI00aIbHbIE TEHICHIYH 18R YA, TaK U IPUBOJUTH K
BBIXOJLy 3a NpeAENbl JOKAIbHOW COLMOKYIbTYPHOI cucTeMbl. braromaps \Gu OMy aHaJM3y B paMKax

COLIMOKY/IBTYPHOTO MOJXO0/a, 0OOCHOBBIBACTCS P MOJIOKCHHIf)O
mectBa. B nHdopmamoHHOM 00IIeCcTBE MPOUCXOIST JSLEHTPAI n
TEKCTE €r0 BUPTYyaNW3alHH, TPaHCHOPMAIUs IIEHHOCTe! Hap
CTBIO MHTEPIIPETAINH, HAOIIONAETCS HAPACTAIOMWas CIOXK
HHE [e3a/IallTHBHOTO MOTeHINANA U KPU3UCa UICHTH
JBI)KCHHE B CTOPOHY WHIMBHIYyaJINU3allUd COOCTBEHHOTO
HBIM MHPOM.

Maluu UHGOPMAIMOHHOTO 00-
QJIEHOTO TMPOCTPAHCTBA B KOH-

POTHBOPEIUBOCTHIO 1 MHOTOMEPHO-
e6a ajanTalMy MHIMBHIA. YBeIn4e-
aIMOHHOM 00IIIeCTBE 00YCIOBIHBAET
€IIOBEKa MPH CHIKCHUU CBS3U C COLMAIb-

Kniouesvie cnosa: napoOpMaMoHHOE OOILIECTBO, TH 0Basi MHIUBUIYaIbHOCTh, TPaHC(OpMALHS LICH-
HOCTEHl, «KJIUI-KYJIbTYpay, aKCHOJIOTHICSCKHH, IUTIOPaIn3M, KpU3UC UICHTHYHOCTH, KOMMYHHKAIHs, HHPOP-
Malysi, COUOKYIbTYPHBIH HOAXO.
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