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HUCTOPUYECKAS JUHAMHUKA IIEHHOCTENA SdKOHOMHWYECKOM KYJIbTYPbI

HU.C. I'ynoes

Ilposooumcst  cpaguumenvuvili  AHAAU3 — MPAOUYUOHHOU, UHOYCMPUALbHOU U NOCTMUHOYCIMPUATLHOU
9KOHOMUYeCKUX Kyaomyp. Eciu 6 nepsoil 9koHomMuKa oxkaswleaemcs «pacmeopenHoy 8 00pa0osbix, pumyadibHblX,
Penucuo3Hblx U m.0. Oelcmeusix, mo 60 6MOPOl YEHMPALIbHOU CMAHOBUMC UOes «OMYUYHCOCHHOCHUY
IKOHOMUYECKUX OMHOweHul om yenogexa. Takoeo poda cumyayus npueooum 6 HOCMUHOYCMPUAIbHOM COYUyme K
PazpyuwenuIo CoyuoKyIbmypHotl mKanu obujecmed.

Kniouesvie cnosa: skonomuueckas Kyabmypd, YeHHOCHHblE YCMAHOBKU 6 MPAOUYUOHHOU U COBPEMEHHOU
9IKOHOMUKE, UCTNOPUYECKASL OUHAMUKA KYIbHIYDbL.

1.S. Gunoev
Values historical dynamics in economic culture
It is held the comparative analysis of traditional, industrial and postindustrial economic cultures. If in the first
case economics turned out to be “dissolved” in rite and religious actions, in the second case the idea of economic
relations ““estrangement” becomes central. Such kind of a situation leads to the destruction of sociocultural layer in
the society.
Key words: economic culture, value setups in traditional and modern economy, culture historical dynamics.
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