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Love as an existential of human life in domestic sociocultural reality of the 21st century

A. Rudenko

The entity and specifics of manifestation of love as an existential of human life in domestic
sociocultural reality of the 21st century is revealed which is characterized by a crisis situation which
is shown in a discrepancy of the traditional Christian sense put in this concept with its manifestation
in specific cultural realities. The key problems of love in modern Russian reality are: absence of
mutual love, removal of love by love affairs, substitution of love, dependence and physical (and
psychological) gain, loss of egoaltruistic character of love, absence of culture of love and crisis of
love  in  the  conditions  of  the  matrimonial  relations.  It  leads  to  cultivation  of  consumerism,
demonstration of violence and promotion of the egoism assuming constant aspiration to advantage,
comfort, prestige and pleasure.
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