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AND IDEOLOGICAL BASIS FORMATION

Abstract. The current era of globalization is a complex and multifaceted phenomenon. One of its most
important aspects is "the gradual formation of a common human humanitarian: cultural, ideological, moral and
ethical basis, which brings together nations and peoples with different civilizations, histories, traditions and
cultures.” In today's globalization, in particular, in the formation of its humanitarian foundations must use the cultural
heritage of all civilizations, which will enrich each nation and the world community, but each nation will always
preserve its language, religion and national values, distinguishing between cultures. Imitating the culture of another
nation, which must remain, means inevitably kneeling. However, in recent times there has been a dominance of only
one dominant power in world civilization. In other words, globalization of "Americanization", which relies on the
financial and economic power of transnational corporations, is gaining momentum. Such a trend does not have a one-
sided effect in developing countries, as well as in Europe.

Despite the fact that today the concept of globalization is widely known, D.V. Ivanov points out: “The first
signs of a crisis in the global paradigm of change are obvious. By simulating economic integration, the formation of
a transnational bureaucracy, and the growth of multicommunities, the theory of globalization does not describe
similar new trends that emerged in the late twentieth century: the influence of simulations, as well as computer
revolution and cyber.

In general, the concept of globalization in sociology includes a wide range of events and trends: the
development of world ideologies, the intensive struggle for world order; increasing the number and influence of
international organizations, weakening the independence of nation-states; emergence and development of
transnational corporations, growth of international trade; mass migration and creation of multi-communities; the
creation of global media and the invasion of Western culture in all regions of the world, etc.

Despite extensive research by sociologists in the field of the theory of globalization, modern foreign researchers
show that economic and political concepts are widespread. These studies are often supplemented by an analysis of
cultural opportunities, which is associated with the role of the state, the economy and the technological revolution.

Many authors also point out that global competition has negative consequences, even in the Western labor
market. For example, the German sociologist Erich Veda noted that the restriction of world free trade does not
benefit not only Western countries, but also non-capitalist countries. First, poor countries that have lost Western
markets are "forced to feel hatred of the West." Second, globalization allows the West to shift some of its workers to
higher-paying jobs in order to meet external demand. Third, for Western consumers, globalization means lower
prices for many imported goods” [1].

In some of the works of recent years [2], it is hoped that the increase in prosperity will have an indirect effect
on democracy and a direct reduction in the threat of war and conflict.

Key words: globalization, intercultural, ideological, basis, formation, phenomenon.

Introduction. The current period of globalization is characterized by the West's desire to dominate
culture, especially politically, so it can be conditionally called Westernization. At its core is the
Americanization, because in today's political arena, the United States occupies a leading position in the
world, declaring its hegemony and avant-garde. In this regard, a number of authors talk about the current
era of globalization, first of all, about the Americanization of the world. Russian researchers
V.A. Lisichkin and L.A. Shelepin will consider in detail the means by which it travels [3]. In their book,
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they oppose US policy, arguing that they are largely implementing a long-term program aimed at
"organizing global power".

V.A. Lisichkin and L.A. Shelepin understand globalization as "the creation of a centrally managed
global economic system." They see the United States as the "global empire of evil." Full coverage of
world power involves the implementation of a long-term program for the whole world. As a means to
achieve this goal, they use four weapons: informational, military, environmental and financial. Therefore,
in addition to the main directions of globalization policy, it is necessary to pay attention to the use of the
religious factor in the implementation of modern globalization projects.

And their military means are, first and foremost, to intimidate the world through their powerful armed
forces, to acquire nuclear weapons, and to demonstrate their opposition to nuclear-weapon states through
violence and intimidation. This is done with the aim of "preserving peace in the world." "Should peace be
maintained through war?" the question arises.

And the information impact is reflected on different scales. For example, many political scientists and
politicians emphasize that the world is pursuing a policy of provocation through information. The so-
called "American culture” multiculturalism is not just a model of multiculturalism, but is associated with
the ideologicalization of its values in the world. These values are sometimes incompatible with human
well-being.

The next issue is the structural composition of global processes. Considering the efforts made to
implement global projects, we can note a variety of aspects: military, religious, ideological, philosophical,
legal, moral, economic, etc. In some cases, only one aspect, in other cases two, three or more aspects
prevail. If we analyze the previous attempts at globalization in terms of speed, durability and longevity,
we must take into account all the factors and considerations that guided at that time, in particular, the
decision-makers.

Fernand Brodel points out that in any globalization there are four main aspects that shape the order of
relations: the economic aspect, the social aspect, the cultural aspect and the political aspect. According to
him, these aspects do not affect them individually, they should not be considered individually, as they
together form a system, none of which can be isolated. We need to learn from the experience of the past -
the economic aspect can not be considered in isolation.

Fernand Broadel emphasizes that it is notjust a mistake to take into account the economic factor, it is
a dangerous mistake. "The economic history of the world," he writes, "is the history of the whole world,
based on the prism of economics, viewed from a single point of view, in particular from an economic
point of view." Choosing this approach means using a form of one-sided and dangerous interpretation
from the outset.

According to the Russian scientist R.F. Matveev, "in the past, military, religious and ideological
considerations clearly prevailed over legal and moral considerations. Economic factors were not important
in the past, which was due to the underdevelopment ofthe economy "[4]. This is one ofthe reasons for the
instability and short-term nature of real global processes in the past. Today, in some countries, the
economy has risen alongside military and ideological factors, which have become the leading factors in
globalization. However, notes RF Matveev, - there are contradictory trends. On the one hand, "there is a
tendency to internationalize economic and trade relations, which is in the interests of large enterprises, as
well as the interests of all mankind, the successful development of machinery and technology, the interests
of consumers who make up the majority of mankind" [4]. On the one hand, there are constant attempts by
some states to gain significant economic, financial, as well as political unilateral advantages at the expense
of competition and even at the expense of a partner.

This situation is, in fact, probably due to the fear that some or all ofthe utopian nature ofthe minority
will dominate the majority. For example, it is argued that "their heads are full of fantastic fears or
apprehensions of the 'world government' type, a government that they think is or is likely to rule us" [5].
Here A.S. Alekseev believes that such power is deceptive.

Even in modern sociology, the social processes of globalization are widely and discussed from
different perspectives. This is also due to the lack of a comprehensive theory of globalization. There are
theoretical views on some aspects ofthis diverse phenomenon. However, although globalization is a single
complex that requires its own consistent approach, each of these theories lives in isolation from the others.

There are different approaches to globalization. For example, Western scholars such as Wallerstein,
Meyer, and Robertson have differing opinions. According to Wallerstein's theory ofthe world system, the
world is divided into centers (mature nations) that look over the peripheral regions (developing countries)
[6], - suggests a negative view of globalization.
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Meyer refuted Wallerstein's main argument about the structure of the world system, which consists of
economically prosperous countries and their dependent peripheral countries. According to Wallerstein, the
world system is not only the world of economics, but also the world of the global system of nation-states.
Meyer's main argument is that "world building" is a system that works alongside the world economy, but
is not significantly functionally dependent on it.

Next, we will focus on the views that are neutral on the phenomenon of globalization. Some of them
emphasize the fate of nation-states and their place in the context of globalization. And while some look at
its history, others see globalization as a utopia and need to be ignored. And some saw it as just a historical
process.

Nation-states are not only connected with the world economy, they also influence the process of the
global system. It is a process of globalization, which means that it consists of different societies that
interact with each otherto create a world system divided by national interests.

Roland Robertson also pays special attention to national societies. According to him, in order to
create a "single space”, the whole world will become more interconnected, where national societies will
one day disappear. Because, in our opinion, many nations and peoples have disappeared or been
swallowed up by others, even though there is no process of globalization to date. The same is true of the
nations and ethnic groups in Russia that are losing their language and mentality. But we must not forget
about the imperial policy and the fact that the nation can not be unique.

One of the directions that gives rise to a neutral or rational approach to globalization is historical.
That is, it does not look at globalization from a positive or negative point of view, but from the perspective
of integration in history, explaining that globalization, which began in the late twentieth century, is the
next cycle.

For example, let's look at some of the views on this channel. In fact, the debate on globalization
emerged in the mid-1980s, developed and promoted by Roland Robertson [7]. According to him,
globalization is a long historical process, the beginning and formation ofthe preconditions of globalization
dates back to the XV-XVI centuries [8]. M. Waters has the same opinion [9]. However, T. Turborn has
found at least six "waves" of globalization throughout history, the first of which is the expansion of world
religions in the 111-VI1I centuries [10].

Russian scientist DV Ivanov, who disagrees with this view, notes that "globalization in terms of
intensity and prevalence at the macro-social and micro-social levels clearly contradicts the processes that
preceded it." Therefore, such models developed by theorists of globalization are not suitable for the
analysis of trends in the past. Defining these processes as globalization processes, in the opinion of
D.V. Ivanov, "contradicts history, because the patchwork of non-existent features, such as intensity and
inclusiveness, obscures the concept of globalization" [11].

In fact, if we follow Robertson, Waters, and even Therbon, if we attribute any international,
intercultural relations, and geographical discoveries of Europeans from the fifteenth century, and even
changes from the third century, to globalization, we will define it by the concept of "globalization." The
identification of phenomena with different properties on different scales makes "globalization™ an abstract
instruction that repeats the movement of people and the results of their activities around the globe from
specific scientific concepts that reveal the specifics of modern processes.

Considering the social and cultural progress in human society in the twentieth century, D.V. Ivanov
divides the theoretical research of the classics and modern researchers into subject areas, giving the
concepts of "internationalization” and "globalization™, respectively. He called “internationalization" the
growth of a system of economic and political relations at the level of national institutions (states,
intergovernmental organizations, non-governmental, but national organizations), an idea that dates back to
the XIX century and aroused interest in classical theory of development. However, in any case, this
description is not enough to describe the current processes that are qualitatively different from
internationalization.

In fact, internationalization depends only on the national, national, mental nature of globalization,
where it is economic. political, cultural, etc. industries are left out.

Wallerstein emphasizes the differences between local societies - traditional types of empires and the
capitalist world - the economy that emerged in the XV-XVI centuries [12]. Within the world of
economics, there are social groups in the center of the system, in the peripheral region and in the semi-
peripheral region. Groups are divided by the nature of the connections, not by geographical proximity. In
the capitalist world, there are corporations and competition in the economy. There is also a relationship of
exploitation and dependence between the center and the periphery.
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One ofthe neutrals of globalization is that he does not pay much attention to the concept, and some
people criticize it rationally, but they do not have a very negative emotional outlook.

Proponents of the paradigm of the world system reject the use of the term "globalization", believing
that it is enough to present it simply as a conjuncture [13]. We can explain it as follows: it means giving a
special name to the natural processes that take place in any society, turning them into special terms and
bringing them to the field of study. They don't think it's necessary.

Wallerstein proposes to interpret the empirically determined social changes as the transition of the
capitalist world system to a period of crisis, the beginning of which dates back to 1967-1973. Models of
globalization developed on the basis of criticism of the theory of the world system and the theory of the
global system are an alternative to the models of the global system. Back in 1968, Roland Robertson
argued that culture was crucial in "systematizing" the world, and in the mid-1980s, Roland Robertson
proposed the following thesis: "Wallerstein's model of national economy and the global interdependence
of states is one of the aspects of globalization. The second aspect is that the individual consciousness of
individuals has a special role in the transformation of the world into a "single social place" [14].

Defining globalization as a series of changes that are determined empirically, but by the logic of
transforming the world into a "single place" has allowed Roland Robertson to formulate a much wider
range of this process than global system theorists. In this case, the unity of place means that the conditions
and nature of social interaction are the same anywhere in the world. Events in the far corners of the world
can be the only conditions or elements of social interaction. Simply put, the world automatically
"accumulates.” If there are no significant barriers to accumulation, it will have an indivisible integrity to
specific areas of social space [15].

Robertson identifies two directions of globalization: global institutionalization of the living world
and localization of globalization [16]. The global institutionalization of the living world is interpreted as
the organization of daily local interactions and socialization through the direct macrostructural influence
ofthe world order.

The second direction of Robertson's model of globalization is the localization of globalization not
from "above" but from "below", ie through the localization of interactions with other states and cultures,
the introduction of elements of other national, "exotic" local cultures into everyday life. to display. In mul-
ticultural communities, the categories of "international relations”, "clash of civilizations", "transnational
corporations™ are practical manifestations of interaction.

In this regard, we can explain the essence of his idea as follows: Globalization - "international
relations™, globalization - "clash of civilizations”, globalization - "transnational corporation™, that is,
globalization is just a combination ofthese former concepts.

Robertson's model allows us to formulate globalization not only as structural changes, but also as
changes in the mood of consciousness and interpersonal interactions. At the same time, Robertson's view
of globalization is fraught with the possibility of the existence of an opposition that both exploits and
denies globalization. According to Robertson, the term "global" means not only “international" and
"transnational”, but also "transcultural” and "transnational”. The concept of global includes all social,
global and local phenomena.

Robertson's approach to globalization was warmly received by many researchers in the 1990s. For
example, theorists such as W. Beck and G. Turborn, who are known for their peculiarities in the study of
modernization, have developed individual models of global society [17]. "What is globalization?" In his
work, Beck introduced the category of transnational social space [18], which basically corresponds to
Robertson's concept of "single place". According to Beck, globalization means "the daily activities of the
economy, information, ecology, technology, transnational conflicts and various dimensions of civil
society”.

In Goran Terbourn's work "Globalization", the term "globalization™ refers to the process of "world-
wide spread of social phenomena, influence or awareness of the world about something among social
factors™ [19]. Thus, Terborn continued on the path taken by Robertson, combining global interdependence
and global consciousness into a single model. Terborn proposes a model of global socialization that
formulates change at two levels (macro and microsocial) and in two directions (individual globalization
and localization of globalization). The theoretical models developed by Robertson, Beck, and Thorborne
re-suggest the type oftheory of globalization that is prevalent in sociology today. The spatial reference of
the theory for this direction is the theory.
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The third type of model of globalization was formed in the late 80s and early 90s of the XX century
on the basis of a radically different understanding of the concept of "globalization" spatial referencing
[20]. In 1990, Arjun Appadurai began to lay the foundations for this type of model with his article
"Divisions and Differences in Global Culture and Economy" further developed in the book [21]. He
sees globalization as deregulation - the elimination of the dependence of social processes on physical
space [22].

In the process of globalization, a "global cultural flow" is formed, which is divided into five cultural-
symbolic space-flows (landscapes): ethno-space (ethnoscapes) - with the flow of tourists, immigrants,
refugees, migrant workers; financial space (finansscapes) - with capital inflows; mediascapes - with a
stream of images; ideological space (ideoscapes) - is formed by the flow of ideology.

Malcolm Waters' work "Globalization" contains the logic of replacing the local / global dichotomy
with the territorial / non-territorial dichotomy [9]. Globalization is interpreted as a set of processes
associated with the dominance of symbolic exchanges, leading to the deregulation of social events.
According to Waters, the foundation of the theory of globalization is the concept of the relationship
between social organization and territory.

Waters analyzes globalization in the field of culture based on the concept of Appadurai. The
"dimensions" of culture in Waters' theory are as follows: sacriscapes - defined by a simulated stream of
religiosity; ethnoscapes - observed through simulations of ethnic similarity; economic space (econoscapes)
- is reflected in the flow of value and capital simulators; mediascapes - information is represented by a
stream of simulators; leisurescapes - entertainment and impressions, for example, are created by tourist
simulators [9].

Summing up the analysis of theoretical models of globalization, Ivan lvanov proposed three types -
the global system (Giddens, Sclera), global socialization (Robertson, Beck, Terborn), social deregulation
(Appaduri, Waters). We see that the "formulation™ generates three "waves" or "directions”. Through this
paradigm, he argues that "any empirically determined process of change is interpreted as an aspect, part,
or a form of globalization.” For example, Robertson, Appaduri and Terborn introduced into the concept of
globalization the growth of separatism, cultural and religious fundamentalism, social movements against
globalization, Waters - consumerism, Beck - the escalation of environmental problems. However, the
expansion of the theory of globalization was achieved by eliminating the paradigmatic differences in the
concept of "local / global™.

There are also debates among experts about the main reasons for concern about globalization, such as
"whether it is global free trade or the development of technology." In recent years, the reputation of those
who believe that the development of technology is a more important factor than globalization is gaining
ground [23].

e. ebyoB
K. A. flcaym aTbiHfarbl XanblKapablk Kasak-TYpik yHusepcuteT” Typ” em” KasaxcTtaH

XAbAHOAHY NAEONOTINANbLL )XKeHE MeEHWET APA/bLL,
HEIM3 UANBIMTACTbIPY ®EHOMEHDbI PET1IHAE

AHHOTauwua. Kasipri >xallaHgaHy kesell - KYPgeni api BAVKbIP/bI KyOblibiC. OHbIH MaLbI3Abl aCneKTLepLuLL,
6ipi - «angebip Xannbl afamum rymaHuTap/blK: M3AEHUTaHbIMAbIK, WAEONOTUANbIK, MOPa/ibAblK-3TUKAbIK
Herisgepai 6ipTiHAen KanbiNTacTblpy, OCbl apKblibl TYP/I epKeHNETKe 3pi TYPNi Tapuxka, A3CTYp MeH M3JeHUeTKe
ve ynTTap MeH XanblKTapibl >XakblHAaTa TYcegi». Kaspn »allaHgaHy 6apbicbiHAa, atan aiiTKaHga, OHbIH
rYMaHUTap/ibiK Hen3gepLl KanbinTacTbipyfa afam3aTTbiH 6ap/blK epKeHUeTTIiK arbiHAapbiHbIH M3eHW MypacbiH
naiaanaHybl Kepek, MyHbIH €3i 3p Xa/lbIKTbl XK3HE 3MeMALL KaybIMAACTLIKTbI GaiibiTa TYCcepi aHbIK, AereHMeH, ap6ip
YNT €3 M3JeHVETLUL, apaXK TH aXblparta OTbIpbIN, TiNiH, AiHIH, YNTTbIK KYHAbIILIKTAPbIH M3HTI CaKTan Kanybl KaXeT
e3re YNTTbIH M3feHMEeTIHe enlKTey - eprka3s Ti3e 6YTry gereH ces. Anaifa CoOHrbl yakbITTa 3emMaik epkeHneTTe 6ip
raHa Ycrem fepxaBaHblH 6acbiMiblK TaHbITybl Galikanyga. backalla aiTkaHfa, TPaHCYNTTbIK KopropauvsnapabiH
KapXbl-3KOHOMUKa/bIK KyaTbiHa apka CYViMTiH «amepukanaHgbipy» allaHgaHybl 6ened anbin kenegr Mywaaii
Ypgic famyLubl enfepae, CoHbIMeH Katap Eyponaja fa 6ip»xakTbl Xakcbl 3cep TyAblpMaigbl.

Kasipri TaHga »allaHaaHy KOHLENUMACLIHBIH KEHIHEH TaHbIMan 60/ybiHa kapamacTaH, [.B. BaHoB 6binaii gen
agpcetear «03repicTepfiH alaHOplK napafurmacbiHbiH JarfapbiCKa YiblpayblHbIH anrawkbl 6erinepi kesre
YPbIHbIN  Typ. 3KOHOMMUKAIbIK bIKNAMAACY, TPaAHCYNTTbIK GHOPOKPATMAHBIH  KafbIMTacybl, MY/bTUKaybIMAac-
TbikTapgbliH ecy YP[ictepiH ykcata Ynrineli oTbipbin, allaHgaHy Teopusicbl XX racbipfblH COHbIHA Kapai
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TyblHAaraH ”~kcac »aua YP[ictepgi, atan aiiTkaHga, 3KOHOMMKafarbl, cascatTarbl, M3AEHWETTEri LblHabI
3aTTapAbll, 3PEKETTEPAiL, OPHbIH aybICTbIpaTbiH 06pa3fapably, - cuMynauuanapipll, acep eTyi, COHbIMEH KaTap,
KOMMbIOTEPIIK PEBOMIOLLMSA XKIHE KNOEPMIEHNETTLL, KaNbINTacyblH CypeTTeMeii.

JKannbl anraHfa, aneymetTaHydarbl >xahaHgaHy “rbiMbl OKuranap MeH YpAiCTepaiH Key ayKbIMblH KaMTugpl:
aneMaiK waeonorvanapabiy, gamybl, 37emgik TIpTin opHaTy YLWiH KapKbiHAbl KYPec >KYprisy; XanblKapasblK
AbIMAapabLy, CaHbl MEH 3CEepiHiH ~ratobl, YATTIK MEM/IEKETTEP TAYeNCIi3giriHiH ancipeyi; TpaHC TTbIK Kopnopa-
umAnapAbil, nariga 60nybl MeH Aamybl, XanblKapanblK cayfaHbll, ecyi; dxanmnaii KapKbiHAbl KELUbKOH MeH MybTu-
KaybIMAaCTbIKTapAblL, K¥pbinybl; ranamgbly, BAK; k¥pbinybl MeH 371eMHL, 6ap/blk  aliMakTapbiHa 6aTtbic
M3EHUETIHIH EKTEM AT X3HE T.0.

3neymeTTaHyLWbINAp TapanbiHaH allaHaaHy Teopuackl canacbiHaa XYPrisifireH KOMakTbl 3epTTeynepre Kapa-
MacTaH, Kasipri 3aMaHrbl LUeTeNpK 3epTTeyLUifiep HerisiHeH 3KOHOMUKASbIK X3He cafcy T/SKbipbiMAamanapibiy,
TapanraHgbIrbiH KepceTin oTbip. BAn 3epTTeynep, Ken >arfaifa, MageHW MYMKIHLWIAIKTepre xacairaH Tangay
apKblibl TOMbITLIN Keneg™ M HbLL e3i MEeMJIeKETTIH, SKOHOMMKaHbIL, YX3HE TEeXHUKaIbIK PEBOMOLMAHBIL peniHe
6aiinaHbICTbl 60MbIN Kenear

COHbIMEH KaTap KenTereH aeTop/iap TapanblHaH >ahaHAblk 63cekenecTik, TiNTi 6aTbic engepliuy eubex
HapbIrbIHAA [a TEpHo casifapra 3Kenin OoTblp AereH Aepek Kennpriga. MaceneH, Hemic 3/ieyMeTTaHyLWbIChl Jpux
BegeHLy nikipiHLwe, aneMAik epKiH cayfaHbl LWekTey 6aTbIC enfepiMeH Koca, KanuTanucTa eMec afiem enjepiHid ge
naiigacbiHa acnaiigbl. BipiHWwigeH, 6aTbic MeMNeKeTTePIHIH HapbIrblHaH aibipbiiraH Kefelt enfep «baTbicka fereH
XeK Kepy cesiMiH 6acTaH Kewyre Ma)KOYP». EkiHwigeH, »allaHgaHy «batbicTa xMbiclblnapgsly, 6ip 6enirid
CbIPTTaH ¢ paHbIC 601ybl YMIM XOorapbl Xanakbl TeNIEHEeTIH X MbICKa aybICTbipyra MYMKIHAIK 6epeai. Y LWiHLWigeH,
6aTbIC TYTbIHYLUbLIAPb! YLLiH XallaHaaHy KenTereH umnopT Tayap 6aranapbiHbIL, TeMeHaeYiH 6ingipegi» [1].

Courbl Xblngapaarbl X MbicTapabLy Keinbipeynepinge [2] an-aykaTTbll apTybl AeMOKpaTusra xaHama TYPae
3cep eTin, COrbIC NMEH KaKTbIrbICTap KaymniH TIKeNen CeiinTyre biIKnanabiH TUrisedi gereH YMIT 6ap.

TYViiH ce3pep: xallaHaaHy, MaieH1apanbiK, NAEONOMUAbIK, HEri3, KanbINTacTbipy, K¥6bIbIC.

A. Abyos

MexXayHapOaHbIV Ka3axCKO-TYpeLKUiA yH1BepCUTET
nv. Xompku Axmesa Acasu, TypkecTtaH, KasaxcraH

FNOBANIALNA KAK #EHOMEH ®OPMUPOBAHNA
MEXKYJIbTYPHOU N UAEOJTOTMYECKOW OCHOB

AHHOTauus. HblHeWHAsS 3noxa rnobaimsaumm SBAsSeTCs CO0XHBIM M MHOTOTPaHHbIM fiBneHneM. OfHUM U3
Hanbonee BaXXHbIX AaCMeKTOB AB/AETCA «MOCTEMEHHOE (HOPMMPOBaHME OOLLEA TFyMaHUTapHOW: KynbTYPHO,
MOEONOTNYECKON, MOpPalbHOW WM 3TUYECKOM OCHOB, KOTOpas OObLEAMHAET HauMum W HapoAbl C  pasHbIMU
LIMBUAM3ALMSIMU, UCTOPUSIMU, TPAANLIMAMU W KyNbTypammn». B ycnoBusx coBpemMeHHOl rnobanmsaumm, B YaCTHOCTY,
np1 (GOPMUPOBAHUM CBOMX NYMaHUTaPHbIX OCHOB HEOOXOAMMO WCMO/b30BaTh KyNbTYPHOE Hacneane BCeX LMBUM-
3aumii, KOTOpoe 060raTUT KaXKAYH HaLMIo M MUPOBOE COOBLLECTBO, HO KaXKAas Hauus Bcerfa 6yaeT CoOXpaHsiTh CBOIA
A3bIK, PENIMTUI0 U HaLMOHaTbHbIE LIEHHOCTW, pasnuyas KynbTypbl. MogpaxaTb KynbType ApYroi Haumu, Kotopas
[O0/MKHA 0CTaTbCs, 03HA4AET HEU3BEXXHO CTAHOBUTLCA Ha KonleHW. OfiHaKo B MOCNeHEee BPeMs B MUPOBOI LiBUIM3a-
Ly JOMUHMPYET TONbKO OfHa cuna. [pyrumu cnosamu, rnobanmsalms «aMmepukaHmsaumm», Kotopas onupaeTcs Ha
(hHAHCOBYHO M 3KOHOMMYECKYHO MOLL TPaHCHALMOHaIbHBIX KOPNopauuii, HabupaeT 060poThl. Takas TEeHAEHLMS He
MeeT OAHOCTOPOHHEr0 3hheKTa B Pa3BMBAIOLLMXCA CTPaHax, a Takxe B EBpore.

HecMoTps Ha TO, 4TO CEroAHsa KOHLUenuus rnobanunsaumy LUMpOKO u3BecTHa, [.B. BaHOB oTMmeuaeT: «[lepBble
MPU3HaKM Kpuanca B rN06GafbHOW Mapagurme mnepeMeH O4veBUAHbI. Mogenupyst 3KOHOMUYECKYH MWHTErpaLmio,
(hopMMpoBaHMe TPaHCHaLMOHabHOW GHOPOKPaTUM 1M POCT MHOMOOGLLMHHBIX COOOLLECTB, TEOPMSA Fobanmsauun He
OMNKMCbIBAET aHaOTMYHbIE HOBbIE TEHAEHLMM, MOSBUBLUMECS B KOHLE ABAfLATOrO Beka: BAUSHUE CUMYNAUWA, a
TaKKe KOMMbIOTEPHAasA PEBONOLMA U KNGEPHETUYECKME MPOLLECChI».

B uenom noHATMe rnobannsalmm B COLMONOTMN BKIKOYAET B Ce6S LUMPOKUIA CNEKTP COBLITWIA 1 HanpaBeHwiA:
pasBUTE MUPOBbIX WAEONMOTMA, WHTEHCMBHAsA 6Gopbba 3a MMUPOBOI MOPSAOK; YBENUYEHME YWCNA U BAUSHUSA
MEXAYHapOAHbIX OpraHu3auuii, ocnabneHne He3aBUCMMOCTM HaLMOHaMbHbIX FOCYAAapCTB; BO3HMKHOBEHWE W
pa3BUTKE TpPaHCHALMOHANbHbLIX KOPMopaLwiA, pocT MeXAyHapOAHO/ TOProBaM; MaccoBas MMrpauus U Co3faHue
MynbTUOBLLECTB; co3faHue rnobansHbix CMI 1 BTOpXKEHME 3anafHOl KynbTypbl BO BCe PErMOHbI MUPa U T. [,

HecmoTpsi Ha O6LUMPHbIE UCCNEfOBaHWMA COLMOMOrOB B 06M1acTy Teopuu rnobanusauyy, COBPEMEHHbIE
3apy6exHble UCCNeA0BATENN MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO IKOHOMUYECKME M NOMUTUYECKME KOHLEMLMW LUMPOKO pacnpocTpa-
HeHbl. OTW MCCNefOBaHWA YacTO AOMOMHATCA aHaM30M KyNbTYPHbIX BO3MOXHOCTEl, UTO CBA3aHO C POJbiO
rocyJapcTBa, 3KOHOMUKW 1 TEXHONOTMYECKOW PEBOHOLUMN.
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MHorune aBTOpbI TaKXXe OTMEYatoT, YTO rn0b6asibHas KOHKYPEHLMA MMEET HeraTuMBHbIE MOCNEACTBUSA JaXKe Ha
3anagHoOM pbiHKe Tpyga. Hampumep, Hemeukwii coumonor Opux Bega OTMETWA, YTO OrpaHW4YeHMe MUPOBOW
CBOOOAHOI TOProB/M BbIFOAHO He TO/IbKO 3anafHbiM, HO M HEKAMMTaIMCTUYECKUM CTpaHam. Bo-nepsbix, GefHble
CTpaHbl, MOTepsBLUME 3aMnafHble PbIHKW, «BbIHYXXAEHbI YyBCTBOBaTb HEHABUCTL K 3anagy». Bo-BTopbIx, rnobanusa-
LMs NO3BONSAET 3anagy NepeBOAMTb HEKOTOPbIX CBOMX PabOTHWKOB Ha 60/ee BbICOKOOM/Ia4uMBaeMble paboumne mecTa
ONA YOOBNETBOPEHMA BHELUHEro crpoca. B-TpeTbux, And 3anafgHbiXx noTpebuTenein rnobaimsaums O3Hayaet
CHVKEHME LIEH Ha MHOTVE UMMOPTUPYEMbIe TOBapbI» [1].

MOXHO HafesTbCsl, YTO B HEKOTOPbIX paboTax mocnefHux NneT [2] yBennueHwe 61aroCcoCTOSHNSA OKaKeT
KOCBEHHOE B/MSIHME Ha IEMOKPATWIO M MPUBEAET K MPSMOMY CHUXKEHMIO YTPO3bl BOVHbLI 1 KOHKIMKTA.

KntoueBble cnoa: rnobanusaums, MeXKKybTypHbIA, MAEONOrMYECKNIA, 6a3nc, HOpMUMPOBaHUE, (HEHOMEH.
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