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The peculiarities of Russian ecological culture in the perestroika and post-perestroika periods are consid-
ered, as well as its development at the beginning of the 215t century. Modern Russian society is characterized by
the desire for "institutional forgetting" and washing out traditional forms of ecological culture, forming an individu-
alistic (“fragmented") ecological consciousness that can be manipulated by interested communities united by fi-
nancial interests. The consequence is a massive speculative use of environmental culture factors to achieve
political goals. The polarization of the environment and the transformation of the general Russian natural land-
scape into zones of the greatest ecological comfort and zones of ecological abandonment is the result of the
sharp polarization of society on the grounds of property status. Under these conditions, the situation of several
ecological zones™ formation in the territory of one country arises. The need to eliminate the centres of ecological
disaster left as an inheritance of the USSR becomes an independent environmental factor, on the basis of which
it is possible to create really interested in ensuring the environmental comfort organizations and the institutional
environment. Modern Russian society at the level of public consciousness is fully aware of the need to create a
practically oriented environmental education, which is based on humanistic values, which is an essential condition
for the sustainable development of modern society.
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[FO.B. Macsiosa CoBpeMeHHble TEHAEHLMN Pa3BUTUSA IKOSNTOMMUYECKOWN KynbTypbl B Poccuu]

PaccmaTpuBaoTcs 0COBEHHOCTN OTEYECTBEHHON IKOMNOrMYECKON KynbTypbl B MEPECTPOEYHbIA 1 NOCTne-
pecTpoeyYHbIi nepuodpl, a Takke ee pasputne B Hadane XXI B. CoBpeMeHHOe poCccuiickoe obLLEeCTBO XapaKTe-
pU3yeTcs CTPEeMEHNEM K K MHCTUTYLIMOHANbHOMY 3abbIBaHMIO» U BbIMbIBAHMIO TPAOULIMOHHbLIX POPM 3KOMormye-
CKOW KynbTypbl, OPMUPYS MHOUBUAYANMCTMYECKOe («pa3gpobrieHHoe») akonornyeckoe co3HaHue, nogaatoLLe-
€ecsl MaHUMyNMPOBaHUIO CO CTOPOHbI 3aUHTEPECOBAHHbLIX CMMOYEHHbIX (PUHAHCOBLIMU MHTEpPECaMU COOBLLECTB.
CnepcTBMeM 3TOro ABMseTCA MacCMpoBaHHOE CNEKYNSALMOHHOE UCNOMb30BaHNe HakTOPOB SKONOrMYECKON KyIlb-
Typbl AN AOCTUXKEHUs nonuTnYecknx uenen. MNMonapusauns okpyxaroLlen cpedbl U npespalleHmne obLuero poc-
CMICKOrO NPMPOAHOro NnaHawadTa B 30Hbl HAMBONbLLEro 3KO0rMYeckoro KoMgopTa M 30Hbl 3KOIOrMYECKON 3a-
BGpoLLEHHOCTH OKa3biBaeTCs CrieCTBUEM Pe3Kow nonspusauum obLiectsa No UMyLLLEeCTBEHHOMY Npu3Haky. B yka-
3aHHbIX YCMOBUAX BO3HMKAET cUTyaums o6pasoBaHns Ha TeppUTOPUM OOHOWM CTPaHbl HECKOMbKMX 9KONOTMYECKNX
30H. HeobxooumocCTb anvMMHaLUKM O4aroB 3Konornyeckoro 6eAcTBMSA, OCTaBLUMXCS B KayecTBe HacneacTsa
CCCP, cTaHOBMTCSA HE3aBUCHMMbIM 3KOOrMYECKMM (DAKTOPOM, HA OCHOBE KOTOPOro BO3MOXHO CO3faHue aeu-
CTBUTENbHO 3aUHTEPECOBaHHbIX B 0BecneyvyeHnm 3Konorm4eckoro kKomgopTta opraHnm3aumimn u MHCTUTYLMOHAIbHON
cpeabl. CoBpEMEHHBIM POCCUACKMM OBLLLECTBOM HA YPOBHE OOLLLECTBEHHOrO CO3HAHWS B MOMHOM Mepe OCO3Ha-
eTca HeobXoaANMOCTb CO3AaHUSA NPAKTUYECKN OPUEHTUPOBAHHOTO 3KOMOrMYECKOro obpas3oBaHusl, B OCHOBE KOTO-
poro nexart ryMaHUCTUYeCcKne LIEeHHOCTU, YTO ABMSETCH CyLEeCTBEHHbIM YCIOBMEM YCTOMYMBOrO pasBUTUS CO-
BPEMEHHOro couunyma.

KntoyeBble cnosa: aKonornyeckas KynbTypa, NepecTpoeyHbI 1 MOCTNEePEeCcTPOeYHbI Nepnoabl, COBPEMEH-
Hoe poccuiickoe 0bLLeCcTBO, NPUPOAHbLIE PECYPChI, IKONOrM4ecKoe Co3HaHMe.
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Introduction

The modern period of ecological culture development in Russia should be started from
the 80s of the last century. This choice was due to the need to focus on that historic turning
point, during which a new geopolitical space arose in the territory of the USSR, torn apart by
contradictions between political elites. The social, political and economic sphere during the
perestroika and post-perestroika periods of modern Russia was accompanied by ruptures of
relations, economic relations and geopolitical transformations.

But perestroika gave rise not only to the modern geopolitical structure of Russia. Rather
quickly, the established values of a socialist communal society were replaced by the new val-
ues of capitalism of the early stage of accumulation. The division of former state property, the
collapse of hopes for a stable future not only for families, but also for entire cities, has deter-
mined the secondary place of ecological culture throughout the whole value space. Sharp value
shifts during social transformations in Russian society have dramatically changed human atti-
tudes towards the environment.

Domestic ecological culture in the perestroika and post-perestroika periods

The perestroika and post-perestroika periods can be divided into two sharply different
time intervals: 1) 1985-1990 — the time of ecological inertia, during which everyday and roman-
tic concern about the environmental situation of the region, as well as the care of urban space
cleanliness, was still preserved; 2) 1993-1999 — the period of protracted crisis during which
environmental problems actually ceased to occupy the minds of political leaders, and the pop-
ulation was concerned not so much with ecology as with the survival of their families. Never-
theless, these periods are elements of the general canvas of the events of the socio-political
and economic transformation of Russian (Soviet) society and its subsequent social trauma. It
was in these conditions that current trends in the development of environmental culture in Rus-
sian society were formed.

In the period from 1985 to 1990 Soviet society adopted the installation on the ecologiza-
tion of production, life and leisure as general imperatives. At the same time, general ecologi-
zation was often in one way or another associated with the political institutions of democracy
and liberalism, which were observed outside the USSR. The gradual increase of ecological
consciousness naturally moved to the new qualitative level: the institutionalization of environ-
mental consciousness and social activity began. A network of environmental periodicals was
developed, environmental services and an expert community were created [2].

Putting the environmental issue as one of the items on the general socio-political agenda
in the periodical press ensured a fairly rapid growth in environmental consciousness, the un-
derstanding of the possible destabilization of the environment came, the Soviet person thought
about the future of his children in the conditions of a colossal industrial burden on the country's
biosphere.

But the environmental movement, gaining this direction towards environmental education
through the periodic press, had the opposite side. Environmental problems and their publicity
have become a convenient base for the political career of environmental party leaders [6]. Their
gradual entry into the new political beau monde of the country, as it turned out, contributed not
so much to solving problems as to the politicization and bureaucratization of the decision pro-
cesses, and subsequently the conditions for environmental speculation were created, the pur-
pose of which was the struggle for budget funds. Thus, the growing environmental movement
was turned into a socio-political simulacrum, which, in the context of the struggle for power in
a transforming society, was used exclusively for political games.

The restructuring of the socio-political space of the late 80s-early 90s of the 20th century
led to the spontaneous repetition of the situation of the 20-40s, during which mass migrations,
the rupture of cultural roots and the loss of traditional national domestic ecological culture were
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carried out. The consequences of privatization and property redistribution have led to disas-
trous social tensions. Refugees, beggars, a huge number of highly qualified unemployed peo-
ple created a negative "energy of social breakdown," which repeatedly increased in the situa-
tion of the country's economic life breakdown, in particular, the rupture of cooperative relations
between Russian industrial enterprises and organizations serving their needs and located in
the territories of newly formed countries in the post-Soviet space.

The environmental consequence of such a socio-political explosion was the phenomenon
of a huge number of centers of abandonment and their transformation into zones of ecological
disaster.

For several years, the phenomenon of sharp polarization of ecological zones has ap-
peared. Territories accessible to the majority during the USSR found their owners; zones of
the greatest environmental favor appeared in them. At the same time, ecological disaster zones
appear, polluted, abandoned, zones that accumulate human waste and industrial production
waste.

It is noteworthy that the suddenly appearing nouveau riche formed a kind of new Russian
ecological paradigm, reminiscent of the maxim of Louis XV "After us, the flood.” While main-
taining the value of liberalism and democratization and associating it with the high level of
ecologization of Western countries, the "new Russians" arranged their own life, accompanied
by a high level of environmental comfort abroad, while trying to save on waste treatment plants
and environmental fees in their enterprises in Russia. The accelerated achievement of Russia's
stability was actually made possible by the creation of several monopoly corporations control-
ling non-renewable resources.

When the ecological well-being of regions became directly dependent on the interest of
the decision-making person or the financial corporation interested in the production of natural
resources in their territory, depressed regions, excluded from the list of modernized ones, were
immediately formed. Under these conditions, the situation of the formation of several ecological
zones in the territory of one country arises: 1) a zone of the greatest ecological comfort; 2) a
zone of mediocre ecological comfort, ranked according to the established list of factors; 3) an
ecological disaster zone in which a culture of poverty grows, incompatible with the high require-
ments of ecological culture and value attitude to the environment. In such zones, there is a
return to the obsolete forms of everyday life and farming, which sometimes leads to overex-
ploitation of resources and emergence of the phenomenon of environmental crime.

In addition to these negative trends in modern globalizing Russian society, the factor of
accelerating consumerism, which appeared during the researched period in the form of "com-
modity hunger" against the background of a constant deficit, is increasing. The apparent in-
compatibility between advertising lifestyles and actual living conditions in regions with high
environmental risk increases social tensions and, in turn, increases the burden on the local
biosystem, which is being ruined in pursuit of the illusion of domestic benefits in ecological
disaster zones. The utilitarian attitude towards the natural resources of the place of life is one
of the negative valuable trends formed during the transition period.

Nevertheless, during the transition period, ideologemes were proposed in the ideological
propaganda space, allowing the population to hope for better living conditions, accompanied
by an increase in the quality of the environmental situation. In this case, the obsolete imperative
in Western countries about the "invisible hand of the market" was used [3]. The thesis of the
correctness of all current changes was imposed on the population; in accordance with the so-
cialist model of the "better tomorrow," calling to sacrifice the present, the population was asked
to "wait" not so much for a totally controlled as for a spontaneously self-governing order. This
thesis was contradicted by attempts to create a managed civil society, to maintain the vertical
of power, including in the economic sphere of Russian society, through the management of
new resource monopolies.
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The described distorting of public administration in the context of a crisis transformation
inevitably affected the quality of the environmental situation in the country, as well as the eco-
logical culture of a new generation. The country was in the situation of social order changing,
the need to maintain its defence capacity, the demographic crisis and the need to maintain the
proper level of innovation that would preserve staff capacity (human capital). The need for the
catch-up modernization in the context of socio-political and economic crisis had distorted the
very idea of modernization, in which the key element was a careful attitude to natural resources.

In transformable Russia of the 90s, modernization was of the opposite nature and it was
carried out on the principle of "at all costs." The exploitation of resources and the human price
for the reforms was one of the reasons for the new market relation to nature, which can be
expressed by the following wording: "nature is the source of resources for modernization and
the storage of its waste, its ecosystem properties have a market value" [8, p.153].

The environmental trends of the 90s could be formulated as a violation of the Soviet ide-
ology and culture, with the help of demands imposed from above that were contrary to the
attitudes of socialist society. The unequivocal putting the entire Soviet with the "minus” sign
and the entire Western with the "plus” sign on the scale of values led the country to the colossal
decline, accompanied by the growing plundering of natural wealth.

Transformations of ecological culture in Russian society of the beginning of the
21st century

In the early 2000s, Russia gradually regained the status of a geopolitical player in the
political arena. As a result, the country begins to participate in international treaties regulating
the environmental burden in industrial production, as a result of which the role of legal factors
in the development of environmental culture is increased [4]. Since this moment the latest stage
of ecological culture formation in Russia has started. It is characterized by two divergent trends:
the need for openness to the world, on the one hand, conflicts with its own internal and external
socio-economic and political interests.

The leading interests of Russia are the strengthening of the country's defence capacity,
the restoration of lost economic ties with the former republics of the USSR, the construction of
energy pathways, and the construction of a new economy forcedly. All these tasks require a
change in the content of the population's consciousness, as well as the formation of a new
ecological culture.

Among the international challenges arising from the proposed principles and changing
the course of Russia's environmental policy there are quite controversial, but constantly ap-
pearing at the level of international environmental policy, questions about the greenhouse ef-
fect and environmental terrorism, the need to preserve natural and cultural monuments and
the combining for this purpose efforts of the international community.

At the level of direct consumption, the problem of cleanliness of the most demanded nat-
ural resources is becoming more acute. If earlier the list of environmental problems was limited
to known geological and biological phenomena: soil erosion and weathering of the fertile layer,
water pollution, destruction of biogeocenosis of forest and swampy areas, today it is possible
to record the appearance of peculiar environmental risks: genetically modified products, the
risks of an epidemic from burials (viruses in burial grounds persist for more than 100 years),
the expansion of drug addiction epidemic, etc.

Due to the sharp polarization of income in Russia, social stratification is also increasing.
Nowadays the division of society into a wide segment of the population with incomes below the
poverty line and a small layer of the super-rich economic elite, extreme poverty and excessive
wealth have become a significant negative tendency in the modern socio-economic situation
[1]. The growing irritation due to the obvious injustice of the distribution of income of Russian
society leads, among other things, to clear violations of environmental safety standards. Such
violations become especially evident when observing the waste management in disadvantaged
areas.
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Reducing social stress by establishing an effective waste management system is both an
environmental and policy act. Thus, the categories "ecological culture,” "modern society," "so-
cial tension” turn out to be intersecting concepts that require an integrated approach in solving
problems of environmental and political comfort.

Nevertheless, today the prospect of environmental organizations in the political arena is
still unclear. As O.N. Yanitsky emphasizes, "by the end of the 90s a type of ecological culture
that meets the interests of TNC had been formed. Its central point is eco-management. Its
essence and focus are the protection of systems of extraction and exploitation of natural re-
sources both from the local population and from the pressure of public opinion, that is, the
neutralization of resistance to the environmental community. In fact, this is a new stage in the
development of a utilitarian culture that reflects the interests of private and public structures for
the extraction and processing of natural resources (oil, gas, timber) and their consumers" [8,
p. 156].

As part of the eco-management, which seeks maximum control over environmental leg-
islation and public opinion, it is proposed to replace the opinion of residents ("ecological culture
of the place") with expert judgement. If the opinion of the population is difficult to manipulate,
then the administrative nature of the expert community is quite amenable to both economic
and political-administrative manipulation. The main goal of building such a strange entity as an
environmental expert community within the framework of eco-management is to rationalize the
use of natural resources.

The wide meaningful context of the word "rationalization" allows to use it in different con-
texts. If an ordinary resident of the region can conceive of rationalization as a desire to preserve
wealth of nature as efficiently as possible, then from a TNC perspective rationalization is un-
derstood as the most efficient investment in natural resource development for profit. At the
same time, the chances of the regional environmental community against the interests of TNC
tend to zero, since "local worlds (territorial communities) cannot resist powerful and mobile
global structures. This is not possible even for individual States” [8, p.157]. And indeed, as Z.
Bauman emphasizes, modern capital "has become extraterritorial to an unprecedented de-
gree... and unattached to one place, and the level of spatial mobility achieved by it is sufficient
to blackmail localized political institutions in order to force them to abandon their claims” [1, p.
32].

Conclusion

These processes of transformational Russian society reveal a number of general trends
in the development of ecological culture at the present stage of Russian history.

Modern Russian society is characterized by the desire for "institutional forgetting" and
washing out traditional forms of ecological culture, forming an individualistic (“fragmented")
ecological consciousness that can be manipulated by interested communities united by finan-
cial interests. The consequence is a massive speculative use of environmental culture factors
to achieve political goals. In this case, the environmental situation loses its value and becomes
only a temporary tool for achieving third-party goals.

The polarization of the environment and the transformation of the general Russian natural
landscape into zones of the greatest ecological comfort and zones of ecological abandonment
is the result of the sharp polarization of society on the grounds of property status. Under these
conditions, the situation of several ecological zones™ formation in the territory of one country
arises: 1) a zone of the greatest ecological comfort; 2) a zone of mediocre ecological comfort,
ranked according to the established list of factors; 3) an ecological disaster zone.

The need to eliminate the centres of ecological disaster left as an inheritance of the USSR
becomes an independent environmental factor, on the basis of which it is possible to create
really interested in ensuring the environmental comfort organizations and the institutional en-
vironment. Modern Russian society at the level of public consciousness is fully aware of the
need to create a practically oriented environmental education [5], which is based on humanistic
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values [9; 10], which is an essential condition for the sustainable development of modern soci-
ety [7].
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