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AKOJIOFMYECKOE CO3HAHUE KAK OTPAXEHUE OTHOLLEHUA
YEJIOBEKA K NMPUPOLE: SMIMUPUYECKOE USMEPEHUE

K. B. ®ogparoea, M. B. CyHOuKoea

HauuoHanbHsili uccnedosamensckuli Mopdosckuli cocydapcmeeHHbili yHusepcumem
um. H. . Ozapésa, CapaHck (Poccus)

BgedeHue. B cTaTbe paccmaTpumBaloTcs cneuuduKa u ypoBHU 3KONOMMYECKOrO CO3HAHUSA, 3/1eMEHTbI

M KOHOUIypauma ero 3/1eMeHTOB, MOAENN MNOBEAEHMSA B OTHOLUEHUAX MEXAY Ye/I0BEKOM W NpUpPOLOoi.
AKTyaNIbHOCTb MCCNefoBaHUA 0ByCNOBIEHA TEM, YTO SKONOTMYECKME NPOBAEMBI BbICTYNAlOT 3aKOHOMEp-
HbIM C/IEAICTBMEM PACCOr/IACOBAHUA OTHOLIEHWUIA MEXKAY YeSI0BEKOM W MPUPOLONA. TUM 3KOSOMMYECKOro
CO3HaHUA NPOABAETCA HE CTO/IbKO B HayYHbIX 3HAHMAX YeI0BEKa, CKOJIbKO B €ro LEeHHOCTAX U NOCTYMKax.
B Hanbonee 3aKOHYEHHOM BUAE CneundUKa CO3HAHNA peasnn3yeTca Ha NOBEAEHYECKOM YPOBHE.

Memoobi. C uenblo 3MNUPUYECKOTO U3MEPEHUS 3KOIOTUYECKOrO CO3HAHUA Cpean KuUTenew r.
CapaHcka B 2017 r. 6b11 npoBeaeH aHKeTHbIW onpoc (N = 266 yenoBek B Bo3pacTe oT 18 mo 60 ner).
AHKeTa cOCTOsANa U3 HECKONbKUX BI0KOB, COAEepKaTeNbHO CBA3AHHbIX C YPOBHAMM 3KOOMMYECKOTO CO-
3HaHUA.

Pe3ysemamel uccied0o8aHus. BbifiBneHbl AUCKPETHOCTb 3KO/IOMMYECKOro CO3HaHua uTenein Ca-
paHcKa, npeobiajaHne aHTPOMOLLEHTPMYECKOrO TMMNa co3HaHMA. C 04HOM CTOPOHbI, MPUCYTCTBYET 0CO-
3HaHWe 3KOIOTMYECKMX NPo6iemM M OTBETCTBEHHOCTM KaKAOM0O 3a MX PelleHue, C Apyrol — npemmylue-
CTBEHHAs OpMeHTaLusA Nofei Ha IKoHoMMuYeckoe 6aaronosydme cnocobCTBYET 3aKpenIeHnto }ecTKoro
QHTPOMOLEHTPM3MA B KauyecTBe OCHOBHOMO OpPUEHTMPA ANA AYXOBHOro passutua. MmeHHo npeobnaga-
HMEM aHTPOMOLEHTPUYECKOrO TUMa CO3HaHMA BO MHOMOM OBBACHAETCA OTKa3 OT NMPUMEHEHUA 3KOIOMU-
YECKMX NPAKTUK. Monogble kutenn CapaHcKa AeMOHCTPUPYIOT 6osiee BbiPasKeHHbIE MO3ULMM IKONOMU-
YeCKM OTBETCTBEHHOTIO NMOBEAEHMS.

3akntoyeHue. ABTOpaMu CTaTbM B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT TUNa LLEeHHOCTeW BblaeneHbl 6a3oBble TUMbI CO-
3HaHWUA — aHTPOMOLEHTPU3IM, MATOLEHTPMU3M, BMOLEHTPU3M M SKOLEHTPMU3M. DKOLEHTPUPOBAHHDIA TMN
CO3HaHWA 3aZaeT OPUEHTUPbI A/1A AeNCTBUIA B 110601 NPpob6AEMHON CUTYyauuKn, BO3HMKAOLLEN B cucTeme
«Yes0BEK — Npupoaar.

Kntouesole cnosa: rnobanbHble I'IpO6/1€MbI; MOTUBALMA; SKO/TIOTUYECKMN OTBETCTBEHHOE NoBeaeHUE;
3KON0orn4ecKkme nNpakTUKK, aKoaorm4eckme I'lpO6J'IeMbI; 3KoNnorm4yeckoe CosHaHue.
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ECOLOGICAL CONSCIOUSNESS AS A REFLECTION
OF MAN'S ATTITUDE TO NATURE: THE EMPIRICAL DIMENSION

K. V. Fofanova, M. V. Sundikova
National Research Mordovia State University, Saransk (Russia)

Introduction. The article analyzes specificity, levels of ecological consciousness, its elements and
possible configurations of these elements, patterns of behavior in man's relations with nature. The
relevance of this research is due to ecological problems, which are logical consequences of the lack of
harmony in relations between man and nature. The type of ecological consciousness occurs not so much
in people's scientific knowledge as in his values and real actions. The specific of ecological consciousness
most comprehensively is shown on a behavioral level.

Methods. In order to study empirically the level of ecological consciousness of Saransk's residents
in 2017, we conducted a questionnaire-based survey (N=266 people aged 18 to 60). There were a few
blocks in the questionnaire, which related to the levels of ecological consciousness.

Research results. Results of the survey showed an ecological discreteness of Saransk's residents
with a dominance of anthropocentric type of consciousness. From one hand, there is a comprehension of
ecological problems and responsibility of everyone for solving them. On the hand, people are mainly
concentrated on economic prosperity, which promotes apparent anthropocentrism as one of the main
guidelines for spiritual development. The research shows that the predominance of anthropocentric
consciousness prevents in many ways implementation of the ecological practice. Young residents of
Saransk demonstrate more explicit positions of ecologically responsible behavior.

Conclusion. Depending on the type of values, the author distinguishes basic types of consciousness

—anthropocentrism, sentiocentrism, biocentrism, and ecocentrism. Ecocentric type of consciousness sets
the benchmark for action in any problematic situation, which can occur in a system "human-nature".

Keywords: global problems; motivation; environmentally responsible behavior; environmental
practices; environmental problems; environmental consciousness.
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