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Bl coeuHseT B cebe BaxHeilune NBEPANbHLIE LIeHHOCTH M BLICTYTIAET YCAIOBMEM WX peanmaaty. Eapona suipabotana u
TEXHONOTMM TONEPaHTHOCTM, NPUUEM HE NOKA3ATENbHOM, a NOBCEAHEBHOM — HE3AMETHLIE, Ge3bCKYCHLIE, HE3AMLICNIOBATHIE,
HO, TEM HE MEHEe, NDOBEPEHHLIS XU3HLIO M 0YeHb [EVICTBEHHbIE. X 0CBOBHWE ABASETCA OCHOBOM COLMOKYNETYPHOTD B3au-
MOAEVCTBIA B COBPEMEHHBIX YCNOBHSAX.

Everyday tolerance as socio-cultural strategy of interaction in the globalisation age

In globalization time affectivity of union in economic, politic, social spheres one should not doubt about. As for expedient of
such processes in cultural sphere, it's quiet doubtful. Comparing to other social practice spheres culture specific proposes
specialized means of integration. The most colorful example of new association is Europe Union. Globalization is considered
not just as special type of capitalism spreading and homogenization of world space here. it is certain adaptation for local con-
ditions of cultural elements, based on fradition, which helps to keep heterogeneous in homogeneous European space. This is
tolerance principle. it is reflected in contemporary Europe motto: “We’re different, but not strangers”.

New conditions suppose that traditional liberal importance, values, devotion, which the Europeans have been keeping for 4
centuries already, acquire deeper sense.

Valuable dominate is tolerance. It is as if joining the most important liberal values, being a condition of their realization.
Europe has produced tolerance technologies as well., They are not demonstration, but everyday — imperceptible, non-artistic,
uncomplicated, confirmed by the life and very useful though. Their assimilation is the base of socio-cultural interaction in
nowadays conditions.

Narsinor Unngap A6gynxaeen // Dr. lidar Latypov
YAMYpPTCKuit rocynapCTseHHblif yRMBEDCHTET, Kaeapa COLMONOriM KOMMYHUKALIMM; KaHAWAAT PUIOCOMCKHX HayK, AOLEHT

CoOTHoLUEHME [IyXOBHON COOCTBEHHOGTU M MHGOPMALIMOHHOMN KyNbTYDh!

AKTYansHOCTL UCCIEA0BAHNA CBA3AHA C HOPMMPOBAHVEM UH(OPMAUMOHHOTO 06LIECTBA, B KOTOPOM BO3PACTAET 3HAYEHHe
MHGOPMALMOHHOM KyNbTYPb! U MHTEANEKTYaNLHONA COBCTBEHHOCTH, NHGOPMALMOHHAR KyNbTypa B COBDEMEHHOM 06lLecTae
CTAHOBMTCA HanGonee PALMOHATIbHBIM BULOM JYXOBHOM KYNBTYPbI, CBA3AHHBIM C MHPOPMALIMOHHOH ASATENLHOCTHIO,
WHTennexryanstan COGCTREHHOCTE PACCMATPHBAETCS KaK IOPUIMYECKM 3ALMLACMBIA BUA, BYXOBHOA COGCTBEHHOCTH B pa-
LIMOHANLHO-UHHOBALWMOHHON TBOPHECKOI AEATENEHOCTM (MOHSTHE AYXOBHOW COBCTBEHHOCT BE3 Crpororo onpepencus
Gbino BeeseHo erenem B «Punocoduy Npasar B AON0AHEHUE K BELIHOM COGCTBERHOCTH),

JlyxoBHas COBCTBEHHOCTD MOHUMAETCA KaK BUI COOCTBEHHOCTM, XapaKTEPUAYIOLWNA YHMKanbHYIO hopMy 0GLEKTUBHOD Bh-
paxenust COBCTBEHHBIX IYXOBHBIX LIBHHOGTEN OTHENbHbIX CYGLEKTOR MHTEINEKTYANbHOR eATENbHOCTA M TBODUECKMX KON-
NEKTMBOB B [yXOBHOM NPOK3BOACTBE (M B NPOU3BOLCTEE MHGOPMALAN); LYXOBHAA COBCTBEHHOCTL ABNAGTCA OAHON 13 OCHOB
$hOpMMPOBAHUA MHGOPMALMOHHOR KyNLTYPL,

Correlation of spiritual property and information culture

Actuality of this research is connected with the informational society formation in which the' meaning of information culture
and of intellectual property grow. Informational culture in the modern society becomes the most rational kind of spiritual
culture connected with the informational activity.

Intellectual property is rated as juridically defended kind of spiritual property in rational-innovative creative activity (the term
of spiritual property without any strict determination was introduced by Hege! in “Philosophy of Law" as an addition to prop-
erty on things).

Spiritual property is understood as a kind of property characterizing unique form of individual inteflectual's or of creative col-
lective’s objective expression of own spiritual values (of cultural wealth) in a spiritual production {and in informational produc-
tion); spiritual property is one of the foundations of informational culture formation.

Anpos Banepuii Muxaiinosuy // Dr. Valery Adrov
MOGKOBCKUI MHCTUTYT roCyAapCTBEHHOIO U KOPHOPATUBHOIO YNpasneHua, kadeapa dunocopuy; KaHamaar Punoco@eku Hayx,
JAOLenT

KynbTyponoruseckue nocnencTeus MHpopmaruaaLym

BeTynnenue 4enose4ecTsa B MHGOPMALIMOHHYIO arioxy GTPAXAETCS HA BCEX CTOPOHEX B0 Xu3HW. MndopMaTvsaums npu-
[BET BCRM HANPABNCHUAM Ky/ILTYPHOIR AEATENbHOCTM Takoe CBOEOGPasHoe 0OpPMIIEHHE, YTO B HEKOTOPBIX CNYHAsiX MOXHO
[OBOPUT O HOBBIX OPMAX KYNILTYpHI, KDOME TOFD, Y@ BOSHUK HOBbI BIATY KYNbTYPH! — MHGOPMALIMOKHERA KYNbTYPa, Ha-

353



