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THE CONCEPT OF VALUE IN SOCIO-PHILOSOPHICAL DISCOURSE:
ETYMOLOGICAL FOUNDATIONS AND TRANSFORMATIONS

12N.R. Pirnazarov, 3A.K.Berdimuratova

ABSTRACT

This article provides a socio-philosophical and etymological analysis of the concept
of “value” as a fundamental category within axiological and social theory. Despite
the extensive treatment of values in philosophical discourse, insufficient attention
has been given to their etymological genesis as a determinant of their conceptual
transformation across historical epochs. Addressing this gap, the study aims to
reconstruct the semantic and theoretical evolution of the concept of value from
its Latin origin valere to its contemporary interpretations within modern and post-
industrial societies.

The research employs an interdisciplinary methodological framework combining
axiological analysis, historical-philosophical reconstruction, and comparative
semantics. The findings reveal that the concept of value undergoes a continuous
process of reinterpretation, reflecting shifts in dominant socio-cultural paradigms -
from the primacy of moral and intellectual virtues in antiquity to the rationalization,
commodification, and informationalization of value in modernity and
postmodernity. It is demonstrated that value systems serve as structural indicators
of social transformation and as regulatory mechanisms within institutional and
cultural dynamics.

The author argues that the etymological dimension of the concept of value is
not merely linguistic but epistemologically significant, as it encodes fundamental
changes in human worldview orientations and social practices. In the context
of globalization and digital transformation, the reconfiguration of value
systems acquires a multidimensional and hybrid character, necessitating a
reconceptualization of value within a technogumanistic framework.

Key words: Value, Axiology, Socio-Philosophical Analysis, Etymology, Social
Transformation, Value Systems, Technogumanism, Cultural Dynamics.
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KyHABINBIK y¥bIMbI 91eyMeTTiK-punocopuanbik AUCKypcTa: STUMOJIOTMABIK, Heri3aepi MeH

TpaHcpopMauuanapbi

AHOamna. byn makanaga «KyHAbIIbIK» YFbIMbl aKCUONOTUANBIK XXHE d/IeyMETTIK Teopus LeHbepiHAeri ipreni
KaTeropua peTiHAe 21eyMeTTiIK-GUNOCOPUANBIK KIHE ITUMONOTUANBIK TypfblfaH TanAaHazdbl. dunocopuanbik
AVCKYPCTa KYHABUIbIKTap Macesneci KeHiHEeH 3epTTeNreHiHe KapamacTaH, OnapAblH, Tapuxu Adyipaepaeri YFbIMabIK,
TpaHchOPMaLMACLIH aliKbIHAANTbIH STUMONOTUANBIK FeHE3UCIHe XXEeTKINIKTI Ha3ap ayAapblamaraH. Ocbl FblbIMU
OJIKBIIBIKTBI TONTBIPY MaKcaTblHAa 3epTTey NaTblH TiliHAeri valere ce3iHeH BacTay anaTblH «KYHAbIIbIK» YFbIMbIHbIH,
CeMaHTMKaNblK >XoHEe TeOPUANbIK 3BOMIOLMACLIH Ka3ipri >XoHe MOCTUHAYCTPUanAblK Kofam >KaffarblHAaFbl
TyCiHAipMenepiHe AeiiH KaiTa kapacTblpazbl.

3epTTey aKkCUMONOTUANbIK Tanjay, Tapuxu-GUAocoPuanblK PEKOHCTPYKLMSA XOHe CanbiCTbipMabl CemMaHTuKa
9iCTepiH BipiKTIpeTiH NaHapanblK dAiCHaManblk Herisre cyieHesi. HaTuxenep «KyHAbUIbIK» YFbIMbIHbIH, YHEMI
KaviTa MHTepnpeTauusaiaHaTbiHbiH KepceTesi, by aHTUKanbIK A3YipAeri MOpasbAblk XXaHEe 3UATKEPAIK i3rifikTepain,
6acbiMablfbiHaH HacTan, Kasipri )XaHe NOCTMOAEPH Ke3eHAepAeri KYHAbIIbIKTapAblH, PaLyoHanaHysbl, TayapaaHybl
K9He aKknapaTTaHAblpblayblHa AEWiHI 9/1eyMeTTiK-MaeHN NapaanrManapibiH esrepictepiH beriHenengi. CoHbIMeH
KaTap, KyHAbIbIKTap XYMeci aneymeTTik TpaHCHOPMaLMAHBIH, KYPbINbIMAbIK KOPCeTKIli api UHCTUTYLMOHANAbIK,
XoHe MOeHN AnHaMUKaaFbl peTTeyLLi MexaHU3M peTiHAe KapacTblpblaazbl.

ABTOpPAbIH, MiKipiHWe, «<KYHABbUIbIK» YFbIMbIHbIH, 3TUMOJIOTUANBIK ©/LIeMi TeK TiAAiK cunatka me emec, on
3MNMUCTEMONOTUANBIK TYPFbIAAH Aa MaHbI3/bl, ©UTKEHI ON a,am3aTTbiH AyHVETaHbIMAbIK 6affapaapbl MeH aneyMeTTik
TaxipnbenepiHaeri Tyberenni esrepictepai 6enHenengi. XXahanaany meH undpabik TpaHchopMaL s XKaFganbiHaa
KYHABIbIKTAP >KYWECIHIH, KarTa Kypblaybl KeMKpIpabl api rMbpuATi cvnatka ne 60bin, OHbl TEXHOTYMaHWUCTIK
TypFblAaH KanTa nanbiMgayAbl Tanan etei.

TyliiH ce30ep: KyHAbIbIK, aKCMONOTUSA, dNeYyMETTIK-QUNOCOPUANBbIK Tanzay, 3STUMOJOTUS, SNEYMETTIK
TpaHchopMaLMA, KYHAbIIbIKTAP XYNeci, TEXHOryMaHW3M, MaAEHN AnHaMuKa.
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MoHATHE LLleHHOCTU B coLMaibHO-PUNI0CcOPCKOM AUCKYpCe: FTUMOJIOrMUeckue
OCHOBaHUA U TpaHcdopmaLmm

AHHOmayusa. B paHHOI cTaTbe NPEACTaBAAETCA COLMaNbHO-GUAOCODCKUIA W STUMONOrUYECKWA aHanu3
MOHATUA <LeHHOCTb» Kak GpyHAaMeHTabHOWM KaTeropumn B pamkax akcMonornm n couuanbHol Teopun. Hecmotps
Ha WKWPOKYy pa3paboTaHHOCTb MPOo6eMbl LieHHOCTe B GpUAOCOPCKOM AMUCKYPCE, HEAOCTAaTOUHOE BHUMaHWe
YAENAeTCA UX STUMOJIOTMYECKOMY TeHe3Ncy Kak GpakTopy, onpejenstoleMy KOHLENTyanbHy TpaHCchopMaLmio B
Pa3IMUHBIX MICTOPUYECKUX 3MOXaX. B CBA3M C 3TUM LieNblo UCCNe0BaHUS ABASETCA PEKOHCTPYKLMS CEMaHTNYeCKoN
1 TEOPETUYECKON IBOOLMM MOHATUSA <LeHHOCTb» OT €ro NIaTMHCKOrO MPOUCXOXAEHNs valere 0 cOBpeMEeHHbIX
MHTeprpeTaLuii B yCI0BUAX MOAEPHa 1 MOCTUHAYCTPUaNbHOTO O6LLeCTBa.

WccnepoBaHve onupaeTcs  Ha  MEXAUCLMIJIMHAPHYHO  METOAONOTMYECKYHD  OCHOBY,  BKJ/IHOUAIOLLYyO
aKCUONOTNYECKUNIA aHaNN3, NCTOPUKO-PUNOCOPCKYHO PEKOHCTPYKLIMIO U CPAaBHUTENbHYHO CeMaHTUKY. MoayueHHble
pe3ynbTaTbl MOKa3blBaloT, YTO MOHATUE «LEHHOCTb» MPETepPreBaeT HenpepbiBHbIA MPOLECC NepeocMbICIeHN,
oTpaxast CMeHy JOMUHVPYHOLLMX COLIMOKYJIbTYPHBIX MapaAnurM — OT NpUopuTeTa MOPasbHbIX U MHTENNEKTYa bHbIX
pobpoeTeneil B aHTUYHOCTM O MPOLIECCOB  paLMOHanM3aLmy, KOMMOAUGUKALMM U MHPOPMaTU3aLMK
LileHHOCTeli B YC/IOBUAIX MOZEpHa U NOCTMOAepHa. [MokasaHo, UTO CUCTEMBbI LIeHHOCTel BbICTYNatoT CTPYKTYPHbIMU
MHAMKATOPaM¥ COLManbHbIX TPAaHCHOPMALIMA 1 BbIMOIHAOT PETYANPYHOLLYIO QYHKLMIO B UHCTUTYLIMOHAILHOW 1
Ky/NIbTYpPHOW AVHaMKKe.

ABTOp YTBEPXKAAET, UTO STUMOIOTMUECKOE 3MEPEHUE MOHATUSA <LEeHHOCTb» UMEET HE TONIbKO IMHTBUCTUYECKOE,
HO U 3MUCTEMOIOTMUECKOE 3HaUeHWE, MOCKO/bKY OTpaXKaeT pyHAaMeHTaNbHbIE UBMEHEHNS B MUPOBO33PEHUYECKUX
OpUEeHTaLMAX U COLMaNbHbIX MpakTUKax uyenoBeka. B ycnoBusx rnobanvsauum v umdpoBoi TpaHchopmaLmu
NepeocMbIC/IEHNE CUCTEM LIEHHOCTE MpuobpeTaeT MHOTOMEPHbIA W TMBPUAHbLIVA XapakTep, 4YTo TpebyeT ux

pekoHuenTyaamsaunm B pamMkax TeXHOryMmaHUCTU4eCcKoro nogxoaa.
Knroyeswlie cnosa: LEeHHOCTb, aKCMONOrus, COLI,I/IaJ'IbHO-q)IAJIOCO(I)CKI/IVI aHanuns, 3TMMonoruda, coumnanbHas
TpaHCd)OpMaLI,I/IH, cncrembl LI,eHHOCTeI‘/‘I, TEXHOTYMaHU3M, KyNbTypHaa AnHaMKnKa

Introduction

In  contemporary socio-philosophical dis-
course, the concept of “value” occupies a central
position as a fundamental category that deter-
mines human behavior, social structures, and
cultural dynamics. Values function not only as
normative regulators of individual and collective
actions but also as key indicators of the level and
direction of social development. Studies of value
systems across different societies demonstrate
their role in shaping worldview orientations and
social consciousness [1, p. 78-90].

Despite the extensive body of research devot-
ed to axiology, the problem of value remains the-
oretically open and methodologically complex.
Existing studies predominantly focus on norma-
tive, ethical, or sociological aspects of values, of-
ten overlooking their etymological foundations
as a crucial dimension of conceptual analysis. At
the same time, interdisciplinary approaches to
the study of values emphasize the importance of
integrating linguistic, philosophical, and socio-
logical perspectives [2, p. 82-96].

The etymological genesis of the concept of
“"value,” rooted in the Latin term valere, reveals
its original semantic connection with strength,
worth, and significance. Classical economic and
philosophical interpretations, particularly in the
works of K. Marx, highlight that value initially
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emerged as a characteristic of the usefulness and
significance of objects for human needs [3, p.
307]. This demonstrates that the concept of value
has always been closely linked to both material
and symbolic dimensions of human existence.

Historical and philosophical analysis shows that
value systems have undergone continuous trans-
formation across different epochs. In antiquity, val-
ues were associated with virtue, rationality, and the
pursuit of the good, as reflected in classical philo-
sophical traditions [4, p. 300-301]. In the medieval
period, value systems were reinterpreted within a
theological framework, where truth, faith, and di-
vine order became dominant, as emphasized in the
works of Augustine [5, p. 164; 6, p. 268]. During the
Renaissance, values shifted toward humanism, an-
thropocentrism, and the affirmation of human dig-
nity and intellectual freedom [7, p. 37].

In the modern period, the development of
science, rationalism, and capitalist relations sig-
nificantly transformed value orientations. As
M.Weber and later theorists have shown, ratio-
nalization and economic efficiency became cen-
tral principles of modern value systems. The rise
of industrial society further reinforced values
such as labor, productivity, and education, while
also contributing to the standardization of social
norms and cultural patterns [8, p. 162; 9, p. 19].

Contemporary transformations associated
with globalization, digitalization, and the tran-
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sition to post-industrial society have led to a
reconfiguration of value systems. According to
M.Castells, the information age is characterized
by the growing importance of knowledge, in-
formation, and network structures as dominant
values [10]. Similarly, modern studies emphasize
that labor, creativity, and intellectual capital are
becoming key components of value systems in
post-industrial economies [11, p. 69; 12, p.19].

Thus, value systems are continuously recon-
structed in response to socio-economic, cultural,
and technological changes. They function as struc-
tural indicators of social transformation and as reg-
ulatory mechanisms within institutional and cultural
dynamics. At the same time, the analysis of values
provides important insights into the level of devel-
opment and transformation of social institutions .

However, despite significant theoretical de-
velopments, there remains a lack of integrative
studies that combine socio-philosophical analysis
with etymological reconstruction. This gap deter-
mines the novelty of the present research. Unlike
previous approaches, which primarily examine val-
ues within ethical or sociological frameworks, this
study emphasizes the epistemological significance
of etymology as a methodological tool for under-
standing the transformation of value systems.

The purpose of this article is to analyze the
concept of value as a socio-philosophical category
through its etymological foundations and to iden-
tify patterns of its transformation across historical
and cultural contexts. The study is based on an in-
terdisciplinary methodological framework that in-
cludes axiological analysis, historical-philosophical
reconstruction, and comparative semantics.

The scientific novelty of the research lies in
substantiating the idea that the etymological
dimension of the concept of value reflects deep
transformations in human worldview orientations
and social practices. Furthermore, in the context
of contemporary technogumanistic processes,
value systems acquire a multidimensional and
hybrid character, requiring new theoretical ap-
proaches for their interpretation.

Methodology
This study is based on an interdisciplinary

methodological framework that integrates so-
cio-philosophical, axiological, and linguistic ap-
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proaches to analyze the concept of value. The
primary method employed is axiological analysis,
which enables the examination of value as a fun-
damental category reflecting human worldview
orientations and social structures. In addition, the
method of historical-philosophical reconstruc-
tion is used to trace the evolution of the concept
of value across different epochs, including antig-
uity, the medieval period, the Renaissance, mo-
dernity, and post-industrial society.

To investigate the semantic dimension of the
concept, comparative semantic analysis is ap-
plied, allowing for the identification of shifts in
meaning from its Latin origin valere to its con-
temporary interpretations in various cultural
and intellectual contexts. The study also utilizes
elements of systemic and structural analysis to
reveal the role of value systems as regulators of
social and institutional dynamics.

Furthermore, the research adopts a tech-
nogumanistic perspective as a conceptual frame-
work to interpret contemporary transformations
of value systems under conditions of globaliza-
tion, digitalization, and the expansion of informa-
tion technologies. This combination of methods
ensures a comprehensive understanding of the
problem and provides a solid basis for identify-
ing patterns in the transformation of value as a
socio-philosophical category.

Main part

1. Theoretical and Axiological Founda-
tions of Value

The concept of value represents a fundamen-
tal and multidimensional category in socio-phil-
osophical discourse, reflecting the complex re-
lationship between human beings, society, and
reality. Within axiological theory, value is under-
stood not merely as an abstract notion but as a
system-forming principle that determines human
orientation toward the world, shapes behavioral
norms, and regulates social interactions. Values
function as normative regulators of individual
and collective behavior while simultaneously act-
ing as indicators of cultural, moral, and civiliza-
tional development. In this sense, value systems
play a crucial role in structuring social conscious-
ness, shaping collective identity, and ensuring the
continuity of cultural traditions [13].

https://adamalemijournal.com
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From a theoretical perspective, value cannot
be reduced to a single dimension such as eth-
ics or economics. Rather, it represents a complex
and integrative construct that encompasses eth-
ical, cultural, cognitive, symbolic, and even tech-
nological components. These components inter-
act within a hierarchical system in which certain
values dominate depending on historical, social,
and cultural contexts. For instance, in traditional
societies, moral and religious values often oc-
cupy a central position, whereas in modern and
post-industrial societies, rationality, efficiency,
and innovation become dominant [14].

Moreover, value systems are inherently dy-
namic and subject to continuous transformation
under the influence of socio-economic chang-
es, globalization processes, and technological
development. This dynamic nature reflects the
evolving needs, interests, and worldviews of indi-
viduals and societies. As a result, values not only
regulate behavior but also serve as mechanisms
of adaptation to changing social realities.

An important aspect of the theoretical analy-
sis of value is its role as a mediator between the
individual and society. Values provide a frame-
work through which individuals interpret reality,
make decisions, and construct meaning. At the
same time, they function as instruments of social
integration, ensuring cohesion and stability with-
in social systems. Without shared value systems,
the processes of communication, cooperation,
and social organization would become signifi-
cantly more complex.

In  contemporary socio-philosophical re-
search, increasing attention is given to the inter-
disciplinary nature of value. The study of value
requires the integration of philosophical reflec-
tion, sociological analysis, and linguistic inter-
pretation, as each of these perspectives reveals
different dimensions of the phenomenon. Phil-
osophical analysis explores the ontological and
axiological nature of value, sociology examines
its role in social structures and institutions, while
linguistics uncovers the semantic and conceptual
transformations of value across cultures and his-
torical periods.

Thus, the theoretical and axiological foun-
dations of value reveal it as a dynamic, multifac-
eted, and structurally significant category that
lies at the core of human existence and social
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development. Its analysis provides a deeper un-
derstanding of the mechanisms through which
individuals and societies construct meaning, reg-
ulate behavior, and adapt to the challenges of an
ever-changing world.

2. Etymological and Conceptual Evolution

of Value

The etymological roots of the concept of
value provide important insights into its seman-
tic transformation. The Latin term valere initially
denoted strength, worth, and significance, indi-
cating a direct connection between value and
positive evaluation. Over time, this meaning ex-
panded to include moral, cultural, and symbolic
dimensions [15].

From a socio-philosophical perspective, the
evolution of value reflects broader changes in hu-
man worldview orientations. As historical analysis
shows, value systems have continuously trans-
formed from antiquity to modernity, adapting
to new forms of social organization and cultural
production [16]. This confirms that value is not a
static concept but a dynamic category shaped by
historical conditions.

At the same time, the conceptual evolution
of value demonstrates a gradual shift from its
concrete and utilitarian meanings toward more
abstract and normative interpretations. In early
stages of social development, value was closely
associated with material usefulness and practical
significance. However, as societies became more
complex, the concept of value began to incorpo-
rate ethical, aesthetic, and spiritual dimensions,
reflecting the growing importance of culture and
symbolic systems in human life.

An important aspect of this transformation
is the increasing role of language in shaping the
meaning of value. Linguistic analysis reveals that
the semantic field of value is not fixed but contin-
uously reinterpreted within different cultural and
historical contexts. This indicates that value is not
only a philosophical category but also a linguistic
construct that reflects collective experience and
social practice.

Furthermore, the conceptual evolution of
value is closely linked to the development of hu-
man self-awareness and reflexivity. As individuals
and societies become more reflective, values are
no longer simply inherited but consciously con-



The Concept of Value in Socio-Philosophical Discourse: Etymological...

structed, questioned, and redefined. This process
leads to the emergence of pluralistic and some-
times conflicting value systems, especially in
modern and postmodern societies.

In contemporary conditions, characterized by
globalization and digital transformation, the con-
cept of value acquires new meanings and func-
tions. The expansion of virtual environments and
information technologies contributes to the for-
mation of hybrid value systems that combine tra-
ditional and innovative elements. As a result, val-
ue becomes increasingly contextual, flexible, and
dependent on communicative and technological
frameworks.

Thus, the etymological and conceptual evolu-
tion of value reveals its complex and multilayered
nature, demonstrating that it is not merely a linguis-
tic or philosophical category but a dynamic con-
struct that reflects the ongoing transformation of
human consciousness, culture, and social relations.

3. Transformation of Value Systems in the
Digital Age

In contemporary society, the transformation
of value systems is increasingly influenced by
digitalization and globalization processes. Within
the framework of technogumanism, technology
is understood not only as a tool but also as an
active factor shaping human consciousness and
social relations [17].

Digital technologies fundamentally transform
knowledge systems, making them dynamic, net-
worked, and interactive. This leads to a reconsid-
eration of the relationship between knowledge
and value, since every epistemological system is
grounded in a specific axiological framework [18].
In this context, knowledge is no longer perceived
as a static accumulation of information but as a
continuously evolving process shaped by com-
munication, interaction, and digital mediation.

One of the key challenges of the digital age is
the phenomenon of information overload. While
access to information increases, its qualitative
value may decrease, leading to fragmentation
of value systems and weakening their stability
[19]. This creates new epistemological and eth-
ical challenges for modern society, as individu-
als must develop new cognitive and evaluative
mechanisms to navigate complex information
environments.
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At the same time, digitalization contributes
to the transformation of value hierarchies. Tra-
ditional values such as stability, continuity, and
collective identity are increasingly complement-
ed or even replaced by values such as flexibility,
innovation, and adaptability. This shift reflects the
transition from a stable and hierarchical social
structure to a fluid and network-based society.

Another important aspect of this transforma-
tion is the emergence of digital culture, which re-
defines the ways in which values are produced,
transmitted, and perceived. Social media plat-
forms, virtual communities, and digital communi-
cation channels play a central role in shaping val-
ue orientations, often accelerating the processes
of value change and diffusion.

Moreover, the digital environment intensi-
fies the processes of individualization and per-
sonalization. Individuals are increasingly able to
construct their own value systems based on per-
sonalized information flows and algorithmically
curated content. While this expands opportunities
for self-expression and autonomy, it also leads to
the weakening of shared cultural frameworks and
the fragmentation of collective value systems.

In addition, the rise of artificial intelligence
and algorithmic governance introduces new di-
mensions to the transformation of values. Algo-
rithmic systems influence not only access to in-
formation but also the formation of preferences,
attitudes, and beliefs. This raises critical questions
about the autonomy of human agency and the
ethical implications of technologically mediated
value formation.

At the same time, digital transformation creates
new opportunities for the emergence of global and
universal values. Concepts such as openness, ac-
cessibility, digital equality, and global cooperation
become increasingly significant in shaping contem-
porary value systems. These values transcend na-
tional and cultural boundaries, contributing to the
formation of a global axiological space.

Thus, the transformation of value systems in
the digital age is a complex and multidimensional
process characterized by both constructive and
destabilizing tendencies. It reflects the ongoing
interaction between technological innovation
and human values, requiring new theoretical ap-
proaches and methodological frameworks for its
comprehensive analysis.

https://adamalemijournal.com
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Table 1 - Transformation of Value Systems Across Historical Stages

Historical Stage Dominant Values

Key Characteristics

Antiquity Virtue, knowledge, rationality

Ethical and philosophical orientation

Middle Ages Faith, divine truth

Theological worldview

Renaissance Humanism, creativity

Anthropocentric paradigm

Modernity Rationality, efficiency

Industrial and economic orientation

Digital Society Information, innovation

Networked and global values

4. Technogumanistic Paradigm and Value
Transformation

Technogumanism represents a new stage in
socio-philosophical development, characterized
by the integration of technological progress
and humanistic principles. Within this paradigm,
technology is no longer perceived merely as an
external instrument but as an active and transfor-
mative force that reshapes value systems, social
institutions, and forms of human interaction [20].

In this context, technological development
acquires an axiological dimension, influencing
not only the conditions of human existence but
also the criteria by which reality is evaluated. As
a result, value systems become increasingly de-
pendent on technological environments, leading
to the emergence of new forms of social and cul-
tural organization.

One of the most significant features of this
transformation is the growing individualization of
values. Digital environments enable individuals
to construct personalized information spaces, ex-
panding freedom of choice while simultaneous-
ly weakening shared social norms and collective
value frameworks [21]. This shift reflects a broad-
er transition from collective and institutionally
regulated value systems toward individualized
and reflexive forms of value construction.

Another important aspect is the transforma-
tion of identity. In digital space, identity becomes
fluid, multilayered, and dynamic, allowing individ-
uals to adopt multiple roles and representations.
This flexibility enhances opportunities for self-ex-
pression but also leads to the relativization of
stable value systems and the emergence of plu-
ralistic and sometimes contradictory value orien-
tations [22]. Consequently, identity formation be-
comes a continuous and reflexive process shaped
by interaction within digital environments.

At the same time, algorithmic systems and ar-
tificial intelligence play an increasingly significant
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role in shaping value orientations. Through per-
sonalized content distribution and algorithmic
mediation, digital platforms influence users’ per-
ceptions, preferences, and worldview [23]. This
raises important questions regarding autonomy,
ethical responsibility, and the extent to which hu-
man choices remain independent in technologi-
cally mediated environments.

Furthermore, technogumanistic processes
contribute to the restructuring of social com-
munication and cultural transmission. Tradition-
al mechanisms of value transmission—such as
family, education, and cultural institutions—are
increasingly supplemented or replaced by digital
platforms and networks. This transformation ac-
celerates the diffusion of values but also reduces
their depth and stability, leading to a more frag-
mented and dynamic axiological landscape.

However, it is important to emphasize that
technogumanism is not exclusively associated
with negative transformations. On the contrary,
it also creates conditions for the emergence of
new global values, including openness, inclusiv-
ity, digital equality, and collaborative knowledge
production. These values reflect the formation of
a global information society and contribute to the
development of new forms of social solidarity.

Thus, the technogumanistic paradigm re-
veals a dual nature of value transformation: while
technological development expands human ca-
pabilities and creates new opportunities for val-
ue formation, it also introduces risks related to
fragmentation, relativism, and the erosion of tra-
ditional value systems. This duality necessitates
a balanced and interdisciplinary approach to un-
derstanding the evolving relationship between
technology and values.
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Technogumanistic Model of Value Transformation

Technology

Technology = Information Flow =% Human Consciousness

Information Flow Human Consciousness Value System

fosth

Social Behavior

@

»Value System ~» Social Behavior

Figure 1 — Technogumanistic Model of Value Transformation

5. Discussion

The analysis conducted in this study demon-
strates that value systems are undergoing pro-
found and multidimensional transformations un-
der the influence of technogumanistic processes.
This finding is consistent with previous studies
in socio-philosophical and axiological research,
which emphasize that values are not static con-
structs but dynamic systems shaped by historical,
cultural, and technological factors [13; 14].

At the same time, the results of this study
extend existing literature by highlighting the
increasing role of digital technologies as active
agents in the transformation of value systems.
While earlier works primarily focused on moral,
cultural, or economic dimensions of value, con-
temporary research points to the growing im-
portance of technological mediation in shaping
human consciousness and social interaction [17].

On the one hand, digitalization promotes the
emergence of new global values such as open-
ness, accessibility, collaboration, and knowledge
sharing. These findings correspond with the the-
ories of post-industrial and information society,
where knowledge and communication become
central elements of social development [18]. In
this context, value systems acquire a more uni-
versal and transnational character, reflecting the
processes of globalization.

On the other hand, the study confirms con-
cerns raised in the literature regarding the frag-
mentation and instability of value systems in the
digital age. The phenomenon of information
overload and the increasing influence of algo-
rithmic systems contribute to the weakening of
traditional cultural frameworks and shared social
norms [19]. As a result, value systems become

ISSN 1999-5849 (Print) « ISSN 2959-7544 (Online)

more individualized, situational, and context-de-
pendent.

Furthermore, the discussion reveals that ex-
isting approaches to the study of value often
fail to fully account for the complexity of these
transformations. In particular, insufficient atten-
tion has been given to the interaction between
technological and axiological factors. Most tra-
ditional theories consider values within ethical
or sociological frameworks, without adequately
addressing the role of digital environments and
technological infrastructures.

The findings of this study suggest that the
integration of socio-philosophical analysis with
technogumanistic perspective provides a more
comprehensive understanding of value trans-
formation. This approach allows for the iden-
tification of both constructive and destructive
tendencies within contemporary value systems,
emphasizing their dual nature.

In addition, the results highlight the need to
reconsider the role of education and cultural in-
stitutions in the formation of value systems. As
technological mediation becomes increasingly
dominant, these institutions must adapt to new
conditions by incorporating digital literacy, eth-
ical awareness, and critical thinking into their
frameworks.

Thus, in contrast to existing literature, which
often treats technological change as a secondary
factor, this study argues that technology should
be considered a central element in the analysis of
value systems. This shift in perspective contrib-
utes to the development of a more holistic and
interdisciplinary understanding of the problem.
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6. Problem Statement and Solution

The main problem identified in this study is
the absence of a comprehensive and integrative
methodological framework capable of adequate-
ly explaining the transformation of value systems
under conditions of digitalization and technogu-
manistic development. Existing approaches re-
main fragmented, often confined to ethical, so-
ciological, or cultural analyses, and fail to capture
the complex interaction between technological
infrastructures and axiological dynamics.

This limitation leads to an incomplete under-
standing of how values are formed, transformed,
and mediated in contemporary society, where
digital technologies increasingly act not only as
tools but as active agents influencing human
consciousness, identity, and social behavior.

To address this gap, the study proposes a
multilevel interdisciplinary framework that inte-
grates socio-philosophical analysis, etymological
reconstruction, and technogumanistic perspec-
tive into a unified analytical model. This frame-
work is based on three interrelated dimensions:

Conceptual level — interpretation of value
as a dynamic and historically evolving category
grounded in linguistic and philosophical founda-
tions;

Structural level — analysis of value systems as
hierarchical and adaptive social constructs influ-
enced by institutional and technological factors;

Functional level — examination of how val-
ues operate within digital environments, shaping
behavior, communication, and decision-making
processes.

Such an approach allows for a holistic under-
standing of value transformation, revealing not
only its theoretical foundations but also its prac-
tical manifestations in contemporary society.

At the same time, the study proposes a tech-
nogumanistic regulatory model aimed at balanc-
ing technological development with the pres-
ervation of humanistic and spiritual values. This
model includes the following key mechanisms:

1. Axiological integration in education — em-
bedding value-oriented components into curric-
ula, ensuring that digital competencies are devel-
oped alongside ethical and cultural awareness;

2. Digital ethics and responsibility frameworks
— establishing normative guidelines for the use of
artificial intelligence, algorithms, and digital plat-
forms;
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3. Critical media literacy development -
equipping individuals with the ability to critically
evaluate information and resist manipulative al-
gorithmic influences;

4. Cultural continuity strategies — promoting
the preservation and adaptation of national and
universal values within digital environments;

5. Human-centered technological design —
encouraging the development of technologies
that prioritize human dignity, autonomy, and
well-being.

Furthermore, the research emphasizes the
strategic role of education as a central institution
in mediating the relationship between technol-
ogy and values. Modern education must evolve
beyond knowledge transmission and function as
a formative space for axiological consciousness,
where individuals develop the capacity for ethical
reflection, responsible decision-making, and cul-
tural self-awareness.

In this context, education should incorporate
interdisciplinary modules that combine philos-
ophy, digital literacy, ethics, and cultural stud-
ies, thereby preparing individuals to navigate
the complexities of technogumanistic society.
Special attention must be given to the younger
generation, whose value systems are increasingly
shaped within digital environments.

Thus, the proposed solution lies not only in
theoretical reconceptualization but also in the
development of practical mechanisms for man-
aging value transformation. By integrating so-
cio-philosophical, linguistic, and technological
perspectives, this study offers a comprehensive
model that contributes to a deeper understand-
ing of value in the digital age and provides a
foundation for sustainable and human-centered
social development.

Conclusion

The conducted research demonstrates that
the concept of value, as a central category of so-
cio-philosophical discourse, undergoes profound
transformation under the conditions of digitali-
zation and technogumanistic development. The
analysis confirms that value systems are not static
entities but dynamic and historically conditioned
constructs that reflect changes in social struc-
tures, cultural paradigms, and technological en-
vironments.
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The study has shown that the etymological
foundations of the concept of value provide an
important methodological basis for understand-
ing its semantic and conceptual evolution. The
transition from its original meaning associated
with strength and worth to its modern multidi-
mensional interpretation illustrates the deep in-
terconnection between language, culture, and
social practice.

Furthermore, the research reveals that in con-
temporary digital society, value systems acquire
a hybrid and flexible character. On the one hand,
digital technologies contribute to the emergence
of new global values such as openness, accessi-
bility, and cooperation. On the other hand, they
lead to fragmentation, individualization, and the
weakening of traditional cultural frameworks.
This dual nature highlights the complexity of
technogumanistic processes and their impact on
human consciousness and social relations.

The findings also confirm that technological
factors play an increasingly significant role in
shaping value orientations, functioning as me-
diators between individuals and reality. In this
context, value systems become closely linked to
digital environments, algorithmic structures, and
information flows, which redefine the mecha-
nisms of value formation and transmission.

At the same time, the study emphasizes the
importance of an interdisciplinary approach
that integrates socio-philosophical, etymologi-
cal, and technogumanistic perspectives. Such an
approach allows for a more comprehensive un-
derstanding of value as a dynamic and evolving
category and provides a basis for analyzing its
transformation in modern society.

Special attention has been given to the role
of education as a key institution in maintaining
the balance between technological development
and spiritual values. The research confirms that
modern education must not only transmit knowl-
edge but also contribute to the formation of axi-
ological consciousness, ethical responsibility, and
cultural awareness in individuals.

Thus, the study concludes that the trans-
formation of value systems in the digital age is
a complex and multidimensional process that
requires continuous theoretical reflection and
methodological refinement. The prospects for
further research are associated with the develop-
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ment of more detailed models of value transfor-
mation, the empirical analysis of digital environ-
ments, and the exploration of effective strategies
for harmonizing technological progress with hu-
manistic principles.
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