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Reutova M.N., Reutov E.V., Shavyrina I.V. 
RECYCLE IN SOCIAL ATTITUDES: NONMARKET EXCHANGE OF RESOURCES  
IN THE MODERN ECONOMIC SYSTEM 
The article analyzes the importance of reciprocity as a principle of constructing social relations in the mod-
ern economic system. The forms and types of reciprocity, mechanisms of reciprocity in the reproduction of 
mutual aid practices in local communities are considered. In the analysis of empirical data, it is established 
that the majority of Russian households are connected by exchange or mutual assistance with others. In the 
conditions of social and economic crisis these relations acquire special significance. Generalized and nega-
tive reciprocity is still quite widespread in Russian society, especially within the framework of relations be-
tween parents and children, as well as in friendly and partnership relations. At the same time, the spread of 
practices of self-organization and mutual assistance at the local level contributes to the formation of specific 
values and attitudes of mutual responsibility, which underlie a balanced or "pure" reciprocity. 
Key words: reciprocity, mutual assistance, household, socio-economic relations, local community. 
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