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Philosophic premises of the social-and-legal government

The article considers of scientific.views and thinkers worldview since old orient and ancient culture. The au-
thor analyzes the social-and-legal issues in detail of government (state hood) along with the philosophical
problem of the state. The author notes that he life’s origins of modern society begins with the mythical repre-
sentation, which reflects.the human’s first understanding his treatment to the world and the society. The au-
thor pointing out of the fundamental bases of state principles of social development regulation defines the ur-
gency of the theme in the correspondence with interaction on the different period of human being and gov-
ernment.

Key words: legal government (state hood), social and low, social and philosophic basis, world view of human
(out look-human).

Since the times of humanity worldview establishment until present times different governmental models
have been investigating. From concerned problems the most important were social and legal questions. As
we know, law-i$ a mechanism that controls relationship between people. This controlling mechanism has its
own.achievements and shortcomings. Of course, we always aim at idealism. The thing that is often seems to
us easy often became as a complicated process.

The formation of the social-and-legal government is a long and complex process. The problem of law
and human being freedom was important in Renaissance, but the problems of authoritarianism and totalitari-
anism system were arised in bourgeois state when the capitalist relationships had been set.

Questions about nature, world and humanity had been increased with the emergence of mankind. Re-
garding these problems the questions about government were under discussion. Since early time the notion
about government was mythologycal. Concerning zoroastrianism the government is an earth sighn of Ormuz
kingdom in the heavenly world. They had the notion such as monarch, he is a cleark of Ormuz and he must
protect his people from harm and stand against the evil in the government and make good things be more.
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The ideology of early Indian period was started from 17" century BC. The thoughts of Vede was the
origin of socially philosophic idea. In order to understand the philosophic, legal, social and political
viewpoinrts of early Indian people we have to pay attention to their public existence. From 15" century BC
till our time it was important for them to classify the members of society to Varna. Therefore the problem of
social equality have been discussing in philosophy, literary works and movies. With such terms as
«Arkhat», «Atmany, «Brakhmany, «Budda», «Dkharmay, «Nirvanay», «Sansara», «Karmay in Indian ideolo-
gy the term «Karma» has the greatest value. Karma comes from actions. According to good and bad sights
of actions sooner or later we will see the results. As a result of good actions the human life will be full of
kindness and bad action leads to heavy experiences. According to this in the Indian philosophy the life is full
of hardship, but they always look for getting rid of that and seek the meaning of life.

Early Chiniese philosophy was arised from 8" century BC with a history of 5000 years. Chinesesociaty
is full of materail and spiritual values. That’s why Chinese is one of the earliest civilization in the world.
When one countries were appearing and the others were dissappearing how did Chinese society develop?
From the 3rd century BC untill 15" century emperor was the head of goverment. This fact is surprises the
humanity. What is the magic of Chinese government stability? Of course, there is no magic. The meaning
was written in Confucius book named «ShiJing». This book contains all the rules of relationship of society
and Chinese people still follow that rules and esteem them. The first and the special type of relationship is
the relationship between the emperor and nation. Imperor must take care of the nation as.own child. And the
problem is how does the father take care of his child. From this the second relationship was arised. It is rela-
tion between father and his family members. The duty of father is to provide his family with the social side
and protect them. The members of family must execute orders and must be dependant. This relation creates
kindness. And the 3™ type of relationship is the relation between young and grown man. The 4" is the rela-
tion between husband and his wife. The 5" is the relation between friends. For Chinese people this is a
«dogmay , a rule that everyone must follow them without a doubt.

On of the distionction of Chinese philosophy is the importance of social implication. The worldview of
Chinese people aim at policy. And the nature of people is'to serve to society.

The Confusius philosophy played main role in"Chinese worldview. From his point of view the main
thing in worship are rules. In his social and philosophic view moral values are the most important. That’s
why people call him as a great moralist. He thinks that government is a big family and considers that each
member of government should have a position according to rules.The power to emperor was given by heav-
en, that’s why the orders of emperor must be performed. For Chinese people the relationship is often goes
from up to down. For Confusius the ritual «Li» is the beginning of government building and the main part of
it. If we loose the ritual the disorder'will appear. In his work «Lun Yu» he wrote that «people can consider
sun as a kindness, and the others always round the sun. If the emperor of the government rules by law and
supports the discipline, nation will try to avoid bad things and will not fell conscience. But if the imperor
governs with the kindness then the nation will fell conscience» [1;45]. He thinks if all the people in front of
the law aims the principle of equality using violence against the person, then the basis of country governing
will be destroyed and the harmony of relationship will worsen.

In order to have respectful, faithful people with fervor, the leader must be sincere and kind as parents,
rising artistry and teach uncultured people. Also make people be attached and faithful to the leader it needs
to rise clever people and.don’t allow villain people to work.

The main social and philosophical concepts of Chinese world view are to love people, it means to set
love.through.communication. The Notion of Golden environment is the main concept. To propagandize mor-
al principles of communication. In spite of the type of communication, rules of humanism stand in the mid-
dle of it. The notion of honorable or saint person. The person who digests all rules of humanistic theories is
as an example to other people, to promulgate good qualities and help people who are seeking it.

One of the particular named direction in Chinese social philosophy is — Dao. It was based by Lao-tze
who lived in VI-V century B.C. Dao, it is a way, the way of life. According to Lao-tze Dao is primary initia-
tive, substance. It means the things which exist are archer. Dao as the way of life is the root of moral laws,
therefore it is the right way. All good sides of relations depend on Dao. There are a lot of notions about Dao.
According to Lao-tze it is not only substance having ontological importance and concerning nature it is ethic
view connected with the nature, society and itself. Therefore it is absolute.

The founder of Maoism school and the man who criticized Confucius’s teaching was Mao-tse who lived
in (B.C.479-391) and was know by his idea about «love of fellow men» in Philosophy and Ethics science.
Thinker knew that the basis of the indiscipline and confusion in society are the disrespect and dislike of each
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other. Goodness of each person outgrows to whole society. Inequality between people is seen from poverty.
He sought the way of getting rid of poverty. He saw happiness only in lab our. Mao-tze as Confucius raised
questions such as constancy of the state. According to his opinion overall quality in labor and in communica-
tion is at the main place. The basic aim is to serve to the common prosperity.

Therefore in the views of Chinese thinkers the notion of paternalist is superior. Of course we can not
say that it is social-and-legal country, but there is a basis of it.

In searching the answers to the main questions about appearing of the world and organized peoples’
community thinkers of ancient age paid attention to the problems in politic, authority, state, legislation and
government.

In comparison with the Eastern thinkers, the social philosophical view of Ancient culture thinkers about
questions like state, model, just society, law and morality were deep and scientifically settled: The thinkers
of that period paid attention to the sense cognition and rationalistic cognition. Intellect and thinking turned
into essential equipment. Religious and mythological views were under criticized. The process of observing
what is happening in the environment begins.

The first is the development of social life; the second is the changing of process of cognition. It is di-
vided as Natural Philosophy, humanistic, classical, Hellenistic and Roman periods. The world-views of antic
culture include thinkers of Natural Philosophy Mellitus School as Tales, Anaxia.and Anaximan. They were
interested in the foundation of the world i.e. in substance. Heraclites (B.C.544-483) founded basis of spon-
taneous dialectic and considered the fire as the foundation of the world.. Democritus (B.C. 460-370) was one
of the known thinkers of antic culture. Democritus connects the appearance.of society and nature with
space legislation and considered that knowledge is taken from experience. Therefore human society is born
from necessity. From that, the necessity of state is higher than men’s interest. For philosophy the initial is
common prosperity. People who live in community should follow tothis well-being. Democritus said the
world appeared from atoms. The atoms make the world to move. His theory about atoms was the stem of
materialistic thinkers for a long time.

In early Greece the first thinker who paid attention to.the state, community and person, of course, was
Socrates. He created not only the basis of anthropological philosophy but also the basis of social philosophy.
Socrates said it is possible to solve questions concerning nature, society through examining person. He puts
his principle «I know that I don’t know anything, but the others even don’t know it» «you should know
yourself» on the main place. It means you should know yourself not through other people, through yourself.
The object of research is yourself. Socrates was not habitual creature of that period, but he kept the notion
that the way of reaching truth is to examine person.

In the peculiar conditions of society of Antic Age the Greek philosopher who achieved advanced rank
was Plato (B.C. 427-347). Plato was a follower of Socrates, therefore his works were written in the form of
dialogue. Plato was born in the family of a rich landowner, got a good education, traveled a lot, later opened
philosophical school in Athéns. Plato is famous as a father of political science. By his ideology he was an
objective idealist. He said that the world consists of ideas. It is possible to learn the world of ideas by the
help of intellect. So, he criticized the previous philosophers’ opinions. He considered, it is impossible and
wrong to find facts by ebserving some real things. For this purpose, it is important to reach the world of ide-
as passing over the world of property. He also made an accent on the world of ideas during investigating the
problems of state, society. He investigated a lot in the structure of State, interaction of State and society. In
his book «A State» Plato pointed the State as a means of dissemination of ideas and possibility of realizing
polyesters-maximum ideas in the public-political life [2;73-82.].

He wrote: «A State is appeared when we are dissatisfied by ourselves, need more things». Many politi-
cians-and philosophers made new concepts on the basis of Plato’s views about State [3;73]. They saw Plato
as a founder of communism, fascism, development of organic, biological, social, racial theories of State and
historical method. Karl Raymond Popper was fully confident in his political demands were against real total-
itarianism and humanism [4;66.].

In the history of political, scientific studies Plato’s Utopia is considered famous. He criticized many
discontents sides of Greek polyesters, and offered an ideal type of society. An ideal state of Plato is just gov-
erning by people of integrity and honest-minded people. Plato’s idea of fair and ideal State is Utopia. Not
everybody can be happy in the State. But one can be happy at the expense of others.

Plato pointed out the following types of city-states of Ancient Greeks:

1. Monarchy-governing by one person and the opposite of it is tyranny;

2. Aristocracy-governing by honest people and the opposite of it is oligarchy;
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3. Democracy-governing of nation. For philosopher democracy is the lowest possible type of govern-
ment.

Plato emphasized four types of vermin to State’s nature. They are: timocracy, oligarchy, democracy,
tyranny. In comparison with ideal State, each of this type has its own disadvantages and opposite to the type
of ideal State. Describing negative types of State, he stressed avidity instead of justice, exceeding commis-
sions by governors instead of aspiration for higher values of society. In Plato’s opinion, timocracy is the first
negative type of State. It is a governing by selfish governors. At the first stage of timocracy, governors are
respectable, free from military obligation, tillage, fancy-work and well-to-do. Military training and gymnas-
tics are prospering. Later, during gathering material values, especially gold and silver, peoples’ social life
will change. There will be appeared new demands and needs in State governing and policy. That’s why
timocracy governing will be changed into oligarchy governing, i.e. few people will govern.many people.
Such governing is based on rich peoples’ governing; poor people don’t take part in governing. In the form of
oligarchy governing of state, basic law of public life is not realized. According to Plato, in such society each
person must live in his private area. A notion «general» passes into «privatey». In oligarchy, first of all people
are occupied with tillage, needle-work, war. Secondly, people sell all their property. It brings people to pov-
erty, i.e. such person turns into useless member of society. Further development of oligarchy passes into the
lowest type of state-democracy. The reason of forming democracy is worsening of social condition of peo-
ple. It brings to conflicts between rich and poor people, and this conflict ends with‘popular uprising. If this
uprising ends with victory of poor people, they will abolish half of rich people, expel'the rest part of them,
and then take state governing and machinery into their guidance.

According to Plato, one of the worst kind of deviated from ideal state is tyranny. Tyranny is a govern-
ment in which all power belongs to one person. Tyranny appears as.other types of state government. For the
first time he «smiles, hugs everybody and does not say people that he was a tyrant, promise to do well to one
and all, frees from debts and allocates the land to people and to his'loved ones trying to be compassionate»
[4; 860]. The main purpose of the tyrant is war. Continuous war needs a commander. It means people require
that the tyrant came. On the other hand, on the consequence of continues war people are exhausted and begin
to change their minds about the tyrant. With the onsetof such an event, to retain the power tyrant tries to de-
stroy all rivals. The idea of thinker about the approximate just state is based on types of benevolence. There-
fore four types of benevolence are mentioned. As people have different qualities, their possibilities are not
identical. The problem of inequality in society comes from this. Based on this situation, Plato creates a mod-
el of the ideal state. Revealing the conceptof state, Plato gives the following description.

Appropriate for space (for a man of an ancient culture space is the basis of existence of life, so accord-
ing to that meaning Cosmo centric world view appeared) and the human soul the government must be divid-
ed into three classes. Basic, smart, supreme ruling class must be the philosophers (in ancient times all the
people who were engaged in intellectual work called philosophers); representatives of the second class were
warriors; representatives of the third class were the handlers of the soil and handicraftsmen. Moving from the
lower to the upper class_was considered as a grave crime, «to do the work and do not disturb others is
justice». One of the achievements of Plato is to use the division of labor to maintain order in the country. To
do the work and do not disturb others is basis of sustainability. Plato gives such description to justice — jus-
tify inequality in‘society, that is, to refer people to the upper and the lower class from the birth.

In an ideal state the work of teaching and education is in the correct direction, this allows the proper de-
velopment-of the three classes. To study philosophy and mathematics is one of the basic requirements.
Though people were born in inequality, their duty as members of policy is to live in unity, harmony and re-
sponsiveness. An aristocratic power is considered to be the best and the beneficent form in the state man-
agement.

According to Plato, the basic rule of ideal state is justice. Justice provides a comprehensive benefit and
inner harmony to member of society. Plato considers that an aristocratic state must be in character of human-
ity and the political organization. This character should allow solving important problems of the state. Such
state should, at first, be self-organized and defend from enemies, fight back; second, systematically ensure all
members of society with material goods; third, lead the great spiritual creative activity. Fulfillment all of the-
se requirements is considered the implementation of the highest ideas of beneficence.

In general, in Plato's ideal state to society, the necessary conditions for its development, the division of
labor between people creates harmony in society. As the basis of the division between citizens Plato takes
household labor. The foundation of the structure of state and society Plato saw in the division of labor. Pla-
to’s basic idea is the different demands of citizens making society and limited ability to respond all this re-
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quirements by private person: «Every man is not enough to himself and he has demand for many things». So
there comes the possibility of appearing the society or «the city». Plato in his work characterizes the basis of
origin of society in such a way: «to meet our own and others requests, if to live together, it will be called the
city» [5; 860]. Thinker saw the cause of appearing the society in material necessity. This Plato’s opinion
leads to that the division of labor is a fundamental rule of the state. On this basis, Plato says that the ex-
change or sharing things requires the need of market and money.

According to Plato’s opinion exacerbation in society occurs because of private property. The interest to
material value is the main cause of pushing man to misdeed. Therefore, in an approximate just state should
not be private property. Labor process should be divided equally between the residents. Philosophers in the
state and military personnel can not be private owners. People, who are engaged in peasant farming, can be
small, private owners. Material prosperity is contradictory to four types of humanism. The lack of‘an.ideal
state of Plato is:

First, Plato recognizes every good deed in general. The unity and universality is absolute. But to the
state the unity is not so necessary, the state supports varied process.

Second, Plato considers that the aim of the state is to support general kindness, /and thus, take away
somebody’s possibility to be happy, including warriors. But if warriors lose happiness, then who will be
happy? Certainly, not handicraftsmen and it is well known that not all the sum of slaves. It is not benevo-
lence for Plato himself to be happy.

Third, Plato criticizes private property as source of social atrocity. Prosperity of an approximate just
state is not being a private property. To renounce private property is to deny the structure of the state.

The significance of Plato’s idea of perfect and just state is that he propounded the vision that the ruler
should govern the state based on the most available and effective mechanism to reach the common welfare of
all the citizens. Despite the fact, Karl Popper and other thinkers of XX—XXI centuries condemned Plato’s
philosophy, his works are invaluable in the historically of social-philosophy and political philosophy. His
ideas greatly contributed to the establishment and development of different sciences of these days.

The first great classic of political science is a Greek philosopher Aristotle, born in Stagirus in 384. He
had many interests, and many think that the myriad-of his interests shaped his political views and govern-
ment structure. Aristotle's «Ethics», «Politics» and «Oratory» remain three of his most relevant works. He
believed that society is a unity of noble and policy, and the law is the mechanism of its establishment. He
regarded the state as a broad form of political and social relations regulation. Family as the most basic unit
should take an active role in running the state. As the government is the main part of this family. Participa-
tion in a community is the natural end of the human. Aristotle's support of slavery as an institution is not sur-
prising. Keeping in line with his teleological reasoning, he believes that slaves are simply meant to be ruled
and used as tools or property. The work as a whole has been criticized for being disorganized and disjointed.
According to Aristotle, Plato’s the ideal state model was rather raw. There was one mistake that he advocat-
ed a social equality. Of course, it will lead to the limitedness. For example, if we consider the labor process,
there are various works as well as different results, but social product is equally separated. It is the matter of
common private property. The property is under governmental control, the community dependence the legal
institutions will increase and may lead to totalitarian or authoritarian rule.

The philosepher also'noted different forms of governmental authorities and showed their merits and
demerits. He supposed that the wealthy middle class must be at the head of the government. And on the other
hand he explains that it is impossible. This could be explained by the fact that in Ancient Greece socially
differentiation of society was very obvious, that’s why the people of wealthy middle class were rarely met.

Aristotle describes the government as the image of mercy. The government must be merciful to all clas-
ses of the community. In addition, education is regarded as another fundamental element for the success of
citizens. Morality and wisdom are qualities of the upper class. Aristotle strongly believed that the state as a
human has its integral part, such as the military and sacerdotal classes representing the body of the citizens.
Artisans, laborers and slaves are contributory organs. They fail to be great rulers by their nature. To sum up,
Aristotle’s belief that there are many hierarchies in nature, as well as his belief that those who are lower in
the natural hierarchy should be under the command of those who are higher. For he is a slave by nature who
is capable of belonging to another — which is also why he belongs to another — and who participates in rea-
son only to the extent of perceiving it, but does not have it. What is more, the economies of those times rest-
ed on slavery, and without slaves to do the productive labor, there could be no leisure for men to engage in
more intellectual lifestyles. People of Antique culture questioned the world from physic-philosophical
stance; they regarded themselves as physical objects of nature. But the objects had its distinctive qualities.
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For them, slave is an object of minor qualities. That is why selling, exchanging or hiring them was a typical
thing.

Aristotle has viewed ‘a property meet human needs and therefore it is important to equal them’ [5; 358].
The property is the primary tool of governmental power that should meet the community interests.

The thinker begins «Politics» with a discussion of the city-state. He prefers this smaller unit to a nation-
al state because his ideal government must allow all citizens to meet in a single assembly. The most basic
unit is actually the family, and households join together to form villages. Villages join together to form a
city-state, which is the ultimate form of association because it can be self-sufficient. ‘The development of the
city-state is natural, and moreover this kind of association is the natural end for the individual’ [5; 376]. His
famous concept says that a human is social and naturally political animal.

The government is a social community in its broad sense and regulator of political relations:"He be-
lieves that three institutions must obtain in a state to perform the three main functions: deliberative, executive
and judicial [5; 378].

After studying a number of real and theoretical city-state's constitutions, Aristotle classified them ac-
cording to various criteria: the most perverted and the less perverted, rich and poor, slaves and non-slaves,
mercy and non-mercy. Aristotle’s classification is both quantitative and qualitative. In the case the state is
determined by the number of persons who enjoy political power in the state, the second basis makes the dis-
tinction between the pure and perverted forms of state.

The state is a composite whole made up of many parts—the citizens who compose it. A citizen in the
proper sense of the term is one who shares in the administration of justice, andiin-offices. The citizen may be
different under each form of government. It is the holder of a definite office who legislates and judges. To
sum up, the citizen is the one who can run deliberative or judicial offices, be a military or representative in
community meeting.

Aristotle divides political forms of the power into numeral, qualitative and accumulated signs. Accord-
ing to numeral quality the state’s form reveals. On whose hand state’s power — one person or the majority,
in spite of it, it is possible being correct or incorrect. They will be rich and poor. The state is divided into the
rich, the wealthy and the poor. The large amount of the poor, the less amount of the rich people and division
according to the possession sign and quantity hasdnfluence on the forms of governmental authorities.There
are six types of political structures: the monarchy, the aristocracy, a polity are the correct forms of
government. They are individual power of the person, power of aristocrats. The correct form of the power
despite of people’s participation number<leads up to the general wellbeing. The form of the power which
opposes to the power nature is a tyranny, oligarchy and democracy. These types of management, in spite of
the amount of people participating in'the authority, don’t give the good results. Certainly, when Aristotle was
describing the forms of the state authority he mentioned the purposes of ruling class. The welfare depends on
how the head of the authorities sets the purposes.

Monarchy is the most ancient political structure. Aristotle divides the monarchy into patriarchal and ab-
solute monarchy considering the types of power. Monarchy is based on one person’s power. Such kinds of
people are seldom met in life. The main feature of such person is not recognizing the state laws and putting
themselves above others. It is impossible to make them obey the laws.

The aristocracy is the'good type of the state’s power. The aristocracy has little power; it is in the hands
of people who differ with their individual qualities. Therefore it is possible in society where people appreci-
ate the individual qualities of a man. The majority of aristocrats differing with their individual qualities was
noble men.

Polity (republic) — a majority rule. The majority’s general support is the army, therefore «the republic
consists of armed forces», «if the state’s power passes to the armed forces which obey the laws of the gov-
ernment then the functions of the government power leaves to the poor, of course, if they are ready». Do they
know the minority in the majority? Aristotle gave the right answer to this question. If the one of the majority
is less than aristocrats, they are worse than their members, and the entire majority is better than small amount
of people: «a lot of things is good, if all of them pay attention to one thing then all of them see it», but the
majority is widely developed, many people from the majority aim to get the power, the most rich man is the
best, therefore the power of the rich, of the good and of the suitable is not constant, mostly in such cases the
power does not appears as benevolent [5; 387.].

Aristotle is against the tyrannies: «tyrannies power doesn't coincide with human’s nature,» «it is not
honor to kill the thief, it is honor to kill tyranny» [5; 390.]. The oligarchy is like the aristocrats, it is a little
power of the rich but not of the suitable.
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The democracy is based on the law. «It is the worst and the main type of political structure». When the
question of democracy was raised, Aristotle subordinated the numeral principle to the people’s principle, in
many cases such power is devoted not only to the rich but also to the poor. Only the democracy as the repre-
sentative of the highest power can be the majority.

There is a close interconnection between the types of state structures. Oligarchy is not the majority’s
power, but it forms like someone’s power, turns into severity and forms the power of majority in the
democracy. The power barns in aristocracy or in the policy, one directs to oligarchy, the other to tyranny and
tyranny directs to democracy.

The state «is the inhabitants measure, it use itself to satisfy life’s requirementsy». Many people replace
them with material conditions, why they should serve to each other. But it is not the state’s purpose. It isn’t
keeping these people from mutual disagreement. The state carries out economic, legal functions and.forms
life conditions but «... the human being’s living together means not only to live, mostly todive happily and
therefore the purpose of the state is happy life»,«the state is the kind of majority life and its purpose is to
increase and provide happy life», «the state is the society of all members equality, and they are joined to-
gether to live a happy life».

There is a management theory in Aristotle’s treatise about state. That’s why the thinker emphasized: 1.
A state structure is identical with the state management’s order, and it is characterized with a’'supreme power
in the state and the Supreme power is in the hands of one man, of a small group or in the hands of majority.
If this man, a small group or majority rule the country considering social advantage,/then, of course, such
types of state management will be correct. But if they rule considering their own interests it won’t be prefer-
able. Every second must recognize it. Those who participate in the state relationship shouldn't be the citizen
of the country or they should be involved for the common benefit. 2. The monarchy management which in-
volve a common benefit we call the Royal power, the power of small group which consists of more than one
person is called Aristocracy, (it must be either because only the best must govern, or the main welfare of the
state may be involved there).

When the majority rule for a common benefit such type of all state management is called a polity
[5; 130, 131]. Therefore, the form of government depends on the people who do it. The thinker noted that
every capable man cannot be involved into the power. They are very useful for the state, but they don’t have
any possibility to make a decision themselves.

A variety of political structure is understood by complexity of state and a unity of different classes.
Each of the class has their own notion of‘happiness and the ways to get it. One class wants to be ruled by
king, and others dream about free political life. No matter what kind of state it is there is main reason about
«contradictions of right» and «contradictions of interests» in each state, therefore the noble, the free, the rich
people want to rule. That’s why various political structures appear by taking a place of the other’s.

Aristotle's works wasn’t directed only to policy and social life. He is a patriot. The state is the one way
to get to happiness for the philosopher. According to Aristotle, the state is a life style equal for all; social life
is on level of the well-founded life «a happy life environment» [5; 392]. The state serves just for the majori-
ty. According to Aristotle, justice is a general and total concept for everyone, it is good everyone, but it may
be only in the political life. Justice is a purpose of policy. The power and policy is a correct form to govern
the state in the aristocracy, because power’s aim is a common benefit, that’s, it serves to people’s desire.
Tyranny and oligarchy aren’t correct types of state power. They serve only their interest. Each person as a
member of society must be engaged into their own business.

In the conclusion, first of all Aristotle gave a comprehensive definition about a society, a right and a
family in the history of social philosophy. Secondly, he saw the idea of a sample, just state in mutual com-
munication between equal and free people.

We said that Aristotle is a patriot that’s why the state is natural and a lawful process to him. The person
is a political slave inborn. And the state promotes political abilities of the person. Besides, the thinker de-
fined right and wrong types of the state power.

We meet the words as a state, a right, a society in Epicure’s works. Epicure’s (341-270 B.C.) wrote in
his book «Principal Doctrines» about concept of justice. Epicure's philosophical outlook is directed to human
education and ethics. Too have the person as a nature’s achievement it is not an aim for a man to research the
nature. He came to a conclusion that man researches the nature in order to save his internal spiritual world.
What for? The aim of each person is to find happiness and it could be achieved only by fighting own fear of
natural phenomenon. That’s why Epicurus offered as a measure of welfare being blissfully happy. Taking
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pleasure is limited. The wise man should look at a person, at a society, at the state with favor but he must be
restrained.

The philosopher had the opposite view to the life. He thought people should get rid of political grip and
live free. That is why, Epicurus paid special attention to the liberty. According to Epicurus the liberty comes
from the intellect’s ability to choose. Liberty — is the necessity. Epicurus considers a right as a public
agreement. The main purpose of public agreement is a general security, where the overall safety of the peo-
ple provides the state power. The main function of the state is determined from this. As well as the right,
Epicurus considers justice to social harmony. According to Epicurus, fair and exemplary nature of society it
is a quiet life and being secluded from everything.

Sceptics. Pyrrho (365-275 B.C.). was the founder of scepticism. According to Pyrrho the only aim for
a man is to find mercy. So he denies knowledge and truth. He considers that it is a vain pursuit for-a.man.
Pyrrho raises theory of doubts on the first place. All kinds of knowledge are relative. Truth does not eXist.
All this he bases upon ethics.

Political researches of Ancient Greece thinkers weren't allocated as a separate subject and were con-
nected with philosophical and ethical ideas. In the history of social philosophy the man who was trying to
exempt political and legal thinking from religious and mythological pressure and trying to consider it from
the philosophical point of view, was the Roman thinker, politician Marcus TulliusCicero (106—43 's. BC). In
ancient Rome the law appeared as a separate science. During this period the complex of political-legal prob-
lems in the sphere of the theory of state and right was developed.

Cicero's works played a significant role in development of all Roman political opinion. His views were
dedicated in such works as «On the Republic» and «On the Law». The state, for Cicero is a special spiritual
and social unity of the people. Justice for them it is a general opinien and the principle of the public, where
the state is the achievement of the right.

Cicero defines State (republic) as a treasure, property of all the people (rest papule). At the same time,
he emphasizes that «people are joined together because of the natural need to be together and they are con-
nected with the right and common interests». Cicero sees the reason of state formation in the need of people
to live together. Saving property ownership is the reason of state formation. In Cicero's interpretation «ful-
filment of the right must be given to one or several selected people, or citizens must take responsibility on
themselvesy. In this regard Cicero designates such state functions as — royal society, civil society and peo-
ple society. Thus, Cicero was at the origin of the state legitimating concept.

Social and legal views the ancient eastern and western countries philosophers of were certainly the
foundation of modern civilization.
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D.K.Kusbekov

J.K.Kyc6ekon

ODJIEyMeTTiK-KYKBIKTBIK MeMJIeKeTTiH (PUI10COPUSIIBIK AJIFbIIIAPTTAPHI

Maxkanaga Epremeri IllpiFeic  OHIIBUINAPBIHBIH —~ KO3KapacTapblHaH Oactam  AHTHKAa  MOJACHHETI
OUIIBUIIAPBIHBIH JYHHETAHBIMBI KapacThIPbULIbL. MeMIIeKEeTTiH (HIOCOPUSIIBIK MoceeliepiMeH Karap,
QIICYMETTIK JKOHE KYKBIKTHIK CYpaKTaphl KEHIHEH TAIKbUIAH/IbI. 3aMaHayH KOFAMHBIH OOJIMBICHI a[aM3aTThIH
«banayibIK» NIAFbIHAH KaJaM aJFaHJIbIFbl dKOHE COJ JAJYIpAiH MYHHECTAHBIMBI AJIFBIIIAPT PETiHAEri OacTamMach
OOJIFaHIBIFBl 3€PTTEINAl. ABTOP MEMIICKETTIK KYPBUIBIMHBIH (YHIAMCHTANBIK HETI3iH JKOHE KOFaMJIaFbl
KapbIM-KaThIHAC PETTeY KaFWAaChIHbIH AaMyblH atan oTTi. COHbIMEH KaTap ap TYpJii Ke3eHJe MEeMJICKET HeH
a/1aM apaKaThIHACHIHBIH aCHEKTUICPiHiH O3eKTiTirHe TOKTa/IBI.

J.K.Kycbekos

Puiiocodckure NpeanochblIKUA COHAIBHO-TIPABOBOIO0 rocy1aperBa

B craree paccMoTpeHbl HayuHbIE€ B3IJIS/1bI U MUPOBO33pEHMS MbIcauTeneil HauuHas ¢ peBHero Bocroka u
AHTUYHOW KynbTypbl. Hapsnmy ¢ ¢umocopckumu mpobnemamMu TrocyqapcTBas aBTOPOM /MOAPOOHO Ipo-
aHAIN3UPOBAHEI CONUATIBHBIC U MPABOBBIE BOIPOCH! rocyapcTBeHHOCTH. OTMEHEHO, 9TOMCTOKH OBITHS CO-
BPEMEHHOTO 00IIeCTBAa HAYNHAIOTCS ¢ MH(OJIOTHUECKOTO MPEACTaBICHHNS, KOTOPOE OTPaKaJI0 ITepBOHAYATb-
HO€ MHPONOHHMMAaHHE YeJIOBEKa, ero OTHOLICHHE K MUpy U olmectBy. OcTaHaBIuBasch Ha (QyHIaMeHTab-
HBIX OCHOBAX IOCYJapCTBEHHOT'O CTPOS U NMPUHIMUIIAX PEryJIHPOBaHUS OOIIECTBEHHOTO Pa3BUTHS, aBTOP MO/~
YEPKHYJI aKTyaJIbHOCTb TEMBI B aCIIEKTE B3aUMOJICHCTBHS Ha Pa3HBIX 3Tanax ueoBeka M rocy1apcTBa.
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The problem of communicationin the context of national consolidation

The article examines the historical and philosophical approaches to the problem of communication. Its actual-
ity is connected with the Kazakhstan national identity as a defining factor of social status. The idea of open
and confidential dialogue constructibility in communication process is being founded as well. The research
task of building forms that serve as the language of communication in different social, political and cultural
systems is also beingactualized in the article.

Key words: philosophy, communication, dialogue, mutual understanding, national consensus.

Communication is of special interest for philosophy as forms of thinking and activity, universally valid
category and subjective intentions of individuals are concentrated in it. Difficulties in communication are
explained by definitions of this phenomenon as direct and indirect, direct and mediate. In direct communica-
tion people interact «face to face». The direct collectivity of human activity is carried out within this form.
But neither activity is reduced to the direct compatibility nor communication is to the direct contacts.

There are various subject and symbolic means that provide indirect communication between human in-
dividuals, relations of various human activities in social evolution process. The problems of social and cul-
tural development are largely determined by its increasing role in people's lives. Taking this fact into consid-
eration prevents the opposition and breaking concepts about activity and communication, communicative-
ness and productivity, compatibility and separation of people’s social life of people. The activity concept
focuses attention on the realization of human strength and the communication concept attracts it to the direct
and indirect connections of that strength. Both concepts reveal forms of movement, cooperation, translation
of human strength and abilities in social space and social time from different sides. The development of do-
mestic social science within dimensional approach in which the principle of labor division prevailed over
ideas of social processes have led to the simplified interpretations of communication and activity, i.e., com-
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