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TWO CONCEPTS OF CONSCIOUSNESS IN CONTEMPORARY ANALYTIC

PHILOSOPHY OF MIND
Key words: phenomenal mental and psychological mental, supervenience, qualia

Philosophy of mind is of the most significant branches in contemporary analytic philosophy. The
problem field of analytic philosophy of mind covers a variety of issues which are related to the es-
sence, origin and functions of consciousness. Expansion of mental duality concept is also connected
with this branch of philosophy. The essence of this concept lies in dividing mental on the phenomenal
and psychological mental. The first is a kind of consciously experienced state, the consciousness "in
the first person"; the second is the explanatory basis of behavior, consciousness "in the third person."
In turn, the phenomenal consciousness can be a qualitative or subjective. Phenomenal mental may
have, in turn, a qualitative or subjective character.

Taking the idea that the term "consciousness" has two important sense, it is possible to clarify the
main issues that arise in this subject area. First of all we are talking about the nature of consciousness.
Confusing of the two aspects of mental entails a lot of contradictions: in most cases, the researching
object is replaced with a narrower concept of "psychological mental" or "phenomenal mental".

The issue of psychological nature of consciousness lies at the intersection of neuroscience and
philosophy. However, the main difficulty is still in phenomenal mental. Contouring its borders con-
tributes to the gradual resolution of most of the difficulties that arise here.

It is most likely that the solution to mind-body problem lies in the area that is closely linked with
the position that mental naturally but not logically supervenes on physical. That is, for any substance in
our world the special structure of neurons which is exist in his body entails the existence of conscious-
ness. However, this assertion doesn’t mean that the consciousness has physical nature, it is only shows
that the foundation of mental experience is a complex set of neural networks, which is present in our
body. On the other hand, such a statement makes it possible reductionist explanation of the psycho-
logical concept of consciousness, but phenomenal aspects of it are still not amenable to reductionist
explanation.

Thus, the focus of attention of contemporary philosophical research of consciousness needed to replace
to the phenomenal aspect. Psychological consciousness must also be neuroscience’s subject of study.
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PHILOSOPHICAL COGNITION AND ARCHITECTURAL PLANNING
Key words: philosophical cognition, architectural planning, sociocultural context, aesthetic para-

digm, philosophical paradigm.

The article shows the results of comparative analysis of philosophical cognition and architectural
planning. The logic of comparative analysis methodology is specified by the activity and the external-
ist approaches within the philosophical cognition and architectural planning are activities inscribed
into a defined sociocultural context.

The result of the comparative analysis revealed the relative similarity of these activities. Firstly,
the subject of philosophical cognition and of architectural planning is a unity of subjective and objec-
tive, rational and emotional; the objectivism factors are social and cultural reality into which is in-
scribed the subject of philosophical cognition and of architectural planning, the paradigm of philoso-
phizing, aesthetic paradigm, or style - for architectural planning; in both cases, the significance of the
result is determined by the fact that the subject stands as the highest tension of emotional experience.
Secondly, the methodological strategy of both types of activity is the design, the reconstruction, the
deconstruction. Thirdly, the subject reality for philosophical cognition is becoming the ontological
model of reality created by the author, the basic concepts which are the data of the phenomenological
analysis, for the subject of architectural planning – the artistic reality, the system of artistic images, as
data of hermeneutic-connotative intentions.
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REFLECTIVE REMEMBRANCE IN THE FORMATION OF SELF
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purposeful sampling

This article aims to explicate and rationalize some of the procedures of mental operations with the
past in the context of the search for their basic identity. We distinguish two types of memory namely
psychological and reflective among the mechanisms of reproduction of the last. Psychological recol-
lection is spontaneously associative process and dependent on the nature of the situation of memory
updating. Reflective recollection is purposeful and appropriate prosses. The goal is to identify invariant
in personality temporary storage duration.

We believe that the reflective recollection is a set of mental operations that can be characterized
as purposive sampling, refining, together with the rationalization of the elements.

The results of the article can be considered as follows. Firstly, the author reveals the specifics of
reflective memory, given the characteristics of its operations. Secondly, the author showed that there is
an emotional introjection previous temporal states in the actual content of consciousness. Finally,
thirdly, the article demonstrated that the reflective recollection triggers in a person of his experience
acute existential.
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A FORMAL DEDUCTIVE PROOF OF EQUIVALENCE OF EVALUATIVE

MODALITIES OF MORAL GOODNESS, UTILITY AND PLEASURE WITHIN AN
AXIOMATIC SYSTEM OF EPISTEMOLOGY FROM THE ASSUMPTION OF A-PRIORI-
NESS OF KNOWLEDGE (An Axiomatic Definition of the Scope of Relevant Applying G. Moore’s
Doctrine of the Naturalistic Fallacies in Ethics)
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For the first time in scientific literature the equivalence of moral goodness, utility and pleasure is
derived deductively (formally) from the assumption of a-priori-ness of knowledge which assumption is
precisely formulated in artificial language of modal logics. Constructing the formal inference is ac-
complished within the framework of an axiomatic system of universal philosophical epistemology
making a synthesis of a-priori-ism (rationalism) and empiricism. Precise formulation of the used axiom
system is submitted and references to the previously published initial options of it are given. In com-
parison with the previous publications the system of axioms has underwent significant transformations
and additions. Concerning the paper under annotation first of all it is relevant to mention the addition
of evaluative modalities: “it is useful that q”; “it is pleasant that q”; “it is beautiful that q”, where q
stands for a proposition. Without deliberate introducing and precise defining the modalities of utility
and pleasure it would be impossible to obtain the main result of the paper.
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The paper exploits systematically the artificial languages and conceptual apparatus of contemporary
symbolic logics (the classical symbolic logic and the various modal ones). The first previously not published
new scientific result is submitting a formal deductive proof of/for the theorem  (G )) in the men-
tioned axiomatic epistemology system, where: p stands for a proposition; Ap stands for the modality “person
a-priori knows that p”; Gp stands for the modality “it is morally good that p”; Up stands for the modality “it
is useful that  p”;  the  artificial  symbols  and  stand for the binary logic operations “implication” and
“equivalence”, respectively. The second novel result previously not published elsewhere is constructing a
formal deductive proof of/for the theorem  (G )) in the mentioned axiomatic epistemology sys-
tem, where p stands for the modality “it is pleasant that p”. The third previously not published new scien-
tific result is submitting a formal deductive proof of/for the theorem  (U )) in the mentioned
axiomatic epistemology system. Accepting the definitions and formal deductive inferences submitted in this
paper means precise axiomatic defining (formal limiting) the scope of relevance of G. Moore’s doctrine of
the naturalistic fallacies in ethics.
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APPLYING OF THE THEORY OF FRAMES TO SOLVE THE PROBLEMS OF

PREMISED KNOWLEDGE
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The problem of premised knowledge wasn’t as relevant for philosophical studies 10-15
years as for modern Russian philosophy. There are many version of definition of the premise
knowledge and examples of solutions of its problems in the philosophical literature. Paradigm,
style of scientific thoughts, scientific views of the world, episteme are isolated by researchers.
Also you can meet such form of the premise knowledge as a priori forms, ordinary notions,
prejudices, etc. Forms of the premised knowledge can show you the premised knowledge in dif-
ferent sides. They help you to find more examples of solutions of premised knowledge problems.
The problem is there are no specific, individual examples of premise knowledge in our vocabu-
lary. Researching of theoretical constructs, which helps to solve the problem of premise knowl-
edge, becomes the main task for the researchers. Understanding of the premise knowledge and its
problem will be possible if you can understand its forms. The theory of frames is the theory that
enough developed in modern philosophy. There are many researches, papers on the theory of
frames in the field of philosophy, linguistics, cybernetics, sociology and others. The application
of the theory of frames from different areas of knowledge which should solve the problems of
premise knowledge is discussed in this article. I. Goffman was a founder of social-psychological
theory of frames. Cybernetic systems were considered by M. Minsky. Linguistic theory was
called by Charles Fillmore. The most generalized theory of frame was presented by V.S.
Vakhshtayn. The theory of frames becomes a "good" example of the explanation of the essence
of premise knowledge, but it would be a mistake to identify the premised knowledge with the
theory of frame. The system of frames and the premised knowledge are an independent system
with own structure, own definitions, concepts and characteristics. The frame should be allocated
as a form of premise knowledge. Understanding of the frame helps us to understand the nature of
this knowledge.
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THE NEW CONCEPT OF KNOWLEDGE PRODUCTION IN TECHNOSCIENCE
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safety

The paper analyses specific features of knowledge development on the contemporary stage of the sci-
ence evolution. It is revealed that postnonclassical paradigm of scientificity correlates with the stage called
“technoscience”. It is reasoned that in frames of the existing system of scientific knowledge classification
which includes natural, socio-humanitarian and technical sciences, technoscience cannot be referred to any of
these types of knowledge. Technoscience represents new concept of knowledge production, new socio-
technocratic discourse. Authors give the characteristic of the “technoscience” phenomenon with its’ basic
feature high socio-practical orientation. The peculiarity of technoscience is that its’ objects are not elements
of the Cartesian dualistic worldview, but so called “humane-dimension” objects. New stage of integration
between science and society is characterized by the methodology of transdisciplinary research. Transdiscipli-
nary research in comparison with interdisciplinary is distinguished by the life practice outcome; it is socially
distributed knowledge production. Knowledge is produced not only in the context of breakthrough and fun-
damental objectivation, but as well in the context of the assessed consequences of application (social assess-
ment of technology). It is highlighted that technoscience is referred to the activity in frames of which science
and technology are united (as a mixture or hybrid); technoscience is to be understood as a specific contempo-
rary phenomenon, a social technology of its kind. Philosophic analysis of the contemporary science trends of
development allows showing that science is no longer a matter of the armchair scientists, but an action in-
cluded to social practice. Fundamental research, technoscience and technology assessment convergently
interact. As a result, the new is not revealed, but is constructed in the space of interaction between science
and society. Since the subject of the technoscience is represented by complex self-developing systems includ-
ing a human being,  scientific activity begins to be regulated by additional  compared to traditional  science
ethical norms. There is a need to carry out additional reflection on scientific knowledge in the form of socio-
ethical expertise of models and projects, for example, in order to identify social risks. The paper shows that in
technoscience knowledge is produced not only in the context of revelation and fundamental grounding, but in
the context of the assessed aftereffect as well (social assessment of technology).
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FEATURES AND PROBLEMS OF MAX BLACK’S PERFORMATIVE COCNLUSION,

OR HOW TO  AVOID THE “GUILLOTINE”
Key words: Hume's Guillotine, performative, competence of participants, practical syllogism,

skepticism

The article views the Max Black’s solution of the Hume’s philosophical problem (Hume's Guillo-
tine) by using the performative conclusion. Max Black tries to show that performative conclusion can
help to provide the transition from factual “is” statements to “ought” statements. The article discusses
the contradictions of such solution which does not allow to consider it sufficient. M. Black claims that
transition from the “is” statements to “ought” statements is possible. Such transition is possible only in
performative aspect.

Our purpose is demonstration of the fact that this way of the decision is not satisfactory. There are
following contradictions which don't allow to reconcile a performative and logical implication. First,
from the factual statements can follow anything. Because, the “normal” context is defined by a regular-
ity and success of last cases. Second, the validity of the actual conditions is defined by characters and
their competences of the matter. Thus, it is possible to visualize two interconnected problems: the
problem of validity of performative statement and problem of the competences of the characters. This
problems don’t allow to overcome a gap between “is” and “should”. From the point of view that the
language is a practical activity M. Black’s approach has obvious advantages, but at the same time
doesn't resolve an issue as “performatives” can be statements of obligation.
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A SOCIETY WITHOUT DEATH OR THE HEGEMONY OF THE SOCIAL
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The influence of the accelerated pace of life to social relation to death in contemporary society is
considered in the article. Technology has liberated people from many routine tasks, leaving the possi-
bility of creative life for them. However, released for creativity time is being mercilessly destroyed in
society of consumerism and mass culture. Acute shortage of time creates a new image of society in
which death has no place. Forms of social learning of space expand, creating a social escapism which
is an escape from reality into the sphere of the social.

Death as the last bastion of reality is strongly ignored, and a society supports the socio-
psychological setting of continuous social activity and productivity, which contribute to belief in over-
coming of death, or social immortality. At the same time, society realizes the hollowness of such im-
mortality, because nobody is exempt from physical death. People begin to experiment with reality,
constantly generating new forms of duration: marriage is no longer seen as an eternal union, the work
is not a place to which man is bound all his life. Contemporary man has an unusually long life, using
countless possibilities.

Death is tabooed by both the acceleration of the pace of life and the growth of social in man. The
breach of the taboo puts the marginal position all humans, who are touched with a death. The largest of
this marginal groups are old-aged people. Being outside of the active social life, they inhabit «social
desert» of contemporaneity, in which life is too close to death. Because of this proximity to a death
old-aged people are exposed to all kinds of segregation and discrimination.

Aforesaid phenomena create a need for a kind of «thanatological reform», which will redefine the
social in terms of mass and infinite acceleration in the pace of life in favor of friendly cooperation and
temporal continuity. The reform involves changes in various areas: art, science, politics, law, educa-
tion. Breaking the taboo from the death marks the total freedom and responsibility, when people do not
simply increase the number of created forms, but fill them with qualitative content, for which they are
responsible. Thus, a society has a proper place for a death.
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The article touches upon the issue of adaptation mechanism of university organizational structures
under the conditions of market economy. The potential of adaptation mechanism is revealed. The au-
thors propose the idea that adaptability is based on the internal diversity of combined conglomerate
structures. The issue of adaptation is considered from the perspective of national higher education
systems. Transnational perspective of organizational structures transformation in higher education is
set out.

The author clarifies the specificity of horizontal and vertical differentiation, both related to intra-
structures and interconnection structures and relations (sectors, layers, sections and their hierarchy). It
is shown that the processes of horizontal and vertical differentiation promote the transformation of
higher education systems on the one hand and resist these transformations on the other hand. The au-
thor provides examples why certain bases and principles of organizational structures in higher educa-
tion (for example, organizational structure, where a department plays the role of a base) lose its vitality
and start to transform. A comparative analysis of horizontal and vertical differentiation of higher edu-
cation systems is carried out; the potential of differentiation in the dynamics of institutional growth in
the competitive environment of higher education is revealed.

In the conclusion of this article the author refers to the concept of «institutional comprehensive
university». It is stated that the nature of such university is similar to the nature of a holding company;
the principles on which the integral construction of a «comprehensive university» is based present the
principles of differentiation and formal equality. As it is shown in the article, these principles may be
hardly connected.

It is concluded that flexible, mobile, open organizational system of higher education may show
and use its abilities and adaptive mechanisms to a greater extent and degree. It provides a great oppor-
tunity of access to education, as well as the connection with labor market. In addition, this type of
system provides support for the elite function of university education - for research function.
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MYTH AND RELIGION: HISTORICAL AND SUBSTANTIAL ASPECTS OF

COMPARISON
Key words: religion, myth, sacral, transtsendention, metareality, discourse, superstition.

The authors view justification of situation according to which the radical identification or on the
contrary opposition of the myth and religion is incorrect is carried out in the article. It is shown that the
myth and religion have the general historical prerequisites and therefore they have substantial similar-
ity. So, the myth and religion use figurativeness and metaphoricalness in the course of expression of
sense, they contain ideas of sacral and perform similar social functions. Both the religion, and the myth
form ideas of metareality which acts as addition and a link of the phenomena of daily reality. But simi-
larity ascertaining does not exclude allocation and essential distinctions.

Originally the myth and religion represent syncretic unity, but at a certain stage of human evolu-
tion will be transformed to the autonomous phenomena capable both to supplement each other, and to
be in the denial relation. Their specifics are distinctly shown that they in their own way consider com-
munication between the produced metareality and the daily world, and also they use the special ways
of substantial self-expression.

So, if combination of metareality and the phenomena of actual existence in inseparable unity is
characteristic of the myth, then the religion differentiates them in autonomous and in something life
forms oppositional to each other. This division is reached because of most expressed ability of religion
to a transtsendention which in the myth remains in an undeveloped state. In turn it means that religions
from each other as if does not differ, ideas of transcendental sacral are their cornerstone. For the myth
existence of this component is optional, but invariable is only a figurative and symbolical way of its
substantial self-expression and the embodiment of mythological plots in daily occurrence events. That
is why the myth, substituting relationships of cause and effect associative and metaphorical, is present
at quality of a source of social manipulations or superstitions in all spheres of public life. In the same
cases when the religion incorporates the myth, she subordinates its figurativeness and metaphorical-
ness to the problems of evident expression of transcendental sacrality, thereby carrying out audit of the
myth up to radical change of its initial sense.

It is possible to draw a conclusion that the myth and religion form rather autonomous phenomena
of culture, in some characteristics considerably differing from each other. The evident and figurative
picture of the world of mythological consciousness is almost deprived transcendental and, respectively,
sacral measurement. On the contrary, the religion designs special area of sacred, transcendental reality,
and using for this purpose a discourse of mythology or doing without it.
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The paper shows that social constructivism, originally opposed to naturalistic essentialism, gets
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THE SPATIAL TOPOLOGICAL VECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE SOCIAL
NETWORKS ANALYSIS1

Key words: social network analysis, social topology, space and topology tools

The paper focuses on bringing to light the foundations and mechanisms of applying social topol-
ogy of space to studying such a direction of the network theory as the social network analysis.

Giving pride of place to the configuration of locations of social objects in real and symbolic
space, the space branch of social topology appears to be very close to SNA tasks aiming at the con-
struction and subsequent study of network structures.

The author claims that understanding the ontology of network objects as relationships between ac-
tors formed within the framework of the social network analysis implicitly contains the prerequisites
for applying the principles of social topology.

Meanwhile, the theory and practice of modeling the structures of social networks prove the appli-
cation of topological tools as a representational device rather than an effective analytical lens.

The main reason for involving the topology of space in this way is the obvious self-sustainability
of a specially developed set of analytical tools allowing the study of network objects in the context of
SNA interests.

Nevertheless, it should be noted that even such optional use of space topology potential enables
the researchers to find possible solutions to some key issues.

This article reveals the sufficient theoretical limitations of the network analysis and its spatial
topological vector by means of a thorough review of the main critical arguments put forward by soci-
ologists and addressed to SNA supporters.

Above all, these limitations are related to the statics of the constructs developed that fail to dem-
onstrate the dynamics and semantic completeness of human links.

The above mentioned theoretical inadequacy is thought of as on  of the reasons for a peculiar
split of network theory and stimulating its further development in alternative directions.
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In the spotlight - The idea of creation ex nihilo, which is a dogmatic thesis of Christianity. The
notion of "creaturely nothingness" is analyzed on the basis of a comparison of metaphysical and post-
metaphysical discourses. Metaphysical discourse is represented by the doctrine of Sofia Russian phi-
losophers Vl. Soloviev and S. Bulgakov, and a meditation on the nature of the denial of S. L. Frank;
post-metaphysical discourse – the concept of differance Jacques Derrida. The goal is to show how the
idea of creation ex nihilo provoked new formats of philosophical discourse, and also to trace back the
process that occurred in the period of post-metaphysical turn in philosophy: what impact did the cri-
tique of classical metaphysics, in particular, the project deconstructivist Jacques Derrida, on ways of
thinking about the ideas of creation?

It is shown that the difficulty of the Christian understanding of "creation" as a concept that it is,
marking the creation of the world, itself does not belong to this world. Creation is a trait that separates
Creator and creation. On the one hand, belongs to the Creator, but not co-eternal to Him. On the other
hand, means the beginning of creation, its cause, but does not belong to the creation as its result. In this
problem the interface point between the divine and the creaturely there is opinionto as the doctrine of
mediation between Creator and creature. Using the model of pan-EN-theism in the definition of its
basic concept "positive unity", Solovyov connects the tradition of pantheism in the understanding of
God and the dogma of the Holy Trinity. As a result, Absolute as Neoplatonists, received his dual na-
ture: Absolute, not involved in the world and Absolute, involved in the world.  Soloviev defined the
second as "first matter", "soul of the world", Sophia – Wisdom of God , which will be the intermediary
between the Creator and creation. In this case, it is the perfect essence of creation already contains in
Sofia as a certain ideal base of God. Revealed that inappropriate attitude to Solovyov's notion of "de-
nial" has led to charges of pantheism.

It was also revealed that, despite the efforts of Bulgakov through the idea of creation to give
sophiology maximum Christian character, he ultimately dissolves the concept of creation in the divine
essence. The solution is found in thinking Frank about antinomical the coincidence of the Creator and
the creation. As a result, the reinterpretation of the nature of the meta-logic of negation as a positive
ontological structure.

The result suggested that the heterogeneity created and uncreated aspects of Sofia comes from the
impossibility to solve this problem by using the classic metaphysical resource. It is proposed to use
post-metaphysical tradition, for example, the understanding of J.Derrida "nothing" as distinguishing
beginning.

On the one hand, this understanding nothing is the image and likeness of the infinite divine per-
formance of denial, creating the world and giving him the freedom of conceptualization. On the other
hand, it underlines that the creature exists due to the denial of God-His nature.
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Law is a complex socio-philosophical, philosophical-legal concept, substantive assessments
which aim to give experts many schools and directions. Finding various General and special categories
such as the theory of law and legal reality allows one to install as their base of humanistic installation
about freedom and equality of all people before the law.
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Right is a form of social existence of man and society, which enshrined the idea that man and so-
ciety need to preserve their integrity against internal and external destructive forces. Based on univer-
sally accepted norms of universal humanistic attitudes, the right is intended to regulate and to regulate
the existence of civilized communities, to provide not only a social discipline, but the freedom of citi-
zens, to defend the interests of both the state and the individual.

Currently, the concept of "right" and "humanism" reveals in close interaction and interdepend-
ence. Humanistic fullness, addressed the ethical law and the meaning and value of humanism began to
define the practical sphere of legal relations. The problem is that even at the level of theoretical under-
standing of humanistic values and ideals are getting extremely broad interpretation, therefore, the im-
plementation of humanistic attitudes in politics is doomed to disorder and conflict. But, it is in human-
ism might establishment of the Foundation, which will allow to realize the principles of real
democracy, good will, cooperation and dialogue, peace and tolerance. General pre-condition of this is
a humanistic dialogue at the level of ideological and philosophical differences. The decisive role in this
belongs to philosophical reflection, unity of centrifugal and centripetal intentions of human thought.
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It was the Soviet philosopher Mamardashvili who has put into the question the self-evidence of
the notion of the structure (episteme) by Foucault. By answering to the question what the structure is,
Mamardashvili said, the structure is the possibility of the succession of other possibilities.
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To compare Foucault’s and Mamardashvili’s works seems to involve some risks. The major dif-
ference between them the scholars see in the question of the Enlightenment.  Mamardashvili saw the
role of the Enlightenment in the modernity as a progressive one, and Foucault, in opposite, as a regres-
sive.   But we can say that  against  all  evidence the notion of the episteme by Foucault  is  placed on a
special level of the critique. Foucault speaks not only about the crisis of the Cogito, but about new
opportunities to think the philosophical classics. The same thing said Mamardashvili, interpreting the
works of Descartes or Kant. It is wrong to associate the modernity with just a temporal dimension. The
modernity both by Mamardashvili and Foucault includes the past. And this past is not any accumula-
tion of errors, but as a way to think the conditions of the thought.  This method we call – together with
Sartre – a progressive-regressive one and we oppose it to the dialectic.

The dialectic wants we consider the necessity as a negation of the freedom. We see that by Fou-
cault, the necessity (apriori) has nothing to do with the freedom. The freedom is seldom a sign of the
historical necessity, said he. And Mamardashvili spoke seldom about the freedom, but the freedom is
the necessity of the conscience of the historical freedom, said he. So, the freedom is a kind of historical
necessity by both of them.  Mamardashvili and Foucault both proved that it is necessary to think the
Cartesianism not only as a phenomenon of the remote past, nor a stage of the history of sciences. To
think about Descartes is to think about the necessity of the presence of the conscience (mathesis) in the
world and to think the world as a structure.
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This research is devoted to the analysis of the juridical relativism and its grounds in H. Kelzen’s
philosophy of law, presented in A. Didikin’s article  “Hans Kelzen’s Philosophy of Law: relativism
and rethinking of causality”. H. Kelzen’s principle of normativism (“pure theory of law”) is analyzed
in the context of Plato’s “basic principle of legislation” on the basis of normative dogmatism of the
latter. The authors came to the conclusion that the principle of legal relativism and principle of norma-
tive dogmatism are an essential unity, as norm dogmatism as an essential form structuring social con-
text undergoes constant changes, which are determined by convention.

In the contemporary philosophy of law the idea of normativism as “pure doctrine of law” (Kel-
zen) is one of the acute and demanded in connection with the problem of interaction of following the
rule and norm interpretation. H. Kelzen’s principle of relativism can be considered as one of the possi-
ble variants of Plato’s normative dogmatism, which is apparently based on the principle of normative
syncretism. That is why, H/ Kelsen refers accidents, misfortunes, fate, chance to principle of causality.
Hence, normative syncretism is a state of Subject’s legal consciousness, which preceded segregation of
principle of causality, which determined eligibility both of legal relativism and of normative dogma-
tism conditioned by norm archetype: there must be that (it is not important what) what is appropriate.

Also, the authors formulate and prove the supposition that the dichotomy of being and obligation
is the main condition of legal norm existent.  Comparing Plato’s approach to legislative organization,
its role in state’s existence and H. Kelsen’s conception of legislation the authors analyzed the idea of
the international legacy in the context of international war and state’s independence.
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THE PHENOMENON OF FREEDOM IN THE CONTEXT OF THE HUMAN PERSON

IN THE GREEK PATRISTIC
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Attitude towards freedom creates two fundamentally different directions in the articulation of the
key ideas for understanding the phenomenon of the human person, to issue in the Latin West and the
Greek East.

Representatives of the Greek patristic express a specific unanimity in the negative interpretation
of freedom, which receives the name of «disastrous» and is perceived as the source of sin and the root
of all  evil.  Libertas is  interpreted as a test  to overcome that  man was not capable of.  As an example,
many thinkers turn to the Old Testament story of the Fall of Adam.

In Greek patristic gradually formed a firm conviction that freedom is destructive to human per-
sonality and spiritual development. Therefore, the foundation of ascetic practices, rooted in the IV
century kin, is the fixation of attention on cutting off their own will, the subject, which is dedicated to
a significant body of literature of the period. Freedom is not fraught with the danger to humans when
fed by God as spiritual growth.

However, the freedom and the location of the heart in representatives Cappadocian schools is a
necessary condition not only to every good work, and spiritual development.

In the treatises of thinkers of the patristic period postulated freedom from fear, and there is a new
concept of «fear of God», that is, sin and failure to follow the commandments.

However, in the Greek patristic there are opinions that stand out from the canvas thinking about
the phenomenon of freedom in the context of understanding the human person: the denial of freedom
within the boundaries of the world partite (Isaac the Syrian), the idea of freedom from suffering (Eph-
raim of Syria).

The concept of Maximus the Confessor loss of true freedom, that is integrity, which is the core
image of the personality, led to the fall of man.

General at the western and eastern representatives of patristic is the idea of freedom from attach-
ment to the world and all that fills it.

In the works of Western thinkers of the patristic period, in the context of the individual key advo-
cates question the relation of divine grace and free will, the Greek - is the central idea of his own will
to achieve eradication and desire to live according to God's will. Disclosure of the ontological founda-
tion of human existence, the essence of personality in man, identifying the internal foundations of his
personality is possible only if the full elimination of their own will, and that is equivalent to the abso-
lute understanding of freedom as such.
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The article reviews Mukhtar Auezov's works as a source of studying gender relations in the Kazakh so-
ciety of the early 20th century. The conceptual views of Mukhtar Auezov on gender relations in traditional
Kazakh society, the need for the formation of gender consciousness through changing attitudes towards
women in their position in the family and society are revealed. A woman according to the concept of M.
Auezov is the main influencing force that shapes the consciousness of the younger generations. Only a
change in the position of a woman from a person dependent on religious dogmas to freedom of expression of
will,  freedom of choice,  love and active social  activities that  allows him to become equal with a man will
allow the new generation of children free from patriarchal attitudes.

The article reviews Mukhtar Auezov's works as a source of studying gender relations in the Kazakh so-
ciety of the early 20th century. The conceptual views of Mukhtar Auezov on gender relations in traditional
Kazakh society, the need for the formation of gender consciousness through changing attitudes towards
women in their position in the family and society are revealed. The concept of "woman - everything began"
sounds like a call for the liberation of women from the stereotypes of female defectiveness. The personality
of the woman is the most important factor of the cultural and spiritual and moral development of society,
which allows to form the consciousness of future generations of children.

Through the attitude of the Kazakh intelligentsia to the position of women, an understanding is
revealed of the need for retransmission of gender consciousness and gender relations, which are intro-
duced from cultural religious stereotypes of other societies. The idea of changing the national gender
relations is based on the understanding of the change in the gender psychology of the woman herself,
reflected in the gender consciousness.

Relations based on spiritual and moral principles, where a woman in a society takes a place next
to a man, and not only in a narrow circle of the family hearth that is burdened with nothing but routine,
will expand her horizons and inspire her to devote her life to the cultural development of the society
and its spiritual growth. The concept of M. Auezov "Woman - everything began" does not lose its
relevance even in the modern period of state development. The ideas put forward by the thinker can be
viewed as a national program for the development of Kazakhstan's society, in which an important role
is assigned to activating women in public and political life and creating conditions for their equal par-
ticipation at all levels of the state administration system.
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The article considers the social philosophy of S.L. Frank from the point of view of mysticism.
The phenomenon of mystical  experiences is  explored by a wide range of related sciences that  in one
way or another affect the activities of human consciousness - such sciences as religious studies, sociol-
ogy, philosophy, linguistics, psychology, neurophysiology, cognitive science. "Mysticism" is that
sphere of human life in which we do not find unambiguous definitions of its content, because of this
specificity, every researcher of the phenomenon of "mystical" uses that interpretation that seems to
him most adequately reflecting the reality of the phenomenon being studied. This reason opens up
prospects for an interdisciplinary study of mysticism. A complex phenomenon in mysticism can be
identified a number of aspects, one of which - social - and this article is devoted.

In the social philosophy of S.L. Frank, we discover the doctrine of a certain community "We" as a
special form of being, which reveals to us a genuine unity, hiding behind the many private "I". At the
same time, the analyzed S.L. Frankly, the importance of the unifying moment in interpersonal interac-
tion, which precedes any single human "I", is revealed in modern sociological and philosophical
thought as a constitutive feature of social relations, which allows us to look at the teachings of SL from
a new angle. Frank about the conciliarity. On this basis, on the one hand, we can talk about the social
dimension of metaphysics, indicating at the same time the ontological devices of the universe (the
static aspect of the given, the image of the staircase), and on the other hand, just about the social di-
mension of the mystical in philosophy. Frank, trying to point to the dynamic aspect (the image of a
moving escalator), a person's access to a living reality that can be discovered and experienced by every
person as the moment of the true being "We". Thus, the teaching of S.L. Frank about the catholicity as
the true structure of society, can be regarded as the teaching of the mystical deep field of human inter-
action, through which the perspective of the relationship between the Society and the Absolute opens.
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The study is devoted to the formation of Soviet culture and ideological metanarrative in Russia.
The inclusion of the anniversary of the two revolutions of 1917 in the social and political discourse
testifies to the continuing interest of political elites in the reproduction of memory politics scenarios
similar to Soviet commemorative practices. The article describes the mechanisms of the formation of a
new ideological and symbolic space of the Soviet state. The key aspects of the construction of Soviet
identity and the role of visual and artistic means in the ideological framing and legitimation of political
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power are revealed. The continuity of Soviet commemorative practices in modern memory politics in
Russia is traced. The change in the political regime in Russia is accompanied by the appearance of new
Soviet state holidays, which in form resemble the rituals of the old regime. A special role is played by
the symbolic means of representation of political power, which reflect the state ideology in the space
of mass culture. The celebration of the First of May, the Day of the October Revolution and the Vic-
tory Day, along with the introduction of the New Year, mass parades and the Constitution Day, be-
comes an integral part of the symbolic politics of the Soviet state. Traditional values in new forms of
mass education, reflecting Soviet social realities, were maintained in order to save the loyalty to the
new "popular" regime. A case of Sevastopol as a discursive platform in which the mythopanorama of
the city was realized full of collective memories of the Soviet and imperial periods that supported state
identity, is considered. It is concluded, that the actualization of the events of the beginning of the twen-
tieth century in the state holiday discourse contributes to the consolidation of the national community
of Russia. The author emphasizes that the appeal of the power elites of modern Russia to the resource
of the collective past makes studying the symbolic practices of legitimizing power in the Soviet period
urgent.
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1960-th year became the year of Africa since then, many countries on the continent gained inde-
pendence. Though it should be noted, that both the former colonizers and the United States sought to
have influence in Africa, controlling the most important spheres of life in the new States. France had
adopted the doctrine of "Françafrique" (Françafrique). The gist of it was that "leave but stay", that is,
to maintain their influence in the former colonies, giving the latter a semblance of independence. In the
United States was undertaken in weapons doctrine "new frontier" or "new frontiers". At the heart of it
lay the idea that the United States will support the struggle of new States from the remnants of coloni-
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alism, but the United States will need to seek further ideological influence on OMONa-structure of the
inhabitants of Africa. Was even proclaimed the slogan "Africa for Africans". It should be noted that in
the realities of the early 1960s, African States should not be seen merely as a passive object of foreign
policy activity of the USA and the former Colo-nization. The African countries, at least, had a choice –
the choice of an influential ally in this case. Moreover, it could become not only France and the United
States and the Soviet Union (by the way, these States re-ry is not exhaustive!). Thus, the subject person
regardless of their desire/reluctance had to start to bribe the "object" (how great was that bribery is not
so important  – the main thing is  that  instead of unilateral  pressure was a bargain!).  Note also that  in
many respects the relationships that had often referred to as the "niokolo-nialism" was supported by a
powerful ideological and political growth in new African States (such events always cause a rise in the
humanitarian sphere). In the first years of independence began asset-but to develop the idea of pan-
African unity, and the concept of African-sky socialism, and negritude.
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The first half of the XX century was marked by the rapid development of the Labour parties, not
only in Europe but all over the world. Established by trade unions to ensure representation of the inter-
ests of employees in legislative bodies, they have become key political institutions in a number of
Western countries. However, in recent years the global trend towards weakening the level of electoral
support for the Labour parties can be noticed. So, since 2010 they have not been able to win the major-
ity of seats in the House of Commons of Great Britain. In Australia, the Labour Party has been in op-
position since 2013, and in New Zealand – since 2008. In 2017 Netherland’s parliamentary elections
ended with a devastating defeat of the Labour Party. In Norway, a similar party lost the parliamentary
majority in 2013. The sustainability of this trend allows to suggest the hypothesis about the global
crisis of Labour parties, which is likely to continue in the near future.

The article is an attempt to find the causes of the above-mentioned crisis. According to the au-
thors, the first reason is the evolution of the Western model of material production. The decline of
employment in the industrial sector, the reduction of the number of working class members, as well as
the harmonization of labor-capital relations cause the situation, when voters don’t need parties which
represent labor’s interests any more. The second reason is connected with the weakening  of the west-
ern trade unions, which have always been the main sources of financial support and the most important
strategic partners for Labour parties. The third problem is the discrepancy between the Left Labour
ideology and the modern challenges facing Western civilization. In particular, the Labour party took
quite a soft position on the immigration crisis and the terrorist threat hanging over many European
countries. In addition, modern programs and slogans of Labour, always distinguished by a certain
degree of populism, can no longer find the same response from the pragmatical Western voters. Fi-
nally, the fourth factor of weakening of the electoral support of Labour parties can be the lack of char-
ismatic political leaders ready to take the lead of the labor movement at the world and national levels.
The authors of the article believe that at the moment there are no strong reasons to believe that the
problem of low political support of Labour parties will be overcome.
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tions of medical students

The article analyzes the social and individual characteristics of medical students from different
regions of Russia, which have the greatest impact on their professional socialization. The motives of
the choice of the profession of students of medical schools are considered, which as the main indicate:
prestige, the social status of the medical profession in society; Interest in work; Desire to help people;
family traditions. The choice of the learner depends on his empirical experience. If, before entering the
university, young people choose a medical specialty for their studies according to their own ideas
about the profession, then in the process of studying at the university, serious changes occur in the
university towards a more rational interpretation of the profession. At the heart of the professional
motives of medical students are such markers as prestige, the social status of the doctor (medical
worker) in society; Creative and interesting work; Desire to help people; Family traditions (dynasty) of
the  profession  of  a  doctor.  The  example  of  professional  activity  of  parents  -  medical  workers,  has  a
significant impact on the choice of specialty for teaching and vocational guidance among students
studying in medical specialties in medical educational organizations. In conclusion, the author con-
cludes that young people choose to study medical specialty in terms of romantic ideas ("creative and
interesting work", "childhood dream"). However, in the process of training in a medical educational
organization, as you grow up, a reassessment of values takes place. Young specialists expect the future
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work place to present an interesting activity in the field of high-tech medicine, the opportunity to gain
experience and professionalism, a high level of income and the status of the profession. As far as pro-
fessionalisation, the hope for the opportunity to get all graduates into modern, equipped organizations
goes. Some students of medical schools and colleges come to the realization that the level of income
will not satisfy the needs, correspond to the complexity and responsibility of the work. Therefore, in
the current conditions of shortage of personnel in healthcare, it is extremely important to support the
professional orientation of students and young professionals, taking into account their individual needs
and expectations from work.
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The digitalization is seen as an irreversible destiny for the humankind, and distinguished scientists
expect the future to be tightly connected and saturated with digital technologies (for instance, Lyotard
1998, Bell 1999, Lyon 2013 etc.). However, not much is known about critical shifts, which have oc-
curred in social, cultural and economic domains, and the future perspectives of digitalization seem
obscure.

The current article is aimed at describing the phenomenon of «digitalization» from socio-
economic perspective and educing the main features of the digitalized society. The article includes two
parts. Firstly, the historico-philosophical theory of French professor Pier Levy is considered in detail.
P. Levy (1997, 1998) has set forward the theory of four anthropological spaces, which includes the
«earth», «territory», «commerce» spaces and the modern «knowledge space».

The knowledge space we are living in is characterized by the mass usage of technological apps,
the inclusion of humans in innovation networks, the rise in collective intelligence, the replacement of
material relationship to the world by more epistemological one, the refusal of geographical references,
and by the constant redefinitions of the human identity via adjusting to the changing and fragile envi-
ronment, which is becoming more and more digitalized.

The second part of the article is devoted to the analysis of the impact of digitalization on the
economic sphere. The latest book written by the economist Prof. Klaus Schwab «The Fourth
Industrial Revolution» (2017) serves as a guide to the new digital economy. Klaus Schwab high-
lights such characteristics of modern society, which in many respects goes in parallel with
Levy`s theory, as interconnectedness, knowledge access, growing capabilities to storage and
receipt information, constant transformation of the economic sector, global extension of the
changes, the emergence of global society, and the collective future for all the people. Besides,
Prof. Schwab highlights that in case of three industrial revolutions, which preceded the Fourth
one (the 1st revolution of 1760th-1840th, the 2nd revolution of the late 19th-early 20th century, and
the 3rd revolution of the 1960th-1990th), the main consequence of them was the growing mecha-
nization of the work process but not the absolute automatization of it. That means that the Forth
industrial revolution creates the base for the replacement of human employees by the digital apps
in the sphere of physical work and even in some areas of knowledge economy, which creates
risks for the future labor market and the future economy on the whole.
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AND CHINA: MOTIVATION AND SOCIAL CONCERNS OF THE LOCAL POPULATION
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This paper examines the problems of interaction of the subjects of the Baikal region with Mongo-
lia and China in a new geopolitical situation. The analysis is based on the results of a sociological
survey carried out in 2015-2016 in Irkutsk Oblast, Republic of Buryatia and Zabaikalsky Krai (ques-
tionnaire survey, in-depth interviews and focus-group discussions). Social consequences of interaction,
concerns and motivation of the local population in collaborating, addressing the social problems of the
region have been analyzed. The author has come to a conclusion about positive prospects of further
interaction. The paper exposes cooperation constraints, such as statutory and regulatory factors (short-
comings in the Russian border legislation, including the absence of a federal bill on borderland territo-
ries), infrastructural constraints (failure to meet international standards of transport, customs and bor-
der infrastructure, unpreparedness to host large numbers of tourists), strategic factors (domination of
trade and economic direction of cooperation, emphasis of international trade on raw materials), and
budgetary constraints (insufficient federal funding by the federal center of the internal development
and addressing of social problems of the local population of the subjects of the Baikal region). It ex-
poses concerns associated with negative consequences of cooperation, such as prospects of HPP con-
struction on a tributary of the Selenga in Mongolia and development of tourism on the shore of Lake
Baikal threatening the environmental state of the unique lake, long-term lease of lands to foreign citi-
zens, failure to comply with the environmental norms in forestry and agriculture, increase of migration
flows to the transboundary areas of the Baikal region. The author concludes that actions should be
taken in order to increase the motivation of the local population in cooperation with the neighboring
countries, such as the increasing the living standards in the region, creating preferential conditions for
the development of entrepreneurship and business in the borderland regions, building up social sphere
and infrastructure, equipping customs stations.
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The article deals with the study of the problem of the definability of fundamental legal concepts,
in particular, and the evaluation of the place of the theory of definition in modern jurisprudence, as a
whole. The critical arguments of Peter Hacker against the dominant in analytical legal philosophy
approach to the definition of the legal concepts of Herbert Hart are presented and analyzed. It os
shown that both Bentham’s position and Hart’s arguments against the definition of per genus et differ-
entiam are invalid, since there is no reason to think that paraphrastic definition or truth-conditional
definition are uniquely suited to the definition of fundamental legal or normative concepts. The transla-
tion into Russian P. Hacker’s «Definition in Jurisprudence» is presented in appendix.
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