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ECONOMIC THEORY AND HISTORY OF ECONOMIC THOUGHT

1. Introduction

The problem of the state�society interaction at the present
historical stage of existence of human communities can be to
a significant extent objectively defined and explained subject
to: a) a clear understanding of the essential nature and featu�
res of such phenomena as society and state (common and
specific); b) understanding of the dialectic of mutual relations
and mutual influence of the state and society; c) consideration
of the status of socio�political transformations and moder�
nization of, in particular, Ukrainian society in the context of the
world integration and globalization processes. We have
already addressed this topic in some of our publications [4].

There is much in common between the state and society
while they differ in many matters of detail. What such notions

of different orders as «society» and «state» have in common is
that they are determined in time and necessarily situationally
conditioned; they are associated with the individual (perso�
nality) and large human communities (social media), and they
are interdependent and constructively determine social
progress on the whole.

At the same time, there is a principal difference between
society and the state as phenomena, which fundamentally
differentiates them in terms of the essence, nature, functional
purpose, way of functioning, effect on human life, etc.

Society in the widest, simplified and generalized form rep�
resents a large population of people who unite to live together
and satisfy certain needs and interests, and in a broader,
philosophical sense it is «a relatively stable system of social
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ties and relations among people based on joint activities that
has developed in the course of historical evolution and is
aimed to reproduce material conditions of existence and to
satisfy needs» [5, 433].

Just as the notion of society, the notion of state also has
many definitions with experts considering it in substantial,
attributive, institutional and international senses. In the
attributive sense (explanation) it is, in particular, «an arrange�
ment of certain social relations, an official order of a certain
society, its formalization» [15, 185]. More exactly: a state is
«sovereign, political and territorial organization of power of a
certain portion of the population in a socially heterogeneous
society that has a special administrative and enforcement
machinery, as well as exercises administration of society�
wide affairs» [Ibid.].

Meanwhile, there are many specific features of the state
as a holistic, living organism, which are, unfortunately, often
disregarded when considering the essence of contemporary
states. Already philosophers of antiquity noticed and tried to
substantiate them. «State, – according to the definition of, in
particular, Aristotle, – is not a common place, established for
the prevention of mutual crime and for the sake of
exchange… Such a community can only be established when
there is intercourse for the sake of a perfect and self�sufficing
life» [2, 461�462]. And Cicero explained the emergence of the
state by the propensity of people to live together and the need
to solve, through joint efforts, the problems that they are
unable to solve without assistance. This is a somewhat simple
but still extremely apt explanation.

2. Brief Literature Review

At the time, such noted philosophers, historians, socio�
logists as N. A. Berdyaev, N. V. Ustryalov, P. B. Struve,
P. A. Florensky, P. A. Sorokin, P. I. Novgorodtsev, N. S. Ti�
mashev, S. І. Gessen, M. M. Alekseev and others pointed out
that the state «has its own life and its own logico�philosophi�
cal laws that should provide the basis for its building and
development» [3, p. 8]. Such Ukrainian and Russian scholars
as H. V. Atamanchuk, E. A. Afonin, V. D. Bakumenko, O. L. Va�
levskyi, B. A. Hayevskyi, M. F. Holovatyi, V. M. Kniazev,
O. O. Kucherenko, M. M. Lohunova, V. Y. Malynovskyi,
I. F. Nadolnyi, O. Y. Obolenskyi, V. A. Rebkalo, V. E. Roma�
nova, V. L. Romanova, Y. P. Surmin, V. V. Tertychka,
V. A. Shakhov and others also comprehensively analyze the
same issues but in the context of the current status of state�
hood. Ukrainian scholar I. S. Bakhov writes about them in
many of his publications [22].

3. Purpose.

To present author approach towards conceptual founda�
tions and social determination of state and society coun�
teraction on modern stage for the benefit of citizens.

4. Results

It is common knowledge that in the course of studying
the theoretical foundations of the state two basic approa�
ches are applied to examination of it, of its status and pur�
pose: the artificial (axiomatic) approach – when the concept
of the state is based on a given axiom, and the natural
approach – when the state is regarded just as a form of exis�
tence of man and society. It is clear that the natural approach
should certainly be used in the context of the society – state
relationship problem (Aristotle, Plato, G. W. F. Hegel, I. Kant
and others).

It is important to keep in mind that under the natural
approach to consideration of the phenomenon of the state
the ethical principle of the emergence and functioning of
the state takes center stage anyway (rather than simply its
form, for ethical principles have been and remain the natural
basis for living together, relationship of people in the state.
T. O. Butyrska notes that the state and morality «serve as the
sole form of regulation of relations among people» [3].

In this particular case, when the focus is on the ethical
aspect of the state, organization of the semantic form of the
state comes to the forefront rather than simply its fairly sim�
plified identification, let’s say, with a political regime, political
system, authorities or economic organization.

Speaking of the natural approach to the essence of
the state we also pay special attention to the fact that, accor�
ding to O. O. Dzhuraeva, it is also a case of statics and dy�
namics of the state’s being. We always resort to statics just
when we describe the state as a society organized in a state
(the machinery of the state, its qualitative characteristics,
political system, territory, etc.), while we refer to dynamics all
that imparts a vision, an understanding of how exactly the
state acts, changes, develops, and serves its social purpose
[7, 4].

Crucially, the state as a form of society organization
should consolidate society, resolve the contradictions it faces,
get over crisis situations, use efforts to satisfy citizens’ needs,
and ensure their social and other protection. Alongside this,
especially in recent times, individual states have played in fact
a destructive role, when they predominate over society, try to,
if not, governmentalize society, penetrate into all its spheres,
which quite often leads to certain destruction of the social
organism on the whole.

In this day and age, the state on the way toward maximum
democratization of life and social relations is destined to be
not only the leader or the manager of innovative changes but
also to be concerned about maximum reduction of pressure
on all social, political and economic processes. That is to say,
the state’s ability to transform itself is of greater importance.
Such scholars as R. V. Balaban, I. F. Kuras, F. M. Rudych,
S. H. Ryabov and many other experts have recently put in�
creasing emphasis on it in Ukraine.

For study and analysis purposes, the structural and
dynamic approaches assume greater and substantive signifi�
cance compared with the state. In the former case, society
represents and is regarded as a complex structured «organic
unity», while in the latter the social environment is marked by
diversity of social processes. In other words, society is a more
dynamic and mobile essence. This refers to that «social
dynamics», which is determined by the value system, culture,
and spirituality.

But for all that the phenomenon of «society» is ambiguous
and even rather controversial. Theories that became the most
popular already in the 20th century were those explaining
society as «mass consumption society» (W. Rostow), «service
society» (J. Fourastie), «third wave civilization» (A. Toffler),
«technetronic society» (Z. Brzezinski), «post�industrial capi�
talism» (R. Helbronner), «information society» (Y. Masuda,
D. Bell), «welfare society» (W. Beveridge), «adequate stan�
dard of living society» (D. Peters, J. Bergman), «information
and high technology society» (J. Naisbitt) and others [6].

Since the state and society are interdependent and inter�
influential, the following is noteworthy. Given certain fluctua�
tion in culture types in human history (according to P. A. So�
rokin), the following types of states can be distinguished:

a) those, whose policy is dominated by sensual culture
(sensory perception);

b) societies dominated by idealized culture (rational thin�
king);

c) societies dominated by ideological culture (intuitive
way of thinking).

One way or another, but the key determinant is that at any
time the functions of the state and society are fundamentally
different although they are maximally specified after all: le�
gislative (rule�making), executive (management activity in all
spheres), judicial (administration of justice), and control and
oversight (of crime). When it comes to the functions of so�
ciety, they are broader (functionally fuzzy), less subjectified
and regulatory: society is based on a convention, contract,
the same (there is never such a thing as the ideal option, after
all) orientation of interests. Oftentimes, society means an
area that lies between the individual and the state. It should
be pointed out in passing that the collapse of the former
USSR, Yugoslavia, etc. in the late 20th century was associa�
ted, according to many experts in political science, social
philosophy, history, exactly with the lack of cardinal deli�
neation of the functions of the state and society, while more
specific reasons for such a breakup turned out to be: 
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a) in the sphere of economy, economic management –
the preponderance of political, command management
methods over market methods, marked disproportions in
economic development among individual regions, totalitarian
«dominance» of state�owned property;

b) in the realm of politics – excessive development of the
one�party system;

c) in the social sphere – critical alienation of the people
from property and power;

d) in the field of international politics and international
relations – participation in the «cold war», policy of isolation
and seclusion from the entire capitalist world. Such a point of
view appears worthy of support.

Consequently, the state acts with respect to society as a
sort of controlling system that is able, according to its pur�
pose and functions, to influence all most important processes
occurring within society. Such functions, such influence are
often termed not otherwise than paternalistic, and a sort of
the overall function of the state is just considered as social
development «management» [See I. S. Bakhov, 23].

We also emphasize the fact that mutual relations, rela�
tions of the state and society sometimes develop in such a
way (for example, in the former USSR) that the state’s con�
cern for people, citizens assume a character of state pater�
nalism which, finally, gives also rise to direct or indirect state
coercion.

Society and the state, therefore, fundamentally differ in
their natural purposes, functions, modes of functioning with
respect, primarily to the individual (personality), and specifics
of human life determination.

Society is a sphere of man’s life, existence, that of his per�
sonal fulfillment. The state represents a «tool» for organizing
life of the individual and large social groups. It is a truism that
society emerges long before the state and for a long time
largely does without it. The need for the state arises as the
society’s internal structure becomes more complex, in the
course of its social differentiation, stratification of classes,
marked differentiation of social interests, and growth of anti�
social elements and so on.

Further, let us consider more extensively the issue of the
state�society relations in the context of contemporary
Ukraine, of which the author is a citizen.

The Constitution of Ukraine (1996) enshrined the under�
lying, initial principles of the state�society relations having
entrenched at the same time the following principles of buil�
ding and developing of Ukraine: sovereignty, independence,
democratism, social state, law�governed state, priority of uni�
versal human values, and division of powers. At that the Con�
stitution points out that Ukraine is a state where the people is
the only source of power exercising it directly and through
bodies of state power. Objectively speaking, the state con�
cedes a portion of its powers in the state and managerial
areas to civil society in the context of pluralistic democracy.

The second fundamental fact concerning the state�so�
ciety relations is that within the context of vigorous develop�
ment of integration, globalization processes peculiar to the
present�day world, there are quite a lot of international and
internal life actors, which have a significant impact on restric�
tion of state sovereignty in many countries, and by virtue
whereof states voluntarily and to different extents concede a
portion of their sovereignty. Such actors include international
institutions and organizations, transnational economic asso�
ciations, sub�state regional entities (federal lands, regions,
cantons, republics within federations and so on), numerous
nongovernmental organizations, state�private�social groups,
etc. That is to say, globalization fundamentally changes the
managerial decision�making mechanisms: the principle of
subsidiarity operates, that is, issues are mainly decided at the
level, which enables to ensure their most meaningful, effec�
tive implementation. And yet, even in the age of globalization
the national level of nationwide decision�making and imple�
mentation has been and remains the most important (within a
given state). The reason for this is that each nation always
regards the following as its top priorities: national security,

provision of appropriate social services to its citizens, regula�
tion of economic (market) relations, control over extraction
and utilization of natural resources, regulation of migration
processes, solution of interethnic problems, etc.

The third fundamental fact that determines the essential
nature of the relations of the state and Ukrainian society in
modern Ukraine is related to the fact that most formed and
legitimized civil society institutions are in the state of concur�
rently introvert and extravert existence. In other words, they,
on the one hand, develop and go through the phase of self�
establishment and self�actualization and on the other hand –
strengthen their influence on social development and state�
building processes. This is the case of both basic, nationwide
and local, regional political processes.

Overall, the problem of civil society is rather well�groun�
ded in contemporary political philosophical sciences.

Civil society emerges when horizontal relations initiated by
enshrinement of legal equality of people supplant vertical
feudal institutions and relations. Although civil society is not
based on law, the actual existence of such society is, however,
associated with an equal and universally binding law, with a
law�governed state. Even considering that there is formal and
informal equality of people, legal recognition of the equality of
people is a great accomplishment of mankind.

There are many sings by which one can establish availabi�
lity and the degree of maturity and efficiency of civil society.
They are as follows:

a) delineation of competences of the state and society,
independence of the civil society institutions from the state
within the scope of their own competence;

b) democracy and pluralism in the political sphere;
c) market economy, the mainstay of which is formed by

non�state�owned enterprises;
d) availability of the middle class;
e) a law�governed state with precedence of the rights and

liberties of an individual over the state’s rights;
f) ideological and political pluralism;
g) freedom of speech and of the mass media.
If one tries to answer the question to what extent civil so�

ciety is formed in present�day Ukraine, a positive conclusion
can hardly be admitted. Indeed, Ukraine has proclaimed de�
mocratic principles of building and developing statehood;
market relations are forming in the sphere of economy and
economic management; there are many non�governmental
organizations, associations, interest groups, however, their in�
fluence on the state and social development of the Ukrainian
public at large is too small and ineffective.

It is held that the actual existence of civil society was ini�
tiated by Bills of Rights (the USA, England), Declarations of
the Rights of Man and of the Citizen (France), various consti�
tutions of individual states and other regulatory documents,
which pointed out that the right is not an «order of authorities»
but a general rule regardless of wealth, social and other
inequalities. The horizontal social ties that actually form the
mainstay of the civil society model began to form based on
the listed documents.

Among the main factors of an objective nature that funda�
mentally change the Ukrainian state�society relations, men�
tion should be made of the five of them: 

1) radical change of the political system; 
2) transition of the state from autocracy (totalitarianism)

to democracy; 
3) transition from the centrally planned distributive system

of management to the market system; 
4) formation of a new value system; 
5) formation and development of civil society. 
In the meantime, the said processes develop ambiguous�

ly, oftentimes inconsistently and, most importantly, under the
influence of both the world practice, modernization proces�
ses, and mainly of Ukraine’s own history, traditions, culture,
and state�building experience.

In addition, the fact that quite a number of citizens lack
really high�toned, highly spiritual values that would serve as
the major consolidating factor is one of the really crucial
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problems, which substantially slow down the truly democratic
transformations of Ukrainian society. For example, it was
found, based on the data from the sociological monitoring
performed in 2003 by the Institute of Sociology of the
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, that the cult of
money is the most active among the moral values and stan�
dards of the western way of life that come into the Ukrainian’s
life (44.9%); almost half of the pollees regard wealth as the
key sign of man’s success in our country (47.0%). For 67.4%
of respondents, money serves as the primary prerequisite for
success in life. At the same time, most respondents consider
these days as a time of thieves (51.7%) with bribery and cor�
ruption (55.3%) being its most characteristic signs (55.3%)
[9, 125].

Let us emphasize that the essence and status of non�go�
vernmental organizations, which is the central connecting link
between the state and the citizens, assume fundamental
importance in the state�society relations. We place among
such organizations trade�union, professional, human rights,
cultural�religious, educational, ethnic, ecological, women’s,
youth and other organizations, various charitable organiza�
tions and foundations and so on. In terms of their (social and
regulatory) status, non�governmental organizations repre�
sent «a totality of objective, voluntary, socially useful, long�
repeated, stable social ties and relations consciously coordi�
nated in order to achieve a common goal of social ties and
relations among individuals who voluntarily join together for
the purpose of joint satisfaction of their own specific needs
and interests, act within the same legal framework as the cen�
tral connecting link between the state and society» [11, 12].

In such a way, close, mutual interest�driven interaction
and cooperation of the state and society is material for all
individuals, citizens.

Joint and equal interaction of the state and society in such
a case is actually possible only subject to establishment of an
appropriate social dialog as the most civilized and democra�
tic mechanism for resolution of current conflicts and prob�
lems. In our opinion, such a dialog seems to be likely only if
the following conditions are satisfied:

1. Historical experience, traditions and practices of self�
organization of people (citizens, population) in order to realize
their own and collective interests.

2. Appropriate traditions and rules of the state�society
interaction.

3. A proper organizational structure level, maturity, legal
status of representative organizations of the society’s main
social groups.

4. Availability of appropriate political culture (a type of
such culture) among citizens, etc.

The enumerated conditions can be supplemented with
another one that Ukrainian political scientist V. V. Davydenko
substantiates, namely «dependence of the state’s role in re�
gulation of socio�political processes on the political conjunc�
ture, in particular, on such subjective factors as the political
will of the leader of state or leader of a nongovernmental
association, a certain group of individuals» [6, 5]. When it
comes to the state�building practices in modern Ukraine, this
condition seems too important and, what is more, too com�
plex.

We single out the following problems among the major
challenges that slow down the necessary societal, social dia�
log between the state and society under the current Ukrainian
conditions:
• diversity and disparity in rates of modernization of the

Ukrainian society institutional subsystem against the civil
society values;

• severe lack of democratic political culture in people (popu�
lation);

• inadequacy of division of power and distribution of powers
of authority among the branches of government and other
participants in the social, political processes;

• lack of civilized participation in the social dialog of a number
of effective civil society institutions (trade unions, emp�
loyers’ associations, foundations and so on);

• shortcomings in development and strengthening of the
public image of independent, democratic mass media, etc.

The said circumstances obviously demonstrate why
instead of an effective and efficient social dialog between the
state and society, authorities and citizens in present�day
Ukraine there comes about a rather complicated and ambi�
guous situation, when: a) there is noticeable strengthening of
the formal government institutions and social entities; the role
and influence of bureaucracy grow; b) the individual rights
and freedoms are downplayed; personalized forms of life
become worthless; c) there is unjustified intrusion of formal
entities and institutions into the sphere of inter�human rela�
tions. The grave crises of 2013�2014 bear witness of our
opinion.

In the socially and economically volatile environment of
Ukraine, common accord, tolerance, compromise, consen�
sus, socio�political and societal partnership, which, if com�
bined, are able to ensure constructiveness in building and
development of a democratic Ukrainian society, are realistic
ways toward a constructive social dialog.

A social, societal dialog is a history�tested rule of com�
munication that takes place not only in a volatile environ�
ment, amid crunch periods of people life but also in situa�
tions when, one would think, there is not a great need for it.
As J.�J. Rousseau put it in his far�famed treatise «Of the
Social Contract», a social contract has also place, when
«… men can’t create new forces; they can only bring together
ones that already exist, and steer them. So their only way to
preserve themselves is to unite a number of forces so that
they are jointly powerful enough to deal with the obstacles.
They have to bring these forces into play in such a way that
they act together in a single thrust» [17, 160].

5. Conclusion.

Though for discussion purposes, one may state, however,
that in modern Ukraine interest groups, pressure groups,
which use far from civilized, public forms and methods of
influence on making and implementing oftentimes landmark
decisions of authorities rather than an individual (citizen) or
actual civil society components are the main participants in
the political and, therefore, societal processes. Thus, corpo�
rate rather than public (those of individual large social groups)
interests dominate rendering the societal dialog distorted and
ineffective.

Consequently, searching for ways and establishment in
modern Ukraine of more productive mechanisms of the state�
society relations serving the interests of man and society
appears as the most burning problem of civilizational, demo�
cratic progress of Ukraine, its establishment as an indepen�
dent, sovereign, and law�governed state.
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