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The article analyzes the problem of individual freedom, expresses attitudes towards different views
and opinions. It is noted that the concept of individual freedom is characterized by an extremely complex,
multidimensional, multidisciplinary and multi-faceted character, depending on its nature. Attention is drawn
to the fact that for a comprehensive and in-depth study of the essence of the problem of individual freedom,
contemporary content, relations with other values in society, innovations occurring in conjunction with
morality and law, first of all, methodological issues associated with it are required. Otherwise, it is impossi-
ble to give a general philosophical adequate concept of individual freedom and, in particular, to determine
its place and role in the system of social and philosophical categories.

The article examines issues in the context of radical changes in society and the expansion of globali-
zation trends on a global scale, the rethinking of the value system, the development of people’s worldview
and self-awareness, which stimulate an individual to freedom and problems that contradict it.

It should be noted that regardless of the form in which freedom is expressed, this aspect should
always be in the center of attention: freedom is an attributive quality arising from the inner essence of a per-
son, that is, it is not a temporary or random sign given by someone. It is based on the conscious choice of a
person who is an active and creative entity. This choice does not take place voluntarily, is carried out within
the framework of the existing necessity and its possibilities, cannot go beyond them.

Thus, objective necessity was not abstract; it finds its concrete embodiment in separate actions of
the subject. As a result, necessity does not act as an external force in relation to man, but is realized in the
framework of practical activities. An important feature of the objective laws of social development is that
they allow people to make choices not only within the framework of necessity, but also allow them to exert a
conscious influence on the process of its implementation and change. In addition to the above, it is necessary
to show that social need has a very complex content.
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For a comprehensive and in-depth study of the essence of the problem of individual freedom,
contemporary content, relationships with other values in society, innovations that take place in con-
junction with morality and law, first of all, it is necessary to consider the methodological issues associ-
ated with it. Otherwise, it is impossible to give a general philosophical adequate concept of individual
freedom and, in particular, to determine its place and role in the system of social and philosophical
categories.

The need to study the socio-philosophical essence of individual freedom is due to the fol-
lowing two reasons. First, despite the sufficiency of freedom and the fact that their overwhelming
majority was written in Soviet times, they focused on the general and more political and practical
roles of this concept, their place in the system of socio-philosophical classification was not adequately
covered. Secondly, the significant changes occurring in our country, the expansion of globalization
trends throughout the world, the rethinking of the value system, the development of people’s outlook
and self-esteem, and others. The process creates many qualitative improvements in the internal content
of this concept, as well as with other concepts of social philosophy, whose analysis and synthesis is
important from a scientific and practical point of view.
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Personal freedom is directly related to the daily life and activities of people. It is also inseparable
from the interests of each person and, in general, of society. Therefore, all members of society are deeply
interested in freedom. But in order to clearly and comprehensively present the realistic side of ideas
and the universal value of freedom, it is first of all necessary to have its scientific and theoretical meaning.
In the history of philosophy and public opinion there is practically no thinker who would not express
his opinion about the idea of freedom. Along with this, it should be noted that due to the fact that it has
an extensive content and complex essence, it is changeable and flexible in the historical process, is inter-
preted differently (even sometimes opposite to each other). Emphasizing this quality of freedom, Hegel
wrote: “They rightfully do not speak of any idea as freedom, that this idea is vague, polysemantic, can
give rise to the greatest misunderstandings and therefore, it really gives rise” (7, p. 253).

In general, in philosophy, the tradition of approaching freedom as a necessity is widespread.
His roots go back to the scientific work of B. Spinoza (8, p. 194). Later this idea was again emphasized
in the work of F. Engels “Anti-Diihring”. He described the essence of freedom as follows: “Freedom
is not in an imaginary dependence on the laws of nature, but in the ability to direct the laws of nature
to specific goals, aware of all laws and based on this knowledge. This applies to both external natural
laws and the laws governing the physical and spiritual essence of man” (4, p. 116).

It is worth noting that in modern socio-philosophical literature there is almost no general
definition of freedom. Most authors are limited to showing it as a necessity. In our opinion, such
an approach, of course, causes a certain scientific interest, but this cannot be limited to. First of all,
the question of what a necessity is and how it is perceived remains open (we note that it is not in itself
an unambiguous process and goes through various internal stages). On the other hand, the connection
between freedom and necessity comes to the fore, the inner content, the important and distinguishing
features of this understanding are not disclosed to the necessary extent.

In general, in philosophical literature there are two views in explaining the concept of freedom
(too limited and too extended). The first expression found in the “Philosophical Encyclopedia™: “Free-
dom is a conscious need and behavior of a person in accordance with his knowledge, ability and choice
in his actions” (5, p. 559).

As you know, here the concept of freedom is characterized only as a conscious need and the abil-
ity of a person to choose on the basis of the knowledge he possesses. In other words, the objective
and subjective factors causing freedom, as well as its socio-psychological characteristics, were not
revealed.

Another excessive limit is the position of expanded reflection on freedom, which is reflected
in the definition given by L. Stolovich: “Any type of activity — changing the world, understanding it,
accepting values, and even communicating between people — can be viewed as freedom. Free action
involves understanding the necessity, creating something skillfully and subtly, the properties of labor
materials and tools, as well as a clear definition of the direction of activity” (9, p. 67).

Upon careful consideration of this definition, it turns out that it covers everything. Nothing
in public life exists outside of it. In our opinion, such an approach to freedom does not justify itself,
because, although it is in an indefinite form, the impression is created that there is no other concept in
social science than “freedom” and there is no need for it in it.

Although it is difficult to define freedom, it is imperative to try to determine its burden. In our
opinion, from the point of view of the disclosure of the socio-philosophical content of freedom, the fol-
lowing definition, which we offer, may be acceptable: “Freedom is the ability to actively and freely
realize the potential life force, its own needs, interests and desires, based on knowledge and social
experience within the existing conditions and opportunities created by the existing society” (2).

This definition is of great scientific interest, since it lists all the key elements that determine
the content of freedom. In addition, the logical focus is on two main aspects. First, a person can make
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free choice and act freely only when real conditions can be achieved, when the subject can have
comprehensive knowledge of existing alternatives. Another important point is that people have a clear
and clear view of their own needs, interests and goals. By the way, sometimes in the philosophical lit-
erature there are cases when the role of the latter is assessed insufficiently, which is wrong (2, p. 166).

It should be noted that regardless of the form in which freedom is expressed, this aspect should
always be in the center of attention: freedom is an attributive quality arising from the inner essence
of a person, that is, it is not a temporary or random sign given by someone. It is based on the conscious
choice of a person who is an active and creative entity. This choice does not take place voluntarily, is
carried out within the framework of the existing necessity and its possibilities, cannot go beyond them.
On the other hand, the nature of the relationship between objective necessity and human freedom is
not decisive and unequivocal in nature (1, p. 143). In other words, due to the fact that man is a con-
scious being, he in a particular condition makes a free choice between all sorts of options dictating
an objective condition, stands on one of them and makes a decision about its implementation. After
that, his freedom is expressed in determining the goal of this decision, in finding the path and means
of achieving it, in choosing, in realizing it.

From those noted, it becomes clear that even the most general sense of freedom does not
present it as an instantaneous act, but is accepted as a long process through a series of successive
phases interacting with each other. The main stages of this process are the following: based on knowl-
edge of nature and public life, the choice by the subject of his will one of the alternatives to real life,
the nomination of the goal in the direction of its implementation, the definition of effective ways
and means for this, and their implementation.

In general, social freedom has certain peculiarities in relation to each subject of a social entity
that exists in society (a separate individual, collective, social unity, ethnic unity, etc.).

The relationship between these species appears as a relationship of the general, the particular
and the single. In this regard, it should, however, be noted that sometimes such a false concept is put for-
ward that the role and significance of personal and group forms of freedom are limited as communication
increases and shades increase in different aspects of social life, because an increase in social content in
freedom is characterized automatically reducing the weight of individual and personal parties (3, p. 153).
In fact, these views are scientifically unjustified because, in society, social, group and personal interests
are inseparable from each other. Therefore, social and personal forms of freedom cannot be presented
separately from each other, they are linked by strong ties. Personal freedom can express its true essence
only in interaction with the individual and other people in the system of social relations.

It should be noted that since the concept of freedom of expression is inherently complex,
multidimensional, multidirectional and multi-level, its research should be based on the methodology
of systematic analysis. Each step in this direction should, first of all, be based on a theoretical posi-
tion, according to which society and people are objective and interconnected on a multilateral basis.
The system analysis method, which occupies an exceptional place in the explanation of social events,
shows the mutual influence and interdependence of these two sides. Universal interaction and attitude
show that there are very different options, opportunities and trends, they exclude the final and one-sid-
ed dependence, show that the latter acts as a spectrum of many possibilities. This situation constantly
challenges the person to make a free choice and make a decision (6, p. 12). Thus, objective necessity
was not abstract; it finds its concrete embodiment in separate actions of the subject. As a result, neces-
sity does not act as an external force in relation to man, but is realized in the framework of practical
activities. An important feature of the objective laws of social development is that they allow people
to make choices not only within the framework of necessity, but also allow them to exert a conscious
influence on the process of its implementation and change. In addition to the above, it is necessary to
show that social need has a very complex content.
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COLIAJIBHO-®LTTOCO®CHKHUI AHAJII3 KATETOPIf «CBOBOIA»

Inbxam Courranos
Hayionanena axademia nayk Asepoaiioscany, Incmumym ginocoii,
6i00i11 coyianvrol ginocogii i npobnemu exonoeii
np. I [Ircasioa, 115, m baxy, Asepbaiioscancovra Pecnyonixa, AZ1073

VY crarTi aHami3yeThes mpodiieMa CBOOOIM 0COOUCTOCTI, BUCIOBIIOETHCS CTABICHHS 1010 PI3HUX
MOTISAAIB 1 AYMOK. 3a3HAYAETHCS, IO KOHIIEMINSI CBOOOAM OCOOMCTOCTI XapaKTepU3Y€EThCs Hal3BHUANi-
HO CKJIQJIHUM, OaraToBUMipHNM, GaratonpodigbHUM i 0araToIIaHOBHM XapaKTepPOM 3aJIeXKHO BiJ HOro
NPUPOIH. 3BEPTAETHCS yBara Ha Te, 110 JJIsl BceOIYHOro i NIMOOKOro BUBUSHHS CyTi IpoOiIeMu cBOOOIN
0COOHMCTOCTI, CYy4aCHOTO 3MiCTY, BITHOCHHH 3 IHIIMMH I[IHHOCTSIMH B CYCIIJIbCTBI, HOBOBBE/ICHb, 110 BiJ-
OyBarOThCs y B3aEMO3B 3Ky 3 MOPAJLIIO 1 MPaBOM, MEPII 3a BCE, MOTPIOHO PO3MISHYTH METOMOJIOTIUHI
MUTaHHs, 0B’ s13aHi 3 HUM. B iHIIOMY pa3i HeMOXJIHBO 1aTH (i1ocOPCHKUN ajeKBaTHE TOHSTTS CBOOOIN
0COOHUCTOCTI 1, 30KpeMa, BU3HAYUTH HOTO MICIIE 1 POJIb Y CHCTEMI COIiaabHO-()1T0COPCHKIX KaTeropil.

Jlocmi Ky rOTECSI TUTAHHS B KOHTEKCTI PaJUKaIbHUX 3MiH y CyCIUIBCTBI 1 PO3MINPEHHS TEHACHIIIH
robanizanii B CBITOBOMY MacIiTadi, IepeoCMHUCICHHS CUCTEMH LIHHOCTEH, PO3BUTKY CBITONIISIAY i caMo-
CBiJTOMOCTI JIFOICH, 10 CIIPUSFOTh CTUMYJIIALIT 0COOMCTOCTI 10 CBOOOIM.

Bapro 3a3HaunTH, 10 HE3aJEKHO BiJ TOTO, B Kl GOpMi BUpakaeTbesi cBOOOAA, TaKUil acIeKT
3aBK/JM Mae OyTH B IIGHTpI yBaru: cBoOosa — 1ie aTpuOyTHBHA SIKICTb, 1110 BUIUIMBAE 3 BHYTPILIHBOT CyT-
HOCTI JIIOIMHHU, TOOTO 1ie He TUMYACOBHil a60 BUMAAKOBHil 03HaKa, JaHUil KUMOCH. [T OCHOBY CTaHOBHTH
yCBitoMIIeHHH BHOIp JIOIMHY, 110 € aKTHBHOIO 1 TBOPUOIO CyTHIicTIO. Lleit BuOip BinOyBaeThCs He 31 CBOET
BOJIi, 3MIMCHIOETHCS B paMKaX HassBHOT HEOOX1THOCTI 1 il MOXKJIMBOCTEH, HE MOYKE BUIUTH 3a X MEXI.

Takum unHOM, 00’ €KTHBHA HEOOXIAHICTH He Oylia aOCTPaKTHOIO, 3HAXOIUTH CBOE KOHKPETHE BTi-
JICHHSI B OKpeMHUX JisiX cy0’ekta. B pesysnbrari HeoOXiqHICTh HE i€ K 30BHINIHS CHJIA IIOJ0 JIIOANHH, a
peanizyeThes B paMKax MPaKTUIHOT MisTIbHOCTI. BaknnBa 0co0auBiCTh 00’ EKTUBHUX 3aKOHIB CYCIITBHO-
T'O PO3BHUTKY HOJISATA€ B TOMY, 1110 BOHHU JIAIOTh 3MOT'Y JIIOJISIM pOOUTH BHOIp HE TLIBKH B paMKax HEOOXi-
HOCTI, aJie TAaKOXX J03BOJISIOTh HaJIaBaTh CBIJIOMHI BIUIMB Ha MPOIEC Horo peanisarii i 3Minu. Kpim Toro,
Tpeba mokasaru, 1o coliajbHa HEOOXIHICTh Ma€e AyXKe CKIaTHUI 3MICT.

Kniouosi cnosa: ¢cBobo1a 0COOMCTOCTI, KOHLEMNIIis, IHHICTL, 3aKOH, aHaJIi3.



