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Ilpobrema ideany 3aruwmaemocs y XXI cmonimmi akmyanbHow Oisk OOCHIONCEHHS.
Bszaemosionocunu misic ideanom ma tio2o npaKkmuyHuUM 6MIiNeHHAM € 20CMPOI0 MeMOI0 OJist OUCKYCIll
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noaicucmemue OauenHs npobremu ioeany 06a3yEMvbCa HA Meopii OUHAMIYHUX CUCmeM, WO HA0Ae
MOJCIUBICMB  Q0CHIONCY8amU  i0edl K IOeHMUYHICMb HA Medci 0eCmpyKyiu, empamu
iOeHmuuyHocmi ma mux npoyecie, wo NO8’A3aHi 3 2nobanizayiclo, 3  MemaeKoI0IYHUM
KOHMEKCMOM, 3 COYIOKYIbMYpHUMU mpanc@opmayiamu. [iaroe xyremyp y  2n0oanizayiiHux
npoyecax npuzeooums 00 aoanmayii 00Hi€ei Kyromypu inworw. «Lllennennsy ioeanie wacmo-gycmo
npu3800UMb 00 NEPemeOpPeHHs KYIbMmypu, AKa KOJOHIZYE V KYAbMypy, AKA 30amua 00 adanmauyii.
Dopmytomvces  ideanu AK aAKMopu MemaxyibmypHUX 8IOHOCUH, aKMOpU YUBLTI3ayiliHo20 npoyecy.
Lle cmae 3anopykoio Memooon02iuH020 ananizy ideany sk (QYHKYIOHAIbHOL cucmemu.

Knrouoei cnoea: inean, cycninbHHM inean, igean sK (yHKI[IOHAaIbHA CHUCTEMa, iajor

KYJBTYP.

The category of “ideal” is semantically heavily loaded. It comprises both the
understanding of the necessary future, the models, the set-ups, everything that is
considered best, essential and regulatory active. At the same time it includes the
phenomenon of the individual that carries the universal in itself. The problem of the
“ideal” interested thinkers of all times and peoples. Today it remains no less valid
for research. Interrelation between ideal and its practical implementation is a much
discussed issue in present-day philosophical thought. In this way or another the
problem of contemporary social ideal has been treated by every philosopher from
antiquity to our day. Understanding social ideals is basic for the philosophical
comprehension of human existence. Ideals and purposes, that people or society
have, fully determine their future.

This article suggests that the problem of ideal be treated in the context of
comprehending the future. Attention will be paid to the analysis of the ambivalency
of ideal and the problem of the ideal will be discussed as a functional system.

It is rather difficult to present a full list of authors who dealt with the given
problem. Among Ukrainian researchers who devoted their scientific work to the
problem of ideal it is possible to name B.Barkov, M.Popovich, T.Rosova,
S.Samchuk, V. Shinkaruk et al.

The purpose of the article is to analyse the understanding of ideal in the context
of forms of developing the future and examine ideal as a functional system. The
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basic method used to research the problem is systemic functional analysis.
Ambivalency of ideal is the reason why it is understood in many different ways. On
the one hand, it is presented as the ideal, that is the accomplished, that which is
constructed in images, norms, specimens and models of the essential and necessary
future. On the other hand, it is understood as a stable, established way of life and the
ideal construction that is a guarantee of realising and realised harmony in various
spheres of culture, from ethic, artistic, aesthetic up to juridical, legal standards that
are of precise instructive character. But the very approach to ideal as a functional
system shows that ideal is determined within the realm of sociopragmatics. It is
examined within the social system oriented to a certain user, to a certain social
community which in one way or another legitimizes this ideal and sees in it their
purpose, target and goal. It is in some way oriented to the regulatory functions that
implement this ideal.

The concept of “functional system”, as is known, was first discussed by
neurophysiologists. Anohin, e.g., singles out such mechanisms as action acceptor
[1]. But it is important to widen the meaning of functional system, from the concept
in which the boundaries, horizons and selfrealization indicate space-time continuum,
to the concept of “functional system of culture”.

It means that culture can also be interpreted as a certain social system in which
there function mechanisms of some prevision of the future and this future is a
polysystemic unity for it is described in the context of different systems. These
systems embrace the spheres of art, ethics and aesthetics. In other words, we at once
get into the context where systemic analysis becomes polisystemic and functionality
Is widely interpretered as a project, as a system of purpose setting and a mechanism
of identifying purpose setting and purpose realization which in advance are formed
as an ideal, as a model of the necessary future which becomes a system creating
source and a guarantee for the functioning of various systems in the socium.

P. Anohin writes: nowadays the development of some concrete scientific
disciplines sets the task of researching specific forms of space-time structure of the
world on different levels of matter organization, in particular, on the level of living
matter. The world space-time structure is the basis on which prehistoric life acquires
its basic qualities and living creatures get the qualities which make them adaptive in
the process of their evolution up to the highest stage — the human being [1.p.7].

That is, philosophic aspects of a functional system are discussed mainly as
types of man’s system of adaptation to space-time continuum, meaning it as a unity
of social time and space which is fixed in various forms of activity. This makes it
necessary to define the specific features of the world time structure which became a
sort of a categorical imperative for the development of life on Earth [1,p.8]. Here
Anohin uses Kant’s category of ‘categorical imperative’ not because it appears to be
a good metaphore but because ideal always exists as a certain normative base, a
certain system of purposes or a nucleus of purpose setting, thus creating a certain
possibility of realization which may be defined as imperative, i.e. assigned, and
which is described in the system of social prediction and purpose realization as a
project.
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Project is interpreted in a rather wide sense. It is defined as an activity
mechanism of all living creatures, which even on the level of a cell works as an
action acceptor. It is also interpreted as activity of purpose setting, which denotes a
certain overpurpose of human existence. This overpurpose is in some way connected
with the nucleus or with the system of purposes that defines a polysystemic whole
and which creates a universal unity of systems of human existence or of cultural
practices as action mechanisms of the functional system of culture.

Anohin states that the system of purpose setting in anticipating the future and a
certain vision of the future as the accomplished is a rhythm, a cyclical mode, thanks
to which the organism adapts to certain extreme phases of development. This
cyclical mode makes it possible to enter the space-time context of the existence of the
system, which provides the possibility for the chronotop to exist, i.e., to understand
space-time as a life cycle and thus develop the strategy of adaptation and survival.
But if to speak about the functional system within the boundaries of culture, adaption
alone is not enough. No doubt adaptation is important as oriented activity, but besides
adaptation there exists another reality of remaking and transforming space-time
relations. That other reality provides even more than that, it opens the way for the
creation of a new product, a new continuum and a new chronotop which in fact
becomes a new chronotop of culture or of those cultural practices within which new
temporalities of human activity are realized.

P. Anohin writes: in the history of civilization it is difficult to pinpoint the
moment when the idea of the wholeness and unity of the world arose. Probably
when a thinking man first tried to understand the world he came across the beautiful
harmony between the whole, the universe and separate parts and details. But due to
the nature of the human mind man has always had to deal with the with his
immediate competitive surrounding, with a certain niche of division. And this creates
those concrete images that influence the activity of knowing the world [1, p.49].

Thus, it is about what is universe. Ideal itself can also be understood as a
universe, a projection of the ideal on the world, meaning the ideal as * all possible
and impossible worlds”, if to understand the universe according to S.Crimsky [3;4].
It is the universe, as a projection on the world of the ideal of all possible and
impossible worlds, that realizes the complex dichotomy of idea and reality. It is the
universe that brings forth the ideal as a definition of consciousness, as that which
denotes purpose, target, modes of purpose setting and foresees the future result and it
also designates all those artifacts of culture that become the carriers of that ideal.
This is not only the consciousness of man. It is also separate images, specimens and
norms verbalized and realized in represented constructions, in certain acts of purpose
setting in whatever form. They can even be embodied in a subtle form, in a form of a
jesture, a form, defining a volition imperative. But it all testifies to the fact that there
appears an image which can be called a universe. As it is, the difficulty of today’s
interpretation of ideal and the ideal consists of the fact that the world around us is no
longer a universe. It is a multiverse, as there exist many universal systems, and a lot
of interpretations of the universe. There are many possibilities to find wholeness on
the level of metaconstructions and these metaconstructions can no longer bear the
arising overstress. That is why, there again appears a temptation to turn to
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protosubstances — be it nature, spirit, activity or the absolute in the form of a
heavenly source. Or on the contrary — to define ideal quite nominalistically as a
realized construction, which is presented in a single thing, in the imperative jesture
of human volition, purpose setting which is fixed as a norm, as a standard, as a cliché,
as a canon and as a rule that can be understood either in the system of deviating from
following it, or in the system of singleminded imperative recognition of the rule. It is
possible to say that all the set of these considerations raises the problem of
polyfunctionality of ideal, where not only one function is realized, but there appears
a vector of functional selfrealization of ideal as a certain problem of adequacy or
adequacies to ideal in the context of a multiverse, in the context of those universal
intentions, those universal motives that exist in culture in the complex expanse of
space-time temporalities of the ideal. P.Anohin writes: supporters of a system
approach stress it more and more that the system itself is that isomorphic principle
that pierces, passes through all borders that have historically appeared between
different sciences, no matter that these sciences deal with different at first sight
classes of phenomena — organisms, society, machines [1,p.50].

It is for a reason that the author gives rather a capacious character to the class
of phenomena — organisms, society and machines. It is possible to interpret society as
a mechanism, organism as a mechanism and vice versa. These are all quite capacious
metaphors and constructions, beginning with Lametry and to mechanicism and
industrialism, to the interpretation of a machine of desires in the postmodernist
discourse. They testify to the fact that purpose setting and ideal as a functional
system carry in itself the image of mechanicism, i.e. same type schemes, mapschemes
or adaptive principles and regulators of people in the socium. Ideal carries in itself
features of an organism as a systemity.

If to treat socium as a unity of the organismic and the mechanistic, and there
have been quite a lot of such attempts to present it as an interpretative scheme, it
makes it possible to define ideal as some matrix creating a model which together
with the activity and functionality of a machine, i.e. of a functional mechanism,
performs certain normative actions. As a an organism it also carries in itself a certain
evolutionary branch, a folded code which is denoted in various ways. Most often it is
presented within the context of preformism as a kind of a folded historical process of
the existence of organisms in history, culture and socium. All of it, in this way or
another, is filled with the definition of harmony which on the wide sociocultural
material acquires its organismic or mechanistic features that connect it with the
mechanism of determination. Whether we want it or not, civilization is getting more
and more industrialized. It comes to dialogue relations of man and nature, man and
machine, man and all functionally acting devices where man in some measure plays
the role of either an organism, or a machine, or a quantum of socium. The latter
becomes the carrier of the very sociality and ideality that we connect with various
differentially structured ideals: ethic, aesthetic, legal, political etc. Thus a fuctional
system is first of all connected with the system of activity. The questions, that must
be decided in the context of activity, are as follows: What result must be achieved?
In what way must this result be achieved? With the help of what mechanisms must
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this result be achieved? How can the system be sure of getting the achieved
result?[1, p.70].

Thus the functional system is a system of activity acts and of the verification
necessary for its adequate functioning. But if we try to widen the category of
functional system to sociopragmatics, to the functioning of cultural structures and
subcultures that realize the function of ideal, such statements are certainly not
enough. To widen the concept of functional system, as an independent scientific term,
to the level of a sociocultural matrix of a polysystemic reality of purpose setting and
purpose realization in the realm of culture. It is by all means necessary in the frame
of a system or a polysystem to draw up a model of the culture itself and then,
starting from this model turn to defining its systemcreating components, and develop
its functional mechanisms. It is the mechanisms which already deliver us from the
notorious functionality of the era of Modernity that was characteristic of the
vanguard, structuralism, functionality of social systems, which is also defined within
mechanical determinism as some adaptivity matrix, that defines functionality itself
more widely within integrative processes . These processes in the contemporary
setting, particularly in the context of postsoviet space, undergo difficulties in
changing and adapting to other systemic factors which are connected with
modernization, transformation, transit and other mechanisms of carrying over
systemic quality from other systems into the systems of those cultures which are at a
deadlock when functioning in the so called communist ideal. It is all this context that
will be our problem field of describing and interpreting the phenomenon of the
ideal as the functional, i.e. a polyfunctional whole in the frame of polysystemic
analysis of sociocultural practices.

But if to turn to the system activity interpretation of culture it is worth while to
address the work of Kyiv philosophical school in which the category of “activity”
has undergone a complex transformation. The very complex of purpose setting
remained systemcreating where simple components of labour, according to Marx,
labour itself, instruments of labour and its result were interpreted as purpose, method
and achievement of the purpose, i.e they were interpreted as the very result which
was defined as the object of labour before the activity itself. In time the subject of
labour, the subject of activity, which was first of all defined as a carrier of all
sociocultural potential, as a certain universe, according to S.Crimsky; instruments of
labour, which looked like a full-blooded palette of all instruments of culture creation
and already motivated result, in which the precondition of its achievement was fixed
as a polysystemic whole. All this is a real achievement. It widens the activity of
purpose setting in the space of cultural artifacts and systemically enriches the model
of the future.

Still it is important to mention that culture is not only activity. It embraces the
sphere of state, which is connected with sensibility and with the aesthetic aspect as
sensitive activity. It is also connected with the sphere of motivation, the sphere of
behaviour which is tied with morals, ethics, and generally with the categorical
imperative which Kant describes as a necessary condition of behavioural action space
of selfrealization in any kind of activity. If it is so, there arises a problem — which of
these components — behaviour, state, activity - is systemcreating. Many scientists
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tried to prove that the first stage of culture formation was not activity but behaviour.
This is the opinion of L.Gumilev, who writes that all archaic cultures began with
taboo systems, i.e. a behavioural complex, with a system of initiation — transferring
from one social whole to another gave the possibility to realize tabooed behaviour,
whereas activity system was already determined by this behavioural complex [2].

State began to take shape as an overreality of culture rather late and the
greatest attention to the transformation of states, their formation and definition took
place in Middle Ages. Activity as the main formcreating principle appears in the
first interactive civilization as a systemforming code. This civilization was Antiquity.
Thus, T.Petrov designates nominal cultural social codes in archaic cultures, and in
European culture he points out professional social codes which testifies to the
detailed system of activity as a marker of culture per se [6]. As can be seen, this
analysis already testifies to the fact that culture in its evolutional space, i.e. in the
chronotop of culture creation, was not homogeneous. It was not totally determined
by any one factor of culture creation. The same can be said about ideal, which can be
described as an ideal of activity, an ideal of state, an ideal of behaviour. It is also
that subjective principle, the carrier, the motive, which was achieved in these spheres
and was predominate. It is possible to state that there was a period when the
expression of culture was in essence substantial - and it is analysed in various
conceptions: in different systems of idealism that start from Antiquity, where spirit,
eidos, ideal and the ideal per se is the sructurizing principle of matter. In
materialism (marxism) the structurizing principle is activity. Later there appears
postinterpretation, in which substantilism returns. V.Bichkov, e.g., develops the
theory of postculture which is first of all a possibility of producing and of carrying
ideal, * the great other”, the absolute. If a culture loses these qualities, it in fact,
loses what is called culture, i.e. it becomes postculture. But such substantialism
demonstrates a certain archaization of culture.

In Chinese philosophy there is another vision of culture which differs from
substantialism. This model may be called phenomenological. It is presented in the
works of V.Shinkaruk, S.Crimsky, V.lvanov, E. Bistritsky. In their presentation
culture is a phenomenon in which man is given light. It is not simply a space-time
continuum, as Anohin states. It is not simply all the variety of developed activity
which is the basic principle of the marxist approach to the interpretation of culture. It
Is a place, the place of the European paradigm where man is possible. Following
Heraclitus, M. Heidegger explains ethos as a place in which a deity is possible.[10]
He states that it is the predication of the ethic in culture, beginning from antiquity,
that is shaped as a place. The same concept may be found even earlier — in the
culture of Mesopotamia. We can see an interesting situation: exchange of places,
paradigm of the exchange of places, production of places — this is the principle of
European culture that testifies to the interact. If that is so, the first place is allotted to
the volitional active Man. It is for a reason that Heidegger writes that the first atom
bomb exploded in Parmenides’ poem “About Nature”, i.e. Man became volitional,
active, able to change the world.

This is the source of the problems that are described by E.Moren, one of the
researchers of great systems, director of Strategic Research Institute, France. He
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states that the order of nature is much better than the order of man [5]. All post
postmodernist paradigm is a new wave of returning to nature. But it is a returning
which is enriched with determinism, with computer electronic revolution, when man
begins to probe not only his own area of the conscious and the subconscious but also
the sacred of the sacred - the creative laboratory space of natural foundations of
existence, the space of the cell. Man tries to see those innovative processes which
take place on the microlevel and interpret them in the context of present-day reading.
Thus it is an attempt to adapt project as a purpose setting activity to those bi-
furcations, to those creative motivating processes which realize themselves
automatically, if to spread the mechanistic principle of determinism to nature. It is
that final model principle which is connected with the so called fractal type systems,
I.e. oriented to microintervals of existence and with the so called genetic algorhythm
when the genetic algorhythm, which in fact creates the image, is shaped in the project
activity.

We find ourselves in an interesting stage of the the new postpositivism. We
are forced to be oriented not to the transcendental projects of the German classics and
to the marxist sociopragmatics with its economic determinism . Niether are we to
take into consideration the well-known ethic and aesthetic structures of the ideal
which are rather well described in the systems of Schelling’s transcendental idealism
or in [.Kant’s, and later Hegel’s system of critique [7;8;9]. We can only state that
sociopragmatics of the ideal, as a functional system, becomes the dimension that is
now being formed in the context of the algorhythm search for the ideal or ideal as a
multiverse, as a polymodal system which is forming as a polysystemic whole in the
context of various subsystems of culture.

At the beginning of the XXI century the present-day vision of the problem of
ideal is based on the theory of dynamic systems. Today it is necessary to study ideal
as an identity on the border of destruction or loss of identity - all those processes
that are connected with globalization, ecology and that metaecological context that
testifies to the rather complex sociocutural transformations. The latter are based on
the dialogue of cultures and globalization processes which bring forth adaptation of
one culture by another, to inculcation of ideals, principles and norms. It brings about
transformation of a colonizing culture into a culture that is able to adapt. It brings
about creation of new subcultural realities which demand not only formulation of
new programmes and projects but lead to the suggestion of new ideals as actors of
metacultural relations. They become actors of the general civilization process where
ideal, as an ambivalent whole, which unites in itself a dichotomy, still keeps universal
polyvalency, i.e. a pull to the universal, which in any dimensions preserves the
possibility of the whole. It creates that antiethics of ideal, of its functioning and of its
ideal quality that becomes the pledge of today’s methodological analysis of ideal as a
functional system and of ideal as prevision of the future.
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HJEAJT KAK @®YHKIIMOHAJIbHASI CAHCTEMA: TEOPETHUKO-
METOJOJIOTUYECKHNHU AHAJIN3

Ilpobnema uoeana ocmaemcs 6 XXI eexe axmyanvHou 015 ucciedosanus. Bzaumocesswv
MedHcoy U0eanom U e2o0 NPaKmuidecKum 80NI0WeHUeM A6IAemcs OCmMpou memotl 01 OUCKYCCUll 8
CO8pEeMEHHOU PUNOCOPuUU, NOTUMONIO2UU, MEOPUU 20CYOAPCMBEHHO20 ynpasieHus. Lleno cmamovu —
damv mMeopemuKo-memo0o02udeckKull analu3 NOHUMAHUA udeand, paccmMompemsv uoeanl Kak
@yukyuonanvnyio cucmemy. Ilodsmomy OCHOBHbLIM MEMOOOM UCCIEO08AHUSL €CMb  Memoo
cucmemHo-cmpykmyprozo auanusa. CogpemeHHoe noaucucmemuoe udeHue npoodiemvl uoeana
basupyemcs Ha meopuu OUHAMUYECKUX CUCEM, YMO 0dem 803MOICHOCb UCCIe008aMb UOed]l KaK
UOEHMUYHOCb HA 2paHuye 0ecmpYKyull, ympamsl UOeHMUYHOCMU U meX Npoyeccos, KOmopule
cesA3aHbl ¢ 2nobanuzayuel, ¢ Memad’KoiocUdecKuUM — KOHMEKCMOM, C COYUOKYIbMYPHbLMU
mpancpopmayusamu. [uanoe Kyromyp 6 2100anu3ayuOHHbIX npoyeccax edem K adanmayuu 00HouU
Kynomypul Opyeou. «lIpususka» udeanos Hepeoko Npusooum K HepesONIOUeHUI0 KyJ1bmypol,
KOMopas KOJOHU3Upyem, 8 Kyabmypy, Komopas cnocoona k aoanmayuu. Qopmupyromcs uoeauvl
KaK axKmopbl Memaky1bmypHbIX OMHOULeHUU, aKMOpbl YUBUIUZAYUOHHO20 npoyeccd. Dmo oaem
B03MONCHOCHL MEMOOON0CUYECKO20 AHANUZA U0edNad KAK PYHKYUOHALHOU CUCTEMb.

Knroueewie cnosa: uoean, obujecmeeHHnwlil udeas, uoean KaKk YyHKUUOHAIbHAA CUCeMA,
ouanoz Kyaiosmyp.

Cmamms naoitiuina 0o peoxoneeii 10.03.16 p.
Pexomernoosaro oo opyxy 15.03.16 p.
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