ISSN 2410-3071 (Print), ISSN 2415-7295 (Online)

17

UDC 178:327
DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/apfs.v057.2025.3

L. H. Voronovska
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2815-2500

Candidate of Philosophical Sciences, Associate Professor,
Lecturer at the Department of Social and Humanitarian Disciplines

National University of Civil Protection of Ukraine

SOCIO-PHILOSOPHICAL PRECONDITIONS OF FORMATION OF THE CONCEPT OF SECURITY

Problem statement. Security is one of the basic
human needs, the satisfaction of which is deter-
mined by the level of development of the state, its
political, socio-economic, cultural components,
the level and quality of life in a particular society.
In the history of socio-philosophical thought, the
problem of security of the individual, society, and
the state has always been a priority in comparison
with other problems that required attention from
scientists. At the same time, the spectrum of sci-
entific concepts was quite significant — from the
recognition of the primacy of guarantees of the
existence of the state apparatus and the equality of
rights to the security of the individual, society, and
the state, to the need for the exclusive right of the
individual to a safe existence.

In the history of the development of knowledge
about security, several stages are distinguished,
at each of which scientific ideas about the essen-
tial content of the concept of security evolved,
constantly changing, subject to adjustment. Such
ambiguity of scientific positions regarding under-
standing the essence of security is connected with
the prevailing scientific picture of the world, the
existing worldviews, which represent general ideas
about the structure of social reality, the laws of
its functioning and development. In the modern
system of scientific knowledge, several scientific
pictures of the world are distinguished: mytholog-
ical (which is characterized by anthropomorphism,
which manifests itself in endowing natural phe-
nomena with spiritual and even bodily properties
of a person); mechanistic (determines the natural
environment and society as mechanisms, all compo-
nents of which perform functions intended only for
them); scholastic (within which nature and society
are treated as a certain code, a text that can be read
and deciphered); statistical (considers nature and
humanity as the interaction of natural, cultural,
economic, political, socio-domestic, social, person-
al-individual, and group forces); systemic (define
the natural environment and society as organized
systems, subsystems consisting of mobile, dynam-
ically changing elements capable of ensuring the
integrity and viability of both individual subsys-
tems and the large system as a whole); dianthropic
(treats reality as a fair where fluctuations occur, a
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combination of forces that determine the signs and
characteristics of the elements of reality, allowing
us to understand the multidimensional, polycen-
tric world in dynamics). On the border between
the systemic and dianthropic picture of the world,
synergetics is actively developing, the key idea of
which is a holistic understanding of the unity of the
individual, nature and society, a characteristic of
the process of functioning and development of the
biopsychosocial essence of man. The indicated sci-
entific pictures of the world and the corresponding
methods of cognition determine the formulation of
the object and subject of the sociology of security as
a branch of sociological knowledge, its understand-
ing of the vital forces of man and society, the func-
tioning of their safe living space, thereby setting
the foundation for various sociological paradigms
of security, methods of social thinking in general.

The need for an analysis of the socio-philosophi-
cal foundations of security is due to the fact that its
implementation will allow not only to form general
scientific provisions about such a complex social
phenomenon as security, but also to reveal its gen-
eral properties, relationships and laws of formation,
development and functioning. Solving the problems
of this level, the process of determining the methods
of scientific knowledge of security will provide an
opportunity to apply them to create conditions for
preserving the real security of social systems, their
integrity, sustainable development and effective
functioning of the individual, society and the state.

Analysis of research and publications. The
works of V. Balakhonskyi, M. Liha, N. Pavlova,
I. Shchetkina are devoted to the study of the phil-
osophical, sociological and historical foundations
of the formulation of the problem of security in the
history of science. The philosophical foundations
of the concept of security were studied by E. Litvi-
nov, while V. Horlinskyi devoted his works to the
study of security as an object of axiological reflec-
tion. The essence and evolution of philosophical,
sociological, religious, cultural and psychological
aspects of the perception of security were stud-
ied in their works by O. Baranovskyi, O. Viktorov,
V. Kuznetsov and others.

Among Ukrainian scientists who have stud-
ied the concept of security at the present stage,
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the works of S. Lysenko should be highlighted. He
develops the problem of future trends in informa-
tion security taking into account artificial intelli-
gence technologies; I. Fedun works in the field of
economic security of Ukraine; V. Kopanchuk stud-
ies state policy in the field of public/national secu-
rity and protection of public order in conditions of
hybrid war; O. Panchenko analyzes information
security of Ukraine in the context of challenges
and threats, including legal aspects; A. Kumeiko
highlights the problem of defining the category
of “state security” as an object of legal protection;
D. Kamenskyi and A. Vozniuk study legal and eco-
nomic aspects of national and economic security of
Ukraine at the present stage.

A significant contribution to the study of the
concept of security in wartime in Ukraine was
made by V. Aleshchenko, who deals with the infor-
mational and psychological security of the indi-
vidual in wartime; Ya. Tiutiuma works on the
topic of Ukraine's role in ensuring European
security in the context of the Russian-Ukrainian
war; A. Taranenko analyzes such a phenomenon
as "cognitive security” in the context of the Rus-
sian-Ukrainian war; V. Telehin is the author of a
work on the influence of economic policy on ensur-
ing the national security of Ukraine in the context
of armed conflict.

At the same time, in the vast majority of mod-
ern scientific works on security problems, there are
attempts to begin considering the specified problem
on the basis of modern methodological approaches,
while the socio-philosophical heritage in this area
often remains unnoticed by researchers.

The purpose of the article is to clarify the
socio-philosophical foundations of the emergence
and development of the concept of security, to
identify its evolution from basic forms of human
self-preservation to modern socio-cultural and civ-
ilizational dimensions, and to determine its role as a
fundamental value of modern civilization.

Presentation of the main material. Early class
societies are characterized by the dominance of a
mythological worldview. Philosophical ideas of the
pre-Socratic era defined man as the measure of all
things, a perfect creation of nature, a global value,
while nature was considered as the first cause of
everything existing on Earth endowed with reason.

In the era of the development of classical ancient
philosophy, security was studied as the identity of
the law, its provision was an exceptionally impor-
tant task of the state, while human activity had to
be directed, first of all, on self-preservation.

An interesting interpretation of security was
proposed by Democritus, linking it with the pos-
sibility of a person’s adaptation to the conditions
of their surrounding environment, including the

social one. He saw the reason for the unification of
people in society in the need to protect each specific
individual [9, p. 109].

A similar approach to understanding security
was developed by Aristotle, who considered the
division of power into legislative, executive and
judicial as the basis of state security. Reflecting on
the dangers that threaten the existence of the state
and social well-being, Aristotle actually created
their typology based on the separation of interest
groups and needs. In this case, subjective factors
became important, namely: the personal or indi-
vidual abilities of subjects to manage the state and
social processes. The main threat to citizens, in his
opinion, was the wrong state system and property
stratification. That is why Aristotle considered
the democratic structure of the state to be the saf-
est, since the rule of the people and their feeling
of their power are essentially a guarantee of secu-
rity. His opinion on the importance of reducing
social tension due to property inequality, which is a
destructive principle in relation to social stability,
is interesting. Developing technologies for ensuring
security, Aristotle, first of all, paid attention to the
possibility of the middle class coming to power, the
presence of reasonable sizes of the state territory,
the configuration of borders, as well as the creation
of special social institutions for the protection of
the state [1].

Plato, having typified the state system, consid-
ered democracy the weakest of all correct forms of
organization of society. Democracy is the rule of
the majority for the sake of the majority, but its
weakness lies in the fact that decisions are made not
by the wisest, but under the pressure of the crowd.
The greatest threat to a democratic system is tyr-
anny: the longer democracy lasts, the crueler the
return of society to a controlled state will be. The
ideal state, according to Plato, is the achievement
of harmony between the relations of man and soci-
ety through the establishment of a just and safe
order. All other forms of state system, in compar-
ison with the ideal, are potentially dangerous both
for the individual and for society as a whole. Even
freedom as the norm of a democratic state and its
highest value is, in its excessive manifestation, a
direct threat to the individual and leads to their
enslavement and dissolution in tyranny.

According to Plato, the state should pay due
attention to the soldiers who ensure its security.
Equating the concept of security with the catego-
ries of justice, prudence, help, salvation, he devel-
ops a systemic concept of security, based on the
explanation of the existence of an objective rela-
tionship between the security of the individual and
the state, which is determined by the moral nature
of the human being. As an object of personal and
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social security, justice determines the need to form
a collective system of its protection from internal
and external threats. That is, the state, according
to Plato’s logic, is genetically connected with per-
sonal needs for security and a just order that sup-
ports it. Preservation of the principles of justice as
the ethical basis of security in society and interper-
sonal relations requires a certain behavior of the
individual, which is regulated not only by internal
moral guidelines, but also by social-regulatory,
legislative and institutional norms. Thus, people’s
awareness of justice leads to the need to form a col-
lective system of its protection from internal and
external threats. The security of the individual is
the harmony of its relations with society. Man, as
a social, political being, is responsible for the secu-
rity of society, the state as a whole and their own
security in particular. Among the mechanisms that
ensure the security of the state, Plato included the
upbringing and formation of people's moral quali-
ties, the provision of all the benefits of life to cit-
izens by the state, which they honestly earned
through everyday work [5, p. 292].

During the reign of the Roman Empire, the
understanding of the essence of security changed
radically — the formation of a security system was
clearly carried out to ensure the safe existence of
the ruling elite of the state. A similar position was
defended by the representative of Hellenistic phi-
losophy Epicurus, who considered security as the
highest value, the criterion for achieving the great-
est satisfaction [9, p. 133].

According to Zeno, the founder of Stoicism, in
conditions of constant threat to human well-being,
health and life, the only correct way to guarantee
security is a calm life, moderate humility to fate,
satisfaction of only basic needs. He proposed to
realize higher needs in understanding safe human
existence through the manifestation of concern for
the welfare of the state and other citizens, the pro-
tection of the empire from the invasion of foreign-
ers. Thus, spiritual needs were considered higher
than material, and social needs were considered
higher than personal.

Cicero saw the basis of the stability of the secu-
rity of the Roman state in the fact that its political
system combined elements of monarchy (the need to
introduce a dictatorship), aristocracy (senate) and
democracy (popular assembly). The main threat to a
secure existence is the alienation of the state appa-
ratus from the Roman people, since the true state is
the property of the people, and the people is a com-
munity of individuals united by common interests
and agreement on issues of law [11].

Seneca considers common sense, a courageous
and energetic spirit, nobility, endurance and readi-
ness for any twists of fate as the basis of an individ-

ual secure existence. Life is happy if a person does
not show distrust, takes care of satisfying their
physical needs, accepts the gifts of fate, without
being their slave. Seneca believes that the result of
such a setting of the spirit is peace and freedom, the
elimination of any reasons for irritation and fear
[6, p. 47].

A significant contribution to the development
of the socio-philosophical paradigm of security
was made by representatives of the Middle Ages
(F. Aquinas, J. Fidanza, A. Milanskyi, etc.), who
argued that only God, acting as the source of all
good, is able to guarantee security. The mechanisms
for ensuring a secure existence are closely related
to the process of preparing oneself and one’s loved
ones for life in the other world through baptism,
righteousness, absolute harmony with the will of
God, and the submission of personal will to the
principles of divine order. Faith, humility, hope for
salvation, service to God and neighbor, and love are
the main Christian virtues that ensure a person’s
secure existence.

Developing Aristotle’s ideas, A. Augustine also
linked security with social inequality, somewhat
rethinking it. He puts forward the thesis that prop-
erty inequality of citizens is an inherent phenom-
enon that should be accepted, but emphasizes the
fundamental equality of people in front of God and
calls on them to live in peace and security. Inter-
preting danger, he reduces it mainly to sin. Sin and
punishment are perceived by A. Augustine as the
main threats to man. In the philosophical thought
of the Renaissance, a significant contribution to
understanding the essence of the concept of secu-
rity was made by N. Machiavelli, who considered
the separation of politics from culture to be the
leading danger to the functioning of society. He
saw the essence of the state in ensuring the common
good, which would be the embodiment of national
interests. There are two types of threats to the
security of the state — one from within, from citi-
zens, the other one — from without, from neighbors.
External dangers can be overcome with the help of
the army and allies. If the external source of danger
is eliminated, then peace will remain within, pro-
vided that it is not disturbed by secret conspiracies.
He considers the formation of the collective will of
the nation to be the only mechanism for managing
state security.

Unlike N. Machiavelli, F. Bacon identified and
investigated the sources of the formation and devel-
opment of a culture of security, in particular, he
included the contradictions of the current legisla-
tion among them.

The era of modern times was marked by the
emergence of a mechanistic picture of the world.
B. Spinoza saw the leading goal of the functioning
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and development of civil society in maintaining
peace and security of life. In his opinion, the state
of security of society is not only the absence of war,
but also the unity of souls, the consistency of peo-
ple's interests, national harmony in order to mini-
mize fears and general troubles. Civil order is estab-
lished naturally as a result of concluding a social
contract [8, p. 44].

T. Hobbes, sharing Aristotle’s views, argued
that social equality is the leading cause of conflicts
and wars, since each citizen tries to defend his
rights, people’s lives are mainly built on the prin-
ciple of "war of all against all.” Equating society
and the state, he considers the latter as a human
creation, the main meaning of whose existence
is to replace the natural state of "man is a wolf to
man” with the principles of a social contract. The
state, according to T. Hobbes, should be considered
as the best means of stabilizing life and develop-
ing society. After the creation of state institutions
that protect the property and life of citizens (court,
authorities, army, etc.), a security system arises,
and the state itself is the most effective social pro-
ject for satisfying the needs of citizens in security.
Rethinking the ideas of T. Hobbes, we can argue
that such a transition means the flow of the per-
sonal security of the individual as a selfish entity
into social security at the expense of restricting
rights and freedoms, because in his understanding
security is an unconditional value, a factor not just
in the survival of a particular individual, society,
but of the state, civilization as a whole.

dJ. Locke, clarifying the reasoning of T. Hobbes,
developed a new approach to the analysis of secu-
rity, which included the study of processes and
phenomena that destroyed the mechanism of state
governance.

He defines personal security as a leading value,
because only by ensuring the safety of life, freedom
of conscience and protection of property of an indi-
vidual citizen, can we talk about the possibility of
full-fledged functioning of state social security.

Ch.-L. Montesquieu developed the idea of the
need, in the interests of state and public security,
to separate the three branches of power (executive,
legislative and judicial). In addition, he argued that
liberal-humanistic values and principles of a stable
social order (condemnation of despotism, defense
of civil and personal freedom, religious tolerance,
political moderation, gradual changes) are neces-
sary and sufficient conditions for the preservation
and support of social security [10, p. 89].

The theory of the social contract of J.-J. Rous-
seau differs significantly from the views of T. Hob-
bes and J. Locke. In his opinion, the natural state of
people should be interpreted as a state of original
harmony with nature. Man does not need any social

restrictions, morality, systematic work, because
the ability to self-preservation keeps them from
the state of "war of all against all”. However, the
population is growing, geographical conditions are
changing, society is stratified into poor and rich,
powerful and displaced, who begin to be at enmity
with each other, so people need civil peace: a social
contract is concluded, according to which power
over society passes to the state. The basis of state
power should be the will and freedom of each indi-
vidual. Therefore, J.-J. Rousseau puts forward the
idea that the bearer and source of power is the peo-
ple, who can and must displace the power that vio-
lates the terms of the social contract. The sovereign
is not the state, but the people, because its repre-
sentatives create laws, change them and adopt new
ones.

In the conditions of the split of civilization, the
mechanistic scientific picture is replaced by a sto-
chastic one, which is based on complexity, irrevers-
ibility, uncertainty and nonlinearity. This picture
of the world seeks to explain that the multivariate
nature of the historical process is determined not
only by risks, but also by the ability to influence
real development scenarios, to ensure the safe exist-
ence of the state, society, and the individual.

Further development of the study of the essence
of security was carried out within the framework
of the theoretical developments of thinkers of the
Enlightenment. Thus, P. Holbach saw the leading
goal of security in preventing dangerous devel-
opments and ensuring life-affirming relations
between man, society and the state. Therefore,
for a safe existence, it is necessary to bring people
together, to transform them into truly social beings
on the basis of the objective interrelationship of the
security of the individual and the security of the
nation as a whole. Ensuring security involves the
correct choice of an activity strategy, which should
be based on the principles of objectivity, specificity,
and scientific forecasts of social reality. Among the
criteria for a safe existence, P. Holbach included
the state of balance of power and freedom, the bal-
ance between all types of social activity. Thus,
he tried to give a detailed description of security
standards that correspond to the national, global
development of international relations: not to harm
others; the development of such human virtues as
justice, humanity, sincerity; providing assistance
to those in need; the ability to sacrifice one's own
interests for the sake of others; recognizing the
right of others to self-preservation; adhering to the
principle of balance of power of different states.

In the concept of I. Kant, achieving a state of
safe existence of society is possible through the
existing relationship between the state citizenship
of people within the nation, international law, and
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the right of universal citizenship. The best ana-
logue for building a safe society based on the norms
of public law is a republican system that complies
with the principles of pure law (freedom of every
citizen, equality, recognition of a single general
law) and the universal principle of freedom. I. Kant
created a project of the League of Nations, designed
to develop a bill of peace and security, protection
of human rights throughout the world. The idea
of building a legal state and eternal peace, secu-
rity based on justice and equality, can be realized
by recognizing the principles of freedom of each
individual, as well as the state (ethno-ethnicity,
culture). The security of the existence of a social
system depends on people’s ability to be guided by
common sense, farsightedly foreseeing the conse-
quences of the choice of life strategy made by them.
G.V.F. Hegel in his works outlined the philosophi-
cal foundations of the security of the individual,
the state and property. The leading role in ensuring
the security of the individual and society is played
by the state, because it is thanks to the state that
a person forms the habit of a safe existence, which
becomes his second nature. Analyzing the prob-
lems of security, Hegel focuses on the following
principle: the security of an individual guarantees
the security of society, that is, in fact, we are talk-
ing about the so-called integral security, which the
state must provide. The state's refusal to perform
this function inevitably leads to the degradation of
the totality of all social relations, the destruction
of social order. A significant decrease in the level
of moral, legal and cultural restrictions contrib-
utes to the manifestation of selfishness, instincts,
violence. This is the root cause of the entire spec-
trum of dangers and threats to the existence of the
individual, social groups, the state, civilization and
humanity as a whole [3, p. 42].

In the 21st century, the concept of security
acquires a new, universal meaning. If earlier it
was associated mainly with the military or politi-
cal sphere, that is, the understanding of security
as a military-political category related to national
sovereignty and state defense dominated, today
security is considered as a multidimensional phe-
nomenon that encompasses the economic, energy,
environmental, informational, social and spiritual
dimensions of human existence.

Modern society lives in conditions of uncertainty,
global challenges and rapid technological changes,
therefore the formation of ideas about security
becomes not only a scientific or political, but also a
deeply philosophical issue — a question about the
essence of human existence in a world of risk.

Currently, security is one of the basic conditions
for the existence of man and society. In a philosoph-
ical sense, it means a state of security of being, pre-

serving the integrity of an individual, community
or state. This is not only the absence of danger,
but also the presence of stability, predictability,
harmony.

From the point of view of ontology, security is
an element of objective reality that determines the
boundaries of possible human existence. Episte-
mologically, it is formed through the awareness of
risk — a person learns security through the opposi-
tion of danger. Axiologically, security becomes one
of the highest values of the modern world, because
without it, freedom, development and creative
activity are impossible.

At the turn of the 20th and 21st centuries, ideas
about security are changing radically. Even newer
concepts appear — information security, cybersecu-
rity, environmental security, human security.

A person is considered not only as an object that
needs protection, but also as a security subject who
themselves create the conditions for their protected
existence.

Globalization, the development of information
technologies, the emergence of artificial intelli-
gence and biotechnology form a new, complex archi-
tectonics of dangers, in which objective and virtual
threats are intertwined.

So, in the modern world, the concept of secu-
rity has a dual nature. Firstly, this is the objective
reality of security — the actual state of protection
of a person, society or state from threats (military,
economic, environmental, technological). Sec-
ondly, the subjective reality of security as a per-
son’s feeling of their own security, trust in social
institutions and predictability of the world. In the
21st century, this balance is often disrupted: even
with a high level of security, people can feel unsafe
due to information pressure, fear, manipulation or
traumatic experience of war.

Thus, perceptions of security are increasingly
dependent on the media, social networks and the
global information space. Among the socio-cultural
factors of the formation of modern perceptions
of security, the following should be highlighted:
media and information technologies, which create
a new symbolic reality, where perceptions of secu-
rity are formed through images of threats; global
problems of humanity (ecological crisis, pandemics,
wars), which form a sense of common vulnerability
and the need for collective responsibility; the digi-
talization of society, which generates new types of
risks — cybercrime, loss of privacy, dependence on
artificial intelligence, and the psychological dimen-
sion of security, which comes to the fore: a person
seeks not only physical protection, but also emo-
tional stability, trust, and confidence in the future.

In conditions of martial law, aggression and
hybrid threats, Ukrainian society is experie-
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ncing a process of deep rethinking of the concept of
security.

Security becomes not only a political or military
problem, but a value of national consciousness, part
of the cultural code.

A culture of security of consciousness is being
formed — the ability to think critically, resist disin-
formation, maintain psychological stability.

Security becomes a common issue of the state,
community and each individual who is aware of
their own responsibility for preserving life, free-
dom and dignity.

Conclusions and prospects for further research.
In summary, we note that the era of antiquity is
characterized by the formulation of the problem of
the relationship between security and socio-polit-
ical relations in society. Security was considered
through the prism of the collapse of the founda-
tions of archaic society, which was accompanied
by epidemics, wars, revolutions, that is, it was
interpreted as the protection of the state and its
citizens from numerous external threats. All these
processes discredited the belief that adherence to
customs and traditions guarantees the security of
society. Existing approaches to understanding the
essence of security were diametrically different,
because some thinkers considered it as the highest
value of the state, the law, while others considered
it as an opportunity to meet the needs of the func-
tioning of the individual, and then of the entire
society as a whole. The leading mechanism for
ensuring the security of the functioning of society
was the prevention of property stratification, pro-
viding all citizens with the same rights, freedoms,
and benefits necessary for their vital activity.
Medieval philosophy is characterized by the inter-
pretation of security as an attribute of divine prov-
idence, one of the leading functions of religion. In
this regard, ideas about the principles of safe exist-
ence have changed radically: the ancient principle
of self-preservation of the individual and the state
was transformed into the principle of salvation of
the soul. Such an understanding of the essence of
security leads to the loss of its social orientation.

The Middle Ages were as well characterized by
the lack of direct cognitive interest in understand-
ing the security of society, which is explained by
the insufficient development of reflection at that
time. However, even then the foundations of meth-
odological approaches to understanding the essen-
tial content of the concept of security began to
form, which were actualized and found concrete
embodiment a little later.

The mechanistic knowledge of the world allowed
thinkers of the New Age to expand the boundaries of
their ideas about the world, to highlight the principles
of safe human interaction with nature and the social

environment, as a result of which new approaches to
understanding the essence of security mechanisms
were formed. At the same time, the priority task was
to ensure security by eliminating and preventing the
emergence of phenomena that hindered state govern-
ance. The philosophy of the Enlightenment is charac-
terized by a statistical scientific picture of the world,
in accordance with which security was considered as a
balance between systems and subsystems, which, hav-
ing a direct connection with human existence, deter-
mine and define the nature of the interdependence of
the safe existence of a particular person and society as
a whole. Historical experience shows that one of the
highest goals of any state is the security of the coun-
try, the system of social relations, the social order and
ensuring the comprehensive protection of citizens.
Ensuring the safe existence of people and society as a
whole cannot occur without establishing rational con-
nections and relations between people, between peo-
ple and nature, as well as without taking into account
natural and other external influences on people.

The socio-philosophical origins of the develop-
ment of the concept of security create the necessary
conditions for the formation of the most general
ideas about security as an objective reality, the fur-
ther study of which with the use of general scien-
tific and special methods of cognition will allow us
to formulate the basic laws, scientific principles of
security system management. In turn, the practi-
cal implementation of these principles will allow us
to preserve the integrity and direct the sustainable
dynamic development of security systems for the
safe existence of the individual, the effective func-
tioning of society and the state.

The formation of ideas about security in the
modern world is a process that combines the objec-
tive reality of threats and a person’s subjective per-
ception of their place in the world of risk.

Security today is not just a state of protection,
but also a dynamic balance between stability and
change, between control and freedom, between tech-
nological development and humanistic values.

True security is possible only when society not
only protects itself from dangers, but also creates
conditions of trust, solidarity and responsibility. In
this sense, security is not just a state, but a higher
dimension of culture and maturity of civilization.
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Summary

Voronovska L. H. Socio-philosophical preconditions
of formation of the concept of security. — Article.

The article examines the socio-philosophical origins of
the formation of the concept of security. The ambiguity
of the scientific interpretation of the essence of the
concept of security is associated with the existence of
different pictures of world knowledge. In the era of
antiquity, security, on the one hand, was considered as
the highest value of the state, law, on the other hand, as
an opportunity to satisfy the basic needs of the individual
and society. In the Middle Ages, security was identified
with the attributes of divine behavior, acting as one of the
functions of faith. In this historical period, the principle
of salvation of the soul replaced the ancient principle
of self-preservation of the individual and the state. The
mechanistic picture of world knowledge made it possible
to expand the idea of the world order in the era of modern
times, in particular, to highlight the principles of safe
interaction in the systems of the individual-nature, the
individual-society, which made it possible to realize the
need to study security and the mechanisms for ensuring
it in society and the state. The Age of Enlightenment
was marked by the emergence of a statistical picture
of the world, which considered security as a balance
between systems and subsystems related to social reality,
determining the nature of the interdependence of the safe
existence of the individual and society.

The formation of ideas about security in the modern
world is a process that combines the objective reality of
threats and the subjective perception of a person's place in
the world of risk. Security today is not only a state of being
protected, but also a dynamic balance between stability
and change, between control and freedom, between
technological development and humanistic values.

True security is possible only when society not only
protects itself from dangers, but also creates conditions
for trust, solidarity and responsibility. In this sense,
security is not just a state, but a higher dimension of
culture and maturity of civilization.

The development of security theory is based on
socio-philosophical ideas, creating the necessary
conditions for the formation of ideas about security as
an objective reality, the study of which will allow us to
formulate patterns and scientific principles of security
system management, ensuring the safe functioning and
development of society and the state.

Key words: security, society, state, objective and
subjective reality, picture of the world.

Amnorania

Boponoscvra JI. I'. ConiansHo-(inocodcbki BUTOKH
CTaHOBJICHHA KOHIeNTa Oe3mexu. — CtaTTs.

Y crarri po3MIAZAIOTECA  COIiaTbHO-(LIOCO(PCHKL
BUTOKM CTAHOBJIEHHA KOHIenTa Oesmexu. HeopHosHau-
HiCTh HAYKOBOTO TJIYMAUEHHSA CYTHOCTI MOHATTS 0e3MeKu
TIOB’s13aHAa 3 iCHYBaHHAM Di3HUX KAapPTUH ITi3HAHHA CBITY.
B emoxy amTumuHocTi Oesmexa, 3 OJHOTO OOKY, pO3TJISia-
Jlacd AK HaWBUINA IIiIHHICTH Jiep:KaBH, IIpaBa, 3 iHIITOTo, AK
MOJKJIUBICTD 3aJ0BOJBHUTH OCHOBHI ITOTPeOH 0COOMCTOCTI
Ta CyCIiIbCTBA. Y CcepelHi BiKM OesleKka 0TOTOKHIOBaIaCs
3 aTpubyTamMu 00KEeCTBEHHOI IMOBEIiHKM, BUCTYIAIOUM K
onHa 3 (PYHKIIIH Bipu. ¥V Iell icTOpmyHMiA mepio] Ha 3MiHY
IaBHbOMY IPHUHIIAIY caMo30epeskeHHs ocobu i Jep:kaBu
IPUHINIOB IPUHIUI NOPATYHKY Ayuri. MexanicTuuHa Kap-
THHA Ii3HAHHS CBiTY maja 3Mory B emoxy Hosoro uacy
POBIIMPUTH YSBJIEHHS IIPO CBiTOYCTpPili, 30KpeMa BUCBIT-
JIUTU TPUHIUIYN Oe3meuHoi B3a€MOAil B cHCTeMax 0Co0u-
CTiCTB-IPHPOZA, 0COOUCTICTL-CYCILIBCTBO, 10 A0 3MOIY
yCBiOMUTH HEOOXifHiCTh BUBUEHHS OE3IMEKM Ta Mexa-
HisMiB ii 3abesmeueHHs B CyCIiILCTBI Ta Aep:kaBi. Emoxa
IIpocBiTHMIITBA O3HAMEHYBAJacA IOABOK CTATHCTUYHOI
KapTUHU CBiTY, AKa PO3riAgaia 0esleKy SK piBHOBATy Mixk
CHCTeMaMHU Ta IMiJcuCTeMaMu, 0B’ I3aHNMU i3 COLiaabHOI0
peasbHICTIO, BU3HAUAIOUM XapaKTep B3aeMO3AJIEKHOCTI
0e3mevHOoro iCHyBaHHA 0COOMCTOCTI Ta CYCIIiIbCTBA.

®opMyBaHHA YABJIEHD PO OE3IEKY Y CYYacHOMY CBiTi
€ IPOIIecoM, IO MOeIHYE 00’€KTHUBHY peajbHICTh 3arpo3
i cy0’eKTHBHE CIPUIHATTS JIOLAHOIO CBOIO MiCIld y cBiTi
pusuKy. Besmeka chborofgHi — Iie He JIHUINe CTAH 3aXUIIe-
HOCTi, a I fuHaMiyHN# O0ajaHc Mix cTablIbHICTIO Ta 3Mi-
HaMH, MiK KOHTpoJeM i ¢cB0OOOMO0I0, MiK TeXHOJOTIUHUM
PO3BUTKOM i r'yMaHiCTUUYHUMY IIHHOCTSAMH.

CropaB:xusa Oeslexa MOXKJINBA JIUIIE TOAi, KOJHU CyC-
[IiJIBCTBO He JIMIIE 3aXUINAEThCA Bif HeOesIleK, a i CTBO-
PIOE YMOBH [JOBipH, COJiapHOCTI Ta BiAIOBiZATHHOCTI.
Y mpomy ceHci Gesmeka € He IPOCTO CTAHOM, a BUIIUM
BUMipOM KYJIBTYPH Ta 3pijocTi 1uBimisarii.

PosBuTok Teopii 6e3mexu 6a3yeThCsS Ha COMiaabHO-(]i-
JOCOPCHKUX i7ieAX, CTBOPIOIOUM HeOOXimHi yMoBM s
(hopMyBaHHSA YABJIEHD PO 03IEKY AK 00’€KTUBHY peaib-
HiCTb, JOCTiI;KeHHS IKO1 JO3BOJIUTE CPOPMYIIOBATH 3aK0-
HOMipHOCTi, HAYKOBI NPUHIUNU YIPABIIHHA CUCTEMOIO
Oesmnexu, 3abesneunTs Oe3meuHe (PYHKI[IOHYBaHHS Ta PO3-
BUTOK CYCITiJIbCTBA i IeP:KABH.

Katouosi caosa: 0es3mexa, CYCILIBCTBO, Jep:KaBa,
00’eKTHBHA i cy0’€KTHBHA PEANbHOCTI, KAPTHHA CBITY.
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