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ARCHETYPE OF SOCIAL JUSTICE
AND IDEOLOGICAL CONFRONTATION OF THE
CONTEMPORATY MODELS OF SOCIAL POLICY

Abstract. The analysis of the essential characteristics of the social justices ar-
chetype as the integrative transcultural basis of peaceful human coexistence and
as the specific foundation of the conflict type that determinate reproduction of the
different forms of ideological confrontations among of the protective, liberal and
intersocietal (global) technological models of social policy in the contemporary
class-stratified societies is presented in the article. Argued that the modern pro-
cesses of economic, political and cultural globalization are the important factors6
which determinate the need to elaborate the new theory of social justices that
should be the valid cognitive instruments for explanation the contradictions of
the global social stratifications and of the global social inequalities among agra-
rian, industrial and postindustrial societies and also it should be the conceptual
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base for modernization of existing models of social policy. The author supports the
scholars who try to use the new ideas of “distributive justice” in order to develop
the specific social themes on justice under the contradictory context of the con-
temporary globalized intercultural relations and communications. Substantiated
that the urgent research task is concretization cognitive content of the concept
“social policy”. Proved that it is important to understand that under conditions
of globalization the content of this concept includes the specific elements, which
reflect the specific dimensions of the global, supranational and national character.
It is concluded that the identification of the conceptual basis of the protective,
liberal and intersocietal technological models of social policy one can regard as the
scientific proven fact that these models have common intension to justification of
the archetypal status of social justices. Emphasized that, as the instruments of so-
cial management, these models have strong populist orientation and manipulative
influence and this circumstance is a factor that restricts their practical efficiency
as the means for democratization the mechanisms of social control.

Keywords: social justice, archetype of social justice, social policy, technologi-
cal models of social policy, ideological contradictions among the models of social
policy.

APXETHUII COINIAJIBHOI CITPABEJIJIMBOCTI TA INEOJIOITYHA
KOH®POHTAILIA CYYACHUX MO/JIEJIEM COLIAJIBHOI
INOJIITURU

Amnoraris. [IpoanaizoBano CyTHiCHI XapaKTEPUCTUKK apXeTHITy COIliabHOl
CIIPABEIIMBOCTI SIK IHTErPATUBHOTO TPAHCKYJIBTYPHOTO Oa3Mcy MUPHOTO CITiBic-
HYBaHHS JITO/IEN Ta SIK criennivHOl KOH(MJIIKTOTeHHOI OCHOBH, SIKa 3yMOBJIIOE Bijl-
TBOPEHHS Pi3HUX (POPM i/1€0T0TTUHOI KOH(PPOHTATIIIT MiZK MTPOTEKITIOHICTCHKOIO,
J6epasIbHOTO Ta IHTEPCOIETATBHOIO (TII00ATBHOI0) TEXHOJOTTIHUME MOJIEJISIMU
COTIIAJIbHOT TIOJIITUKY B CY9aCHUX KJIACOBO-CTPATU(IKOBAHUX CYCITIITbCTBAX. Ap-
T'YMEHTOBAHO, 1[0 IIPOIIECH EKOHOMIYHOT, MOJITHYHOI Ta KyJIbTYpPHOI riiobasizaitii
€ BaKJIMBUMHU YMHHUKAMU, SIKi 3yMOBJIIOIOTH TOTPeOU HAyKOBOI pO3POOKH HOBOT
Teopii colliajbHOl CHPABEAJTUBOCTI IK Mi3HABAJIBHOTO IHCTPYMEHTY TOSICHEHHS
cynepedHocTel T106aabHOoI cTpaThdikaiii Ta rirobajibHUX COI[iabHUX HEPiBHO-
cTeil Mi>K arpapHUMHU, IHAYCTPIATbHUMHU Ta MOCTIHAYCTPiaJbHUMM CYCIIJIbCTBA-
MM, a TaKOXK SK KaTeropiaJbHOI OCHOBU MOJIEPHi3allil iCHYI0UUX TeXHOJOTIi cOo-
MIAJIBHOI TTOJIITUKU. ABTOPOM ITITPUMYETHCS TTO3UTTiST BUEHUX, SIKi HAMAratoThCs
BUKOPUCTATH HOBI izl “AncTpuOyTUBHOI CIIpaBeIMBOCTI” 3 METOI0 PO3BUTKY
creliai3oBaHnX COIlaIbHUX T€M CTOCOBHO CIIPABE/JINBOCTI B CyHEPEeYTUBOMY
KOHTEKCTI Cy4acHUX TJI06ai30BaHNX MiKKYJIBTYPHUX B3a€MO/Iiii Ta KOMYyHiKa-
IiiA. Y cTaTTi 3BEPHYTO yBary Ha 3HAUYNIICTh KOHKPETU3AITI1 TOHATTS “colliajibHa
MOJTTHKA”, 3MICT SIKOTO BU3HAYAETHCS CenndiYHUMEI BUMipaMu TI06a1bHOTO,
HAJIHAIIOHAJIIBHOTO Ta HaIIOHAJIBHOTO XapakTepy. 3AilicCHEeHO ineHTudiKaIlio
KaTeropiaJibHol OCHOBM TIPOTEKI[IOHICTCHKOI, JIiGepaabHOI Ta iHTEPCOIi€TaIbHOI
TEXHOJIOTIYHUX MOJeJsell colialbHOl IMOJNITUKKA Ta JOBEAEHO, 110 IIUM MOJeJIsIM
IpUTaMaHHa CIIiJIbHA iHTEHIist 00T PYHTYBaHHS apXETUITHOTO CTaTyCy COIiaJbHOI
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cIpaBe/IJInBOCTI. Bo/iHOUAaC KOHCTATOBAHO, IO 11 MOJIEJI, STK iIHCTPYMEHTH COITi-
AJTbHOTO MEHEKMEHTY, MAalOTh BUPa3HY IOIMYJIiCTChKY OPI€HTAIIIIO, 110 0OMEKYE
iX TPAKTUYHY 3HAUYIIICTh ITPY BUPINIEHH] 3aB/laHb J€MOKPATH3allii COIiabHOTO
KOHTPOJIIO.

Kmo4oBi ciioBa: cotiiajibHa CIipaBe/InBiCTh, ADXETHUII COI[IaIbHOI CIIPABEIIN-
BOCTI, colfiajibHa ITOJITUKA, TEXHOJIOTTYHI MOJIEJIl COIliaJIbHOIL ITOJIITUKH, 17[€0J10-
TiYHI CyTIepeYHOCTi MOJIEeJel CoMiaabHOT MOMITHKH, TI00aTi3ais.

APXETHII COIIUAJIbHOI CIIPABEJJIMBOCTU
N NAEOJIOTNYECKAS KOHO®POHTAIIA COBPEMEHHDBIX
MOJEJIEM COIUAJIBbHOUM ITOJIUTUKN

Annotanus. OcylecTBIeH aHaJn3 CYHIHOCTHBIX XapaKTePUCTUK apXeTuIia
COIMATIBHON CIPABEVIMBOCTH KaK WHTETPATHBHOTO TPAHCKYJIBTYPHOTO Oasuca
MHUPHOTO COCYIIIeCTBOBAHUS JI0/Iel, a TakKe Kak crelnnduyeckoil KoHOINKTO-
FeHHOW OCHOBBI, KOTOPasi 00YCJIOBIMBAET BOCIPOM3BOJICTBO Pa3JIUYHBIX (HOPM
U/IEOTIOTHYECKON KO(POHTAIIMN MEXK/IY MPOTEKIIMOHUCTCKOM, JTNOGEpaIbHON 1
HUHTEPCOIMETAILHOM (r/106aIbHON) TEXHOJOTUYECKUX MOJIETIEeN COIUaNbHOI
MOJIUTUKU B COBPEMEHHBIX KJIACCOBO-CTPATU(UIIMPOBAHHBIX 06IecTBax. Ap-
TYMEHTUPOBAHO, YTO IIPOIECCHl 9KOHOMUYECKOH, MOJTUTUYECKON U KyJBTYPHON
rI06ATU3AIIH SIBJISTIOTCST BAKHBIMU (haKTOPaMU, KOTOPbIe 00CYCJIOBIMBAIOT MO~
TpeOHOCTH B HAy4HOIT pa3paboTKe HOBOIT TEOPUH COIMATBHOI CIIPABETHBOCTH
KaK IM03HABATEJIbHOTO MWHCTPYMEHTA OOBSICHEHHs TIPOTHBOPEYUIl TI00aTIbHOI
crpatuduKaMu 1 rI00aTbHBIX COIMATbHBIX HEPABEHCTB MEXKIY arpapHbIMU,
WH/YCTPUATBHBIMU U TIOCTUH/YCTPUATBHBIMU OOTIECTBAMH, a TaKKe KaK KaTe-
ropuabHON OCHOBBI MOJIEPHU3AIMH CYIIECTBYIONIUX TEXHOJOTUN COIMATbHON
HOJIUTUKUA. ABTOPOM TOAJEPKUBACTCS MO3UIMS YUEHBIX, KOTOpbIE IIBITAIOTCS
WCII0JIb30BaTh HOBbIE UEH “MUCTPUOYTUBHON CIIPABETMBOCTU” C 1EJNBIO pa3-
BUTHS CIIEIIMATIM3UPOBAHHBIX COI[MAIbHUX T€M OTHOCUTEJNBHO CIIPaBeIJIMBOCTU
B TIPOTHBOPEYUBOM KOHTEKCTE COBPEMEHHBIX TI0OATN3MPOBAHHBIX MEKKYJIb-
TYPHBIX B3aUMOJIEHCTBHI 1 KOMMYHUKaInil. B crarbe o6paliieHo BHUMaHIE Ha
3HAUYMMOCTb KOHKPETU3AINU TIOHATHUS “collMaIbHast TOJIUTUKA”, co/lepsKaHne KO-
TOPOTO BKJIIOYAET crienudryecKne n3MepeHust rio06aIbHOr0, HATHAIIMOHAIBHOTO
1 HaIlMOHAJIBHOTO XapakTepa. OcyiiecTBieHa uaeHTudUKaIms KaTeropuaabHon
OCHOBBI TIPOTEKIIMOHUCTCKOI, JTNOEPATTbHON U WHTEPCOIMETANTLHON TEXHOJIOTH-
YeCcKUX MojieJiell COIMaJbHON MOJTUTUKY U JOKA3aHO, YTO 9TUM MOJIEJISIM TIPUCY-
12 001Iast MHTEHIsT 0O0CHOBAHMUST APXETUITHOTO CTATyCa COMMATBHON CITpaBe/i-
JUBOCTU. B TO ke BpeMsl KOHCTATUPOBAHO, YTO 3TU MOJEJN, KAaK MHCTPYMEHTBI
COLIMAJIBHOTO MEHE/PKMEeHTa, UMeIOT YeTKYIO MOIYJINCTCKYI0 OPUEHTAINIO, KOTO-
past orpaHUYMBaeT X MPAKTUYeCKYI0 3HAYMMOCTb IIPU PellieHn ! 3a/1a4 IeMOKpa-
THU3AIUN COIUATBHOTO KOHTPOJIA.

KmouesBbie cioBa: colnraibHasl CIIPABEJIMBOCTb, apXETHUIl COIIMAJIBHON CIIpa-
BE/JINBOCTH, COIIMA/IbHAS ITOJIUTHUKA, TEXHOJIOTMYECKHe MOJIEIN COIUAIbHOM 101 -
THKH, UICOJOTHYECKIE TPOTUBOPEUMsT MOJIEIEN COMATBHON MOJTUTHKH, TII00a1-
3a1usl.

419




Target setting. At first glance, the
conceptual problem that reflects inter-
connection between the principles of
social justice and social policy is rather
simple due to the self-evident of its con-
tent. Taking into account the pragmatic
aspect of this problem, it is easy to as-
sume that theoretical interpretations
of the principle of social justice not just
as an abstract social ideal of achieving
democratic social order and social con-
sensus, but as a regulative principle of
social relations, underline the archety-
pal status of social justice. Therefore, in
most cases, scholars and policy-makers
define social justice as the fundamental
stimulus for the self-realization by per-
sonal and collective social actors and
also define this archetype as the value
transcultural basis of human life.

As a significant constitutive element
of the “practical meaning” of the peace-
ful human coexistence, social justice
is the specific ideological archetypal
foundation, which encourages people
to realize their human potential in the
society where they live. That is why
people constantly actively fight for the
establishment of social justice, making
various claims to specialized power in-
stitutions, which propose, constitute
and provide different models of social
policy. But today contradictions of
the global social stratifications and of
the global social inequalities among
agrarian, industrial and postindustrial
societies determine different forms of
ideological confrontations of the exis-
ting contemporary models of social
policy. Such ideological confrontations
reflect some theoretical and practical
difficulties of effective solving the basic
problems of the human coexistence and
sustainable development: education;
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health protection; social insurance, so-
cial security, guarantees of labor rights,
regulation of market relations, distribu-
tion of social wealth and benefits, gen-
der equality etc.

Analysis of the recent publications
on the issue. First of all it should be
noted that the general content of the
contemporary researches of the social
justice problematics reflects the situa-
tion of necessity to create the new fun-
damental theory of justice. The liberal,
socialist and conservative theories of
justice now present the system of con-
ceptual argumentation and statements
about social justice as a desired state
of social equality in the aspects of en-
hancing democratization and huma-
nization of public life. In spite of that in
fundamental researches by J. Rawls [1],
F. Hayek [2], M. Walzer 3], R. Nozick
[4] have been proposed and substanti-
ated the new ideas of “distributive jus-
tice”, many scholars try to develop the
specific social themes on justice under
the contradictory context of the con-
temporary  globalized intercultural
relations and communications [5-8].
K.Sorrels in her book “Intercultural
communication, Globalization and So-
cial Justice” [7] presents innovative
analytical study of the contemporary
transcultural nature of social justice.
M. Sandel also underlines the need to
investigate in modern liberal socie-
ties the communicative foundations of
social justice taking into account the
priority human rights and liberties over
common goods [9, p. 185-218].

In fundamental research by
D. North, J. Wallisd and B. Waingast
“Violence and Social Orders. A concep-
tual framework for interpreting recor-
ded human history” [10] the social jus-




tice archetype is presented as the global
problem of two different patterns of
social order — the “closed social order”
and “open social order”. According the
authors’s point of view, the social con-
tradictions between these patterns are
the basic sources of violence, which one
must overcome by introducing effec-
tive social policy.

It is well-known that social policy is
an important institutional mechanism
of social integration and social solida-
rity [15]. As technological instrument
of social management and public admi-
nistration, social policy has the specific
goal-orientation, which people usually
understand as practical establishing the
progressive forms of social inclusion by
the common adopted norms of social
justice. But it is reasonable to agree
with the scientists who believe that in
the contemporary class-stratified socie-
ties different technological models of
social policy functionally support the
conflict processes of social exclusion
and social inequalities [11-14]. This
circumstance is important for scholars
who try to study the ideological contra-
dictions among the protective, liberal
and intersocietal technological models
of social policy [15-19].

The purpose of the article. The main
purpose of this article is the analysis of
essential characteristics of the social
justice archetype as the integrative ba-
sis of peaceful human coexistence and as
the specific conflict foundation that de-
terminates the different forms of ideo-
logical confrontations among the pro-
tective, liberal and intersocietal tech-
nological models of social policy in the
contemporary class-stratified societies.

The statement of basic materials.
First o all it is important to emphasize

that the most influenced basic state-
ments concerning scientific under-
standing the archetypal status of social
justice have weak conceptual argu-
mentation. But in spite of this circum-
stance these statements one should
regard as an important cognitive inten-
tions of the scientific and theoretical
consciousness by many scholars, who
try to overcome the simplicity of tra-
ditional scientific discourse, about so-
cial justice as a desired state of social
solidarity in the aspects of enhancing
equality of citizens, democratization
and humanization of public life. It is
obvious that overcoming the obsolete
stereotypical ideas about social jus-
tice is a difficult task, because now one
can easily to notice the lack of a gene-
rally recognized fundamental theory of
justice.

Today the scientific elaboration and
development of the new theory of jus-
tice is an innovative research task. The
scientific search in this direction, of
course, is connected with the formu-
lation of the basic conceptual coordi-
nates of the theoretical work. “What
is the theory of justice?” “What is the
conceptual core of this theory?” In the
fundamental research “A theory of jus-
tice” John Rawls proves that this theory
is the specialized cognitive instrument
for explanation the specific principles of
regulating the activities of institutions
as the “basic structures” of society. He
writes: “Justice is the first virtue of so-
cial institutions as truth is of system of
thought. A theory however elegant and
economical must be rejected if it is un-
true; likewise laws and institutions no
matter how efficient and well arranged
must be reformed if they are unjust”

[1,p.3].
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I believe that such abstract under-
standing of the cognitive status of a the-
ory of justice is disputable. For exam-
ple, E Hayek argues, that today exis-
ting theory of justice does not have
objective epistemological standards.
Therefore it rather is a “mirage of social
justice”, because the meaning of the ab-
stract managerial institutional rules of
justice really ignores the system of “pri-
vate interests which are unknown” [2,
p. 11]. G. Esping-Andersen also proves
a position according to which the need
for a theory of justice simply does not
exist — one can easily organize scien-
tific study without it, focusing research
interest on the empirical investigation
of the specific, historically changing
“motivations”, “ interests” and “ele-
ments” of social justice [14, p. 75-78].

The reasons for these nihilistic po-
sitions, from my point of view I can
explain by the empirical fact that the
implemented programs of social policy
in different countries are recognized
by scientists as ineffective because in
these programs usually undermine both
the paternalistic and liberal founda-
tions of social justice. As a result of this
situation are, indicated by R. Dahren-
dorf [11, p. 141-165] and U. Beck [12]
the “new social conflicts” and the new
“world of risk”, because “we are becom-
ing of a global community of threats”
[12, p. 4]. Obviously, that the economic,
political and cultural trends of globa-
lization determinate the main factors
which cause the need to elaborate in-
novative theory of social policy beyond
of the state-territorial localities of the
contemporary social life.

That is why for scholars today is the
important task to propose the construc-
tive solution of the problem of expand-
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ing the conceptual boundaries of the
modern theory of social policy as the
specialized cognitive tool of scientific
understanding of the relationship be-
tween the principles of social justice
and social responsibility. Therefore
I agree with J. Rawls who proves that
social policy must be “fair, honest and
responsible”, because without this value
conditions the social policy will not be-
come the basis of the consensus integra-
tion in the aspects of ensuring the equal
freedoms of citizens and maintaining a
certain level of social inequalities and
power relations among them “only as a
result of compensation for the benefits
for everyone” [1, p. 14—15].

As T believe from this formulation
of the problem the two difficult disput-
able questions arise: 1) can social policy
always be socially responsible; 2) to what
extent does it serve as a justification for
social justice?

From my point of view it will be rea-
sonable to underline the importance
of the three circumstances. Firstly, the
global economic competition between
countries may encourage them to re-
duce the total amount of budget funds
allocated to social protection in order to
increase the competitiveness of natio-
nal economies. Secondly, the migration
of the economically active population
objectively creates precedents for the
spontaneous redistribution of income
between states, which limits the eco-
nomic opportunities for separate coun-
tries to implement an effective social
security policy for the citizens. Thirdly,
the global labor and capital markets
lead to the emergence of supranational
power structures, whose activities may
threaten the social rights of citizens at
the national level.




These circumstances, as I consi-
der, also try to research B. Deacon and
P. Stubbs who argue that today the
concept of “social policy” has at least
three conceptual dimensions: 1) global
2) supranational, and 3) national (re-
gional” [16].

Unfortunately, the authors do not
fully clarify the cognitive sense of the
terms “global”, “supranational” and
“national” which they used for iden-
tification of the different types of so-
cial policy paying attention upon the
problem” how a particular policy fields
become globalized” [16, p. 6]. At the
same time, it is possible to agree with
such approach if we take into account
that the main subjects (actors) of any
types of social policy are the global,
supranational and national power in-
stitutions and organizations. Certainly,
these institutions and organizations in
some ways want to establish and to de-
velop different communications among
them. But when we try to research and
to evaluate the resource base of social
policy that realize the global, suprana-
tional, and national power institutions
one can easily identify the situations
of the clash and ideological confronta-
tions of the three contemporary tech-
nological models of social policy.

It is important to stress that each
of this model has the specific cognitive
and ideological foundations. So paying
attention upon this statement I believe
that it will be useful to characterize
these models.

1. Protective model of social policy.
It should be noted that many modern
theorists believe that the conceptual
field of the scientific theory of social
policy should be distanced from the so-
cial drama of market realities of the in-

dividual and collective life. Therefore
the various fields of theoretical work
are related to the concepts of “equa-
lity”, “social justice”, “limited resources”,
“non-market distribution of benefits”,
“institutional systems of social “ser-
vices”, “social security”, “welfare state”.
So, the general technological orienta-
tion of the protective model of social
policy should be the expression of the
non-market segment of people’s lives as
citizens of certain states. This specific
segment of social life, as M. Walzer be-
lieves, is functionally autonomous and
reproduces itself outside the fluctua-
tions of the free markets of commodi-
ties, labor and capital. He advices to
identify and to research the different
“spheres of justice” as the main object-
field of social policy because “justice is
a human construction and its doubtful
that it can be made in only one way”
3, p. 6].

2. The liberal (active) model of social
policy. In its possible humanistic form,
this technological model today is most
clearly represented in the theory of hu-
man development. The basic axiom of
this theory is that “development” must
create and empower people in such way
that they can choose their own way of
life and by own affords to create the
base of self-protection because “instead
of goods, a person has been put [2; 4,
p. 6]”. In such a conceptual perspective,
the basic categories of the liberal model
of social policy are: 1) “productivity” —
the ability of people to constantly in-
crease their incomes, economic growth
and to work for a monetary reward;
2) “equality” — the absence of restric-
tions related to gender, race, nationa-
lity, class affiliation, origin, place of res-
idence, level of well-being, etc., imped-
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ing the acquisition of opportunities for
full participation in economic and polit-
ical life; 3) “sustainability” — an expres-
sion of the principle of “universalism of
human rights”, according to which ac-
cess to resources and a fair distribution
of benefits should be provided not only
to present but also to future genera-
tions; 4) empowerment — creating stim-
ulus for the full participation of people
in the decision-making process and all
other processes that improve their well-
being; 5) “private and public expendi-
tures” — the resource base for imple-
mentation the necessary programs of
the individualized social policy.

3. Intersocietal (global) model of so-
cial policy. In its basic conceptual co-
ordinates this technological model is
focused on taking into account the in-
fluence of the specific social challenges
which caused by economic, political
and cultural globalization. Therefore
I agree with B. Deacon and P. Stubbs
who argue that this model is based on
“multylateralism complex” that reflects
“terrain of emergent global governance,
multiplicity of actors and process come
together rather in unpredictable ways”
[16, p. 8]. T also would like to support
the general research positions which
formulates P. Kennet [17] who empha-
sizes that the scientific basis for the new
global “integrated theory of social poli-
cy” should be based on the comparative
cross-national analysis. Such type of
analysis will allow us to make the new
understanding of the contemporary
value principles of the neoliberal ideo-
logy of “social well-being”, “distribu-
tive justice”, and “welfare state”. The
conceptual structure of the intersoci-
etal technological model of social policy
that based on cross-national analysis, as
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P. Kennet believes, should consist of 5
fundamental categories: 1) “inequa-
lity” — the process that reflects differ-
ent social consequences of social strati-
fication; 2) “polarization” — the specific
process of fixing the extreme charac-
teristics of existing inequalities; 3) “po-
verty” — an institutionally defined mi-
nimum norms of the level of consump-
tion, below which it is impossible to
maintain livelihoods; 4) “social exclu-
sion” — the process of socially limited
autonomy of various social subjects: i.e.,
the process of systematically restriction
of resource limiting opportunities for
individuals and groups to improve their
well-being; 5) “perverse integration” — a
complex of social consequences of the
development of the globalized crimi-
nal economy of information capitalism,
which increase the illegal distribution
of incomes between the members of the
rich and poor groups, who, the opportu-
nities and chances of globalization, use
in various ways [17, p. 8-9].

Taking into account the peculiarities
of conceptual foundations of the three
technological models of social policy, I
can conclude that each of these models
have the specific ideological orienta-
tion which consist of different inten-
tions to be well-grounded justification
of the archetype of social justice. But, in
the contemporary class-stratified socie-
ties these models, as V. Lapina proves,
really protect the strategy of the elite
over-consumption [6, p. 164—165].
Therefore, existing technological mo-
dels of social policy have strong popu-
list orientation and manipulative influ-
ence as instruments of social manage-
ment. And that is why “there is a failure
that social policy can be the instrument
of social control” [15, p. 4].




Conclusions.

1. The analytical approach, which is
presented in the article, demonstrates
the necessity of the new scientific re-
searches of the essential characteristics
of the social justice archetype as the in-
tegrative transcultural basis of peaceful
human coexistence and as the specific
foundation of the conflict type that
determinate reproduction of the diffe-
rent forms of ideological confrontations
among the protective, liberal and inter-
societal technological models of social
policy in the contemporary class-stra-
tified societies.

2. Contemporary processes of eco-
nomic, political and cultural globaliza-
tion are the important factors, which
determinate the need to elaborate the
new theory of social justice that should
be the cognitive instrument for expla-
nation the contradictions of the global
social stratifications and of the global
social inequalities among agrarian, in-
dustrial and postindustrial societies
and also the conceptual base for mo-
dernization of existing models of social
policy.

3. The urgent research task is con-
cretization cognitive content of the
concept “social policy”. It is important
to understand that under conditions of
globalization the content of this con-
cept includes the specific elements,
which reflect the specific dimensions of
the global, supranational and national
character.

4. Proposed by the author the iden-
tification of the categorical basis of the
protective, liberal and intersocietal
technological models of social policy
one can regard as scientific proven fact
that these models have common inten-
sion to justification of the archetypal

status of social justice. But, as the in-
struments of social management, these
models have strong populist orienta-
tion and manipulative influence and
this circumstance is the factor that re-
stricts their practical efficiency as the
means for democratization the mecha-
nisms of social control.
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