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The purpose of the work is to analyze the authors’ traditional points of view on the typology of
law and the state, and to propose a convergent approach taking into account the realities of digital so-
ciety. The importance of the problems of the typology of law and the state is determined by their theo-
retical and practical significance. This is necessary in order to obtain an objective picture of the past
and present, to formulate prospects for the future to improve the state-legal reality.

Material and methods. The research material was the doctrinal developments of leading Bela-
rusian and foreign experts on the topic of research, legislative acts related to this topic. Methods: dia-
lectical-materialistic, system analysis, synthesis, induction, deduction, abstraction, concretization, in-
terpretation of law, comparative studies.

Results and their discussion. The vast state-legal material accumulated by history requires sys-
tematization, unification, classification and typologization.

Classification (from Lat. classis - category, facio - do, deal) is a system that distributes any ob-
jects into classes (units, categories) depending on their common features, fixing regular connections
between classes of objects in a single system of a certain branch of knowledge.

Typology (from Greek typos - pattern, example, 10gos - word, thought, principle) is a classifica-
tion of objects or phenomena according to the generality of any signs. Often the concepts of typology
and classification are used as synonyms.

The typology includes certain groups (types) of states and legal systems of various countries
that have certain qualitative characteristics at a certain time and in a certain space.

The emerging attempts to separate the consideration of the state and law do not give a positive
effect, since, despite the relative independence, the manifestation of internal laws of development and
continuity, these phenomena are in an inextricable dialectical interdependence. Therefore, it is more
expedient to talk about a single typology of the state and law.

The objective basis for the study and classification of the state and law is a historical process.
History is a social reality in its movement from the past to the present and the future; it is a science of
the development of human society; it is a real process of development of society as a whole, various
aspects of the social life of individual countries, peoples in their concreteness and diversity.

In the history of civilization, there have been, are and will be many different states and legal
systems. Some of them have disappeared, others have appeared. This process has continued unabated.

All states have their own specifics, unique features. At the same time, individual states and legal
systems have significant similarities, common features that allow science to combine them into one
group — the historical type of state and law.

In the development of each state and law, there are objective patterns that can be explored in the
course of scientific research. In particular, there is a certain dependence and correspondence between
the mode of production, the economy, the social structure of society, the level of spiritual culture, climatic,
demographic, territorial, etc. factors, on the one hand, and a certain type of state and law, on the other.

The transition from one historical type of state and law to another is objective and includes evo-
lutionary and revolutionary periods.

In general, the development of civilization is in an ascending line.

The typology of a state is a special scientific classification of states into certain types (groups)
based on their common characteristics, reflecting their common patterns of origin, development and
functioning inherent in these states.

In the science of the theory of state and law, two main types of the typology of law and the state
have been clearly defined:

1. formational;

2. civilizational.

The formation approach (from Lat. formation — education) is the essence of the dialectical-
materialistic understanding of history. The category “socio-economic formation” denotes qualitatively
different stages of the development of society with the determining role of the socio-economic factor.
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Socio-economic formation is a society at a certain stage of historical development, taken as a
unity of all its sides, with its inherent mode of production, basis and superstructure

There are five socio-economic formations: primitive communal, slave-owning, feudal, bour-
geois and communist. The class formations - slave-owning, feudal, bourgeois and socialist, as the first
stage of the communist formation, - are corresponded by their own historical type of state and law:
slave-owning, feudal, bourgeois and socialist. The type of state and law was determined by the ruling
class in power and the dominant form of ownership.

According to Professor V.N. Sinyukov, the main features of the formation theory of the state are
based on the principles of historicism, determinism, Eurocentrism, where class struggle and social
revolution act as the driving force of development and transition from one type of state to another,
from the lowest to the highest [1, pp. 67-68].

Giving due appreciation to the Marxian approach to the life of society, it should not be abso-
lutized and turned into an infallible dogma. The basis - superstructure is a cause-and-effect relation-
ship, and the system approach assumes more flexible and differentiated, synergetic integration
schemes.

The civilizational approach, in contrast to economic universalism, believes that each state and
law has its own historical and national specifics of development that cannot be assessed and compared
externally. The Belarusian statehood and its legal system have their own peculiarities.

However, the concept of “civilization” does not lend itself to a strict scientific definition. It is a
stage of social development following savagery and barbarism; a synonym of culture; an antonym of
culture, reduced to the domination of technocracy.

Civilization includes social and production technology and the culture corresponding to it.

Based on the civilizational approach, the following types of states are distinguished: ancient
states, medieval states, modern states. Types of law: the law of ancient states, the law of medieval
states, the law of new and late modern states, the law of contemporary states.

Conclusion. A synthesis criterion is proposed — a formational and civilizational criterion com-
bining economics, politics and culture, taking into account the modern realities of the electronic state
and law in a digital society. This is the legitimization, first of all, of economic, social and political re-
lations, “dressed” in a digital shell, based on contractual relations and self-regulation of state-civil so-
ciety. A new doctrine is required, its legislative consolidation and a law enforcement mechanism that
uses information and communication technologies and allows predicting the expected results. The uni-
ty of society and the activity of citizens is the key to the implementation of plans, improving the level
of material and cultural life [2, pp. 229-239].
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PABOTBI U YCJIYT'H
KAK OBBEKTBI T'PAJKJIAHCKHX ITIPABOOTHOIIEHU A

C.I1. Bawemvkosa
Bumebck, BI'Y umenu [1.M. Maweposa

OcHoBHas 1eJIb TPEANPUHUMATENBCKON NesITeNbHOCTH — U3BJIeueHre npuobutn. [nsa peanusa-
UM 3TOM 1eNnu CyOBEeKTbl XO03SHCTBOBaHMS JOJDKHBI B3aUMOJCHCTBOBAaTh MEXIY cO0Oi, BCTymas B
pa3ianyHbIE TOTOBOPHBIE OTHOIIEHHSA, MHOTHE M3 KOTOPBIX HMMEIOT CXOJHbIE 4epThl. OYeHb 4acTo
OImMOKY B OIPENEICHNH BHAA JOTOBOpA MPUBOIAT K HEOIArompusATHBIM MOCIEICTBUSAM JJISi CTOPOH.
BbI3BaHO 3TO TeM, 4To HeBepHas (HOPMYIHPOBKA JaeT OmIMOOYHOE TPEJICTABICHHE OTHOCHUTEIHHO
HOpM TIpaBa, KOTOPBIMH PETYIUPYETCS JOTOBOP MPH €ro 3aKIYECHHUHU, UCIIOJHEHUH U PacTOP KEHUH.
Hepenko Takas mogMeHa OJHOTO BUJa I0TOBOpa APYTUM MPOUCXOIUT B OTHOILIEHUH I0TOBOpa MOpS-
Ja U JOroBOpa BO3ME3AHOr0 OKa3aHWs yciuyr. Bo m30ekaHue CIIOpHBIX CHTYyalluil, KOTOPBIE MOTYT
BO3HUKATh BBUIY HEBEPHOTO ONpEJENEHHUS BUA JOTOBOPA, KaK MEXIY CTOPOHAMH TaKOT'O JOTOBOPA,
TaK ¥ MEXJy YYaCTHHKaMH JOTOBOpa U KOHTPOJIUPYIOIIMMHI OpPTaHaMH, HEOOXOAMMO TOYHO OMPENETUTh
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