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gommbmgoymo sBMab abhmMos gboowm 3A39690L, MMAI LodomM-
0Mnabmonlb bognmbo 9.6. doMooym 3Mmomgdams Mozbsb g37x0m-
300, Mg, bbgo 3bEe3L 3MMOMITM M, 3339 BOMbMTN-
ab 6oMIMIMO0L EMmoEsb dmymmgodyma, y00dagdb o3 bggmmdn
(9.0. oEMbMENS30) sBMAL dMIMmIMOSL. BsMmaagmn 3MmMOmMydgo0n
Rommbmanodn, mognb dbMog, ymzgmmzab gymobbdmdlb dom To-
00M0) BoMany dnamadgob, MmImMgonE o8s Y nd boboms o dm-
©0xR03530000 Fommbmagzonb obHmMoolb Jogm goymmgdsdg nhgbL
0530, 0b0dbymo 30maMyxdy, 3bsng, JEbm sME LodoMmonmasbmadal
3MmMOmMadnbmgznbos. Fsbmob dndsmmgdnm 39bHMomyMmn 9603369-
mmonb dohoMmydgmons gmmIomyMm-s3Mmommymo s nbhmMoym-ga-
Bghogatn dnamandab babom sMbgoxMN ogdmbmans.

dmb0dbymon @ogmpmdonlb gmm3nmgdsb goMmzzggmo dndgn dnb-
3% »093000 30780L gomombhnbsd“ (,30790b 3MNBEN3Ds*), MMBymog
90590000030 gobobbze390L s godmymab ImMImMbY s Mgsmm-
0sb (BmmomyMm-bmMmBshnyan BabMoghb s MgsayM-gsghmomns Bgb-
M0gL). 98Es 88 sb3gdhnm dmozaMa Lohyss BonbE NBsbgnm 306M3s
0939. bLEMMYE 36 3obobbzozs gMMBabyMNALLZE6 33HMbMTyMa dm-
Moo o 390hgMmbmanymo dmMomo, 3ohgamMozyeno n339Mah030 O
303m0gdMo 0839Madnzn, o PA3)6s dmMmamabs s LsdsMmmab
gommbmgnsdo gmmismym-sdmaommyma dogmdab jydoMohgbmoe.
39Mdme, ob, MmM3 30L3eb gobbb3ze330xm™0 ©s, Jodsbowsdy, 6700LBNY-
M0 bobosmab gd3n0Moyxmo Fnamanb goMmay3ema 530 dmMamob
(6mmAshogmn BgbMmngnb) Mymohn30B0Mgdss.

093bMo39(hg o 9gmEg LoP3nb990dn, 3obhnobymo Towamdob
3M0ohoznb Loxwydzgmdy, 3mmahnznb GommbmE@nsdn bsdsmomns-
6monb d9Lobgd Moz gMmM3060 L3gENRBNZSE30NL sehgMmbaoyao
M9mmMm0gdn godmAbEs, MMAMgdLbsg gddnMabhyama (9.0. sHaxmMmds-
myM-s3Mommymn) 8oagmads 89Mmnsbgos. MmydiEs sbym 30MmeMmyd.-
303 LBMOIMNBBMONL 3MMOMAYTNL BoodMgdedn 3obhnsobyMma bodn
o0 a3oMaYmo.

A396 LAY 30005M0M 30b6HNBYM M35MLIBMALL Ndab Fgbo-
bgd, MMI gmngedn, d3mmoadngnbs o bLsdsMmmMob GomMbM®BNLdo
sMagmmBsmym-sdmommymon doamads, LLOMMMME, MO
dmoymmgdb Mamahn30daL. gb 30 mo30b Mo330 BY6sdgbhym Bnbo-
0M393m090L gPmabbIMOL @, 90©J065®, 3730WMYOMIE Fosbamsb
mgmmoym 3admb333sL BamAmoanblL. 830b gomzsmabBnbgdom, Agg-
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B0 odMom, LodoMNMNSbMONL BombmBoyMo oodMgds mmMIsmy-
Mo 3M0b3n3nb 606 B3dMBY30L o FobEEb vdML3MNL 3nMmdyddn Hb-
©9 gobbmmEogmEgL. 9.0. 9330090 M0MgOxM0nby O Bagbnb,
Bmmshogmabs s Mgsmymab ;m30b90M030 CoBgMYbEnb Bogmbm-
R09M0 30gxMob 3gmdo sBMM3690s. MPT3e, 3sLmsb gMmmo, HA396
0096 gobznmomgdymoa dnamds LobmgdyMo 36 nymL, 867 JoMme-
agayMms ob gmmAsmym-sgdbomBshym dsdsbs o (MYbEsE JOMZo-
©gL) Mgomym 3MnbB30390L BmMab 3magbagama 39380Mab gdL3moagn-
M903bd O Po®RYdD9dsL Y0 sbEybogb.

The history of philosophical thought clearly shows that the issue of
justice belongs to the number of so-called eternal problems, which,
along with other similar problems, has given impetus to the movement
of thought in this field (i.e. philosophy) since the time of the origin of
philosophy. Eternal problems in philosophy, in turn, always imply eternal
approaches to them, which, in one form or another and with different
modifications, inevitably appear throughout the whole history of philo-
sophy in the form of a kind of dichotomous pairs. For the problem of jus-
tice, the dichotomy of formal and historical-genetic approaches is cen-
tral.

The formation of the mentioned dichotomy was given a certain
impetus by “David Hume's guillotine” (“Hume’s principle”), which distin-
guishes and separates morality and reality (moral order and real order).
However, the philosopher who took the decisive step in this direction
was |. Kant. He distinguished autonomous morality and heteronomous
morality, categorical imperative and hypothetical imperative, and sho-
wed the superiority of the formal approach in the philosophy of morality
and law. He made obvious the fact that any different approach from it
(that is empirical ones) inevitably comes to the relativization of morality
(normative order).

In the nineteenth and twentieth centuries alternative theories of jus-
tice, based on the criticism of the Kantian formalism, appeared in politi-
cal philosophy, which all without exception shared empirical (i.e. non-
formal) character. However, even in such a situation, the Kantian line did
not disappear in the studies of the problem of justice.
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We will focus on the fact that we fully share the Kantian view that a
non-formal approach to the problem of Justice in ethics, and political
and legal philosophy ultimately inevitably leads to relativism. This result
of a non-formal approach implies in itself fundamental contradictions
and thus, it is a theoretical challenge to the study of justice that must be
overcome. Therefore, in our opinion, the philosophical understanding of
justice should be carried out simultaneously of putting forward the for-
mal principle as the base of the whole construction, i.e. it is necessary to
judge in the field of the qualitative difference of philosophical figure
between value and fact, normative and real. However, at the same time,
the approach mentioned above should be synthetic, that is, it should ex-
plain and establish the cognitive connection between the formal-axio-
matic base and (even the most general) real principles.
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