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ABSTRACT

In modern social theory, the dominant idea is that the family is constituted by
three types of relationships: properties (husband-wife); offspring (parents-children);
consanguinity. There are many definitions of the family, reflecting different points of
view on the content of these basic relationships.

So, P.A. In “System of Sociology,” Sorokin understands family as a legal union
(often for life) of spouses, on the one hand, the union of parents and children, on the
other, * the union of relatives and in-laws, on the third [1. 66]. A.l. Antonov,
insisting on the indispensable presence of all three types of relations (marriage,
parenthood, kinship) to define the family as an institution, and suggests calling other
"fragments of the family" "family groups." The main feature of a family in this
definition is the presence of both biological parents and children. N. Smelzer, on the
contrary, emphasizes that in this case, children may well not be relatives, but adopted
[2]. Below it is described definitions of family in a various phase by A.G. Kharchev,
E. Giddens, D. Olson and J. Defrain, G.M. Andreeva, T.A. Gurko and so on.
Researchers have different thoughts which can make you think clearly.

Key words: Family, marriage, moral love, de facto marriages, monogamy,
"Biologizing", "Evolutionist".

BAKHOCTH AHAJIM3A B3TJISIIOB 3AIIAJTHBIX UCCJIEIOBATEJIENA
HA CEMbIO

AHHOTAIUA
B cospemennoil coyuanvHoli meopuu OOMUHUDYem NpeoCcmasieHue, 4mo
CeMbl0  KOHCMUMYUPYIOmM mpu  6U0d OMHOWEHUL: C8OUCMBA  (MYHC-JICEHA),
noposicoenus (pooumenu-oemu), KpoeHozo poocmea. Cywecmeyem MHOIHCeCmBO
onpeoeneHull cemblu, OMpadCarWux pasiuyHble MOUKU 3PeHUsi HA COOEePHCaAHUe IMUX
0a306b1X OMHOULEHUI.
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Tax, I1.A. Copoxun 6 «Cucmeme coyuonocuu» noo cemvell HOHUMAEm
JIe2aNbHbIll  COI03  (4ACMO NONCUSHEHHDIN) CYNnpyeo8, C OOHOU CHMOPOHbI, COH3
pooumernel u demel — C Opy2oU, COIO3 POOCMBEHHUKOS U CBOUCMBEHHUKO8 — C
mpemveu. Eco nosuyuro pazoensem A.U. Aumonos, Hacmausas Ha HenpemeHHOM
HAIUYUU 8CeX mpex 8UO008 OMHOUeHUU (CYRpyicecmea, pooumenbcmed, poocmea)
0J151 onpedeneHus ceMbU KaK UHCMUmyma u npeoidzaem npouue «OCKOAKU CeMbUy
UMEHO8aAMb «CeMeUHbIMU cpynnamuy. 1 1asusiii npusHak cemvu 8 3mom onpeoeseHuu
- Hanuyue ob6oux oOuonocuueckux pooumeneu u oemeu. H. Cmenzep, naobopom,
noouepkugsaem, 4mo Npu 3IMOM Oemu GNHOJHe Mo2ym Oblmb He POOHbIMU, a
yevinognenHvimu. Huowce onucanvl onpedenenus cemvu 6 paziuunvix ¢azax AT
Xapuesvim, 3. T'uooencom, /[. Onconom u [owc. Heppenom, I'M. Anopeesa, T.A.
I'yprko u max Oanee. ¥V ucciredoeamenei ecmv pasHble MbICAU, KOMOPbIE MOV
3acmasums 8ac Oymams 00.7120.

Knioueevie cnoea: Cemvs, Opax, mopanvHas n000eb, de facto Opaxu,

) L3

monoeamus, “‘buonoeuzayus’”, “Ieonroyuonucm’’.

INTRODUCTION

In our opinion, the most complete definition; the emphasis on the inextricable
connection of the family as an institution and as a small group was given by the
sociologist A.G. Kharchev: “The family can be defined as a historically-specific
system of relationships between spouses, between parents and children, as a small
social group, whose members are connected by marriage or parental relations,
community of life and mutual moral responsibility, and social necessity, which is due
to the need of society in the physical and spiritual reproduction of the population” [3.
75]. It is clear that such a definition is rather an ideal model of a family than a
statement of its real existence.

If we assume that the family is based on a legally formalized (often lifelong)
union of a man and a woman, created for the purpose of giving birth and raising
children, then the category of families does not include spouses who are legally
married without children, persons who are in a civil marriage and have a common
child, single parents with children, elderly spouses with adult children living
separately, and other groups of people.

Therefore, a number of scientists are inclined to consider "the family as a set of
individuals, consisting in at least one of three types of relationships: consanguinity,
procreation, property. [4. 93]" Thus, the English sociologist E. Giddens defines a
family as a social unit consisting of people who support each other in one or several
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ways, for example, socially, economically or psychologically (love, care, affection)
[5].

American scientists D. Olson and J. Defrain define a family as "two or more
people who make commitments to each other and who share intimacy, resources,
decision-making and values. [6. 78]"

Obviously, such definitions imply a variety of types of relationships and are
based more on family identity, and not on objective indicators. That is, "family" from
a subjective point of view means those people whom the person himself includes in it,
meaning that this is "my family"; It 'is not necessarily based on marriage, does not
necessarily imply children or relatives living in the same household.

Thus, even “objective” scientific ideas about what counts as a family differ.
Therefore, according to T.A. Gurko, the answer to the question of what a family is,
can consist either in narrowing the scope of the concept (for example, to consider a
family only those communities where there are dependent members - minors,
disabled or elderly people), or in distinguishing different types of families as a special
kind of small groups [7. 95-99].

The modern family as a form of personal life is based on marriage. It is the
union of a man and a woman, based on historically diverse socially approved patterns
of behavior, with the help of which the family is created.

Love alone, even "moral" love, would not be enough to keep a family in
marriage. In principle, love without marriage is a kind of reserve for retreat, in such
love there are already elements of calculation, which means that it is no longer love.
Marriage is more than just love for one another. It is not only something personal: it
is a position that obliges, it is service. “Marriage ... is legal moral love; thereby
excluding everything that is transitory, mood-dependent and simply subjective™ [8.
192].

An important aspect of marriage: it fixes the family as a whole, separates a
husband-wife pair from a man-woman pair (for example, as cohabitants). In the latter
case, the main thing is the satisfaction of sexual needs without the functions or
obligations imposed by marriage.

Cohabitation and family are completely different forms of relationships with
directly opposite consequences for society. Cohabitation is a return to the era of
savagery, i.e. a leap back through civilization and even into the era of barbarism.
Temporary unions, the so-called "de facto marriages", mean the following: 1 will be
with you as long as you interest me or satisfy me. When you stop, go your own way,
and | will go mine. It is clear that there is no human love here, but only naked
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eroticism; there is no respect, only selfishness; there is no selfless dedication and
willingness to help, but only the reduction of the individual to a utilitarian object that
Is "thrown away after use" [9].

Any marriage is an agreement between a married couple and her relatives, for
marriage is a solution to the universal problem of human society - the problem of
keeping the disabled.

"The family is a complex and ambiguous social institution that satisfies
personal and family needs in form, but generally social in essence,"” therefore, in any
society, the family simultaneously plays the role of both a social institution and a
small group of "natural™ origin, which has its own patterns of functioning and
development ... Hence its dependence on the social system, existing economic,
political, religious relations and * at the same time - relative independence. However,
in addition to this, the family is a special ethnic community and economic
organization [10].

METHODS

The family as a social institution is an integral system with relative
independence. She is an independent open subject of social being, within which the
social being of a person is best realized. Consequently, the family is a social
Institution that is closest to a person.

The systematic nature of the institution-family - in the organized interaction of
the subjects of family life in the name of "fulfilling” a special role in society. The
social essence of the family is expressed in the existence of a stable set of
intersubjective relations in the process of joint activities to meet the needs of society
in the reproduction of labor, reproduction and socialization.

According to G.M. Andreeva, a “small social group” is a formation that is not
numerous in composition, the members of which are united by common social
activities and are in direct personal communication, which is the basis for the
emergence of emotional relations, group norms and group processes. As a small
group, the family is considered in cases where the relationship between the
individuals that make up the family is investigated. This approach allows us to
establish the dynamics of marital relations, the nature of the relationship between
parents and children, the motives and reasons for divorce.

The distinctive features of the family as a small group of society are as follows:

1) the family is a special kind of union between spouses, characterized by a
spiritual community, deep intimate and trusting ties;
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2) the family is dominated by a relationship of trust between spouses and
children;

3) the peculiarity of the family is manifested in the way of its formation: people
marry on the basis of mutual sympathy, spiritual closeness.

The numerous functions that the family performs can be divided into specific -
arising from its essence and reflecting its features as a social phenomenon - and
nonspecific (those to which the family was forced or adapted in certain historical
circumstances).

The specific functions of the family include the birth, maintenance and
upbringing of children. The reproductive function performs two tasks: social -
biological reproduction of the population, and individual - meeting the need for
children. These functions remain with all changes in society, although the nature of
the relationship between family and society may vary over the course of history.

The non-specific functions of the family are associated with the accumulation
and transfer of property, status, the organization of production and consumption,
household, recreation and leisure, taking care of the health and well-being of family
members, creating a microclimate that helps relieve stress and self-preservation of the
Self, satisfaction of emotional needs (the family provides a sense of security and
confidence), support; (help based on love and mutual respect between spouses, as
well as between them and children), control over the behavior of its members,
especially young ones (the family also controls sexual behavior), the transmission of
traditions and cultural heritage, etc.

All these functions reflect the historical nature of the relationship between the
family and society, reveal a changing picture of how exactly the birth, maintenance
and upbringing of children in the family takes place. Therefore, family changes; most
clearly manifested in comparison; of nonspecific functions at different historical
stages: under new conditions they are modified, narrowed, or expanded, carried out in
full or in part, or even disappear altogether.

The Russian social demographer S. Rapoport added another teleological
function to the functions of the family: “The purpose of the family? as a subsystem
consists of: what for any- changes in the entire social? system it must: serve as a
stabilizing. the center of society, reproducing the main component of any
development - a person - in his main enduring characteristics” [12. 98].

In the "family, the most important existential needs of a person are satisfied,
first of all - the need for love and belonging. In a family, a person feels the value of
his life, finds selfless self-giving, a willingness to sacrifice in the name of the life of
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loved ones; Consciousness that a person is needed and dear to someone. loving him
and willing to give his life for him creates a sense of security and safety, maintains
morale and confidence.

By the beginning of the 20th century. social institutions take on functions that
previously belonged to the family. Moreover, we are talking not only about education
and upbringing (they are more and more carried out by kindergarten and school),
protection and protection (this is done by the police, the army), the functions of food,
clothing, leisure (which have become the diocese of the service sector), the transfer of
social status (it is provided by industrial hired labor), but also about the specific
functions of the family, such as primary socialization or satisfaction of the basic
needs of individuals.

Some scholars see this as the cause of the crisis in the institution of the modern
family, but before moving on to the present and his. problems in the sphere of the
family, it is worth finding out how it arose and along what trajectory it developed.

RESULTS

The family is one of the most ancient forms of social community of people,
earlier than the state and even more so the nation. It was the family that became the
first social system based on the natural division of labor between husband and wife,
parents and children.

The answer to the question about the origin and development of the family is
presented in the form of two opposite approaches. First; "Biologizing”, which
brought together such thinkers as Plato, Aristotle, J.J. Rousseau, J.A. Condorcet, K.
Starke, A. Westermark and others, as well as many religious apologists, defends the
eternity of the existence of a patriarchal form of family relations.

Supporters of the second, "evolutionist" approach - l.Ya. Bachofen, J.
McLennan, M.M. Kovalevsky, Y. Lippert, J. Lebbock, L. Morgan, F. Engels, P.A.
Sorokin, Yu.l. Semenov and others, on the contrary, are confident in the variability of
the forms of marriage and family and argue that evolution consisted in the transition
from group marriage to individual marriage.

It seems that the evolutionary approach to the study of the family as a social
institution that changes its forms in the course of history, but retains its specific
essence, is more fruitful than the biologic approach, which asserts the eternity and
"naturalness™ of the individual patriarchal family.
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However, the idea of "progressive™ change in the family, the tendency to
interpret development from the past to the future as a positive change in one direction,
causes discussion.

So, for example, L. Morgan, and after him and F. Engels asserted that the
family is an active principle; it never remains unchanged, but passes from a lower
form to a higher one, as society progresses.

So, let's try to schematically outline the main forms-stages of the emergence
and evolution of the family, adhering to the logic proposed by F. Engels, according to
which the history of the development of this social institution is a reflection of the
evolution of social relations and forms of production [12].

F. Engels developed the Marxist view of the family, using the scientific
achievements of L. Morgan, who was the first to discover that the earliest social unit
was a group, not a man-woman pair. He believed that such a group was exogamous
and matriarchal, where kinship and offspring were determined by the maternal line.

F. Engels connected the stages in the development of the family with changes
in the mode of production in society and spoke of three forms of marriage,
corresponding to three stages in the development of human society.

The period of savagery corresponded to group marriage, the period of
barbarism corresponded to pair marriage, and civilized society corresponded to
monogamy with accompanying prostitution and adultery. The development from the
lower stages to the higher is marked by one feature, namely, that a woman, but not a
man at all, is increasingly deprived of the sexual freedom of group marriage, as well
as economic independence.

For the early period of development of human society, when there were no
separate, isolated family groups and family life was identical to the public one,
promiscuity was characteristic (disorderly communication of the sexes, where the
relationship was carried out along the maternal line).

However, not all evolutionists, let alone religious thinkers and public figures,
accept the hypothesis that at the dawn of human society there were unlimited sexual
relations between all members of society (for example, E. Westermark, K. Starke, M.
Kovalevsky). So, M. Kovalevsky, in his work "Essay on the Origin and Development
of Family and Property", argued that maternal kinship and exogamy necessarily
presuppose the regulation and organization of sexual relations, subordinate at the
primitive stage to the preservation and reproduction of generations.

DISCUSSIONS
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One cannot but agree with A.B. Lyubimova is that "the development of the
family in the primitive era consisted in a continuous narrowing of the circle of
persons from which you can choose a marriage partner." Thus, unrestricted sexual
relations gave way to a consanguineous family, which was characterized by group
marriage (i.e., marriage not between individuals, but between their groups), but
sexual intercourse in it was allowed only between those who belonged to the same
generation, thus, brothers and sisters, regardless of the degree of their relationship,
formed one "family"”. The next restriction in the field of sexual relations was the
prohibition on their implementation between sisters and brothers.

In the eyes of a significant number of researchers, agamia acts as a ban on
marriages within the clan. In fact, it represents the prohibition of all sexual relations
in general between members of the genus, equally both marital and extramarital.

Therefore, according to Yu.l. Semenov, it would be more accurate to talk not
about agamia, but about akoitia (from the Greek. A - not, coitus - sexual intercourse).
Akkoit prohibition in pre-class societies was the main rule that governed relations
between the sexes. Violation of the akoitny prohibition is regarded by society not just
as a moral offense, but as the most terrible of all possible crimes. The usual
punishment for violating agamia was death [13. 209-235].

The historical formation of the family as a separate, special institution begins
with its isolation from society, separation into an independent form of being.
Therefore, group marriage is replaced by a marriage between individual couples and
a pairing family based on it. She was distinguished from monogamous by easy
dissolution, fragility, tolerant attitude towards premarital and extramarital affairs.

According to F. Engels, the coupled family did not yet represent a special
economic unit, a unit of property, was not separated from the collective household,
and therefore was a union of two parties, equal in economic and other respects.

The accumulation of wealth in the hands of individuals and the formation of
private property required further strengthening of family relations and, ultimately, the
transformation of the paired family into a monogamous one. But the elementary
family, according to F. Engels, could not immediately turn into an independent
economic unit.

The initial cell of private property could only be a more or less large entity - a
patriarchal family - an organization of a certain number of individuals, free and not
free, organized into a family subordinate to the paternal authority.

F. Engels is sure that this is an intermediate form of the family in the transition
from paired marriage to monogamy, which arose at the border between the middle

241

April 2022 WWW.0riens.uz




“Yangi O‘zbekiston: barqaror R VOLUME 2 | SPECIAL ISSUE 23
rivojlanishning ijtimoiy-falsafiy, 0O ISSN 2181-1784
igtisodiy-siyosiy va huquqiy masalalari” ) SJIF 2022: 5.947 | ASI Factor = 1.7

and highest stage of barbarism; its final victory was one of the signs of the arrival of
the era of civilization.

Yu.l. Semenov quite rightly proposed to designate a family based on both
monogamy and polygamy (polygyny) as a “patriarchal™ family, leaving for the
patriarchal family its long-established meaning - "the unification of several
elementary families, the heads of which are related in the male line [14. 235]".

CONCLUSION

As can be seen from the analysis of the socio-philosophical heritage, the study
of the family, the views of researchers who addressed the problem of the family
largely coincide regarding the universality, universality and consistency of family life.
However, the basis of this phenomenon is seen in different ways: from the
sacralization of the family to its interpretation as a physical necessity.

Altruism or "self-transcendence” is the main idea of socio-philosophical views
on the family (both religious and secular). The family is the place where we learn to
interact with others, build relationships with them and love them; family is a school
of love.

In our opinion, the family as a social institution is largely based on spiritual
and value foundations. Ignoring these grounds, replacing them with social
expediency, utilitarian rationality can lead to destructive phenomena in the family
and in society as a whole. Which is what is happening now.
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