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Annotation. The civilization differences in understanding of sense, destination and possibilities of realization of universal and relativism values are researched in the article. The necessity of civilization interactions and dialogue of legal cultures is indicated to be made on principles that provide tolerant perception of other way of life, mentality and other civilization perceptions of visual environment.
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I. Some preliminary observations.

The present stage of society development occurs under the globalization influence which consist almost all spheres of public life: political, socio- economic, cultural, and legal. Globalization processes has strong influence and in such important sphere of public life as legal culture which exists within various civilizations. Extend the cultural ties between people who are carriers of different civilization values and become more active the valuable exchange between them.

There are questions which demand the answer: are there values which can be characterized as universal? Is the statement right that each civilization forms the unique system of values? Can both of these statements be right?

Recognition of this postulate provides to find answers to the following questions: what values are universal for different cultures representatives? Has the semantic filling the concepts that used for designation "universal" values in a context of various civilizations existence? How insuperable are the obstacles created by distinctions in systems of values and is it possible to find for them the general denominator what will allow to create a framework for frictionless coexistence and creation of equal dialogue to the various legal cultures? 

Mentioned above staticizes research as values in general, also as systems value of this or that civilization; valuable and standard orientations for various cultures representatives, ethnoses, and also research the cultures dialogue influence on modern society development, systems of law and legal cultures. 
The concept "values", "legal values" and  their universalizm and relativism still one of the most important the scientific researches directions. 

II. The values concept, their universality and relativism.
Among scientists there are no unanimity views about the concept "values" determination. So, the idealistic philosophical representatives determine the value as idea of the person about the certain perfect conditions which availability is caused by requirements satisfaction. It can be physiological, material, intellectual, spiritual etc.

We can see in philosophical dictionary the following determination of values as general concepts of people about the most significant purposes and standards of behavior which set priorities in perception of reality, determine orientations of their actions and acts in all spheres of life and substantially create "vital style" in society. In the concentrated type the system or set of dominating values expresses features of culture and historical experience of given society.

Also value is considered as property of this or that public phenomenon and directed in satisfaction requirements and interests of the individual, group of people and society as a whole, instead of submission of these properties.
The concept "values" is also connected with concept "requirements" which classification has carried out on the various bases. The most known is the hierarchical classification system of requirements offered by A.Maslou which represent as a five layers pyramid reflecting an order of requirements. In the generalized type we can describe them as follows: the first layer – vital needs – need for food, water, etc., the second – need for safety, the third – the belonging to a certain social group, the fourth – in recognition; the fifth – in self-expression 
[1].

One of approaches to values treatment is conditional division of their representatives (i.e. those who is supporter of the corresponding approach) on: universalist (Platon, Kant, Gegel, etc.) who note existence of some unconditional, transcultural values, the universal moral standards connected with a single and invariable, extra historical human nature, and antiuniversalist for whom approval relativism for all moral standards because they should be considered in a context of goal-setting and importance for an individual, and also  irrational life uniqueness of the person. The position of the last is expressed, particularly, in post-Nietzschean European philosophy (Freud, Jung, Gusserl, Heidegger, etc.).

It is possible to characterize universalizm as the direction of  philosophical thought according which the world is considered as infinite integrity; also the primacy of general over the single affirms. According to the philosophical concepts based on Kant postulates "general and necessary" forms of aprioristic consciousness, Gegel's dialectics, difference and an originality of other, special shall be leveled for domination of "general", "universal".
The relativism is the philosophical and methodological concept according her everything in the world is relative and absolutized the variability of reality and our knowledge about her; also highlights the primacy of integrity, systemacity reality according to her separate parts, a primacy of development over preserving already what we purchased, reached. The principle of a relativism was formulated at the time of antiquity by Protagor who said: "The person is a measure of all things". It means that true or false everything appears only in relation to us.

The following absolute values are put in a basis of the right: preserving life, family, property, safety, knowledge acquisition, decision making, etc. So, basic values which are general for any culture, owing to the identical importance for any individual, and also their identical semantic filling, can apply for universal status.
By scrutiny the "values" concept is necessary take into consideration that together with the general civilization values each separate social group or a class has their own valuable and standard orientations system, the inherent concept of values.

The importance of basic, primary values — lives, safety, a reproduction, – doesn't depend on belonging to any civilization or social group.

Some values like social, political, economic are the result of the person socialization, and of society’s differentiation is inseparably linked with this group of values. These values relative because they have not the same significance for various societies. The designating these values concepts, can have different interpretation in a context of different cultures.
The belonging to a specific civilization characterizes the members of society by community valuable and standard orientations.

Different reflection the idea of universal values in a system of positive law within various states systems law is caused by various legal traditions which differently interpret an origin, appointment and the highest sense of implementation of these values.
Repeatedly P. M. Rabinovich focused attention on dialectics of general and special in human rights. General received manifestation that in the XX-XXI centuries as the scientist notes, global universalization became one of general tendencies of development in institute of human rights. About it witnesses, for example, that on contractual acts of human rights UN joined from 70 to 90 percent of all states of the world. So, in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights is fixed minimum necessary list of names of the rights and freedoms as peculiar packet of samples on which the policy of each civilized, democratic state shall be oriented (it is valid: the majority of these names is reflected in the most part of modern constitutions or other fundamental national laws. Special in human rights found an embodiment in diversification of human rights content. Ideological reflection objective dialectics of general and special (and sometimes single) in human rights is availability of its several ambiguous philosophical and anthropological interpretations. Among them concepts of the absolute universalizm, a moderate universalizm and a cultural relativism are the most widespread
.

Supporters of a relativism consider that different historical traditions, psychology and culture of the various states can’t not influence in a certain degree on understanding of human rights, policy and practice in this sphere. From this statesmen from number of east countries draw a conclusion that it is impossible to consider that standards and the models of human rights accepted by some countries, are single and it is impossible to require that all countries obeyed them. They determine the category "human rights" as the phenomenon characterized only for "the western civilizations" and not corresponding to national culture and traditions of east societies.
Therefore, polarization philosophers, sociologists, jurists opinions and representatives of other humanities concerning interpretation the concept "value" and opportunities to existence universal values, is caused by distinctions in the questions solution in a ratio of ontology and gnoseology, objective and subjective, material and ideal, and also from civilization accessory of researchers.

III. The meaning of legal values for the dialog of legal cultures.

Source of a sustainable development of mankind is the cultures variety and dialogue between them. "Our cultural diversity, - is told in the Charter of Earth proclaimed the UN, - is valuable heritage, and various cultures will find own ways to implementation the vision of a steady conduct life"
. The mankind shall expand the global dialogue initiated by the Charter of Earth as it is necessary to learn much from each other in a search of truth and wisdom. We shall find harmony between variety and unity, individual freedom and the public benefit, short-term plans and long-term goals. In other words, universal concentration in this or that culture shall be so considerable that it provided possibility to overcoming a specific national forms of universal expression.
.

The perspective to the cultures dialogue and partnership of civilizations was repeatedly discussed on the international Likhachevsky scientific readings which are carried out almost annually, since 1993 and there participants note needing to form the principles to underlying such dialogue as a necessary basis for coexistence of various civilizations and cultures. Their active participant is A.A.Guseynov who notes that dialogue of cultures, from one hand, assumes special type of unity between them. Dialogue assumes such ratio and coherence of cultures among themselves when they are integrated by a community of the ultimate vital goals, mutually supplement and need in each, can't exist without each other. The cultures dialogue assumes the founders community that has set adequate space of such dialogue. From other hand, dialogue of cultures arises from their differences. High-quality cultures distinctions not only the precondition and a dialogue basis. There are also a result in the sense that dialogue doesn't remove these distinctions, and in some sense aggravates them. Efficiency the cultures dialogue consists in a combination valid (universal) with the original. Be productive can be only the movement which is making start from the cultures identity and by that arising from internal sources each of them separately. Without the mutually respectful relations based on recognition the initial equality of cultures by valuable criteria and consequently, and the sovereignty each of them in the formulation of own valuable criteria and the priorities, any dialogue between them can't be
.

The dialogue happening between cultures, Y.M.Oborotov notes, leads to forming the paradigm of partnership based on aspiration to reach mutual understanding, a compromise in a "common language" forming, a consent of thoughts and actions with the counter party. This paradigm approved communicative cooperation values, among them are equal partnership, freedom and responsibility from each of the parties, recognition of a worthiness of the partner, orientation to the nonviolent methods of the solution to the conflicts affirm. For such partnership it is necessary the settings on cultural, historical, stylistic specifics each of the parties based on the principle of a mutual complementarity to the cultures having different systems value. Thus observance of general "rules of the game" - partner regulations – requires expansion interaction  systems of law, strengthening the legal cultures dialogue, movement through reciprocal concessions, trusting relationships , development as a strategy of the long-term civilization cooperation
.

Passing to consideration the problems of legal cultures dialogue, it is necessary to realize that legal values inherent for them are created by religious and cultural values which make a basis of this or that civilization, cultures. The era of globalization gives to these questions special sharpness and relevance.
The right is the value acquired by the person in the course of socialization, and also can have different degree of the importance and different semantic filling. Example of that is availability of right understanding various concepts. Speaking about regulatory function of the right, it is necessary to consider such important factor, as the attitude towards him in this or that society as to a method of regulation the various aspects of life of society. Such "the understanding of the right", that is understanding by the individual that place which occupies the right in a system law structure, can act as classification criterion and typology of legal cultures. If the right is the main regulator the public relations and acts social life determinant, it is about the western law systems question. Where the right is, its content and a functional purpose are determined by other factors — religious, ethical, it is about not western systems of law.

The western right has also a number of differences which are shown in existence of various legal families — the legislative and case law which existence is caused by an individual way of development of this or that culture existing within the western civilization.

The dominating now idea of universalizm values and the rights based on them and freedoms of the person, turns in practice by interventions against the countries, whose legal cultures are created by other value systems, and such concepts as "democracy", "human rights", "political freedoms", have excellent from western semantic filling. Today’s problem is not only preserving uniqueness and identity of the legal cultures created by various civilizations, ethnoses, and also providing the sovereignty of the national states and intervention non-admission in their internal affairs under the pretext of violation of these rights and freedoms.

National systems of law don't exist separately. They interact with each other, carry on never-ending cultural dialogue. The system of law of the certain state is exposed to fixed pressure from fragments of other legal cultures, legal texts, procedures and legal designs. Culture "bombing" by texts from foreign culture leads to new interpretation and these "brought" texts, and the context of "aborigen" culture. From such new interpretation the new meanings implemented in human activities inevitably grow
.

Thus, the modern world can't exist in the conditions of legal cultures isolation. There are processes of legal acculturation, that is interaction between systems of law and legal cultures at the level of the legislation, court practice, jurisprudence, legal education, etc.
Need to the dialogue of law systems and legal cultures is caused by inevitability of coexistence the modern civilizations that every day becomes more obvious. Isolation existence the law systems to owing the stagnation and the result that questions of their further development become more problematic and can't correspond the requirements and interests of modern society. The exit for a framework the national vision of the right, a primacy of universal values in civilization development, and its legal component, belongs to the main requirements in development of a modern society. The modern world is characterized by an accruing tendency to integration processes by a way of interaction of law systems..

The modern processes generated by an globalization era, set for all law tasks to use the potential of various legal families (systems) in the major problems solution relating to mankind in whole. Legal borrowings – one of the most characteristic features of legal evolution.
The legal cultures dialogue can't happen outside influence of globalization processes which is stimulated by changes in a world economy, including growing economic interdependence and technological capabilities. One of forming factors of geoeconomic space is "interpenetration" of law systems
. The globalization process developing in the political sphere, differs from globalization in the social and economic sphere. The states considerably keep the independence. Therefore in relation to the states, and also law systems is more acceptable the term "internationalization" that means, first of all, rapprochement political and systems of the states law, deepening their interaction, cultural influence
.

The legal cultures dialogue shall be performed recognizing that a complete and undistorted picture of legal regulation in society can be constituted on the basis of the informative material that got as a result of scientific, standard and valuable comprehension of legal reality. One form of knowledge even if it scientifically, isn't enough. One of the forms can't be exaggerated artificially at the expense of others. Only together, instead of everyone, they can apply for more or less correct explanation of reality.

The national legal culture has original nature, and, as well as the national system of law, is property of various communities which are created within the corresponding civilization and cultural traditions.

These reflections bring to confirmation that standardization and a universalization of the globalist ideas reflected in neoliberal ideology, can lead to destruction of national legal cultures that in their turn, doesn't promote effective functioning of national law systems as it directly depends on a condition of national legal culture
.

Thus, values appear both in the form of universal concepts, and in the form of relative, relative size, by consideration of the person as social being, whose thinking is created by the certain culture generated by the corresponding civilization. That mean that the legal values relativism is caused by distinction of the civilization bases of this or that culture. Absolute, universal values for any civilization are only that constitute a basis of a survival of the person as a species. To the values as to the result of socialization, a culture product, is fully inherent to the relativism as they have different semantic filling and their implementation promotes achievement of the various purposes and implementation various vital a program.
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