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SoMe ASPeCTS ANd iSSUeS oF PoliTiCAl SYSTeM 
diVeRSiTY ANd VeRSATiliTY 

Since its inception humanity has been constantly developing in their formed ways of building 
relations in a society. These relationships become a reflection of multiple factors influence and man's 
desire to create the most optimized organization proceeding from his viewpoint. The state institutions 
establishment and the subsequent political system formation was a logical continuation of political, 
economic and socio-cultural complex processes. And today the once laid into the political system 
foundation, the principles of rationalist or traditional components make a complex system of diversity 
and versatility.   

Entering into new phases of society and state development, a man was inextricably linked with the 
necessity for ongoing formation and functioning of the political system. This became a major determinant 
of high concern to such important component with a rising interest.

With the establishment of a civilized society, political system, it systematized socio-political relations 
sphere, which in turn became the central point in political science studies  [1, 45]. Since ancient times, 
the scholars and thinkers have been paying to it and its components the rapt attention. The complexity 
and multi-component side of the structure with its constant evolutionary and revolutionary changes 
predetermined all the complexity of various interpretations and consideration of the political system 
changes on the modern stage. 

in ancient times, the first important attempts to analyze and review the existing political system had 
been taken. These ancient Greek philosophers and thinkers Plato and Aristotle regarded the political 
system in terms of building systems and structures of the ideal state [2, 96]. in their works  they defined 
the basic elements of the political system vision.     

According to their standpoint, which later became the basis for all their following works in this 
area, the state is the most important institution of the political system. This fact could be hardly result 
of coincidence. From one hand, the state is an important institution of the political system and on other 
hand, by its presence state creates a space for political system functioning.

Having inherited the classical authors' views, political thought in the Renaissance and Enlightenment 
mostly continued to develop the already existing concepts. The works of T. Hobbes, J. Locke, B. 
Spinoza, Montesquieu, Voltaire, J.-J. Rousseau and others were mainly focused on the problem solving 
only through the framework of certain structural elements [3, 56]. Comprehensive studies have not 
yet been undertaken and the segmental approach has created the prerequisites for further versatility 
interpretations and considerations in the methodological field.

Beginning of the twentieth century brought not only a crucial changes into society and  state life, 
increased its structural elements significantly, but also the need for a systematic approach to the political 
life of human society appeared. Only in the mid-twentieth century, the “political system” concept got 
thorough study and broad dissemination [4, 67], which was generated by the logical development of 
political science, leading to the  urgency to describe the political life of the system positions.      

The term political system has been introduced into science in the 50-60ss. Before it to describe 
the political and power relations constructing system the term “type of government”, “system of 
government” were used [5, 89]. Applied concepts essentially reflected the conceptual understanding of 
political relations system, the authorities earlier surveyed, and it didn't fully cover the actual matters. 
The social development processes highlighted the role of a citizen as not only follower of laws, but also 
strengthened his influence with establishing parties, movements, associations, etc. on state.  Authorities 
no longer are the state monopoly and accepted a more complex form [6, 108].     

The political system in society was going through challenges through mechanisms changes. The 
first attempts of systematization and conceptual foundation of the “political system” phenomenon were 
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apparent confirmation to that.  D. Easton giving definition to   political system stated it as “a cumulative 
of interacting entities through which a society powerfully and authoritatively distribute values [1, 
79]. Based on earlier studies of political materialism of Marx, D. Easton applied more authoritarian 
distribution system building in his concept the irreversibility of the subsequent liberalization [1, 87].

Accelerating political system movement, its complex structural acquirement and processes occurring 
in it, were the reason for emergence of controversial definitions, reflecting the political scientists different 
directions and approaches in researching this subject. By view of M. Kaplan, the political system is 
seen as a “collection of variable units, related with each other by one or more functions” [1, 107]. in 
Coleman's article it's defined as “a system that can be defined as set of objects and their attributes (real 
or abstract), taken together with the existing relations between them. T. Madrona  determined political 
system definition as “a collection of  objects and their signs, bonded with the relationship network”, 
etc [1, 125]. Somehow it all became the vision of political societies life with the complex processes 
happening in it and brought different terms of political consciousness and culture.

Such a large variety of political system interpretations is not a circumstance emerged from futility. it 
was included originally in the theoretical and methodological terms. The first researchers of the political 
system seeing it through the prism of an ideal state policy, built the principle of its idealization and 
unification [7, 69]. Later experts relying on previous forms of methodological principles, fulfilling set 
goals, began confronting with a complex contradiction systems.

The initial research replacement of diversity and multiplicity of political systems principles into the 
background set up a complex dilemma before  researchers. From one point, the aspiration to identify 
and create the ideal theoretical model required by the rules of logic functionality needed limits, crossing 
which means the disability of the other option systems. From a theoretical point the current task is 
feasible but from a political view, in practice alternate political systems is functioning successfully and 
to modernize itself, show excellent results.

The political system structure is constantly evolving and is added by new elements [8, 27] which in 
some cases may even contradict to previously defined flows and terms. in theoretical level the ambiguity 
of these expressions, at a time of search for new approaches, formats and statements didn't change much 
the original approach of idealization [5, 138].

The political processes of the mid-twentieth century became the hindrance when the awareness to 
depart from the traditional approach came. important practical significance of the study object also 
contributed to the situation. At a terms of bipolar world confrontation was happening above all in the 
ideological front. [9,  67] it was the most basic, and doubtlessly the victory over it  determined the 
winner in the ongoing confrontation.    

Establishment of the belligerent camps, the struggle for the preferences of political elites and the 
public made it impossible to retreat from the certain type of political system's idealistic principle and 
the unification of its development directions. Western Political Science School proceeding from political 
and ideological confrontation aspect, carried on to research in the traditional way[4, 76]. Putting forward 
different political systems of both side, Western political scientists continued to work in two main 
directions: theoretical and practical. 

Western political scientists continued in the theoretical direction to study a unified model of ideal 
political system construction and development. Taking the Western democratic model, they built 
an idealistic vision of its unified structure [4, 93] putting into the detriment existing the variety and 
versatility. Having built an integrated system of specific criteria, they did not reject the diversity of the 
political system. They put forward the supremacy and domination principles of a concrete form, the 
show the ranking evidences of western countries'  economic and logistical achievements [5, 157] Thus, 
pushing and expanding the unification of the political system forms and conceptual framework for the 
implementation of works by the second direction was established. 

The authors of the western political science schools in a practical and applied formats of research works 
mainly focused on political system modernization of the western camp's new countries in accordance 
with accepted concepts. it's essential that new Asian and African countries' problem of development and 
political modernization took an important place in political science studies. There were done array of 
works on conceptual design of activities and implementation mechanisms. in a process of forming this 
direction, written in 1996, a collective monograph “The policy in developing regions” (G. Almond, B. 
Powell, and others) made a great contribution, [10, 178]. in it authors aspired to work out a model of 
political and socio-economic development for the third world countries.    
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Without doubt, all these made and will continue to make a huge impact on political and theoretical 
thinking development touching aspects of political system on a modern stage. However, at the same 
time emerging contradictions in the attempts of unifying the political systems variety and diversity 
terms, between the theoretical and practical format, will certainly stimulate research works based on 
new conceptual methodological approaches. Particularly, in the Eurasian space.

Although, the researchers from the Eurasian space inherited ancient and Western authors' principles 
and views in their study they gave a somewhat another definition to it. in addition to having many 
defining components, the influence of the political traditions and cultural and regional perception can be 
pointed out [11,31].

Tsygankov believes that “the political system of society is a holistic, streamlined set of political 
institutions, principles, standards, tools, methods that provide functioning of political power” [12, 49]. 
V. V. Lazarev defines the political system as a stable form of human relations with which are accepted 
and enforced authoritarian power for all members of society or for their participation in decision making 
process and stated that the political system of society is formed with the diverse organizations, institutions, 
agencies struggling for power, its retention, use, organization or functioning. N. i. Matuzov and A. V. 
Malko declare that “the political system of society following the basis of law and other social norms,  
is a set of institutions (government, political parties, movements, NGO-s, etc.) in whose framework the 
political life of society goes and political power is implemented” [13, 135].

Despite the diverse definitions, we can conclude that the political system is a universal control 
system of society, whose components are linked to political relations and which ultimately regulates the 
relations between social groups, ensuring social stability and a certain social order based on the use of 
state power [1, 41].

Regardless of multiple definitions and views on the subject of the political system, all authors, of 
course, agree on one thing. The political power is a central element, the core of the political system. in its 
base the political power is a state [4, 92]. But its formation elements, the implementation and realization 
system depending from the various components have their own unique characteristics. 

Political power is characterized by a number of features. it affects the interests of the enormous masses 
of people, expressed in leading society by social groups, taking a dominant positions in the economic 
and political life of country and society [14, 61]. in political power the realization of embodiment 
system mostly is exposed with the subjectivity from human's influence and perception. 

Today the political system presentation's complexity, layout and functioning in any society is 
characterized by a large number of structural elements. The multidimensional and multilevel structure 
of political system generates diversity of its functioning and development. Structural elements serve as 
an exclusive components and balances, ensuring to political system with a stability and viability. As the 
political history shows, the limit of the political system functionality is a very actual condition of it. in 
many ways the present circumstance is predetermined by the objectives of social development and its 
implementation maintenance on a definite stage.

The urgency of the continuous modernization and update mechanisms is a result of conditions and 
society changes. Since using these mechanisms the social contradictions and conflicts are settled, efforts 
of various social groups, organizations and movements are coordinated that harmonize social relations, 
also a consensus on fundamental values, objectives and guidelines of social development are reached 
[5, 39]. The upgrading and development process of political systems must initially   keep evolutionary 
nature while preserving the continuity principle. The existing political system in the state is an equally 
important component for society's mental perception, political culture. Providing any political system 
and public support with the most crucial functioning indicators.    

All of these are confirmed by the established principles and traditions, the major elements of society's 
political system and their functioning  mechanism found its reflection in any country's main document, 
the law of state – constitution, which regulate the principle formations and activities of public authorities, 
rights and responsibilities of government, party, business and public organizations [15, 37].

Numerous countries passing through certain historical and political development stages formed 
a greatvariety forms of political systems and its diverse structural configurations. Methodological 
approaches towards such a complex political life element of society, based on principles of search for 
ideal political system form, made a tendency to accomplish the unification of certain construction and 
development of it. But in theoretical terms, different societies' political traditions, cultural and mental 



218

Л.Н. Гумилев атындағы ЕҰУ Хабаршысы

perception, the goals and objectives didn't find its conceptual adaptation ser at some period.
The ongoing contradictions is a precise evidence which prove the actual existence of diverse and 

multiple forms of political systems in different societies. in the regions with different political traditions 
and the cultural perception these issues  will continue to arise the research stimulation, bringing various 
approaches and schools formation. Exerting a crucial influence on the States' political systems further 
development and modernization. in which, undoubtedly, the streamline operations tendency and capacity 
while maintaining continuity will be present.  
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