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In the article is noted that women problem was put as a fundamental problem 
in literary- public opinion by free-thinking intelligentsia and writers at early 
XX century in Azerbaijan; the family norms made way to polygamy, juvenile 
marriage was blamed, women freedom was put point-blank, the clergymen who 
had been against it were severely satirized, women’s absolute freedom was 
considered with the duty of rebuilding the public life on democratic bases. 
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The present requires qualitatively new studying of the political-legal space 
within the scope of the philosophy of law, theory of law and state, so far as 
present defi nitions of the essence of political law, its legal nature, its subject 
of studying, terminology, methodology are not quite unimpeachable ones. 
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