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ABSTRACT

The article pays tribute to the specifics of citizenship identity. The concept is viewed in the
context of its ethnic and linguistic self-identifying. The article is focused on the comparative
view of the constituents of citizenship identity and its future dynamics. The citizenship
identity is described herein, introduced on the regional and national level. The article
highlights the gnoseological and ontological potential of identity. The author of the article
argues that under modern paradigm citizenship identity is built on national, macro regional,
and regional identities. The analysis set a perspective for further investigation in the field of
optimizing of the political and legislative system of Ukraine with visible shift to nationhood

patriotism and political and legal awareness of the citizens.
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INTRODUCTION

One of the problems influencing both the fulfillment of economic reforms and steady
democratic development of the post-Soviet countries on their way to a citizen society is the

destruction of some traditional identity-forming patterns typical for the post-Soviet social

PJSEL VOL-5 (2) JULY 2019 ISSN 2521-8123 (PRINT) 25231227 (ONLINE)


mailto:jan@holonic.sk

PAKISTAN JOURNAL OF SOCIETY, EDUCATION AND LANGUAGE
25
space followed by the formation of the new countries. Citizenship identity, which is not only
about being a citizen but also about taking an active part in the country's current political and

social processes, is the corner stone of the political and legal awareness of an individual.

Concerning Ukraine, some geopolitical parameters of identifying oneself as a citizen need to
be specified because of their gnoseological and practical value and in their due reference to
the upgrading of the mechanism of social and economical regulation currently taking place in
our country. The process is accompanied by social and cultural transformation, when a new
system of values finds its place in the society and some new political behaviorist patterns are
established. Vagueness of the identity system and diffusion of identifiers come from social

fluctuation and a number of different social attractors. (Meciakova et al., 2017)

How to identify self remains an important issue for any people. It is of vital
necessity for its conscious existence. It is essential for Ukraine, as we have to establish our
new identity in order to set in motion the formation of political nation of co-citizens. The
whole process of setting it into gear is made much more difficult by the number of historical
milestones, like fighting our political independence, the three so-called revolutions (the
Granite Revolution of 1990, the Pomaranch Revolution of 2004-2005, the Revolution of
Honor of 2013-2014) followed by the military occupation of the Ukrainian land, to mention
just a few. The chosen paradigm of state and national development had nothing to do with
the national ethnic one, thus providing no power lever for the title population. It also didn’t
provide any potential for the uniting of the nation in order to make it politically relevant. For
the recent years we have been witnessing the crisis of the Ukrainian social identity
accompanied by the rivalry between the communist, liberal and nationalistic ideologies, the
latter introduced by the Russian and Ukrainian nationalisms (Nahorna, 2003), irredentism,
and absenteeism, which are parallel to alienist position of an average person in the
relationship between an individual and the society, an individual and politics, when a citizen
is not willing to determine himself in the political, nation building and state developing

reference frame (Naddour et al., 2018).

When it goes about the concept of identity, we mean the result of the self-
identifying process of an individual or a group of individuals via the so-called «image of
Self» and the «<image of Us». The individuals refer themselves to these or those communities,

their choice depending upon age, occupation, gender, territory where they live, ethnicity,

PJSEL VOL-5 (2) JULY 2019 ISSN 2521-8123 (PRINT) 25231227 (ONLINE)



PAKISTAN JOURNAL OF SOCIETY, EDUCATION AND LANGUAGE
26

confession etc. The lexeme «identity» semantically embraces «similarity», «originality» and
«authenticity», the latter being the most often used in the Humanities discourse. Sociologists
define the concept of identity as the number of some specific features crucial for identifying
a social community among other communities and for the social self-identifying of an
individual or a group of individuals. However, the concept of identity is still liable to dispute
(Nahorna, 2003).

THE RESEARCH OBJECTIVES AND METHODOLOGY
The research focuses on the following objectives.

- To find out how deeply individuals become aware of the dominant identity;

- To monitor active citizenship;

- To consider how the National Idea is formulated on the basis of the pole;

- To find out the political preferences inside our society.
The research methodology is based on general theoretical and special methodological
scientific knowledge (comparison method), principles and approaches to determining the
essence of the formation of civic identity at the regional and national levels, analysis of the
prospects for optimizing the political and legislative system in Ukraine with a possible

transition to political and legal awareness of citizens.
THE RESEARCH STATEMENT

The concept of citizenship is ambivalent. First of all, it refers both to political and
legal right of an individual to belong to some state. Hence an individual operates under the
law of the country and has the civil rights and duties, as well as freedoms. He or she can
participate in public administration of the affairs of the state and correspondently some
authority in public administration can be vested in a citizen. At the same time, the concept of
citizenship is about moral values, ideology and philosophy of an individual. Here citizenship
shows itself depending upon the way an individual identifies himself as a citizen. It is

important whether a citizen is law-abiding with lots of self-respect (Kovac, 2019).

A citizen is a person that identifies himself as a resident of some country. A citizen
has enough legal status to be law-abiding and to gain from his civil rights. The state and

citizens with the presence of law and equality in front of him have a certain common interest,
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implement it. Thus, a democratic state of law is created, in which these interests are realized

on the basis of the norms recognized in the international community (Popovych, 2018).

Legal awareness is a form of a public awareness that broadly embraces the concepts
of public opinion, feelings, emotions, ideas, theories, and goal setting. When you study such
parameters, you get an understanding whether an individual, a social group, and even a
society as a whole give high rank of the legislation system or whether it needs to undergo

reforms. Legal awareness is also about any issue under political and legal regulation.

Identity is about self-identifying one’s social status, when an individual
distinguishes oneself as a member of some community or a social group, where he performs
a number of functions. According to John Rose (Rawls, 1971), an ideal society model
includes the institutions, fundamental for the society. It guarantees citizenship, civil rights
and freedoms, equal opportunities and access to material resources. Ethnic identity comes
from collective memory of common origin, culture, language, traditions, territory, history
etc. that distinguishes one ethnic group from the other. Any ethnicity is an ethnic stereotype,
the distinguishing factors being psychological traits, national character, temper, ethnographic
potential. The concept of national identity, if to compare it with the ethnic one, is more
vague. According to E. Smith, it is an abstract, multilevel and multifunctional structure; it is
also transformation-bound. It is characterized historically, when we speak about an occupied
territory, collective myths and memory, shared culture, civil rights and duties, economy. It is
also about authenticity, individuality of a nation, the National Idea, popular with electorate. It
can get diffused with the other types of identity, like social class, confession, ethnic ones, in
a weird way. Its ideology does the same, merging in a chameleon-like manner with different

ideological hybrids of liberalism, fascism, and communism (Smit, 1994).

Unlike ethnic identity, the national one comes from consciousness, political will,
and citizenship. V. Tsyba outlines the mentality of the citizens of the country, where the
reforms are successful and the standard of living is high. According to the scholar, a
competitive nation with national identity of its citizens is formed when certain criteria are
kept, namely acceptance and respect towards the national symbols — the Anthem, the
Emblem, and the Flag; knowledge of the history of the country and how it is accepted by its
citizens; knowledge of its title people» culture and the way it consolidates the nation; the

national language proficiency requirements; spiritual consolidation of the nation of the same
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confession; reasonable residency requirement for the immigrants in order to get them adapted
to both social, ethnic and cultural environment (Tsyba, 2011). Thus both the Constitution and

the national law of the country are recognized, as well as civil rights.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The comparative view of the citizenship identity as the key factor determining the
political and legal awareness of the citizens, both regionally and throughout the country,
showed some significant dynamic change in the way the citizens imagine the constituent
elements of identity. In 2011-2012, introducing the facilities of the «Politics and Education»
Zaporizhzhya Regional Scientific Methodical Centre, we conducted a comparative study of
such informative blocks as dominant identity block, civil participation block, both home and
foreign affairs blocks, as well as moral values and associations block. The whole study had
taken place long before the Russian military intervention to the Donbass territory and the
annexation of the Crimea, accompanied by the information war and the aggressive steps
against the civilization. Later, in 2014-2016, the Razumkov Research Center conducted its
own study of the identity on the national level, based upon the results of the comparative
outlook by the «Politics and Education» Zaporizhzhya Regional Scientific Methodical
Centre. The Razumkov Research Center study took place sometime after the Revolution of

Honor and the tragic for the Ukrainian nationhood set of events.

First in the line of experiment came the study of the how deeply the citizens were
aware of their dominant identity. It produced a result of the overwhelming majority of the
local residents being aware of the Ukrainian political nation as their dominant identity. They
did not identify themselves as representatives of some ethnos. Nor did they represent
themselves according to the territorial criteria. They were hardly involved into globalization
or integration. This index correlated with that of the ethnic identity. Here we postulate that
the Russian analytical unit and political class representatives had earlier neglected the very
index, which led to the failure of the «Novorossia» geopolitical project on the territories of

the Southern and Eastern Ukraine in 2014.

In this regards, 22% of the respondents put their family status on top of the
hierarchy of identities on the national level. 59% was the number reflecting the same top

position of the family status when we summed up the results of the first, second, and the
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third choice made by the respondents. Southern and Western region respondents identified
themselves mainly as the citizens of Ukraine (39 and 35% correspondently when we summed
up the results of the first, second, and the third choice made). Unlike them, only 11% of
respondents that live in the Eastern region of our country gave citizenship the top priority.
Nationality was of the least importance for the respondents from the Eastern (10%), Southern
(15%) and Donbass region. Southern, Western, and Central regions found it the most
important to refer to Ukraine as to the territory of permanent residence. The answers were
26%, 24%, and 23 %, correspondently. The Ukrainian citizenship was a bit more important
for the ethnic Ukrainians than to the ethnic Russians (30 and 25% correspondently). The
same statistics revealed itself when speaking about nationality (23 and 18 %
correspondently) and referring to Ukraine as to the territory of permanent residence (22 and
15% correspondently) (Razumkov Centre, 2016).

The studies brought to surface the basic criteria the Ukrainians applied to define
their citizenship. Regionally, the Ukrainians were more proud of their country and the
Ukrainian citizenship. The moderate statistics was about those respondents who picked up
patriotism as the main criteria of their citizenship identity. More than a half of respondents
thought that the improved standard of living was the best way to make deeper the citizenship

awareness.

Patriots usually look out their country. Hence, on the national level, 68% of
respondents felt that they were patriotic in that way, while 21% of those who don’t consider
themselves patriots felt that they were responsible for their country. Generally speaking, 54%
respondents felt that they should have looked out their country, while 37% didn’t have such a
feeling. 68% of respondents in the Western and 56% of respondents in the Central regions
thought that they bore some responsibility for the further development of Ukraine. 73% of
the respondents in the Southern, Eastern and Donbass regions stood for the idea, that «strong
patriotism supports the country’s position on the global arena» (with only 13% standing
against). The same 73% thought that «Ukraine needs patriots for its own consolidation»
(with 12% standing against). 18% expressed the opinion that «strong patriotism of
Ukrainians leads to their negative attitude towards immigrants» (with 57% standing against
that idea). 18% supposed that «strong patriotism of the Ukrainians leads to their negative

attitude towards national minorities» (with 56% standing against that idea) 23 % supported
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the idea that «strong patriotism of the citizens of Ukraine leads to their intolerance (51%
don’t support the idea) (Razumkov Centre, 2016).

If it goes about the linguistic, ethnic, and confession identity, regionally we can
speak of 82.7% and 78.4% of respondents claiming to be of Ukrainian nationality. 90.6% of
teachers and 81.6% of students appeared to be orthodox. Ukrainian proved to be the mother
tongue for the majority of respondents (68.3% of teachers and 58% of students). 52.5% of
teachers and 18.4% of students communicate in spoken Ukrainian, while 42.3% and 73.4%

correspondently claimed to use Russian in everyday communication.

Nationally, in 2016 Ukrainian was the mother tongue for the 69% of respondents
(the majority). Russian was the mother tongue for the 27% of respondents. Only 2% thought
of some other language as their mother tongue. Previously, in 2011, Ukrainian appeared to
be the mother tongue for the 61% and Russian for 36% of respondents, with 2% thinking of
some other language as their mother tongue. At home, 55% of respondents use Ukrainian and
41% use Russian for family communication. 1% of respondents use some other language.
Previously, in 2011, the statistics was 52%, 45%, and 1% correspondently. All in all, only
slight changes touched the everyday communication, while more people stuck to using
Ukrainian as their mother tongue. Thus choice of a language for everyday communication
proved to be more resistant to changes than the linguistic identity of citizens of Ukraine. In
the Western, Central, and Southern regions the majority of respondents claimed Ukrainian to
be their mother tongue (97%, 86%, and 63% correspondently), whereas in the Eastern and
Donbass regions people prefer to speak Russian (52% and 66% correspondently) (Razumkov
Centre, 2016).

Monitoring of the forms of civil participation and activity showed that the
respondents seemed to put more trust in public organizations and public councils while little
attention did they pay to political parties delegates who performed as political agents trying
to get the respondents involved into the process of public administration of the country.
There was a positive tendency towards non-aggressive methods of civil participation and
civil activity. To sum it up, having passed through the Revolution of Honor and the dramatic
events of 2014, the respondents appreciated the institution of election, feedback, and
sociologic methods in public administration as one of the key factors of developing

citizenship identity.
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Having analyzed the political tendency and the way the National Idea got developed
on the regional level, we came to the conclusion that almost 50% of the respondents
considered «national culture, language, and traditions» to be of utmost importance for the
consolidation of our nation. 19% of the respondents thought that «national spirit» is
important, and 10% made their choice in favor of another factor — «national history». The
whole tendency showed that for the respondents mental factors influencing national identity
grew very important. The key factors listed above, as well as the diffusion of linguistic and

ethnic identity, stood for the weak side of the consolidation plan.

The 2016 pole hold on the national level revealed that the majority of the
respondents (56%) were sure that Ukraine would overcome its difficulties and become a
wealthy developed state. 22% had no hope, while the 22% left had no idea whether it might
happen or not. Statistics showed that only few respondents were sure that the standard of
living in Ukraine would get improved in the coming future. 39% of the respondents thought
that chances were strong for them to improve their standard of living, 55% thought that only
their children and grandchildren were likely to live a wealthy living. The most optimistic
statistics came from the Western and the Central regions of Ukraine, where 71% and 60% of
respondents (to present figures correspondently) were certain that Ukraine would become a
high standard of living country. Such optimism proved to be characteristic for the young
(63% of the respondents aged 18 to 29). Only 51% of the respondents aged 60 and above had
the same certainty. Among the respondents, it was quite characteristic for the ethnic
Ukrainians to share the same optimism (59%), while only 39% of ethnic Russians with
permanent residence in our country believed that there might be a possibility for their
children and grandchildren to achieve a high standard of living in Ukraine. It is worth
mentioning, though, that the same number of ethnic Russians (39%) produced no such

certainty (Razumkov Centre, 2016).

On the regional level, we analyzed the data to find out what issues were considered
to be of utmost importance in the field of foreign affairs. Within the 2011-2012 time span,
three vectors got maximum attention. Firstly, 26% of the respondents claimed that it would
be absolutely correct to give national interests top priority when building the international
relationship. Secondly, 44% of the students stood for the international relationship with the

countries of the former USSR (18% of them made their choice in favor of the Eastern
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Slavonic Alliance, with Russia, Byelorussia being its members; 19% supported the idea of
coalition with the Eurasian Bloc, with Russia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Byelorussia and
some other post-Soviet countries being its members; 7% supported the idea of international
cooperation with the Russian Federation). Finally, 17% of the respondents stood for the idea
of building international relationship with the EU (13.7%) and NATO (0.7%). In 2011 only

11% of the respondents thought that Ukraine should stay off any blocs or political alliances.

Thus it becomes clear, that prior to the events of 2014, the majority of the
respondents had supported the idea of building international political relationship in order to
develop foreign economic and political activity of the country within the economic and
political space of the former USSR. Such tendency had been characteristic of the senior age
group of the respondents. 89% of them had admitted that Ukraine and Russia share the same
history. 68% had stood for the alliance between the two countries in the field of economy,

culture, education, and politics.

The set belief that the Ukrainians and Russians have ties of kinship used to be one
of the most fundamental in the former USSR. It replaced the other one, postulating the
threesome nature of the Russian people in the Russian Empire, when the Byelorussian and
the Ukrainian peoples were in no way recognized as the independent ones. Nowadays the
latter is gradually turning into the official doctrine in the Russian Federation. A few
Ukrainians still believe that those ties do exist. However, recently their number has
decreased. In April 2014, soon after the Russian intervention to the Crimea, the idea of
kinship was shared by 62% of the respondents. In November 2016, the statistics was only
51% against 34% of those who stood against (before it had been 28%) (Razumkov Centre,
2016). The least number of supporters, 28%, came from the Western region, if to compare
with other regions. In the Central region there were 41% of the respondents (against 36%
who did not share those main premises) standing for the idea of kinship. That’s the average
majority number. In the Southern, Eastern, and Donbass regions the majority of respondents
(61%, 87%, and 55% correspondently) stood for the idea of kinship between the Russians
and the Ukrainians. Only 47% of the ethnic Ukrainians and 82% of the ethnic Russians were
positive about the main premises discussed here. From the young to the senior age groups,
the same tendency got stronger (from 42% of the young people aged 18 to 29 to the age

group of respondents being in their sixties and above) (Razumkov Centre, 2016).
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To find out what the main civil values of our modern Ukrainian society were, we
suggested six options for the respondents to assess. The pole was held on the regional level
of Zaporizhzhya. The respondents were to conduct 5-scale assessment of such values as
«order», «freedom», «democracy», «powerful state», «<human rights», and «well-being of a
people». The whole pole had to reveal details about the liberal or paternalistic social
tendencies. Liberal democratic values dominated, with «freedom» having scored 1936
points, «human rights» — 1897, and «democracy» — 1737). The so-to-say absurd fact that
«democracy» occupied the bottom position can be easily explained. When Ukraine fought its
independence, democracy was used as some kind of undercover for corruption, poor reforms,
authoritarian behavior, oligarchs, the closed nature of the ruling political elite, as well as the

non-transparent political changes.

In 2011, the most popular social characteristic was «total mess» (got a score of 282
points), «poverty» (215 points), «social and economic destruction» (170 points), and
«pressure» (148 points). Such way to assess social conditions leads to the conflict between
the values that constitute political awareness, from one side, and the social practice, from the
other. Thus, social and political ties tear apart, with the society going anomies. The citizens
and the state alienate from such society as well. To sum it up, citizenship identity appears to
be the dominant one. It goes hand in hand with the process of diffusion of the ethnic and
linguistic identity, with Ukrainian being the mother tongue for most respondents and Spoken

Russian being used for everyday communication.

The pole of 2011-2012 showed that the majority of respondents view themselves as
citizens, ready to take an active part in the social and political life of Ukraine. However, one
can see poor social, political, and economic conditions as the reason for diffusion of
linguistic and political identity on the former-USSR geopolitical terrain. Again, there is much

criticism of sociopolitical and economic processes taking part in our country.

In Ukraine, citizenship is formed due to a number of influential factors, namely
national, macro regional and regional identities, bearing huge gnoseological and ontological
potential. Under certain conditions, these levels of citizenship identity can not only stay in
harmony, but also bring to consolidation the Ukrainian society, by forming active patriotism
on the proper economic, historical, territory, social, cultural, and national basis. The further

research of the issue under consideration (sociological research, focus groups, case study,
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conferences, «round tables» etc) will help to determine how to optimize the way political and

legal awareness may develop.

The research conducted on the national level showed the hierarchy of identities of
the citizens of Ukraine, from self-identity to citizenship and national identity, then it goes
further to class, confession, and political identity. The majority of respondents position
themselves as the citizens of Ukraine and the residents of this or that region. The young put
more emphasis on the national identity. As early as in 2011-2012, the comparative view
showed that there was rather pessimistic forecast for the development of citizenship identity.
The 2014 research proved the tendency remained the same. However, 2016 saw the positive

change (Razumkov Centre, 2016).
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Thus, the government seems to stay deaf when it comes to the public opinion. It
totally ignores the discussion launched to solve the issue of citizenship identity and keeps
using the vague concept of «nation» to refer to ethnos, nationality, and citizenship. Local
socio-cultural identity can hardly serve as a remedy to compensate lack of citizenship
identity. The Eastern region of Ukraine is already the place of political rows, half of the
Ukrainian territory got occupied by the Russian troops, and no dialogue between the
occupied and non-occupied territory can be established, so that we can speak of a huge ethnic
political conflict. To prevent it, the authorities should have relied upon the results of the
poles and afterward recommendations by the scholars. Then they could have introduced the
model of the multinational Ukrainian society consolidated under the roof of the Ukrainian

political nation.

The major obstacle for such society to emerge is no fixed political planning. The
government has no citizenship identity project. National information space stays open for
any kind of influence from outside. The citizens of our country feel disappointed as for their
social perspectives and the future of the whole country. It is of utmost necessity for the state
authorities to create a friendly environment for the further development of the
communication processes inside the society, so that the participants of active social debates
might come to a consensus on the vital for state building policy issues. The state policy

aimed at the development of the citizenship identity must be extremely pro-Ukrainian
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towards its national language, culture, and morality. It must find its basis in the concept of
the National Idea.

The government must consolidate the nation. That’s why building of the citizenship
identity, shared by all the citizens, must be the main vector of political development of the
country, with the Ukrainian people standing as a whole. Such type of identity can be
developed by adopting the steps such as making huge social advertizing campaign to
revitalize national idea; to provide national information policy project; to systemically
provide educational programs aimed at bringing up the patriots of Ukraine, with the key
patriotic concepts being state sovereignty, support of democratic traditions, real active
participations of the citizens and local communities in the public administration of the
country. Citizenship identity is also very important for the development of political and legal
awareness, political and territory consolidation, building of the civil society, when the state
can protect its citizens and meet the challenges. Further study of the phenomenon of the
citizenship identity may include the following aspects and issues: how to solve the problem
of the negative influence of the external environment; political and legal culture as the
constituent element of civic aptitude of the citizens that can express their social preferences

and opinions with open eyes and mind.
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