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VALUABLE CONCEPT OF PEACE-BUILDING
IN UKRAINE

Abstract. The conducted study concluded that the most integrative potential
for the successful completion of democratic transit in Ukraine could be a model of
patriotism built on the basis of a high level of civil competency of individuals and
called the “citizenship patriotism” model.

Citizenship patriotism requires a critical amount of patriots trained to con-
structive interaction in a complex society and oriented towards securing public
interest. As the results of the survey showed, the level of citizenship competen-
cies of children and youth is not high enough in Ukraine at the moment. How-
ever, if the same tendency is maintained for the actualization of the issue of civil
education in public discourse, in few years the model of citizenship patriotism
can become an effective model of patriotism for the majority of Ukrainians, which
will be effective in the unstable context of socio-political development and play a
key factor in the successful completion of democratic transit in Ukraine.

The article compares the content of the definitions of “nationalism” and “pa-
triotism”, comparing the characteristics of sentimental and constructive types of
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patriotism. It is emphasized that citizenship, like patriotism, involves care for pub-
lic interest. The main component of citizenship is the active participation of the
individual in the life of society for the public good.

At the heart of the civic culture is the focus on civil responsibility. It is proved
that civil patriotism is an ideal model for a complex society, which is reflected in
the commitment of the person to the interest of the country (public and public
interest), an active position on its protection and fulfillment of civil obligations,
along with a substantiated (and affective, and rational) positive assessment gen-
eral national realities of flexible format. The concept of citizenship from the point
of view of strategy approach is analyzed. The further development of the study of
“pedagogy of peace” was obtained. The special educational potential of the culture
of civic citizenship in the Ukrainian society is emphasized.

Keywords: citizenship, peace-building, value concept, archetype approach,
sustainable development.

IIHHICHUI KOHIENT MUPOBYIIBHUIITBA B YKPATHI

Amnoramis. IIpoananizoBaHo iHTerpaTUBHUI TIOTEHIA] MOJEJi TPOMAISH-
CBKOT'O MaTPiOTU3MY [IJIs1 YCIIIIITHOTO 3aBeplIeHHs 1IeMOKPATUYHOTO TPAH3UTY B
cydacHiil Ykpaini.

3a3HayeHo, 10 TPOMAISHCHLKUN IMaTPiOTU3M BHUMAra€ KpPUTHYHOI KiJIbKO-
CTi MaTPioTiB, 4Ki MAIOTh OCBITHIO IMiITOTOBKY JI0 KOHCTPYKTUBHOI B3aEMOJIii Y
CKJIaJJHOMY CYCIIIJILCTBI Ta Opi€HTOBaHi Ha 3abe3MeueH sl CyCIiJIbHUX IHTEPECIB.
Harosomeno, 1o piBeHb IPOMaITHCBKOT KOMIIETEHTHOCTI JliTeil Ta MOJIO/I Ha
ChOTO/IHI B YKpaiHi HefocTaTHbO BUcOKUU. IIpoTe, gKII0 TeHmeHIlid akTyai3a-
11 MUTaHHS TPOMA/STHCHKOI OCBITH B MyOJIiYHOMY AMCKYPCi 30epiraeThest, TO 3a
KiJIbKa POKiB MOJIesIb TPOMA/ISIHCHKOTO MAaTPIOTU3MY MOKe CcTaTh eeKTUBHOIO
juist GisbiocTi yKpainiis. s Mogesb BUSBAATHME OCOOJIUBY JEBICTh y HecTa-
6iJIbHOMY KOHTEKCTI.

Y pob6ori mopiBHHO 3MicT Aedininiil “Hamionaniam” ta “naTpiornsm”, 3ictas-
JIEHO XapaKTEePUCTUKHU CEHTUMEHTAJIbHOTO Ta KOHCTPYKTMBHOTO BU/IIB 1aTpio-
Tu3my. HarosiormeHo, 1o rpoMajisiHChbKICTb, sIK 1 TaTpioTu3M, nepeabdadae Typ-
6oty mpo cycmiabauii iHrepec. OCHOBHOIO CKJIA/I0BOIO TPOMAJISTHCTBA € AaKTUBHA
y4acTh 0COOMCTOCTI B JKUTTI CYCIIIbCTBA JJISI CYCITJIBHOTO GJ1ara.

OcHOBOIO KYJIBTYPU TPOMJITHCHKOCTI € Opi€EHTAllisl Ha I'POMa/SHCBKY Bijl-
NOBiJlaJbHICTD. JloBeieHo, 10 TPOMaSIHChbKUI IaTPiOTU3M — i/eajibHa MOJIEJIb
JUIST CKJIQTHOTO CYCITI/IBCTBA, BiOOPAKAETHCS B MIPUXUIBHOCTI 0cOOU 10 iHTEP-
ecy Kpainu (CycHiJbHOTo, IyOJiYHOrO iHTepecy), aKTUBHIN MO3MII 1010 HHo-
ro 3aXHMCTY Ta BUKOHAHHS IPOMAJISTHCHKUX 0OOB’SI3KIB TOPSIT 3 0OIPYHTOBAHOIO
(i acdbexTMBHOIO, i paIiOHAIBHOIO) TTO3UTUBHOIO OIIHKOIO 3araJbHOKPAiHOBUX
peadiii THyukoro (opmaty. [IpoanasnizoBaHo TOHATTS TPOMAISTHCHKOCTI 3 TOY-
KU 30py MiJIXO/ly cTpatereMHoCTi. /[icTaso mojaabiioro po3BUTKY JTOCTIIKEeHHS
“meparoriku Mupy”. TIpuisero yBary Ha ocoGJMBOMY iHCTPYMEHTATLHOMY MO~
TEHIlialy OCBITHU /Il PO3BUTKY KYJIBTYPU TPOMAJISIHCHKOCTI B YKPAiHCHKOMY CY-
CIIJIbCTBI.
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KiouoBi cioBa: rpoMajistHChKiCTh, MUPOOYIiBHUIITBO, IIIHHICHWIT KOHIIEIIT,
apXeTUITHUH TiAXi1, CTaanil pO3BUTOK.

IIEHHOCTHBII KOHIIEIIT MUPOCTPOUTEJILCTBA B YKPAUHE

AnHoranus. [IpoanannaupoBaH MHTETPATUBHBIN TOTEHIMAT MOJEJNU Tpa-
JK/IAaHCKOTO TIATPUOTHU3MA JIJIS YCIIEIITHOTO 3aBEPIIEHUS IEMOKPATUYEeCKOTO TPaH-
31Ta B COBPEMEHHOU YKpauHe.

OT™MeueHo, 9TO TPaKIAHCKUH MATPUOTH3M TPEOYeT KPUTHYECKOTO KOJTHIECTBA
[aTPUOTOB, KOTOPbIE UMEIOT 0OPA30BATEIBHYIO OATOTOBKY K KOHCTPYKTUBHOMY
B3aUMO/IEHICTBHIO B CJIOKHOM OOIIECTBE U OPUEHTUPOBAHbI HA obecriedenne 00-
IIECTBEHHBIX MHTEPECOB. YKA3aHO, YTO YPOBEHb I'PAKIAHCKON KOMIIETEHTHOCTH
JieTelt ¥ MOJIO/IEKY B HACTOAIIee BpeMsl B YKpanHe HeJlocTaTOuyHO BbICOK. OiHa-
KO, €CJIN TEHIEHIIMSI aKTYaJIU3aI[MH BOMIPOCa TPaskIaHCKOro 0Opa3oBaHust B 1y0-
JIMYHOM JTUCKYpce OyIeT COXPAHSThCS, Yepe3 HECKOJIBKO JIET MOJIEeIb TPask/IaH-
CKOTO MAaTPUOTH3MA MOXKET cTaTh 3(h(HEKTUBHON /Jis1 GONBITUHCTBA YKPAUHIIEB.
ITa MOJIEJb IPOSIBUT 0CO0YI0 9(h(HEKTUBHOCTD B HECTAOMILHOM KOHTEKCTE.

B paGote nmposeneHo cpaBHenne coaepKkanust geuHUIII “HalnoHAI3M” 1
“maTpuoTu3M”, CONOCTABIEHbBI XapaKTEPUCTUKHI CEHTUMEHTATIBHOTO U KOHCTPYK-
TUBHOTO BHU/IOB natpuotuama. OTMeYeHo, 4TO TPaKAaHCTBEHHOCTh, KaK M T1aT-
pHOTHU3M, TIpe/roaraet 3200ty 06 obiecTBeHHOM HHTEpece. OCHOBHOM cOCTaB-
JISTIOTIEN TPasKIaHCTBA SIBJISIETCS] aKTUBHOE YYacTHe JIMYHOCTU B KU3HK 00IIeCT-
Ba JIJIs1 OOIIECTBEHHOTO OJara.

OCHOBOI KyJIBTYPBI IPaK/IaHCTBEHHOCTH SIBJISIETCS] OPUEHTAINS Ha TPaXK/1aH-
CKYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb. J[0Ka3aHo, 4TO rpaskJaHCKNI TATPUOTU3M — HJleasIbHas
MOJIEJTD JIJIST CJIOKHOTO OOTIECTBA, OTPAKAETCST B MIPUBEPKEHHOCTH JIMYHOCTU K
UHTEpecy cTpaHbl (00IIeCTBEHHOTO, TyOJIMYHOTO HHTEPECa), AKTUBHON MO3UITUH
0 €ro 3alluTe U BBITIOJHEHUsT IPAKAAHCKUX 00sI3aHHOCTEH Hapsiy ¢ 060CHO-
BaHHOU (M ahHEKTUBHOM, U PAITMOHAIBHON) MOJOKUTENBHON OIEHKON peanii
cTpanbl. [IpoaHann3npoBaHbl TMOHATUS TPAXKAAHCTBEHHOCTH C TOYKHM 3PEHUS
noaxoja crparereMHoctu. [Tosyuniio ganpHeiiee pa3surue uccaeoBaHme “rie-
paroruka Mupa”. OTMedeHo 0coObIil MHCTPYMEHTANBHbII TTOTEeHIHAT 00pa3oBa-
HVISI JIJIST PA3BUTHSI KYJIBTYPBI TPAKIAHCTBEHHOCTU B YKPAMHCKOM OOTIECTBE.

KmoueBble ci10Ba: TpaskIaHCTBEHHOCTh, MUPOCTPOUTEIBCTBO, 1I€HHOCTHBIN
KOHIIETIT, aDXETUITNYECKUIT TTO/IXO0/I, YCTOWYNBOE Pa3BUTHE.

Problem settings. In modern educational paradigm called “pedagogy

Ukraine, the question of peace-build-
ing remains open for discussion during
5 years. Recently, the appeal of scien-
tists to this problem has also become
more frequent. A well-known Ukrai-
nian theoretician S. Klepko analyzes an

of peace”, based on the concepts of glo-
bally expanded responsibility, empa-
thy, and trust [1, p. 21]. The task of the
pedagogy of peace — to create peace of
mind in the education subjects in whole
without taking into account numerous
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factors. However, the scientist empha-
sizes that the war does not start from
the effectiveness of education, rather,
they are initiated by educated rulers, so
for the purposes of education important
philosophical knowledge of the nature
of modern wars [1, p. 21]. M. Barber’s
speech “Short reflections on education
and the causes of wars” is valuable in
this debate. The British scientist deter-
mines the significant potential of edu-
cation to eliminate the causes of wars
and calls for lifelong learning [2].
Reflecting on the role of cultural
factors in the process of educational
change, scientists often analyze a case
of “soft power” (for example, as an ap-
proach to modern successful moder-
nization of China). The theory of “soft
power” was first developed by Ameri-
can political scientist J. Nye who em-
phasized the importance of a way to
achieve success on the world stage,
in addition to economic and military
might, cultural and political values of
the country [3]. Many Chinese scholars
based on this theory substantiate the
approach of building China’s political
power on the basis of growing atten-
tion to culture (this is reflected in the
enhancement of cultural exchanges,
promotion of the attractiveness of the
Chinese model of development, peace-
ful foreign policy and the belief in their
responsibility). On this basis, the theo-
rists characterize the so-called strategic
thinking of the Chinese, consisting in
extraordinary methods of achieving the
goal by peaceful means, based on gra-
dual, pragmatic, flexible, objective,
spiritual freedom, humanity, and integ-
rity. The prerequisites for such a pheno-
menon were the philosophical schools
of Ancient China: Taoism, Legislation,

Confucianism. Therefore, strategy is
to promote national interests through
a special approach to the translation
of cultural values, support for social
harmony, understanding based on the
sociocultural features of each country,
as well as verification of the effective-
ness of ideas and concepts in practice.
We have repeatedly referred to the ap-
proach of practical significance of cer-
tain ideas in our publications, substan-
tiating the practical social and political
participation of children and young
people as an integral part of the process
of forming their civic beliefs and atti-
tudes [4].

The analysis of recent publica-
tions on the issues. The problem of
world-building and the role of educa-
tion in this process became the subject
of works by foreigners (G. Almond,
M. Barber, S. Verba, M. Heidegger,
L. Richardson, S. Huntington, etc.),
and ukrainian scientists (S. Klepko,
G. Rodyk, L. Skorokhod, and others).
An archetypal paradigm is represented
in the Ukrainian scientific thought by
the works of scientists of the Ukrai-
nian school of archetype — E. Afonin,
O. Sushiy, O. Bandurka, A. Martynov
and others. In this paper, the problem
of world-building will be considered in
the aspect of analyzing the instrumen-
tal potential of citizenship education
and citizenship education.

The purpose of the article is to
study the value concept of world-build-
ing in Ukraine on the basis of analysis
of the educational potential of society.

Presentation of the main research
material. Political transit determines
two main prerequisites for a successful
transition to democracy: the presence
of an appropriate level of national unity,
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political will for a democratic transition
and a real struggle for democracy [5,
p. 667]. The rethinking of various ways
of solving the problem of ensuring na-
tional unity after the civil protest ac-
tions in Ukraine entitled “Revolution
of Dignity” was reflected in many scien-
tific publications and public discourses.
At the stage of the surge in civil acti-
vity from the first half of 2014 and so
far, scholars have increasingly begun to
call patriotism a factor that can ensure
sustainable civil participation, as well
as effective work of the state apparatus
in the context of the problems of po-
litical development (annexation of the
Crimea, the beginning of military ag-
gression on the East of Ukraine). This
was reflected even in the fact that in the
first version of the draft Law of Ukraine
“On Civil Service” among the list of
principles of civil service “patriotism”
was put in the first place. After about
two years of public discussion, in the fi-
nal version of the Law of Ukraine “On
Civil Service”, adopted by the Verk-
hovna Rada of Ukraine on December
10, 2015, patriotism (defined as “devo-
tion and faithful service to the Ukrai-
nian people”) was placed on the fourth
position in the above-mentioned list
(article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph
4). In the previous Law “On Civil Ser-
vice” dated December 16, 1993 [6], the
notion of “patriotism” was not men-
tioned at all. Of course, in a situation
of cases of treason by certain public of-
ficials of Ukraine’s national interests in
the Crimea and in some territories of
Donetsk and Luhansk regions, the re-
levance of patriotism sounded in a new
way.

In order to solve internal problems,
Ukrainian society, having its own intel-

lectual reserves, has long been forced
to import someone else’s experience. It
was a situation of manifestation of the
archetype of “distortive experience”
[7] and in some way influenced the fact
that the political culture of Ukraini-
ans is controversial, eclectic, marked
by the lack of a clear orientation of
political development and the priori-
ties of domestic politics, the growth of
social pessimism and the presence of
a syndrome of wonder, weakening po-
litical will of a person. However, du-
ring the last 4 years, cordocentrism that
is mentally peculiar to Ukrainians has
become more or less transformed [8] —
Ukrainian society is beginning to lessen
trust in promises of politicians, loses its
illusion, begins to think more and more
rationally.

The Stanford Philosophical Ency-
clopaedia gives the standard definition
of “patriotism” as follows: it is love for
one's country [9]. Other scholars point
out that patriotism must be understood
as a commitment and a sense of belong-
ing to one’s country [10]. I[ts meaning is
usually related to its role in supporting
national cohesion on behalf of the state
to the extent that the state encourages
members of society to respect their civil
responsibilities. The consideration of
this question varies greatly from one
context to another, so theorists suggest
talking about “patriotism” in plural,
stating the diversity of its manifesta-
tions [10].

Patriotism can be defined as a sys-
tem of views (cultural, consciousness
attitudes) that reflect the inflexible
attachment of a person to a particular
country, characterized by an indisput-
able positive assessment of that coun-
try, persistent loyalty and intolerance
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to critics. In Western political philoso-
phy, there is a debate about the type of
patriotism that can provide an effective
alternative to nationalism, as a meta
idea for a stable statehood [9]. The theo-
rist S. Nathanson defines patriotism
as the identification of a person as a
member of his/her country, manifested
in a special love for it, a sense of pride
in achievement of his/her country and
shame for its loss, anxiety about the
well-being of its people, willingness to
sacrifice for the happiness of its future
[11, p. 34-35]. Hence, the rationale for
patriotism as an affective phenomenon,
the content of which is strong symbolic
(sentimental) interpretations, is valu-
able.

The theorist H. Kelman suggested
two basic types of patriotism — senti-
mental and instrumental [12, p. 174].
Sentimental patriotism implies “per-
ceiving the group for personal iden-
tity”, instrumental — “perceptions of
the group to meet one’s personal needs
and interests”. Hence, individuals who
perceive the country to form their per-
sonal identity will be hostile to criti-
cism of the country. Individual carriers
of instrumental patriotism are likely
to criticize the country if it does not
manage to reach the expected level of
national welfare. Consequently, senti-
mental patriotism is characterised by
an unquestionable positive assessment,
country’s loyalty and intolerance to its
critics. Instrumental (or constructive)
patriotism is characterised by critical
loyalty to the country, due to the desire
for positive change. Both orientations
demonstrate positive identification
based on a sense of affective commit-
ment to the country. However, the sen-
timental (sometimes called — “blind”)
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patriot considers the nation's critique
dissent, which is contrary to the long-
term national interests [12, p. 183].

Famous researchers G. Almond and
S. Verba in the work “Civil Culture:
Political Relations and Democracy in
5 Nations” [13] highlighted the fol-
lowing signs of civil culture: a sense of
pride in their nation, an expectation of
a fair attitude to the society on the part
of the authorities, a tolerant attitude to
the opposition parties, active participa-
tion of the community in local self-go-
vernment, confidence in one’s ability to
participate in politics, civil cooperation
and trust, citizens’ membership in au-
tonomous associations.

G. Orwell contrasted “patriotism”
and “nationalism” from the following
point of view. In his view, the apologists
of nationalist ideas immerse their indi-
viduality in the collective aspirations of
their people, seek to get as much power
and prestige as possible for their coun-
try. Patriots, unlike nationalists, con-
sider their people to be better, but they
do not want to impose their own way
of life on others [14, p. 362]. Therefore,
from the point of view of G. Orwell, pa-
triotism is more full of ideas of tolerance
and pluralism, and hence of democracy.
Agreeing with G. Orwell, the theorist
M. Billing argues: when love and spe-
cial care about one’s country becomes
“unbridled” and causes to think about a
bad attitude towards others, then such
traits characterize nationalism [15,
p. 55-59].

Methodologically valuable is the vi-
sion of the discrepancy between the no-
tions of “nationalism” and “patriotism”
by the theorist L. Acton: patriotism,
unlike nationalism, is the awareness,
first of all, of our moral responsibilities




to the socio-political community [16,
p. 163]. We will rely on this definition
in our work further. In this position, a
meaningful assessment of morality as a
universal regulator of the world of the
future is important, which, in particular,
the author of the theory of “The Black
Swan” N. Taleb substantiated [17].

According to recent studies, the near
future will be characterized by the pro-
liferation of collective identities, as well
as emotionally volitional meanings of
social communities [18]. After all, with
the further development of democracy,
analysis and development of policy re-
quire more and more complicity among
citizens, and the attitude of patriotism,
which can act as a motive for such com-
plicity, is most widespread in the form
of its symbolic (sentimental) type (the
sentimental type is approximately 40 %
more common in modern democratic
societies, than the constructive type of
patriotism [19].

S. Nathanson reflected on the type
of patriotism that is more closely associ-
ated with morality, therefore, can be de-
fined as the optimal model, based on the
discussion above. The scientist suggest-
ed to call it “moderate patriotism” [20].
The meaning of “moderate patriotism”
is illustrated by the attempts to com-
bine the attitudes of the achievement of
good for one’s compatriots and the idea
of caring for all humanity. S. Nathanson
rejects the cosmopolitan approach of
A. Maclntyre [21] and emphasizes the
importance of moral thinking in defi-
ning the main meaningful components
of patriotism [22].

Patriotism is defined as love for
one’s country, identification with it,
special care for its well-being, and also
about compatriots, which can also be

characterized with concern for “public
interest” [23, p. 81]. Public interest is
a generalized variant of individual and
group interests legitimized in public
opinion. French theorists emphasize
a different meaning of patriotism as a
recognition of responsibilities to each
other as citizens, requiring collabora-
tion, cooperation, tolerance and dis-
interestedness [10]. In this approach,
in general, one can identify the mea-
ning of the concepts of “patriotism” and
“citizenship”. However, we do not agree
with its authors, although we recognize
some meaningful synonymy of the con-
cept of “citizenship” and “moderate pa-
triotism”. In our opinion, in the system
of categories adjacent to the issue, the
citizenship is more meaningful to the
notion of “state patriotism” as an active
and responsible patriotism. The logic is:
“I love my people, a strong statehood
creates opportunities for its unity and
being, so I will help the state in the rea-
lization of its functions, caring for pub-
lic interest”.

By the notion of “citizenship”,
Ukrainian researchers point to a certain
moral and spiritual state of the people,
which implies a feeling of one’s own
freedom and, at the same time, respon-
sibility, and a belief in social values [ 24,
p. 42]. According to another scientist
I. Tlyin, to be a real citizen is to “feel an
indissoluble identity between the inte-
rest of the state and one’s own interest.
And that is why, as one’s own interest,
each spiritually correct interest of their
fellow citizens is to be recognized” [25,
p. 271]. Citizenship reflects the desire
and will to live together. Consequent-
ly, citizenship, like patriotism, contain
meaningful concerns about the interest
of fellow citizens.
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A well-known philosopher J. Haber-
mas, in his work “Between Facts and
Norms”, argues that the normative
meaning of democratic citizenship
can be determined without the forma-
tion of an individual in the context of
a “national state” [26]. This approach
is somewhat inconsistent with our de-
sire to combine “patriotism” and “citi-
zenship” for their interconnection, but
also takes place in scientific discourse.
A theorist H. Starkey has a similar posi-
tion, he claims that the concept of “citi-
zenship” in its meaning always has a
political and legal dimension. Although
citizenship is in some way linked
to a national concept, it is an auto-
nomous and independent theory. In
this context, H. Starkey observes that
in the new concepts, citizenship exists
also at supranational levels [27, p. 7].
Unlike H. Starkey, the Irish researcher
M. Craith argues that although the ba-
sis of modern citizenship is the focus
on civil responsibility, it is the cultural
forces (the value attitude of the indi-
vidual to the state, the country and its
citizens) that implicitly fasten compo-
nents of modern citizenship [28]. Our
position correlates with the Irish re-
searcher’s point of view.

Citizenship patriotism is an ideal
model for a complex society, which is
reflected in the commitment of the in-
dividual to the interest of the country
(public interest).

Conclusions. Citizenship patrio-
tism is endowed with the potential to
promote sustainable development of
society, national unity and the develop-
ment of local and nationwide democ-
racy in Ukraine. Citizenship patriotism
is a necessary prerequisite for a sustain-
able democratic transit. Its relevance is
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greatly enhanced in the context of the
decentralization of power in Ukraine.

Proceeding from the historical tra-
ditions of the Ukrainian people, and
taking into account sensitivity as an
indispensable characteristic of his men-
tality, we consider citizenship as a valu-
able basis for peace-building in modern
Ukraine. In the Ukrainian context, citi-
zenship is a peculiar strategy, endowed
with enormous potential for the ob-
jective reflection of the socio-cultural
features of Ukrainian society. The role
of education in the process of forma-
tion and development of the culture
of citizenship, and, on the basis of civil
patriotism, is enormous. And although
education as an instrument of social
change is characterized by significant
time consuming, in addition, the pur-
poseful educational process characte-
rizes stable results, long-term and value
significance for both a particular person
and for the whole society. Consequent-
ly, world-building in modern Ukraine
depends to a large extent on the effec-
tiveness of methods and technologies
of domestic education, including civic
education as its component.
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