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ARCHETYPICAL PRINCIPLES OF HISTORICAL
DEVELOPMENT OF LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT
IN UKRAINE

Abstract. This study deals with the historical development of local self-gov-
ernment on the territory of Ukraine and the possible use of such experience in car-
rying out the reform of decentralization of power, considering the main archetypes
that have developed in society. The following eight main stages of development of
local self-government are considered: Trypillian (laying the foundations of local
self-government and the emergence of the main archetypes), the stage of existence
of the ancient Slavs and Kievan Rus (changing the structure of local power and
narrowing the rights of ordinary residents to manage the state, reducing the role
of the archetype of ‘personal freedom”), Tatar-Mongol domination and fragmenta-
tion (decline of local self-government, dominance of the archetype of ‘poverty’),
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Lithuanian-Polish period (departure from the traditional Veche self-government
and introduction of Magdeburg law with the narrowing of the rights of residents,
and therefore the archetype of ‘personal freedom’), self-government in the Russian
and Austro-Hungarian Empires (actual incorporation of local self-government
into the system of state power, complete levelling of the archetype of ‘personal
freedom”), Soviet period (formal presence of local self-government, but in fact it
was included in the system of state authorities), the development of local self-gov-
ernment in independent Ukraine, since 1991 (return to traditional archetypes, ex-
isting during the Trypillian civilization, but a departure from them in recent years
with the renewal of the archetype of ‘poverty’). The author identifies the main
problems that have arisen in the process of implementing the decentralization of
power reform and suggests measures to solve them, considering the historical ex-
perience and archetypes that are typical for Ukrainian society. Also, the author
identifies a range of scientific problems, the study of which requires additional
scientific developments to better understand the processes that took place in the
past and are repeated again in our time and to find possible ways to overcome such
problems that faced Ukrainian society, in particular, the government.

Keywords: archetypes, local self-government, history of local self-government,
archetypes of local self-government, stages of development of local self-govern-
ment, reform of decentralization of power.

APXETHIIHI 3ACAAN ICTOPHYHOI'O PO3BUTRY
MICIHEBOI'O CAMOBPAAYBAHHA HA TEPEHAX YRKPAIHUN

Amnortanig. Po3ryiissHyTo nuTaHHsl iCTOPUYHOTO PO3BUTKY MiCIIEBOTO CAMOBPSI-
JIyBaHHSI Ha TepeHax Y KpaiHu Ta MOJKJIMBOMY BUKOPUCTAHHIO TAKOTO JIOCBiLy IIPU
IpoBe/ieHHi pechopMU JlelieHTpastizallii Biaau 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM OCHOBHUX apXeTH-
MiB, 1[0 CKJIAJNUCSA B CyCHiJbCTBi. PO3rIsAHYTO BiciM OCHOBHUMX eTaliB PO3BUTKY
MiCIIeBOTO CaMOBPSI/IyBaHHS: TPUIIJIbCbKUI (3aKJaJeHHSI OCHOB MiCII€BOTO ca-
MOBPs/IyBaHHS Ta BUHUKHEHHSI OCHOBHUX apXeTHIIiB), eTall iCHyBaHHS JaBHIiX
cnos’siH Ta KuiBebkoi Pyci (3mMiHa cTpyKTYypu MiciieBoi Bjiain Ta 3BYKeHHS 11paB
3BUYAIHUX JKUTEJIB 11[0/I0 YIIPABJIiHHS /1ep:KaBOIO, 3MEHIIEHHS POJIi apXeTuIry
“ocobucra cBob6oa”), TaTAPO-MOHTOJILChKE MMaHyBaHHs Ta posapodeHicThb (3a-
Hela/l MiCIIeBOTO CaMOBPsILyBaHHsI, JOMiHYBaHHs apXeTuIry “6iHOCTi”), JIUTOB-
CBKO-TIOJTbChKUT TIepios1 (BiIXi/l Bijl TPaAUIIIHHOTO BiYOBOTO CAMOBPS/IYBaHHS Ta
3alpoBa/KEHHsT MareOyp3bKoro mpasa 3i 3By;KEHHSIM TIPaB MEIIKAHIIIB, a OT/Ke
il apxeruny “ocobucra cBobozia”), caMoBpsiayBaHHs B Pociiicbkiit Ta ABCTpoO-
Yropewkiit immiepigx (hakTruuHa iHKOpIOpaisi MiCIeBOTO CaMOBPSIyBaHHS /10
CHCTEMU JIePKaBHOI BJIa/U, TIOBHE HiBEJIOBaHHS apXxeTuiry “ocobucra cBoboma”),
pangHcbKuii nepiozn (dbopMasbHa HasIBHICTb MiCIIeBOIO CaMOBPSIZLyBaHHs, IIPOTe
(hakTHYHO BOHO BKJIIOYAJIOCH /10 CUCTEMU JIeP;KaBHUX OPraHiB BJIA/IN), PO3BUTOK
MiCIIEBOTO CaMOBpPS/lyBaHHsI B He3anexxkHiln Ykpaini 3 1991 p. (moBepuenHs 110
TPAJUIINHUX apXeTHUIliB, M0 iCHyBaJIM B YacH TPUIIJIbChKOI IUBiJi3allii, mpoTe
Bi/IXi/l BiJl HUX B OCTaHHI POKH i3 TIOHOBJIEHHSIM apxeTuity “OigHocti”). BusHaue-
HO OCHOBHI 1po6JieMu, 1110 BUHUKJIN Y TIPOIIECi TPOBeieHHsT pehopMu JlelieHTpa-
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Jii3artii BJia/in, 3alPOIIOHOBAHO 3aX0/IA iX BUPIIEHHS, BPAaXOBYIOUN iCTOPUYHUIA
JIOCBIiJl Ta apXETUIIN, XapaKTePHi /71T YKPaiHCbKOTO CYCIibCcTBA. Takok BUTiJIEHO
KOJIO HAYKOBHX ITPOOJIEM, JIJIsl BUBYEHHST SIKMX HeOOXi/IHi 10/IaTKOBI HAyKOBi Po3-
pobKM 3 MeTOIO OiJbIN TIMGOKOT0 PO3YMiHHST ITPOIIECIB, 110 BiZOYBaJIMCS i 3HOBY
MOBTOPIOIOTHCS, Ta TIONIYKY MOKJIMBHX ILJISAXIB TOM0JAHHS TaKUX MTPOOIIEM, 110
MTOCTAJIN Tlepe]l YKPAiHCHbKUM CYCITiJIbCTBOM, 30KpeMa, BJIAJI010.

Kmo4oBsi cioBa: apxeTuriu, MiciieBe caMOBpSJIyBaHHs, iCTOPist MicIieBOTO ca-
MOBPSI/IyBaHH, apXETUITU MiCIIeBOTO CaMOBPSIyBaHH4, €Tal PO3BUTKY Miclle-
BOTO CAaMOBPSILyBaHHS, pehopma JielleHTpasi3altii Bjaaju.

APXETHUIIHBIE OCHOBbBI NICTOPNYECKOI'O PASBUTHUA
MECTHOTO CAMOYIIPABJIEHUA HA TEPPUTOPUN YKPAWHDbI

Anzoranus. PaccMOTpeHbl BOIIPOCHI UCTOPUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUSI MECTHOTO Ca-
MOYTIPaBJIeHUST HA TEPPUTOPUM Y KPAaUHBI 1 BO3MOKHOTO MCIIOIb30BAHMS TAKOTO
OIIBITA ITPY TIPOBeIeHN Y PehOPMBI JIeIIEHTPATU3AINN BJIACTH C yY€TOM OCHOBHBIX
ApXETUTIOB, CJIOKUBIIMXCS B 001IecTBe. PacCMOTpEHbI BOCEMb OCHOBHBIX 3Ta-
MIOB Pa3BUTHSI MECTHOTO CaMOYTIPABJIEHUS: TPUIOJIbCKUI (3aKJIaIbIBAHIE€ OCHOB
MECTHOTO CaMOYIIPaBJI€HUs U BO3HUKHOBEHNE OCHOBHBIX apXETHUIIOB), 9Tall CY-
IIeCTBOBAHUS JIPeBHUX cJaBgH U Kuesckoii Pycu (n3menenune cTpyKTypbl MeCT-
HOI BJIACTH U Cy’KeHHe TIpaB 0OBIYHBIX JKUTEJIEN 10 YIPABIECHUIO TOCYIAPCTBOM,
yMeHbIIIEHNEe POJIM apXeTriia “JimdHast cBo6oa”), TaTapo-MOHTOJIBCKOE TOCIIOJI-
CTBO U PasApoOJeHHOCTD (YITaJl0K MECTHOTO CaMOYTIPABJIEHMsI, TIOMUHUPOBAHIE
apxerurna “6egHocTi”), JTUTOBCKO-TOJBCKUI TIeproL (OTXO/ OT TPaAMIIMOHHOTO
BEUYEBOTO CAMOYIPABJIECHUsS] W BHeJApPeHUe Marae0yprcKoro mpaBa ¢ CyKeHHeM
[IpaB JKUTEJIel, a 3SHAYMUT U apXeTuIa “JimdHas cBoboza”), camoyrpasienue B Poc-
cuiickoit u ABctpo-Benrepckoit nmmepusx (bakruyeckass ”HKOPIIOPAIUS MeCT-
HOTO CAMOYIIPaBJIEHUs B CUCTEMY TOCY/IaPCTBEHHOI BJIACTH, TIOJHOE HUBEIUPO-
BaHKe apxeTuia “Jn4Has cBoboma”), coperckuii mepuo (hopmasibHoe HanmudKe
MECTHOTO CaMOYIPaBJIEHUs, O/IHAKO (PaKTUYECKH OHO BKJIOYATOCh B CHUCTEMY
rOCY/IapCTBEHHbBIX OPTAHOB BJIACTH ), PA3BUTHE MECTHOTO CaMOYTIPaBJIEHUS B He-
3apucuMoii Ykpante ¢ 1991 rona (Bo3BpaliieHre K TPajUIIMOHHBIM apXeTUIIaM,
KOTOPBIE CYIIECTBOBAJIN BO BpeMeHa TPUTIOJIbCKON IIUBUIU3AINH, OHAKO OTXO]
OT HUX B HIOCJIEZIHNE TO/bI ¢ BO30OHOBJIEHEM apxetura “Gegnoctu”). Onpezere-
HbI OCHOBHBIE TIPOOJIEMBI, BO3HUKIITHE B ITPOIIECCE MPOBEIeHUs PehOPMBI [IETIeHT-
pasIU3aIy BJACTH, U TIPEJIOKEHBI TIATH 71 NX PEIlleHNsT, yYUThIBask UCTOpUYe-
CKUIT OTIBIT U apXETUIIbI, XapaKTepHbIe [Jist yKpanHcKoro obiectBa. Obo3HaueH
KPYT HAYYHBIX TPOOJIEM, JIJIsT U3YUEHUsI KOTOPBIX HEOOXOAMMBI IOTIOTHUTETbHBIE
Hay4Hble pa3paboOTKM ¢ 1eJIbio Oosiee TyOOKOro TIOHUMAHUS TIPOIECCOB, KOTO-
pble TIPOUCXONIIA U BHOBb MMOBTOPSIIOTCS, U TOMCKA BO3MOKHBIX IIyTel TIPeo/io-
JIEHUST TAKUX MPOOJIEM, CTOSIINX MEPe] YKPAUHCKUM 00TIECTBOM, B YaCTHOCTH,
BJIACTHIO.

KmoueBble coBa: apXeTHIibl, MECTHOE CAMOYIIPaBJIEHIE, UCTOPHUST MECTHOTO
CaMOYIIPABJIEHUSI, ADXETHUITBI MECTHOTO CAaMOYTIPABJIEHMSI, ATAIIbI PA3BUTHUS MECT-
HOTO caMoyTipaBiieHust, pepopma JIeleHTpaIn3aiiy BJIacTu.
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Problem statement. A modern dem-
ocratic, social, legal state and society
cannot fully function without a deve-
loped system of local self-government.
Carrying out the reform of decentrali-
zation of power in Ukraine should en-
sure the construction of new forms and
content of municipal relations, ensure
the creation of a new balanced model
of the organization of power, including
local, in the country. One of the aspects
of such changes is to consider the cus-
toms and traditions that have deve-
loped in Ukraine over the years. How-
ever, so far, few people pay attention to
this. In particular, the archetypal prin-
ciples of the development of Ukrainian
society and local self-government on
the territory of our country remain in-
sufficiently researched and considered.
Therefore, the processes taking place in
Ukraine necessitate research and crea-
tion of new scientific foundations for
the development of an effective system
of local self-government, in particular,
in the application of archetypal prin-
ciples that have historically developed
in our country for many centuries of
Ukrainian society.

Analysis of recent publications on
the issues and identification of previ-
ously unsettled parts of the general
problem. In scientific literature, the
following scientists: R. T. Hromiaka,
Yu. I. Kovaleva, V. I. Teremka, I. Dro-
bot, M. Smarovailo, V. Zabolotskyi,
A.Hubryk,N.V.Kaminska, A. Yu. Amo-
sov, V. Vilizhinskyi, V. B. Antonovych,
Ya. Chernysh, I. Butko, H. Shvyd-
ko, V. Romanov, Ye. Bruschenko and
others turned to cover the develop-
ment of local self-government.

0. V. Kohut, O. S. Strazhnyi,
M. F. Yurii, I. V. Koziura and others

studied the traditions of the Ukrainian
people, archetypes that have histori-
cally developed.

However, it should be noted that
currently there is a very small number
of works devoted to the study of the
archetypal principles of local govern-
ment development in Ukraine. There-
fore, it is very important to ensure the
creation of a sufficient scientific basis
for the archetypal foundations of local
self-government in Ukraine to apply
these scientific developments in the re-
form of decentralization of power.

The purpose of the article. Analy-
sis of the stages of development of local
self-government in Ukraine, consider-
ing the archetypal principles and iden-
tification of further possible measures
to improve the process of decentraliza-
tion reform in Ukraine.

Presentation of the main research
material. The emergence of the con-
cepts of symbol and archetype is as-
sociated with the teaching of Plato,
although the philosopher never di-
rectly used these concepts in his work.
His ideas are imprints of the process
of recollection, which are sometimes
correlated with mythological reality.
Some scholars believe that his teaching
is the starting point of the doctrine of
archetypes. In particular, according to
the Literary Dictionary-Reference, the
name of the ancient Greek philosopher
is mentioned when interpreting the
concept of ‘archetype’ [1, p. 64]. How-
ever, it should be noted that in those
days the doctrine of archetypes was not
developed and revealed at the scientif-
ic level.

The development of the doctrine of
archetypes at the scientific level begins
in the early twentieth century, when
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C. G.Jungin his research, uses the con-
cept of ‘archetype’ to denote the pri-
mary models contained in the collec-
tive unconscious. Archetype (from the
Greek — ‘prototype’) is the original im-
age, which determines the further de-
velopment of the phenomenon. That is,
it is a certain unconscious basis, which
determines the possible directions of
development. According to Jung, there
is a group of obligatory elements in
the unconscious, which are the main
source of basic motives and memories
inherent in all people. O. Kohut notes:
‘The uniqueness of the archetype is
that it appears not only in the con-
text of the wise past, but also helps to
build the landmarks of the present’ [2,
p. 23]. The main features of a nation
and its mentality are reflected in the
archetypes. They manifest themselves
everywhere in history, cultural trans-
formations, folklore, artistic creati-
vity. At different times of the existence
of the people, those archetypes that
meet the needs of society and the un-
derstanding of people dominate. From
the standpoint of archetypal analysis,
we can consider the basic principles of
local self-government in Ukraine from
ancient times to the present.

As a rule, in the process of develop-
ing the systems of state and local gov-
ernment, local self-government and
state power have always opposed each
other, which inevitably led to conflicts.
This was mainly because the highest
levels of government belonged to for-
eigners (Rurikoviches, Mongol-Tatars,
Poles, Lithuanians, Austro-Hungar-
ians, Russians, etc.), and local power
consisted mainly of local residents. On-
ly since 1991, all managerial positions
have been occupied by Ukrainians, al-

though in recent years this statement
is controversial due to the significant
number of people invited from other
countries.

V. Vilizhinskyi in his dissertation
research [3] substantiates the existence
of the following six complex archetypes
of local government development:
value-ideological, legal, institutional-
organizational, functional, personnel
and resource. However, in my opinion,
it is difficult to agree with such a posi-
tion due to the lack of integrated direc-
tions of local self-government develop-
ment on the territory of our state in the
past, when the territory of Ukraine was
divided into many parts between other
states. We can only talk about these
archetypes, since 1991, when our state
officially became independent and the
main possible directions for the devel-
opment of local self-government were
singled out. Based on the above, it
seems necessary to consider the histor-
ical development of local self-govern-
ment precisely in terms of individual
common established archetypes (‘land’,
‘mother’, ‘personal freedom’, etc.).

It should be noted that among sci-
entists there is no unity on the final
definition of the stages of development
of local self-government in Ukraine [3;
4]. Let's consider what are the main
stages of development of local govern-
ment and identify the main archetypes
that are characteristic of a particular
period. In my opinion, it is expedient
to identify eight main stages of local
government development in Ukraine.
V. Zabolotskyi also identifies eight
stages of development of local self-gov-
ernment (Kievan Rus, fragmentation
and Tatar-Mongol invasion, Cossacks,
Magdeburg Law, the Russian Empire,
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the Central Rada, the USSR, modern
Ukraine). However, his classification
does not cover all the historical stages
of the development of Ukrainian soci-
ety and does not reveal individual fea-
tures of a particular time, which will be
considered in this study [4].

The first stage is the local self-gov-
ernment of the Trypillia civilization.
I. Drobot and M. Smarovailo, based
on the work of archaeologist Videiko
‘The Trypillya Civilization’ claim that
democracy was well known to Trypil-
lians. They made the most important
decisions at the general meeting, and
the elders organized their internal life
[5, p. 248—249]. For this time, the fol-
lowing archetypes were inherent: ‘per-
sonal freedom’ (the ability to freely
make decisions at general meetings and
elect elders), ‘Earth’ (a high level of
trust in the ‘good mother of the Earth’,
respect for the Earth), and ‘mother’
(respect for women, the desire to pre-
serve the motherland) [6; 7]. Each sub-
sequent stage of development of local
self-government in Ukraine is charac-
terized by all these archetypes, except
for the archetype of ‘personal freedom’,
the weight of which is constantly de-
creasing, but over time gained im-
portance and new archetypes, which
disappeared and reappeared again. It
should be noted that after the disap-
pearance of the Trypillia civilization
and until the times of Kievan Rus, local
self-government did not exist. In the
days of the Scythians, Sarmatians and
other tribes that roamed the territory
of modern Ukraine, the monarchical
form of government prevailed, which
provided for the existence of only cen-
tral power in the person of the monarch
and his assistants.

The second stage of development
of local self-government is the times of
Slavic tribes and the existence of Ki-
evan Rus. According to N. Kaminska,
in the ancient Kyiv state the subjects
of self-government were, urban com-
munities that enjoyed administrative,
economic and judicial autonomy, on
the one hand, and rural (neighbouring)
communities-verva on the other one
[8]. At this time, the archetype of ‘ritu-
alism’ becomes important. All major is-
sues of community life were decided by
a chamber that had unlimited powers
(in particular, princes were elected for
1 year [9]), as opposed to similar popu-
lar assemblies in Europe, which had
the right to decide only on the election
of government (e.g., prince-manager)
[10]. However, over time, among the
Slavs, princely power began to be in-
herited, which partially weakened the
meaning of the archetype of ‘personal
freedom’: ‘Now we have something else,
the princes of polyudye take and trans-
fer power to their sons, from the father
to the son, up to the great-grandson”
[11, p. 149].

The next stage of development was
local self-government at the time of
the decline of Kievan Rus during the
Tatar-Mongol invasion with the com-
plete loss of the archetype of ‘personal
freedom’ and the special recognition of
the archetype of ‘poverty’ (the defen-
sive response against robberies is to
show that a person is poor, although
perhaps this is not the case), which will
be of leading importance among all the
archetypes listed above until the years
of independence. Peasant meetings
still procedurally resembled a Veche,
but they did not have such a breadth
of powers as in the past [12, p. 30-31].
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The fourth stage is the Lithuanian-
Polish period, in which Magdeburg law
was actively developing. This period
marked the departure from traditional
meetings of residents to address key is-
sues and the transition to the existence
of elected authorities run by the centre.
Magdeburg Law meant the abolition of
customary norms, and hence the reduc-
tion of the archetype of ‘ritualism’, the
removal of the city from the jurisdic-
tion of local administration and the
introduction of municipal self-govern-
ment as part of state power [13, p. 578].

The emergence of military democ-
racy during the Cossacks marked the
transition to the fifth stage of devel-
opment of local self-government. This
was a period of the revival of Ukrainian
governing traditions. All archetypes in
people’s lives were revived. A. Hubryk
distinguishes at this time the following
three types of self-governing communi-
ties: ‘regimental’ or Cossack communi-
ties, which were governed by atamans
and colonels, peasant communities led
by bailiffs and Cossack-peasant com-
munities of mixed type [14, p. 54]. The
main governing body of the time was
the council. At the same time, V. An-
tonovych, interpreting the essence of
the Cossack council, emphasized that:
‘The council was a response of the old
Veche system’ [15, p. 167]. At this time
there is a revival of the archetype of
‘personal freedom’” which was so sought
to destroy at the previous stage of for-
mation of local self-government.

The sixth stage is the decline of lo-
cal self-government during the Rus-
sian and Austro-Hungarian Empires.
Local governments were formal. Al-
though there were attempts to intro-
duce local self-government, they were

not perceived by local residents. As
J. Chernysh notes, local self-govern-
ment ‘cannot be formed from above,
due to decentralization. In this case,
a purely formal system of institutions
will be created, which will not fulfil
their real purpose, as it is impossible
to artificially create any component
of civil society’ [16]. This statement,
unfortunately, is still relevant today,
when the central government, not
knowing the situation on the ground,
tries to divide the area into separate
administrative-territorial units, guided
exclusively by formal, often even finan-
cial, criteria.

After the decline of local self-gov-
ernment during the Russian and Aus-
tro-Hungarian Empires, in the early
twentieth century, there was an at-
tempt to restore local self-government.
Although the short period of existence
of Ukrainian statehood in the 20s of
the twentieth century did not make
it possible to apply in practice the de-
velopments of the Ukrainian People’s
Republic, hereinafter referred to as
the ‘UPR’ and the Central Rada in the
field of local self-government, its de-
velopment was significantly influenced
by the draft law ‘On Local Power and
Local Self-Government’ developed by
the Central Rada and the Constitution
of the UPR, which fixed the state sys-
tem on the principles of decentraliza-
tion (Article 5 of the Constitution of
the UPR granted lands, volosts and
communities the rights of broad self-
government) [17].

The seventh stage was the final de-
cline (we can say the abolition) of the
system of local self-government dur-
ing the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re-
public, hereinafter referred to as the
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‘USSR’. Formally, this system had all
the hallmarks of local self-government,
but councils and executive committees
became part of the management verti-
cal and were the lowest echelon of state
power. According to the Constitution
of the USSR in 1937, councils acted
as representative and administrative
bodies of state power at all levels [18],
and in the norms of the Constitution of
1978, were enshrined as part of a single
system of representative bodies of state
power of Ukraine [19].

The last stage of development is the
construction of a system of local self-
government in independent Ukraine.
At the beginning of independence, all
the archetypes that were present in the
local self-government of the Trypillia
and Cossack eras were revived. How-
ever, according to the latest tenden-
cies, due to instability and permanent
crisis in our country, the archetype of
‘poverty’ is gaining special importance
again. Criticism also deserves the ap-
proach to the reform of the decentrali-
zation of power, which is purely formal,
disconnected from the real state of af-
fairs on the ground. The current situa-
tion is reminiscent of the Times of the
Russian and Austro-Hungarian em-
pires, which tried to impose a certain
structure of local self-government from
above, which was not perceived locally.
In particular, the modern reform of the
administrative-territorial ~ structure
provides for the change of administra-
tive-territorial units following finan-
cial criteria (whether the community
is financially capable), while all social
institutions (hospitals, courts, police,
prosecutor’s office, etc.) will be difficult
to access for ordinary citizens living in
settlements remote from the centre.
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Besides, this division eliminates the ar-
chetypes of ‘land’ (people perceive land
not as wealth, but as formal territory),
‘personal freedom’ (residents do not
decide anything), and ‘mother’ (due
to the state of Public Administration,
many citizens no longer seek to pre-
serve their homeland and go to work,
a permanent place of residence, or try
to use as many resources as possible to
earn more money).

Conclusions and prospects for fur-
ther researches. Based on the above, it
should be noted that our state urgently
needs to start forming a professional ap-
paratus of Public Administration, ad-
here to the established main archetypes
(‘earth’, ‘mother’, ‘personal freedom’,
etc.) when carrying out reforms, and es-
pecially the reform of the decentraliza-
tion of power. Besides, it is important to
bring in line with the archetypal princi-
ples of the historical development of lo-
cal self-government in modern Ukraine
the changes that have already taken
place, otherwise we risk losing state-
hood. The historical experience of lo-
cal self-government development con-
sidered in this study allows us to state
unequivocally that as soon as the arche-
type of ‘poverty’ began to gain weight,
and other archetypes lost their posi-
tions, Ukrainians lost even the crumbs
of local self-government and statehood.
This is evidenced, in particular, by the
periods of the Tatar-Mongol invasion,
the Lithuanian-Polish period, and the
periods of Russian and Austro-Hun-
garian rule. I believe that an in-depth
study of the causal relationship of the
archetype of ‘poverty’” and other arche-
types with tendencies in the develop-
ment of local self-government requires
additional scientific study.
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