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uKrainian  mentality  aS  archetyPal  factor  
of  harmoniZation  of  Social  PoWer  

relationS 

Abstract. The article explained the theoretical bases of influence Ukraini-
an mentality as archetypal factor to harmonize the social and power relations, 
it turns archetypes influence national conscious and unconscious on social and 
governmental processes in Ukraine, the theoretical approaches to reduce mental 
and value conflicts in the Ukrainian society and Directions improving social and 
power relations with the peculiarities of national mentality.

Keywords: archetypes, mental, social and power relations, public administra-
tion, the values of civil society, political culture.

УКРАЇНСЬКА  МЕНТАЛЬНІСТЬ  ЯК  АРХЕТИПНИЙ  ФАКТОР 
ГАРМОНІЗАЦІЇ  СУСПІЛЬНО-ВЛАДНИХ  ВІДНОСИН

Анотація. У статті обґрунтовуються теоретичні засади впливу української 
ментальності як архетипового фактора на гармонізацію суспільно-владних 
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відносин. З’ясовується вплив архетипів національного свідомого та підсві-
домого на суспільно-владні процеси в Україні. Розглянуто теоретичні під-
ходи щодо скорочення ментальних та ціннісних протиріч в українському 
соціумі й визначено напрями вдосконалення суспільно-владних відносин з 
урахуванням особливостей національного менталітету. 

Ключові слова: архетипи, ментальність, суспільно-владні відносини, пу-
блічне управління, цінності громадянського суспільства, політична культура.

УКРАИНСКАЯ  МЕНТАЛЬНОСТЬ  КАК  АРХЕТИПИЧЕСКИЙ 
ФАКТОР  ГАРМОНИЗАЦИИ  ОБЩЕСТВЕННО-ВЛАСТНЫХ 

ОТНОШЕНИЙ

Аннотация. В статье обосновываются теоретические основы украинской 
ментальности как архетипового фактора гармонизации общественно-власт-
ных отношений. Выясняется влияние архетипов национального сознания и 
подсознания на общественно-властные процессы в Украине. Рассмотрены 
теоретические подходы к сокращению ментальных и ценностных противо-
речий в украинском социуме и определены направления совершенствова-
ния общественно-властных отношений с учетом особенностей националь-
ного менталитета. 

Ключевые слова: архетипы, ментальность, общественно-властные отно-
шения, публичное управление, ценности гражданского общества, политиче-
ская культура. 

Target setting. For centuries, for-
eign elites have imposed on Ukraine 
and its regions various principles and 
principles for organizing life. Therefore, 
we entered the independent phase with 
different goals and views, which were 
formed on the basis of regional, cultur-
al, ideological, religious and linguistic 
dividing lines. We met independence 
broken to sometimes warring segments. 
Such an inheritance contains a poten-
tial threat to social conflicts and ten-
sions. The divisions of society into al-
ienated groups — according to the level 
of self-consciousness, religious confes-
sions, political views, social orienta-
tions, mentality — are one of the factors 
that significantly, which impedes their 
consolidation. This, in turn, makes pos-

sible political manipulation of public 
consciousness, increases political apa-
thy and disbelief of the population in 
political power. In the absence of genu-
ine democratic institutions of public 
administration and social cooperation, 
with a low ability of the population to 
organize themselves and with a lack of 
common systemically important social 
values, political forces are able to con-
duct “administrative” methods by the 
will of isolated groups of citizens, using 
language, ethnic and mental tensions, 
in bad faith, to obtain political capital.

Analysis of recent research and 
publications. The question of arche-
types and mentality has been studied 
for a long time. Within the framework of 
national and ethnic psychology, specific 
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features of the national character and 
mentality are analyzed (A. Blazheny, 
G. Gegel, C. Gelvetius, N. Danilevsky,  
I. Kant, M. Latsarus, Platon, I. Fichte, 
D. Hum, K.-G. Young and others)

A significant contribution to the 
study of the Ukrainian mentality and 
its influence on public-power rela-
tions was made by E. Afonin, V. Gor-
sky, V. Dziundziuk, V. Donchenko,  
B. Kravchenko, S. Krimsky, V. Kryukov, 
J. Kuts, A. Mayboroda, P. Nadolishny, 
M. Pirenn, A. Radchenko, V. Rebkalo, 
O. Sushi, V. Troshchinsky and others.

However, the content-functional 
boundaries of the concept of “mental-
ity” as an archetypal factorogarmoniza-
tion of social-power relations have not 
yet been adequately determined. The 
points mentioned above determine the 
relevance of the topic of the article, its 
main purpose and objective.

The purpose of the article is to sub-
stantiate the theoretical foundations of 
the influence of the Ukrainian mentali-
ty as an archetypal factor on the harmo-
nization of social and power relations in 
Ukraine.

Achieving this goal has made it ne- 
cessary to solve the following problems:

• toconsider the theoretical ap-
proaches to reducing the mental and 
value contradictions in the Ukrainian 
society

• to substantiate the directions of 
improving social-power relations tak-
ing into account the peculiarities of the 
national mentality.

The statement of basic materials. 
The concept of “mentality” is inter-
preted ambiguously in the framework 
of various scientific approaches. In mo- 
dern science, according to the research-
er O. Terentyevoy, there are at least 

three approaches: the first — the men-
tality is considered as a set of conscious 
representations, symbolic images and 
values; The second — the emphasis is 
on the collective-subconscious compo-
nents; The third — emphasizes that the 
mentality is a sphere of both conscious 
and subconscious, connected with each 
other. Based on the generalization of 
the characteristics of this phenomenon, 
the following definition is proposed: 
mentality is a stable way of percep-
tion of the world, which determines the 
form of the person's response, the com-
munity to various social irritants, has 
a collective manifestation and assumes 
an active perception of the world that 
is characteristic of those who live in a 
particular culture and refers to one Na-
tion and directly affects the form and 
political-legal regime of the state sys-
tem. Archetypes, stereotypes, mytholo-
gies, traditions, hierarchical norms and 
values are the core of the mentality 
that set certain guidelines for the indi-
vidual's behavior. Mentality is the basis 
for ideology and politics. Over time, it 
can change due to changes in the fac-
tors of its formation [1; 5]. It is condi-
tioned by socio-cultural and historical 
contexts with characteristic axiological 
concepts, but the archetype does not 
depend on time and place, that is, axio-
logically neutral. Mentality is a nation-
ally colored archetype. Therefore, this 
concept in its meaning is broader than 
the concept of “archetype”. In each 
such society (national culture) their 
archetypes dominate, which determine 
the features of the functioning of men-
tality [2].

In general, the concept of “mental-
ity” is not an identical world view, na-
tional character, consciousness, etc. 
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Since it is considered in the context 
of the collective consciousness, we can 
talk about the existence of a national 
mentality with its subspecies, оne of 
which is the political mentality — a 
steady, conscious and unconscious rep-
resentation of a certain group of people 
about the political and social reality 
based on memory that is reflected in 
value political orientations and influ-
ences the formation of a new social and 
power paradigm in Ukraine.

It should be noted that the current 
stage of development of Ukrainian so-
ciety and its culture are in a situation 
of value chaos and uncertainty. There 
is a process of changing the value para-
digm: the previous system of values is 
being forced out of the mass conscious-
ness, and the new one has not been suf-
ficiently formed. Ukrainian society is 
built not so much on the common val-
ues that are rooted in the life world, but 
rather on a certain regulatory system 
that is a certain compromise between 
the interests of certain social, political 
and ethnic groups. And even the basic 
classical values of modern society, such 
as equality, freedom, justice, solidarity, 
which have become slogans of demo-
cratic revolutions around the world 
and basic for modern democracy, are 
actually formal.

Therefore, in these new conditions, 
at the level of philosophical reflec-
tion, it is necessary to comprehend the 
situation and carry out a scientific and 
theoretical analysis of the influence of 
the mentality of the Ukrainian people 
on the harmonization of social and go- 
vernment relations in the country, 
which will allow to provide a new level 
of political culture, and, most impor-
tantly, to form a new understanding 

of values in the interaction of the state 
and сivil society.

The values of Ukrainian culture are 
especially archetypal, among which, 
in our opinion, for the harmonization 
of social and power relations in the 
country, the following mental values:  
1) individualism as an essential feature 
of Ukrainian life. Ukrainian individu-
alism is based on a certain attitude to 
society — it is Khutorian individu-
alism, the correlate of which is the  
immediate community. Such individu-
alism is based not on the autonomy of 
the individual, on the sovereignty of 
his mind, on the ability to discursive-
ly legitimize social and ethical norms 
that would ensure social integration, 
but on a direct opposition to society 
[3].

At the same time, one can not agree 
with the opinion of I. Polishchuk that 
“peculiar Ukrainian individualism can 
be an important prerequisite for the de-
velopment of an extensive civil society 
based on liberal principles in Ukraine.
But for this, a substantial transforma-
tion of the substantive essence of indi-
vidualism itself must take place, which 
must go beyond the domestic level and 
encompass the higher, socio-political 
level of relations” [4].

It is clear that liberal individualism 
is fundamentally incompatible with 
the principle of integration based on 
common universal values, which demo-
cratic solidarity needs, and therefore 
this contradiction is a logical result of 
Ukraine’s political development. Be-
cause of this state of the value basis of 
society in Ukraine, it is not surprising 
that the phenomenon of citizens’ dis-
trust of power arises and is constantly 
growing.
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And here there is an objective ex-
planation for this. According to the 
researchers, one of the reasons for such 
discrepancies is “long-term stay in the 
colonial position. Demonstrating its 
own failure to the sovereign develop-
ment of the state, the Ukrainian com-
munity naturally appeared depending 
on the more united and powerful neigh-
bors. Unfortunately, we have to state 
that throughout its history, the tor-
mented Ukrainian people were forced 
to submit more to foreigners than to 
build their own state. Therefore, for 
most generations, Ukrainian state po- 
wer was perceived as something alien, 
foreign” [4].

The mistrust of the state, that is, a 
lack of legitimacy, is an illustrator of 
the engaged disease of illusory splitting 
of the values of the political and civil 
space of Ukrainian society in the mid-
1990s. XX century, in which sometimes 
diametrically opposite ideas acted. The 
institutionalization of power through 
the prism of selective technologies has 
not solved the issue of legitimacy. As a 
result, there was only “formal legitima-
cy” for a long time, the essence of which 
was: “... in insignificant support by a so-
ciety of an incompetent state, despite 
selective legitimacy” [5]. So, the accu-
mulative average score of confidence 
from 1 — “do not trust at all” to 5 — 
“completely trust” in 1994–2005. Ac-
cording to some reports, the President 
of Ukraine — 2,4; The government — 
2,2; The VerkhovnaRada of Ukraine — 
2,1 [6, p. 174]. In these conditions, it was 
possible to state in Ukraine the presence 
of the so-called “Delegative”democracy 
syndrome, in which there are a num-
ber of formal institutions of democ-
racy (elections, parliament, president, 

multi-party system), but the society 
does not have mechanisms to control 
the power structures after the elec-
tions, and therefore the policy does not 
have Feedbacks with other spheres of 
society’s life, and state officials are not 
responsible for their actions [7, p. 22]. 
Hence a proverb appeared in Ukrain-
ian folklore as “my hut with an edge,  
I do not know anything”, which reflects 
my, mental attitude of the Ukrainian 
authorities.

The next mental value is world out-
look tolerance, expressing the ability of 
the Ukrainian people to take into their 
culture the mental attitudes of other 
peoples and their cultures. Tolerance is 
an absolute value in the conditions of 
sociocultural pluralism in a society of 
competing interests, sometimes colored 
by national or confessional intolerance.
The idea of tolerance has a seman-
tic meaning. It was born as a religious 
tolerance, passed its formation as the 
principle of the optimal relationship 
between church and state, and, finally, 
developed as a basic principle of inter-
personal and intergroup relations, miti-
gating differences related to ethnic and 
religious affiliations, gender and age, 
material and social status in Society. 
[3].

The repressive system of Soviet so-
ciety created a “new man”, which was 
marked by such features as intoler-
ance, aggressiveness, claims to mono- 
poly ownership of truth, opportunism. 
These signs finally formed completely 
unstructured in the ideal-value dimen-
sion of a person, one-dimensional in its 
inactivity.For Soviet society, there was 
an imbalance between individual and 
collective integration, here the iden-
tity that was formed on an ideological 
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and class basis was dominant, while the 
ethnic, religious, cultural identity was 
almost pushed into the sphere of indi-
vidual identity, which at the same time 
played a secondary role. Therefore, it 
is understandable why the tendency to 
preserve its national identity becomes 
dominant today, which is manifested 
not in political but in ethno national 
identification. It should be noted that 
such an identity not only gives way 
to the lost collective identity, but also 
serves as a kind of the rescue from the 
process of homogenization typical for 
Western countries, that, in the words 
of C. Taylor, “..allows absolutely tra-
ditional bases of identification” [8,  
p. 133].

3) The conservativeness of the 
Ukrainian mentality, in our opinion, is 
not a negative characteristic, since in 
the Western tradition there is a fun-
damentally different understanding 
of it. “Conservatism is an independent 
system of absolute ideas, it is defined 
by such universal values as balance, or-
der, restraint” [9, p. 455], S. Hunting-
ton believes. “After all, people are being 
pushed to conservatism by the shock 
caused by events, the terrible feeling 
that society or its institutions will cease 
to exist” [reference, p. 470].

The founder of the theory of the 
Ukrainian nation, I. Lysyak-Rudnitsky, 
wrote that conservatism as a “sponta-
neous spiritual attitude of a large part 
of Ukrainian society played a signifi-
cant role and embodied in the strong 
preservation of the native language, 
faith, customs and rituals, traditional 
forms of family and social life” [10,  
p. 125]. This attitude did not prevent 
the Ukrainians from being a modern 
nation that “... can be defined as a ter-

ritorially designated community of 
people who share a certain version of 
modern culture and which are linked 
by a strong sense of unity and solidar-
ity” [ibid., р. 125].

4) Finally, an important mental fea-
ture of the Ukrainian society is the de-
sire for personal freedom. The creative 
individualism of a Ukrainian is per-
sonal independence and respect for the 
freedom of every person as something 
sacred and inviolable. The historical ex-
ample of such a subject of freedom is the 
freedom-loving Cossack and precisely 
the Cossacks in Ukraine.

So, both opposing at first glance, 
Ukrainian aspirations as individualism 
and conservatism, conditioned by the 
only value motives. In our thinking, 
the stereotype of the de-factualization 
of values is rooted. We are not able to 
fully and deeply experience social be-
ing as the present. Thoughts, views are 
addressed either to the past or to the 
future. Do not forget that this round 
the clock is very urgent for engaging 
totalitarian doctrines and practices. We 
also have no approximately legal state, 
but we already state the existence of a 
social state, which is a “continuation 
and complementation" of the state of 
law” [11]. And it is here, in our opin-
ion, that the duality of the Ukraini- 
an character is most fully manifested: 
the love of freedom and reconciliation 
with slavery, the Cossack democratic 
government and the dictatorship of the 
ataman or hetman, amateur and pater-
nalism, and the like.

The modern political elite mostly 
bears the mental features of the Soviet 
system, which leads to the use of out-
dated methods of public administration 
and, accordingly, contradictions in so-
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cial and power relations. The first step 
in the way of harmonization of public-
power relations in the country should 
be the creation of an adequate model 
of the spiritual and value mechanism 
for the development of the national 
consciousness of the political elite and 
state employees of Ukraine. The state 
power elite will be able to perform the 
functions of a social and cultural guide 
if it is based on a strong system of le-
gal regulation, a system that involves 
overcoming the eternal contradiction 
between politics and law. However, 
the paradox is that in a disdainful atti-
tude to the law (as a leading manage-
rial value), there is a strange spiritual 
solidarity of the top and the majority 
of society. Probably, the barbaric re-
jection of legality is inherent in the 
Slavic soul. Consequently, the lack of 
fundamental value-legal orientations 
feeds on us not only at the expense of 
the elite, but is conditioned by a much 
more stable mental tradition. The lat-
ter is all the more tangible because the 
internal denial of the value of law is re-
inforced by the constant availability of 
double standards of responsibility that 
have taught the leaders of different le- 
vels to avoid any real responsibility to 
society.This tendency is confirmed by 
the so-called “Byzantine style” of man-
agement, oriented mainly to shadow 
and semi-shadow methods of decision-
making, behind-the-scenes methods of 
personnel selection, and the like, for 
local rulers, at least until recently. The 
organic deficit of responsibility (by the 
way, not only in the ruling classes, but 
also among all participants in the po-
litical process) turns out to be a fairly 
typical feature of our political men-
tality in general. So it turns out those 

even ordinary citizens: on the one hand, 
states are afraid, not hoping for their le-
gal protection from the arbitrariness of 
its institutions, on the other — without 
a twinge of conscience, they steal and 
deceive their “virtue”.

In this connection, within the frame-
work of our analysis, the question arises 
of the place and role of culture as one 
of the archetypal prerequisites for the 
harmonization of social and power rela-
tions in Ukraine? Indeed, culture as a 
system of public civic values, represen-
tations, behaviors, motives and commu-
nications that regulate and regulate the 
general behavior and professional ac-
tivity of people, should cause and direct 
social and authoritative interaction as 
an appropriate system of connections, 
relations and interactions between so-
ciety and the state, people , Their public 
associations and state institutions into 
a civilizational nationwide develop-
ment.

In general, the cultural environment 
of public administration includes vari-
ous archetypes and mentality, habits 
and traditions that adapt the current 
context to the main orientations and 
values of various groups of public man-
agers and politicians. The stability of 
such characteristics of managers shows 
that even an optimal redistribution of 
functions between management struc-
tures and the restructuring of organi-
zational structures is not always, and 
especially not immediately, capable of 
leading to changes in cultural stand-
ards and the real management practices 
that they have set.In the organizational 
context, culture personifies a set of 
“high symbols” (civil, moral, ideologi-
cal and other values and landmarks) 
that form the appropriate standards of 
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joint activity, drawing all these manag-
ers to these cultural norms and thereby 
forming powerful incentives for the 
professional conduct of civil servants.
The mental structure of an organization 
reflects the level of creativity and con-
servatism, tolerance and closeness, in-
ternal tension and leniency (including 
ethnic, confessional, gender) apparatus, 
influences the perception of new ideas, 
attitude to the goals of state policy. At 
the same time, various sources of cul-
tural influence, different value systems 
that cause internal links between state 
actors and citizens and politicians can 
take place within the organization, not-
ing typical habits and abilities of joint 
activity, forms of coordination and co-
ordination of positions, interpretation 
of collective traditions, standards and 
norms of activity , which are recognized 
as positive.In this connection, culture 
not only unites people on a common 
civil platform, but also is able to influ-
ence their actions more than manage-
ment orders and service functions [12 
p. 284].

Conclusions and prospects for fur-
ther research. Thus, the scrapping of 
the old system of value-normative ori-
entations leads to the need to create a 
new hierarchy of social-power values. 
The content components of the value 
orientation of the Ukrainian mental-
ity (freedom, individualism, tolerance, 
conservatism) provide for the possibil-
ity of their inclusion in the European 
cultural space. After all, we are talking 
about a conscious orientation to new 
values, personal and collective, solidar-
ity “direct participation” in organizing 
the life of society as a whole and every 
citizen.Therefore, the main thing is that 
the rational consensus of civil society 

and the state is a factor of universal 
public discourse, that is, the factor of 
resolving the contradictions of society 
on the basis of cultural, linguistic and 
solidary communication through con-
sensus, which lies in the foundation of 
the vital world.

The task of harmonizing public-
power relations in the country should 
be the development of a mechanism 
for the transition to a new model of 
solidarity, taking into account all the 
conflicting positions in the mentality of 
Ukrainians.
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