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the  countrieS  of  tranSition  Democracy 
in  the  ProceSS  of  Democratic  tranSit:  

an  archetyPal  aSPect

Abstracts. The authors offer non-standard views on the processes of estab-
lishing democracy in developing countries. In the article the processes of demo-
cratic transit by using archetypal methodology are analyzed; the processes of 
the influence of archetypes on democratic institutions in the conditions of in-
formation society and technological revolution are considered. The laws and 
conditions of the formation or destruction of state institutions in transition de-
mocracies, their hybridity, partially authoritarian hierarchy or chaos, and uncer-
tainty of progress towards the goal are determined. The authors, by using of the 
methodology of E. Dyurgeym — imposition of biological methods of research on 
social processes, metaphorically compare the stages of personality development 
and the processes of state formation and conclude that the Ukrainian state is 
now in the stage of individualization and understanding itself. The structure of 
personality according to K. Jung is considered, its main components are distin-
guished. The authors suggest that in countries that have recently embarked on 
a path of democracy, the connection between rational and irrational is stronger 
than in countries that are entrenched in established democracies. These pro-
cesses are metaphorically compared by the authors with the connection of the 
conscious and unconscious in the formation of the individual. They come to the 
conclusion that the lack of archetypal subconscious nature and code of culture 
and national codes of democratic values creates obstacles to their formation in 
the public consciousness. This is reflected in the socio-political activity of the 
state and in the functionality of its institutions. In the information society, the 
vector of the influence of archetypes on democratic social institutions, which 
leads to a hybrid distortion of the concept of the state as a device of violence and 
pressure, has changed. Postcommunist transformations represent a new wave, 
but the trajectories and outcomes of postcommunist transformations are differ-
ent for states, so democratic transit is uneven.

Keywords: archetype, democratic transit, hybrid regimes, civil society, chaos, 
self-organization.
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КРАЇНИ  ПЕРЕХІДНОЇ  ДЕМОКРАТІЇ  В  ХОДІ  ДЕМОКРАТИЧНОГО 
ТРАНЗИТУ:  АРХЕТИПНИЙ  АСПЕКТ 

Анотація. Автори пропонують нестандартні погляди на процеси ста-
новлення демократії в країнах, що розвиваються. Аналізуються процеси 
демократичного транзиту із застосуванням архетипної методології; роз-
глядаються процеси впливу архетипів на демократичні інститути в умовах 
інформаційного суспільства та технологічної революції. Визначено законо-
мірності й умови формування чи руйнування інститутів держави в країнах 
перехідної демократії, їх гібридність, частково авторитарна ієрархізація або 
хаотичність й невпевненість просування до мети. Автори, використовуючи 
методологію Е. Дюркгейма — накладення біологічних методів дослідження 
на соціальні процеси, метафорично порівнюють стадії розвитку особистості 
та процеси формування держави й роблять висновок, що Українська держа-
ва зараз перебуває у стадії індивідуалізації, розуміння себе. Розглядається 
структура особистості за К. Юнгом, виділяються основні її складові. Автори 
припускають, що в країнах, які нещодавно стали на шлях демократії, зв’язок 
раціонального й ірраціонального є сильнішим, ніж у країнах, що закріпили-
ся в усталених демократіях. Ці процеси метафорично порівнюють зі зв’яз-
ком свідомого й несвідомого у формуванні особистості. Вони приходять до 
висновку, що відсутність в архетиповій підсвідомій природі та коді культу-
ри й національних кодах демократичних цінностей створює перешкоди на 
шляху їх формування в суспільній свідомості. Це відображається і на соці-
ально-політичній діяльності держави, і на функціональності її інститутів. В 
інформаційному суспільстві змінився вектор впливу архетипів на демокра-
тичні соціальні інститути, що призводить до гібридного викривлення понят-
тя держави як апарату насильства й тиску. Посткомуністичні трансформації 
являють собою нову хвилю, однак траєкторії та результати посткомуністич-
них трансформацій є різними для держав, тому демократичний транзит від-
бувається нерівномірно.

Ключові слова: архетип, демократичний транзит, гібридні режими, гро-
мадянське суспільство, хаос, самоорганізація.

СТРАНЫ  ПЕРЕХОДНОЙ  ДЕМОКРАТИИ  В  ПРОЦЕССЕ  
ДЕМОКРАТИЧЕСКОГО  ТРАНЗИТА:  АРХЕТИПНЫЙ  АСПЕКТ 

Аннотация. Авторы предлагают нестандартные взгляды на процессы ста-
новления демократии в развивающихся странах. Анализируются процессы 
демократического транзита с применением архетипной методологии; рас-
сматриваются процессы влияния архетипов на демократические институты в 
условиях информационного общества и технологической революции. Опре-
делены закономерности и условия формирования или разрушения институ-
тов государства в странах переходной демократии, их гибридности, частично 
авторитарная иерархизация или хаотичность и неуверенность продвижения 
к цели. Авторы, используя методологию Э. Дюркгейма — наложение биоло-
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гических методов исследования на социальные процессы, метафорически 
сравнивают стадии развития личности и процессы формирования государст-
ва и делают вывод, что Украинское государство сейчас находится на стадии 
индивидуализации, понимания себя. Рассматривается структура личности 
по К. Юнгу, выделяются основные ее составляющие. Авторы предполагают, 
что в странах, которые недавно стали на путь демократии, связь рациональ-
ного и иррационального является более сильной, чем в странах, где закре-
пились в устоявшихся демократиях. Эти процессы авторы метафорически 
сравнивают со связью сознательного и бессознательного в формировании 
личности. Они приходят к выводу, что отсутствие в архетипической подсоз-
нательной природе, в коде культуры и национальных кодах демократических 
ценностей создает препятствия на пути их формирования в общественном 
сознании. Это отражается и на социально-политической деятельности госу-
дарства, и на функциональности ее институтов. В информационном общест-
ве изменился вектор влияния архетипов на демократические социальные ин-
ституты, это приводит к гибридному искривлению понятия государства как 
аппарата насилия и принуждения. Посткоммунистические трансформации 
представляют собой новую волну, однако траектории и результаты постком-
мунистических трансформаций различны для государств, поэтому демокра-
тический транзит происходит неравномерно. 

Ключевые слова: архетип, демократический транзит, гибридные режимы, 
гражданское общество, хаос, самоорганизация.

Problem statement. The modern 
world becomes more and more unpre-
dictable and changeable. The develop-
ment of technologies, scientific dis-
coveries, new opportunities for social 
researches and influences change ap-
proaches to the treatment of politics, 
ideologies, and moral imperatives. The 
desacralization of power, institutions, 
personalities, professions and special-
ties, which has become a new global 
phenomenon as a result of the impact of 

technology development and the crea-
tion of social networks, raises concerns 
about the sustainability of democratic 
regimes from academics, experts and 
politicians around the world. 

The state of societies that consume 
more information products and are in 
a continuous nervous and stress state 
due to the inability to process and di-
gest a huge amount of communicative 
influences increasingly depends on the 
psycho-emotional state of the masses 

“Consciousness is a bad judge for
  what happens in the depths of being

because it does not penetrate there”
David Emil Durkheim — a French sociologist  

and philosopher.
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and the main players on the political 
arenas that are responsible for decision-
making. It can be stated that this state 
of uncertainty is typical for most of 
transformational countries. Ukraine is 
not a unique element of the world poli- 
tical system; its psycho-emotional state 
is still being tested by military actions, 
which have been going on for four years. 
The institutions in which democracy is 
held depend on the human factor today 
more than ten or twenty years ago. It is 
important to understand all influences 
and processes that take place in the psy-
chosocial sphere of society; therefore 
our view on transformational regimes 
through archetypal methodologies is 
very relevant.

Analysis of recent publications 
emphasizes the multidisciplinary view 
on the problem and gives us the op-
portunity to rely on the theoretical 
work of various fields of knowledge 
and scientific schools, in particular: the 
analytical psychology of K. Jung, his 
successors — Maria-Louise von Franz,  
D. Sharp, and others; french school of 
sociology of everyday life — M. Maf- 
fesoli, J. Bordiyar, G. Lebona, G. Tar-
da, E. Durkheim, S. Moskovichi and  
others; the concept of the ethno-
cultural division of civilizations of  
S. Huntington; political science views 
of A. Brown, T. Charles, and F. Schmit-
ter. Among the contemporary Ukrai- 
nian scholars, we can note the work of 
the authors of the Ukrainian school of 
archetype: E. Afonin, O. Donchenko, 
and A. Martynov. And also Ukrainian 
researchers in the field of public ad-
ministration: R. Voitovich, V. Kazakov,  
M. Piren, and others.

Determination of previously un-
solved parts of the general problem 

lies in the conditioned development of 
high technological information transi-
tion, which exacerbated manifestations 
of the emotional and intuitive nature 
of the person that were persistently 
squeezed by the rationality of the in-
dustrial society. This becomes a threat 
to the existence of democratic institu-
tions, even in developed and strong 
countries, and for transformation, it is 
threatened by hybridity of regimes and 
lagging behind. The influence of ar-
chetypes on transformational regimes, 
their interdependence did not have a 
clear conceptual study.

The purpose of the article is the 
authors’ attempt to comprehend the 
mutual influence of archetypes and in-
stitutions in the conditions of democ-
racy and the information society and 
technological revolution in developing 
countries; regularities and conditions 
of formation or destruction of state 
institutions in transition democracies, 
their hybridity, the partial authoritar-
ian hierarchy or chaos, and the uncer-
tainty of progress towards the goal.

Statement of the main research 
material. In conditions of variability 
and uncertainty of the modern world, 
archetypical methodology allows us 
to find out regularities by analyzing 
tendencies and randomness, and make 
unordinary conclusions. The pheno-
menon of archetype, as characterized 
by Ukrainian sociologist O. Donchen-
ko, is not connected with the state as 
a managerial structure and is capable 
to penetrate into an autonomous (non-
state) way of life, an out-of-state model 
that constantly mobilizes the collective 
spirit. There are vertical and horizon-
tal archetypes, archetypes of economic 
and cultural life, mobilization arche-
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types, which in one way or another also 
affects the socio-economic and political 
processes in the country and the elite 
[1, p. 158].

Among the large number of arche-
types that were analyzed and described 
by representatives of the Jungian 
School of Analytical Psychology, is the 
matrix archetype of integrity, called 
“uroboros” (from the ancient Greek 
ουρά — the tail and βορά — food — lite- 
rally “the one that eats its tail”), visua- 
lized in the form of an ancient symbol 
of a snake that eats its tail. In analytical 
psychology, this archetype symbolizes 
darkness and self-destruction simulta-
neously with fertility and creative po-
tential. At the same time, E. Neumann 
defines and analyzes this archetype as 
an early stage in the development of 
personality [2]. It symbolizes the con-
stancy of the basis on which the person 
holds. By using of the methodology of 
E. Durkheim on the imposition of bio-
logical research methods on social pro-
cesses, we can metaphorically compare 
the stages of personality development 
and the processes of state formation. If 
to apply them to processes in Ukraine, 
we can state that the state is now in the 
stage of individualization, understand-
ing itself.

O. Donchenko expands the content 
of the matrix archetype and offers its 
interpretation as a given, that requires, 
on the one hand, the availability of di-
versity, and on the other — the refusal 
of any conflicting among themselves 
socio-political interpretations of for-
mations, the establishment of relations 
between them tolerance and mutual 
needs [3 , p. 158]. 

In fact, this archetype gives an un-
derstanding of the presence in the so-

cietal psyche as processes of destruc-
tion, as well as the development and 
creation of new ways of life. Archetypes 
are a part of the spiritual life of the na-
tion and they manifest in the period of 
creative activity. S. Sibiryakov condi-
tionally divided archetypes into three 
groups: universal — immutable, ethno 
cultural — weakly changing and cul-
tural — changeable [4, p. 202]. The ar-
chetype “uroboros” can be attributed 
to the universal one, that is, the root 
cause, of which everything was born. 
It includes chaos, self-organization, all 
inherent in the complex dynamic struc-
ture of quality. 

The modern world of human life 
becomes more chaotic, unpredictable 
and conflicting, with uncertain com-
position of values, the state is inhe- 
rent in many states, including Ukraine.  
K. Jung compared archetypes with 
apriority instincts, common with ani-
mals, so close, that they manifest their 
unconscious images, in other words, are 
“models of instinctive behavior”. Typi-
cally, these models are embodied in the 
mythological national consciousness. 
Archetype — an independent area of 
the psyche, its unconscious part, there-
fore, is very vulnerable in the informa-
tion world, which has strong mecha-
nisms of psychological influence.

According to K. Jung the structure 
of the personality includes conscious, 
unconscious and collective uncon-
scious. The collective unconscious is 
filled with the memory of ancestors, 
traditions, rituals, and the heritage of 
all mankind, reflected in the individual 
archetype of each person.

Consciousness is “a person” and 
“ego,” roles that are full by symbols, 
myths, personal and social duties and 
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thoughts, emotions, and ideas that fill 
it. The archetype of the “shadow,” as 
defined by K. Jung, is a subconscious 
hidden essence, which is sometimes 
difficult and not very pleasant to meet. 
Awareness and understanding of one-
self with all its open and hidden ad-
vantages and disadvantages is a diffi-
cult path to the development of “self.” 
Meeting with the “shadow” is often un-
pleasant, causes a lot of negative emo-
tions, sometimes leads to the inclusion 
of methods of psychological protection 
such as “squeezing,” “forgetting”, etc.

The world faces with its old arche-
type of “shadow” through manifesta-
tions of negative acts, in particular, 
terrorism, violence, at the state level — 
isolationism, separatism. The policy of 
interculturalism and communitaria- 
nism that was popular in the twentieth 
century has returned by the renais-
sance of nationalism. What is it, like 
not meeting with the shadow before 
forming of “self” and realizing of its new 
role in the world? 

In the philosophical sense, such 
phenomena are well understood by the 
French sociologist M. Maffesoli, who 
identified these manifestations by the 
word “tribalism” that arises from the 
need for unity in certain traditions, 
common feelings, myths that exist in 
certain areas of social psychology, in-
stead of the imposed values, rules, and 
norms of life. 

The phenomenon is characteristic of 
large multinational societies, but also 
for the forms of political system that 
are being introduced to replace the tra-
ditional society. As Michelle Maffesoli 
writes “it is this proximity that gives 
meaning to what is called the ‘divine 
social’. It has nothing to do with any 

dogmas or official regulations, and once 
again clings to that ‘pagan string’ in the 
soul of a man, which, no matter how 
unpleasant it was to hear the historian, 
never completely ceased to sound in 
the people” [5]. 

For Ukraine, which has been in a 
situation of becoming of a new civili-
zation form of its existence, the role of 
the “shadow,” according to the Ukrain-
ian philosopher Vakhtang Kebuladze, 
is played by Russia, which itself is not 
fully civilized, as it is understood in the 
European context, but only plays the 
role of the shadow.

At the same time, “the shadow is de-
prived of strength, it is capable only of 
violence, which at the end will deprive 
the force of the person who applies vio-
lence” [6].

The individual unconscious, accord-
ing to K. Jung, is depicted in Figure 1. 

The archetype of “self” is the center 
of the individual unconscious, means 
the attainment of inner harmony, good-
ness. It unites in itself all archetypes, as 
defined by Jung, the archetype of Self   
is “God in us,” an awareness of ourselves 
as an omnipotent being. It unites the 
conscious and the unconscious, brings 
it to the integrity and describes the 
person himself, reflects the structured 
image of the psyche, harmony, mental 
equilibrium [8]. The formation of “self” 
is a difficult and long process, not every 
person comes to its realization. Like-
wise, the collective unconscious of the 
nation, or the state, passing the path of 
formation in the historical process, has 
to pass all stages of development from 
Anima to the Self and the Logos, or 
“Uroboros”, which in fact is the main 
archetypal reflection of a strong and 
stable state.
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In the Modern period, the stabi- 
lity and effectiveness of the state was 
characterized by its institutions that 
actively influenced society, personified 
power and strength, and had the exclu-
sive right to violence [9]. At the same 
time, in transition countries, demo-
cratic institutions have not become so 
strong and developed that democracy 
is consolidated as an irreversible form 
of government.

Some regimes have become semi-
democratic (hybrid democracies), or 
purely autocratic, as demonstrated to 
us, in particular, the countries of the 
former Soviet Union (Russia, Kazakh-
stan, Turkmenistan). We can assume 
that in these countries, the connec-
tion between rational and irrational is 
stronger than in countries that have 
gone through this path for many years 
and consolidated in their established 
democracies. It is similar to the con-
nection of the conscious and uncon-
scious in the formation of the individ-
ual. Therefore, it is almost impossible 
to add new values if they do not exist 
in archetypal subconscious nature, cul-

ture, national codes. In Ukraine, for 
example, the level of political partici-
pation grows faster than organization, 
an ability to unite. As mobilization and 
political participation in our country 
are high, and the level of organization 
and institutionalization is low, between 
them there is a conflict that manifests 
itself in the lack of preparedness of the 
masses to manage [10, p. 64].

The postmodern and informational 
society have made adjustments to the 
relationship between archetypes and 
institutions and the vector has changed, 
due to the influence of the social that is 
based on the individual and on the in-
stitution. This leads to the hybrid dis-
tortion of the very concept of the state 
as a device of violence and pressure.

He ceases to be sacred and decisive 
in human life. The society through the 
organizations of public pressure, in-
dividual activity through technology 
becomes more influential and changes 
state-power relations. Communicative 
technologies in the postmodern era 
serve as an instrument that changes 
and shapes government institutions in 

consciousness

personal  
unconscious 
(complexes)

collective 
unconscious 
(archetypes)

Fig. 1. Structure of personality according to k. Jung [7]
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the state. At the same time, it becomes 
a threatening factor for democracy as a 
form of government and its values.

Political science until the middle of 
90’s of the twentieth century believed 
that after the collapse of the USSR, 
there will be a rapid formation of new 
countries, where democracy will be-
come a real form of government, and li- 
beral values will lead to a general social 
and interstate world consensus. His-
tory has made its adjustments because 
not all developing countries become 
democratic, but because of the emer-
gence of communicative and digital 
technologies, the violation of the world 
order since the Second World War, the 
formation of a world of true truth, and 
democracy itself is in jeopardy.

The term “wave of democratiza-
tion”, which refers to certain complet-
ed cycles of transition to democracy, 
S. Huntington introduces in his book 
“The Third Wave at the End of the 
20th Century” in 1991. He gives the 
following periodization: the first rise 
of the wave (1828–1926), the first re-
cession (1922–1942), the second rise 
(1943–1962), the second recession 
(1958–1975), the third rise (1974 and 
continues to this day) [11].

One of the stable expressions that 
characterize the process of the estab-
lishment of democracy in the twenti-
eth century in post-Soviet countries is 
the notion of “democratic transit”. The 
term “transit” in the English translation 
“transitional” means transitory. Con-
sequently, the notions of “democratic 
transit” and “democratic transition” 
are identical. The term “democratic 
transit” is used to mean the transition 
from a totalitarian or authoritarian po-
litical regime to a democratic one.

Democratic transit is an unfinished 
dynamic, temporary process, in which 
continuous adaptation is carried out, 
the approach of existing institutions 
of public authority and institutions of 
the civil society to perfect ideas about 
modern institutions and the ideal soci-
ety of the democratic political regime, 
which is constantly updated. It is an 
unclear period of time between the col-
lapse of the totalitarian regime and the 
moment when the levers of power pass 
under full control of the democratic 
regime that changes it. This period is 
usually completed, M. Baranov is con-
vinced, when democracy gives itself to 
legitimate institutions and a constitu-
tion, when democratic leaders have 
secured their rule, recognized by the 
army and nomenclature, which makes 
possible the peaceful transition of po- 
wer [12, p. 115]. However, under certain 
conditions, the process of democratic 
transit may return to an authoritarian 
or totalitarian regime. Consequently, 
G. O’Donnell [13], W. Merkel and  
A. Croasan [14] argue that in countries 
where predominantly non-civic types 
of political culture dominate, democ-
ratization processes last for a long time 
and lead to the emergence of “inferior” 
or “defective” democracies in which 
there are democratic institutions, but 
the essence of power and social rela-
tions remains authoritarian.

Postcommunist transformations 
represent a new wave, however, the  
trajectories and results of postcom-
munist transformations are different.  
D. Rastou [15], G. O’Donnell,  
F. Schmitter [16], A. Pesvorsky [17] 
define the following phases of demo-
cratic transit and determine the order 
(see Table).
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At the first stage decentralization 
of power takes place, the appearance 
of pluralism of thoughts, conflicts be-
tween supporters of the old govern-
ment and the opposition is marked.

The second stage is characterized 
by the participation of the civil society 
in the decision-making process, which 
becomes possible as a result of the con-
stitutional formulation of democratic 
institutions.

At the third stage, the activity of 
the civil society that acquires civilized 
forms increases and manifests itself in 
the establishment of public control, the 
fight against corruption and bureau-
cracy.

The fourth stage is the formation of 
a legal state through the assimilation 
and introduction of new norms and  
values by citizens of the country, con-
solidation of the society. Institutions 
of the civil society are grouped around 
state institutions.

According to O. Skrypnyk at cer-
tain stages that are connected with the 
transition from totalitarian and au-
thoritarian political regimes, elements 
of struggle and confrontation between 
the state and the civil society are 
traced. This is natural, because the civil 
society is freed from under the state 
authority. Secondly, in this case it is 
correct to speak about the struggle not 

between the state and the civil society 
in general, but only between the civil 
society and a certain type of organiza-
tion of state power [19, p. 432].

S. Huntington and his followers 
believe the main source of democratic 
transit is the conflict between the in-
clusion of the population in the active 
life of the society and the institutions 
of public authority. Mass activity in 
transitional periods outstrips the de-
velopment of political institutions of 
the society. As a result, chaos and in-
stability arise, conflicts that hinder the 
formation of democratic institutions in 
society. At the same time, postmodern 
values finally change priorities, giving 
preference to self-expression, the qua- 
lity of human life over economic effi-
ciency, individual over collective and 
transforms static social norms into a 
dynamic network [20, p. 9].

New technologies, possibilities of 
the information world, crisis phenome-
na, natural disasters, expansion of pecu-
liarities of influences on consciousness 
form new social phenomena of mu-
tual relations in the society and create  
conditions for development and posi-
tive changes, for new challenges and 
crises.

G. Casper and M. Taylor determine 
the role of conflict in political tension 
and the development of a stable de-

the phases of transition to democracy [18, с. 96]

Scientist the first phase the second phase the third phase

according 
to d. rastou

preparatory phase decision making 
phase

the addictive phase

according 
to g. o’donnell 
and f. schmitter

liberalization democratization socialization

according 
to a. pshevorsky

liberalization                      democratization

release constitution
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mocracy. According to the authors, the 
more difficult and hard the democrati-
zation takes place, and the more nego-
tiations between its subjects are con-
ducted, the stronger will be democracy 
itself [21, p. 50].

Democracies that emerge from such 
a “light process” do not show signs of 
consolidation and can return to autho- 
ritarianism. According to researches of 
H. Linz, the collapse of democratized re-
gimes is due to the low professionalism 
of new democrats and the emergence of 
unsolvable problems and crises result-
ing from this; the presence of political 
violence in the process of the collapse of 
democracies; a gradual abandonment of 
the conquest of democracy and author-
itarian tendencies in the leadership of 
new democratic institutions; confron-
tation of the institutions of parliamen-
tarism and presidency [22].

All theories of democratic transit 
are based on rational thinking that is 
inherent in the industrial society and 
exists in the paradigm of the theory 
of world systems of I. Valerstain and 
the various concepts of globalization, 
which were based on the economic con-
cept of global capitalism. Approaches 
of development of the industry and the 
formation of profit and utility became 
the basis of the class of consumers.

The theory of I. Valerstein is now 
complemented by new approaches 
[23], in which, in particular, are distin- 
guished of the division of the world’s 
countries into the nucleus of the world 
system, countries of semi-periphery and 
countries of periphery. The gap in eco-
nomic, political, and social development 
between these countries becomes a me- 
nacing source of international instabil-
ity and a threat to humanity. Democra- 

tic institutions in different countries 
have a pronounced national character 
and are formed under the influence of 
the mentality of an nation and its ha- 
bits of governance, but where violence 
is often used, they become accustomed 
to it, as stated by E. Durkheim [24]. At 
the same time, it should be noted the 
global nature of transit processes.

A. Melville, answering the question 
about the causes of various trajecto-
ries and the results of post-communist 
transformations, points to the follow-
ing factors: presence or absence of de- 
mocratic experience; the peculiarities 
of the external environment as a fac-
tor that supports or hinders to inter-
nal transformations; the state of socio-
economic, political, cultural and other 
spheres at the starting points of politi-
cal transformation; the process of de-
cay of authoritarian power structures; 
the principles of changing political and 
economic elites; the specific of the new 
political institutions and the ways of 
their construction; the tactics of politi-
cal actors [25, p. 73–74]. 

The trend of the convergence of the 
civil society and government structures 
is characteristic of stable democracies. 
The civil society arises as a result of 
complications in the state as an effec-
tive system that will optimize demo-
cratic processes. Democracy rests on a 
strong civil society that presses on the 
institutions that oppose it. We are cur-
rently seeing this process in Ukraine.

Relations between the government 
and the civil society are different in 
different political regimes, but in tran-
sitional periods, in particular during 
the period of democratic transit, one 
can observe a frequent change of types 
of these relationships, namely: ignor-
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ing, confrontation, competition, con-
sistency (consensus). In the period of 
democratic transit there is a high level 
of social activity and conflict in society. 
Figure 2 shows the spectrum of rela-
tions between public authorities and 
civil society institutions during the pe-
riod of democratic transit.

Ignoring — abandoning attention, 
neglecting the views of organizations of 
the civil society by the state and rejec-
tion of the activities of the authorities 
by the institutions of the civil society, 
in psychology — a form of psychologi-
cal protection, which controls the in-
formation on the source of influence by 
limiting the volume of such informa-
tion or its distorted perception. Ignor-
ing accompany hidden conflicts.

Confrontation — transformational 
processes in the society lead to a distur-
bance of balance in the relations of the 
public authority and the civil society, 

confrontation, resulting in the emer-
gence of conflicts.

Competition — (in French — con-
frontation), confrontation, opposition, 
collision of social systems, class inter-
ests, beliefs (for instance, confrontation 
of policy, military confrontation, con-
frontation of views).

Coherence (consensus) is coopera-
tion in problem solving in which both 
parties act openly and transparently; 
public control over government activi-
ties and control by the authorities, the 
phase of establishing and adapting of 
democratic structures, institutions and 
norms that are partly or fully recog-
nized by the civil society as legitimate.

The main task of the authorities 
and organizations of the civil society 
in the context of democratic transit is 
to facilitate the process of democratiza-
tion. However, the transfer of finished 
models of institutions and models of 

Fig. 2. the sequence of democratization of public relations authorities  
and institutions of the civil society in the conditions of democratic transit [26, p. 7]
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relationships can also lead to conflict 
situations in the society.

Models of relations between govern- 
ment and institutions of the civil soci-
ety depend on the level of development 
of the civil society and its institutions, 
on the one hand, and the democracy 
of the state, in which the branches of 
power operate in a balanced manner. 
Confrontation in the relations between 
public authorities and institutions of 
the civil society is an indicator of the 
ineffectiveness of the public admini- 
stration and the system of the civil  
society.

With the establishment of demo-
cratic institutions, the period of dem-
ocratic transition, which goes into 
democracy, ends. Under unfavorable 
conditions, the process of democratic 
transit ends with the establishment of 
authoritarian and totalitarian regimes.

According to the American futu- 
rist E. Toffler, the transition from an 
industrial society to a “computer-in-
formation civilization” has the follow-
ing characteristics: information tech-
nology; disassociated society in which 
classes lose their meaning; anticipated 
democracy, which ensures citizens’ par-
ticipation in the society; transnational 
institutes, decisive global problems of 
the present.

We can state that the world is now 
fully integrated into a new type of the 
society. And in such society it becomes 
impossible to mobilize the masses and, 
as a result, “we have a configurable so-
ciety, a society where thousands of mi-
norities, many of which are temporary, 
create new transitional models, rarely 
combining 51 % consensus on serious 
problems. The promotion of the civili-
zation of the third Wave, thus, weakens 

the legitimacy itself of many existing 
governments” [27, p. 661–662].

Under the conditions of the infor-
mation society, there is another type 
of relationship between the authori-
ties and the civil society, which can be 
called imitation, which weakens the 
power itself, because it reduces the 
trust both to it and to the institutions 
of the civil society. People no longer see 
the need for self-organization.

The conclusions and perspectives 
of further research are the need to 
analyze the modern world and the pro-
cesses that occur in it, using an inter-
disciplinary view and archetypal me- 
thodology, as the convergence of social 
and individual mental is intensifying. 
The processes of state-building that 
take place in Ukraine today have be-
come a consequence, a logical manifes-
tation of the archetype of “self-organi-
zation” under conditions of ineffective, 
corrupt, copied from the Soviet forms 
of state power. In terms of traditiona- 
lism, they can be called chaos, from the 
point of view of the post-industrial in-
formational world, which gradually 
turns into a networked society, is the 
formation of a new management system 
based on synergistic processes, but can-
not be arranged in the traditional sense 
of the concept. But it is impossible to 
say that transformation will result in 
the establishment of a stable and de-
veloped democratic model on liberal 
economic principles, since these ideas 
and values themselves fall under civi-
lizational changes, and authoritarian 
and totalitarian traditions remain very 
strong in the archetypes of the popula-
tion in Ukraine. Involving citizens in 
policy implementation becomes a trend 
of the Ukrainian political system, but 
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resistance of the system also remains 
strong.
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