AHOTAIISA

JleonThen 1. O. IuBinizauiiinuii BUOIp AK (PAKTOP NMOJITUYHOIO KUTTS
cydyacHol Ykpainm — Keanighixayitina naykosa npays Ha npasax pyKonucy.

Hucepramiss Ha 3700yTTS HAYKOBOTO CTymHeHS JmoKTopa dimocodii 3a
cnerianpHicTIO «052 — [TomTomnoris». — [HCTUTYT MOMITHYHUX 1 €THOHAIlIOHATHHUX
nociikens M. 1. @. Kypaca HarionansHoi akagemii Hayk Ykpainu, Kui, 2022.

31ACHEHO CUCTEMHUI 1 KpUTUYHUN aHaJ3 YSIBICHb PO MUBLII3aLIHHUN BHOID,
PO 3HAYEHHS UBUTI3AIHHOTO BUOOPY I MOJITUYHOTO KHUTTS CydacHOi YKpaiHu i
PO MPUHIIMIIK Ta KPUTEPii, HA MiICTaB1 SKUX JAOUUIBHO 3/1MCHIOBATHA BUOIP 3-TTOMiIXK
PI3HUX IIUBUII3ALIMHUX AJIbTEPHATUB.

KoHnenTyami3oBaHO B3a€MO3B’SI30K 1 3aKOHOMIPDHOCTI  B3aEMOIl  MIXK
MOJITUYHOIO Ta IUBUII3ALINHOIO CKJIAJOBUMH (PYHKIIIOHYBaHHS CYCHIJIbCTBA: SKIIO
MOJIITHYHA c(pepa BUKOPUCTOBYE IIMBUTI3AINHUIN (DAKTOp HacaMmIiepe/] 1 B OCHOBHOMY
JUTS JIETITUMAIlli CBOIX MPETEH31i Ha BJIaJHI MMOBHOBAXKEHHS B COLIOKYJIbTYPHOMY,
aKCI1OJIOTIYHOMY Ta 1HIIMX (popMartax, TO LUBLII3alliHA CKIagoBa (DYHKIIIOHYBaHHS
CYCIUIbCTBA BIAE€THCSA 10 MOCTYT MOJITUKH JUIsl TOCHJICHHSI CBOIX CYCHIJIBHUX MO3HUIIIN
1 IPOTUIT KOHKYPYIOUUM [UBLII3ALIHIM IPOEKTaAM.

OKpecJIeHO 3HAuYeHHsI MOBHOIIIHHOI JIep»KaBHOI CyO’€KTHOCTI, sIKa CTBOPIOE
HEOOXIHI W JIOCTaTHI MEpPeayMOBH IJisi JOTPUMAaHHS HAIIOHAIBHHUX I1HTEPECIB 1
KOPEKTHOI LUBUII3AIIHHOI BU3HAYEHOCTI, KOTpa TapMOHIKHO 1 B MOBHOMY 0OCS31
KOPEJTIOE 3 HAIlIOHATBHUMH THTEPECAMH.

VY3aranpHeHO KpUTEpii 1 MPUHIIMIIN [UBLTI3aIMHOTO BUOOPY: B OCHOBI BUOOPY
Ha KOPUCTh MEBHOI LIMBLTI3aLIMHOI abTEPHATUBHU Ma€ rnepedyBaTH BIANOBIAHICTD II€T
albTEPHATUBM SK HAIllOHAJILHUM 1HTEpecaM, TaK 1 HasSBHIA [MBLII3AIlIAHIA
1IGHTUYHOCTI Cy0’€KTa IUBLII3alIITHOTO BUOODY.

KonrnenTyanizoBaHo TMOJ0XKEHHS, BIAMOBIAHO JIO0 SKOTO KpaiHa, sKa He
BU3HAYWIACA B TUTAHHI IUBLUII3AIMHOTO BUOOpPY, B HAIl Yac MPHUPIBHIOETHCS [0
KpaiHM, sKa HE BHW3HAYWIACS TIOJNITUYHO, HE BHU3HAUMJIACA MO0 CTpaTereM
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MOJIITUYHOTO PO3BUTKY. Taka KpaiHa NEepeTBOPIOETHCA HA apeHy MPOTUCTOSHHS
30BHINTHIX MMOJITUYHUX BIUIMBIB 1 IUBLI13aIliHHUX aibTepHATHB. CIIpoOH K MO THAHHS
PI3HUX HUBLTI3aLIHHUX MIEpeBar y Mexax 0JHOTO CYCIUIbHO-TIOMITUYHOTO MPOEKTY Ha
MPaKTUIl TPU3BOJATH JO HETaTHMBHUX HACHIJKIB, OCKIILKM aOCOIIOTHA OUIBIIICTH
YUHHUKIB, 110 JIKATh B OCHOBI PI3HUX IUBUTI3AIIHHUX TTAPAJUTM, B3a€EMOIIIOTh MiXK
co0010 Ha MIPUHITUIIAX HE B3a€MOTIOTCHINIFOBAHHS, a B3A€MOTIOTJIMHAHHSI.

CucTeMaTU30BaHO JOCTIAHUIIBKUHN MIAX1]1, 3T1HO 3 SKUM I[TUBLII3AI[IHHUN BHOIp
MOCTae Hacamrepes, BUOOPOM TMOMITUYHUM — Yy TOMY PO3YMiHHI, IO HaHOUIBII
3HAUYIIMM 1 BU3HAYAJIBLHUM BIH € Ha PIBHI JEP>KaBHOTO MacIITaOyBaHHS, OCKUIbKU
[UBLTI3AIIiHA BU3HAYCHICTh CaMe€ Ha IIbOMY pIBHI IPHU3BOJWTH 1O I1CTOTHOTO
JETEPMIHATUBHOTO BIUIMBY MPHUIHATOI 3a B3Ipelb LMBUII3ALIMHOI MOJENl Ha BCIX
pIBHSX MacmITadyBaHHSA — 1HJIUBIAyaJbHOMY, TPYIOBOMY, KOPIOPAaTHBHOMY,
PETIOHATTEHOMY, 3aTrajIbHOCY CITUTBHOMY .

OOGrpyHTOBaHO TMOJOXKEHHS, BIAMOBIAHO 10 SIKOTO KJIIOYOBUU MPOOJIEMHUI
dakTop NMBUTI3ALIMHOTO BUOOpY IMOB’S3aHUI 13 TPYIHOIIAMH KOMITAPATUBHOIO
aHaJ13y KOHKYPYIOUHX CTPATETreM, OCKUIbKU KOKEH MOJITUYHUN BUOIp HA KOPUCTD TI€T
YM 1HIIOT UBUTI3AIIAHOT alIbTEPHATUBU CYNPOBOKYETHCS HE JIUIIIE IEPCTIEKTUBAMHU
1 MOXKJIMBOCTSIMH, a i pU3UKaMH, 3aTPO3aMH Ta BUKJIMKAMHU.

3M1iiCHEHO 3MICTOBHE YBHUpPA3HEHHs NpoOieMu BHOOpPY Ha KOPHUCTh
€BPOIEUCHKOT IUBLII3AINHOI MMapaurMu: BOHA TMOJISITa€ y (PaKTUYHIN BIICYTHOCTI
€BpONH K TOMOTCHHOTO Ta 1€papXivHO CTPYKTYPOBAHOTO SIBUIIA; TE, III0 CHOTOJTHI MA€
Ha3By «O0’enHana €Bponay, — 1e He Hamis €Bpomu, a Bce me €Bpoma Harliil.
[usimzariitna equicte O0’eqHaHOi €BPOMM Cy4aCHOTO TaTyHKY — 11€ HE JINCHICTB,
BUpAXXEHA B EMITIpPUYHIN CYKYITHOCTI MapKepiB, sIKI MUISTat0Th ONEepyBaHHIO 3aCO00M
HAyKOMETPUYHUX TMPOLEAyp, a JUIIe HaAJICeKHE, IIJTLOBUN OPIEHTHP 1 MOJECIb
PO3BUTKY, SIKa 3rOJIOM MOXXe OyTH BTUJIGHAa Ha MPAKTHIl, a MOXE U 3aUIIUTUCS Y
dhopmari i1eaibHOi MOJIeN — ¥ He OIbIIIe.

OcMuUCIEHO TPUYMHU MHBUTI3AMIMHOI HEOJHOPIMHOCTI YKpaiHU: TaKUil CTaH
pedelt € OO €KTMBHUM 1 3aKOHOMIPHUM HACJIIJIKOM TOTrO, IO 3a BIJACYTHOCTI

3



JIEP>KaBHOCTI YKpaiHa BIPOJOBXK CTOITh HE MaJla MOKJIMBOCTI MPOBAJUTH CYBEPEHHY
MOJITUKY B3araji ¥ NOJITHKY B Tady3l IMBUII3AIIMHUX NPIOPUTETIB 30Kpema.
[cTOTHICTH TaKMX HACHIAKIB HE BapTO MPUMEHIIYBATH, POTE€ BOHU HE € CYCIUIBLHO-
MOJIITUYHUM BHPOKOM ISl cy4acHoi YKpaiHu, 00 HiUIsraroTh KOPEKIlli 3a YMOB
MIPOBA/KCHHS CYBEPEHHOT TOJII TUKH.

KonnenTyanizyBaHO MOJIOKEHHS, 3T1IHO 3 SKHUM MOTpeda CaMOJI0CTaTHBHOTO
[IMBLII3alITHOTO BUOOPY YKpaiHU € IIJIKOM 00’ €KTHBHOIO, T0O3asiK YKpaiHa BOJIOJIE
BJIACHUM IUBLTI3ALIHHUM CTPIIKHEM, SKHM HE TOTOXKHMM HI €BPONEHCHKIN, HI
€Bpa31iChbKiN IUBUII3AIIITHOT MOJIEI.

OOrpyHTOBAHO IIJIEMOKIAIaI0UU OPIEHTHUP, BIATIOBIAHO JI0 SIKOTO T€HEPYBaHHS
VYKkpaiHoto BJIACHOI [MBUIIZAIIAHOI 1IEHTUYHOCTI HE O3HAya€ BIAMOBY BIJ
BUKOPUCTAHHS KOHIICTITYaJbHOI'O HArojocy Ha IIMBUIN3aLINHIA CIIOPITHEHOCTI
VYkpainu 3 €Bpororo, mo3asK €Bporeiichka NUBiLIi3aI[iiHa TOTOXKHICTh B a0COTIOTHIM
OUIBIIOCTI BHUIAJKIB IIOHAWMEHILE 3MICTOBHO HEKOH(POHTALIMHA YKpPaiHCHbKUM
[UBLUTI3AMIAHAM peatisM.

VY3arasibHeHO HEOOXiJTHI TepeayMOBU JUIsi HAOYTTS 1/€€0 IMBLII3ALINHOI
BU3HAYCHOCTI YKpaiHW MPOAYKTHUBHOI CHUJIM 1 BUOOpY Ha KOPHUCTh HANHOUIBII
e(eKTUBHOT IMBUII3AIIAHOI albTEPHATUBH: NOMNEPEIHBO NOTPIOHO 3a0e3MeUnuTH
(YHKIIIOHYBaHHS TTOBHOIIIHHOTO JMCKYPCHBHOTO CEpPEIOBHUINA, SIKC BHUKOHYBATHME
(GyHKIII CBOEPIAHOTO EKCIEPUMEHTAILHOTO MailJaHuMKa i HAYKOBOi 1 3arajiom
apryMeHTauniiHoi Bepu@ikauli i1ei, MoAeNei, MPIOPUTETIB 1 MPOIMO3ULIN II0A0
aJbTEPHATUB UBLII3AI[IHHOTO BUOODY.

3MiiCHEHO y3arajJbHEeHHS, BIAMOBITHO JO SKOTO OCHOBHOIO BaJI0I0 HAsBHUX
JOCIDKeHb ITMBLII3aliitHOTO BUOOpPY YKpaiHu € Tod (pakT, 110 BOHU TSIKIFOTH [0
JeKIapaTUBHO-JOKTPUHAIBHUX MIAXOIB: Y MOJITHYHIM AyMI Cy4dacHOI YKpaiHi
TeMaTuKa IUBLII3AIHOTO BUOOPY B aOCOJIFOTHIN O1IBIIIOCTI BUMAAKIB € TPEAMETOM
HE JHUCKYpCy, HE TMOJIeMIKM, HEe JiaJlory W He TOJIOry, a HapaThuBy — TOOTO
BUKJIQJICHHS] [yMOK B CTHJII CUMBOJIY BIpH, KpeJO, sIKe He OOTsKEHE MEepEeKOHINBOIO

apryMEHTaIlI€10.



OOrpyHTOBaHO TMOJOXKEHHS MPO HEMPUUHATHICTh Uil YKpaiHU Cy4acHOro
TaTyHKY €Bpasiiicbkoro (fe-(gpakTo mpopoCiiChKOT0) HMUBLIIZAIIKHOIO BHOOPY: IO-
nepiie, Ha BIAMIHY BiJl €BPOMEHCHKUX IUBUTI3AIINHUX IIHHOCTEH, €Bpa3iiiChKi
IIMBUTI3alIMHI I[IHHOCTI BHYTPIIHKO 3HAYHO OUIBII CYNEPEWINBI, OCKUIBKH €
NEPEBAKHO TMOMITTEXHOJOTIYHUM MPOAYKTOM (B CTHUJII KOHIIETITyaliCTUKH Tpada
C. YBapoBa), a HE 3aKOHOMIPHHUM HACIIJKOM IHBUTI3AI[IAHOTO €BOJIOIOHYBAHHS
Pocii; mo-gpyre, micis moBHOMacimTabHoro BToprHeHHs Pocii B Ykpainy
€Bpa3iiicbKUi MUBLII3ALIAHUN TpeH ] HaO0yB KaTETOPUYHO HEMPUHHSATHUX O3HAK — BiH
HE MOXE€ MAaTHU HIYOr0 CHUIBHOTO 13 CYBEPEHHHUM DIIICHHSIM YKpaiHU, a MOKJIUBHIMA
nuiie y (opmi Ta BHACIHIIOK aHIIUTIOCY — 3arapoanHs Ykpainu Pocieto.

Kirouosi CJIOBA: UBLITI3AIITHHAM BUOIp, MOJIITHYHE JKUTTS,
B3a€EMO3YMOBJICHICTh ~ TOJITMYHOI Ta  IUBUI3aliiHOI  cdep, 1uMBLII3aIIIHA

IIEHTUYHICTD Ta 1JIeHTU(]IKaLlIA, JeTEPMIHATUBHUI BILUTUB, KpUTEPIadbHI MapKEPH.



ABSTRACT

Leontiev I. O. Civilizational choice as a factor in the political life of modern
Ukraine, qualifying scientific work in the form of a manuscript.

Thesis for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy in the 052 — Political Science
specialty. — I.F. Kuras Institute of Political and Ethnic Studies of the National Academy
of Sciences of Ukraine, Kyiv, 2022.

The thesis provides a systematic and critical analysis of the ideas of civilizational
choice, the importance of civilizational choice for the political life of modern Ukraine,
and the principles and criteria on the basis of which it is advisable to make a choice
among different civilizational alternatives.

The author conceptualizes the relationship between the political and
civilizational components of the functioning of society: while the political sphere uses
the «umbrella» of civilization primarily and mainly to legitimize its claims to power in
socio-cultural, axiological and other formats, the civilizational component of the
functioning of society uses the services of politics to strengthen its social positions and
counteract competing civilizational projects.

The author outlines the importance of full-fledged state subjectivity that creates
the necessary and sufficient prerequisites for both the observance of national interests
and proper civilizational certainty that correlates with national interests harmoniously
and fully.

The author generalizes the criteria and principles of civilizational choice: the
choice in favor of a certain civilizational alternative ought be based on the compliance
of this alternative with both national interests and the existing civilizational identity of
the subject of civilizational choice.

The author conceptualizes the position according to which a country that is
undecided on the issue of civilizational choice is nowadays equated with a country that
is undecided politically, undecided on the stratagems of political development. Such a
country is turning into an arena of confrontation among political influences and
civilizational alternatives, and attempts to combine different civilizational advantages
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within one socio-political project lead to negative consequences in practice, since the
vast majority of determining factors (the so-called drivers) underlying different
civilizational paradigms interact with each other on the principles of mutual absorption
rather than mutual potentiation.

The author systematizes the research approach according to which the
civilizational choice is primarily a political choice, in the sense that civilizational
choice is most significant and determinative at the level of the state scale, since
civilizational certainty at this very level leads to a significant deterministic influence
of the civilizational model taken as an example at all levels of scale: individual, group,
corporate, regional, and social.

The author substantiates the position that the key problematic factor of
civilizational choice is related to the difficulties of comparative analysis of competing
stratagems, since each political choice in favor of a particular civilizational alternative
Is accompanied not only by prospects and opportunities, but also by risks, threats, and
challenges.

The problem of choice in favor of the European civilizational paradigm is
emphasized meaningfully: the problem lies in the actual absence of Europe as a
homogeneous and hierarchically structured phenomenon; what is called «United
Europe» today is not the Nation of Europe, but still a Europe of Nations. The
civilizational unity of the United Europe in its modern quality is not a reality expressed
in an empirical set of markers to be operated using scientometric procedures, but only
the ought, targeted reference point, and civilizational model.

The reasons for Ukraine’s civilizational heterogeneity are comprehended: this
state of affairs is an objective and natural consequence of the fact that in the absence
of statehood, Ukraine has not been able to pursue a sovereign policy in general, and a
policy in the field of civilizational priorities in particular, for centuries. The
significance of such consequences should not be underestimated, but they are not a
socio-political verdict for modern Ukraine, as they are subject to correction so long as

sovereign policy is pursued.



The author conceptualizes the position that the need for a self-sufficient
civilizational choice of Ukraine is thoroughly objective, since Ukraine has its own
civilizational core that is identical to neither the European nor the Eurasian
civilizational model.

The author substantiates the goal-oriented guideline according to which the
generation of Ukraine’s own civilizational identity does not mean abandoning the
conceptual emphasis on Ukraine’s civilizational affinity with Europe, since the
European civilizational identity in the vast majority of cases is at least substantially
non-confrontational to Ukrainian civilizational realities.

The author summarizes the necessary prerequisites for the idea of Ukraine’s
civilizational certainty to become a productive force and for the choice in favor of the
most effective civilizational alternative to be made: first, it is necessary to ensure the
functioning of a full-fledged discursive environment that will serve as a kind of
experimental platform for scientific and, in general, argumentative verification of
ideas, models, priorities and, proposals for alternatives of civilizational choice.

The author generalizes that the main drawback of the existing studies of
Ukraine’s civilizational choice is the fact that they tend to use declarative and doctrinal
approaches: in the political thought of modern Ukraine, the topic of civilizational
choice in the vast majority of cases is not a subject of discourse, polemics, dialogue or
polilogue, but of narrative — that is, the presentation of thoughts in the style of a symbol
of faith, a credo that is not burdened with persuasive power.

The author substantiates the unacceptability of the current Eurasian (de facto
pro-Russian) civilizational choice in its modern quality for Ukraine: first, unlike
European civilizational values, Eurasian civilizational values are much more
contradictory internally, since they are mainly a political technology product (in the
style of Count S. Uvarov’s conceptualism), rather than a natural consequence of
Russia’s civilizational evolution; secondly, after Russia’s full-scale invasion of

Ukraine, such choice has acquired categorically unacceptable features: it cannot have



anything to do with Ukraine’s sovereign decision, but is possible only in the form and
as a result of anschluss — the conquest of Ukraine by Russia.

Keywords: civilizational choice, political life, interdependence of political and
civilizational spheres, civilizational identity and identification, determinative

influence, criterion markers.



