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CONCEPT OF IDENTITY IN THE CONTEXT OF UKRAINIAN STUDIES
The article examines the development of the concept of identity and the possibility of its use in Ukrainian studies 

Researchers who are studying the phenomenon of identity 
are usually facing the problem of terminological uncertainty. 
The concept of identity has no clear defi nition. Scholars who 
use it often attach another meaning to it. Quite often they 
use the term "identity" without an explanation of its content. 
The term is used as a matter-of-course, although actually it 
is not. Furthermore, the notion of identity deepens into the 
lexicon of everyday speech, which is manifested, for example, 
through an appeal to the identity in the journalistic literature. 
All the above mentioned leads to the fact that the semantic 
content of the term is eroded, and the scientifi c community 
is increasingly being heard pleas to abandon the notion of 
identity as one deprived of real heuristic value: "In 2000, the 
famous American researchers R. Brubaker and F. Cooper 
published an article "Beyond "the Identity"’, where they 
substantiated the necessity to abdicate from the concept of 
identity as an analytical category. The authors’ main thesis 
is that the social and human sciences capitulated to the term 
"identity". This term, they believe, either covers too much (if 
understood in a strong sense) or too little (if understood in 
the weak sense), or nothing at all (by virtue of its absolute 
ambiguity.) Therefore, all that is ascribed to the identity one 
can better express through other, less ambiguous concepts 
[4]. In this context, of particular importance is the problem of 
usage of the concept of identity in the Ukrainian studies. The 
feasibility of usage of the term "identity", defi ning the extent of 
necessary for separation of specifi c features of the concept for 
Ukrainian studies, is possible through comparison of existing 
defi nitions of identity and subject fi eld of the Ukrainian studies.

The phenomenon of identity was seriously studied within 
the humanities (mainly philosophy and the social psychology). 
In the twentieth century, the studies of the phenomenon 
of identity were associated with the names of K. Jaspers, 
Z. Freud (Freud uses the term "identifi cation") and E. Erickson 
(who was the fi rst to give the defi nition of identity and made a 
distinction between individual and collective identity, singled 
out different levels of identity). The problem of identity is seen 
within symbolic interactionism, psychoanalysis (particularly in the 
works of Ch. Cooley, G Lacan, etc.). Since 60-ies the problem 
of identity is explored within the philosophical science (actually 
there is a return to the old philosophical problems previously 
studied using different conceptual apparatus). The problem of 
identity was investigated within the structuralism (Levi-Strauss), 
poststructuralism (G. Deleuze, J. Derrida). A signifi cant part of 
identity research also ranks in the theory of nationalism and 
ethnicity studies phenomena (for example, E. Smith, B. Anderson, 
E. Gellner et al.). Especially among identity studies one may 
distinguish the works of P. Berger and T. Luckmann, V. Hösle, 
E. Triufanova, G. Minenkov, A. Melucci etc. Modern philosophy 
says that the number of levels of human identity is constantly 
increasing. There are new forms of identity (such as a network 
or virtual). In a large number of researches, the problem of 
identity is considered in the context of other scientifi c problems 
and is not crucial. Therefore, it is rather diffi cult to defi ne the 
extent of the problem of identity. In Ukrainian studies identity as 
a phenomenon occurs as a study of specifi cally Ukrainian forms 
of identity or identity studies at different levels (ethnic, religious, 
professional, regional, etc.).

Historical antecedents of the concept of identity was the 
concept of "sameness." Most of the events and processes 
that are currently characterized by the notion of the identity 
before the twentieth century were usually described using the 
concept of sameness or terms that are logically associated 
with it. At the same time, the key difference between the notion 
of sameness and present notion of identity is that the latter 
is usually used to explain phenomena directly associated 
with being human. And the concept of "sameness" is used 
in a broader context. Relation sameness and self-sameness 
cannot be defi ned as a purely human phenomenon. In this 
context, we can draw an analogy with the delimitation of V. 
Hösle, who indicates the presence of formal and real identity. 
Formal identity, as opposed to real, is not connected with the 
existence of the object to which it is attributed. Formal identity 
common to all, without exception objects, including abstract 
concepts and values. At the same time, the real identity is 
associated with the ontological status and real existence of 
the object. In this case, the notion of sameness by its content 
is closer to the concept of formal identity.

The term "sameness" at the present stage is defi ned 
as follows: "Sameness is considered to be a concept that 
expresses the limiting case of equality of objects when not only 
all gender, but also all individual properties are matched" [6]. 
Thus, the concept of sameness is now more characteristic of 
logic or mathematics. It is often described as a "technical term" 
used to describe and explain other concepts and phenomena.

In European philosophy they consider the issues of identity 
since the time when the perceiving subject gets moral and 
rational autonomy. In particular, G. Minenkov connects the 
initiating the of identity issue consideration in European 
philosophy with the works of J. Locke, D. Hume, Descartes. 
Though, actually the consideration of the autonomy of the 
subject may be started even earlier – with "Confessions" 
of Augustine and ancient philosophy. At the same time we 
can say that for ancient Greece and medieval Europe, the 
defi nition of identity was not a problem. The system of social 
roles was clearly established and the individual did not raise 
the question "who am I?". Berger and Luckmann [1] say on 
it in their work, in particular. That is why the issue of identity 
should be seen as a problem of choice of identity, since 
when the choice becomes for the individual really possible 
and necessary.

It was Freud who fi rst started to use "identity" as a theoretical 
concept, particularly in his works "Interpretation of Dreams" 
and "The Psychology of Masses and Analysis of I". Freud 
uses the term "identifi cation". Despite the fact that in his 
earlier writings this concept is absent, the author does not 
defi ne it clearly. To understand its meaning one can only out 
of the context. However, the term "identifi cation" is used as the 
characteristics of pathologies investigated in the framework of 
psychoanalysis. That is the term "identifi cation" actually means 
assigning the subject to him/herself such mental characteristics 
that are not always natural for him. Therefore, we can say 
that, despite the statement of the problem of identity, Freud 
did not develop it as a separate subject of study.

Based on the work of Freud and continuing the 
psychoanalytic tradition, the concept of "identity" was given 
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by E. Erickson. As you can tell from his work "Childhood and 
Society" identity is, above all, a set of identities, inherent 
in the individual, which thus becomes a new quality. That 
is characteristic of identity is not a simple sum of the 
characteristics of identifi cations. In such a perspective, the 
concept of identifi cation is also delineated from the concept 
of identity through the introduction of the concept of "image I". 
Erickson uses the term of psychosocial identity, understood 
by him as "a sense of continuous self-sameness" [8, p. 96]. 
In this case, self-sameness should be considered as there 
is no confl ict between various identifi cations of personality 
(identity elements). The concept of psychosocial identity is 
also defi ned as a concept of ego-identity. From this we can 
conclude that identity as a phenomenon occurs precisely at 
the level of the individual, and then, more or less is transferred 
onto the level of social groups. The identity of a social group 
(collective identity) is not as obvious as an individual. Many 
researchers, including Berger and Luckmann, declare to be 
careful when transferring the characteristics of individual 
identity onto the level of social groups [1]. This care can 
be explained by the fact that the group, as opposed to the 
individual, cannot have the same level of consciousness. 
Group cannot at the same extent as an individual make the 
attribution to itself of characteristics that distinguish it from 
others. At the individual level, such attribution occurs due to 
the fact that the individual mind is a closed complex, while the 
phenomenon of "national spirit" (or collective unconscious) 
remains controversial. Talking about "the psyche of the people" 
is not necessary. However, this attribution takes place, and 
because of this it is possible to talk about a collective identity.

Moreover, the social component (the ratio of "I" and the 
social group, "I" and society) is also inseparable from the 
structure of individual identity, not only from the collective one. 
That is beside the subjective awareness of self, there is a bond 
"I" – "Another one" which is inseparable from the identifi cation 
process. It is this distinction enables the identifi cation of a 
particular social group, distinguishing it from others. Similar 
processes occur at the group level.

E. Erickson also introduces the concept of an identity 
crisis. Identity crisis is manifested as discrepancy or confl ict 
of identifications. The author introduces the division of 
identity crisis on "abnormal" and "age". The fi rst one relate 
to the psychological turmoil experienced by the individual. 
Second one is normal and just the changing of identity of 
the individual throughout life. Overcoming the crises is the 
mechanism of development and adaptation of the individual 
to society. Further studies with an identity crisis, at both the 
individual and collective level, has become one of the most 
popular directions of studying the phenomenon of identity.

W. Hösle writes on the phenomenon of identity crisis in 
his article. In the structure of personality he distinguishes 
I-subject and I-object. When the fi rst one – is the active 
principle, focused on the cognitive process, then the second 
one is the object of self-consciousness, the human self. Such 
division focuses on the refl exivity of human consciousness. 
Thus we can say that I-object is an open structure and is 
formed not only by the will of the individual, but by the family 
environment, social groups and society. The crisis of identity 
in this case is a confl ict between the various structures of I, 
when I-subject cannot identify him/herself through correlation 
with the self. Self in this case ceases to perform the function 
of storage and broadcast of experience of "I", ceases to be 
relevant. As the author, understanding the confl ict of I-subject 

and selfhood is one of the most important prerequisites for 
overcoming the identity crisis [10].

In the context of the identity crisis, E. Erickson introduces 
the concept of negative identity. He describes the negative 
identity as an attempt to master the situation where a positive 
identity cannot be established so as its different elements 
come into confl ict. It is based on the identifi cation and roles 
which at critical stages of development are considered by 
people the most dangerous or undesirable, but at the same 
time the most real ones. Tendency to the formation of negative 
identity is manifested by young people trying to create one’s 
own image who denies the expectations of society [8].

For Ukrainian Studies, the research of individual structures 
of identity is important in the sense that reveals patterns of 
development and specifi city of individual consciousness of 
Ukrainians. Those of its characteristics, which are common for 
all (or most of) Ukrainians, and, in fact, defi ne the phenomenon 
of "Ukrainian identity". At the same time, the study of these 
psychological characteristics (actually national character) 
does not exhaust the interest in the study of Ukrainian identity 
because it covers the subject of Ukrainian Studies only in part.

In understanding the nature of identity (both individual and 
collective), it is of great importance the interpretation of the 
fact of its creation and existence. To understanding of the 
identity nature one can approach from three perspectives. 
Primordialism, as methodological orientation suggests that 
structures of identity are given historically and objectively, and 
therefore cannot evolve during the life and development of 
the individual and the group. The opposite is a constructivist 
approach that considers identity as a constructed structure. 
This means that it essentially is transformed at the levels 
of the individual and group. Essentialist approach takes 
an intermediate position. Here there is no emphasis on 
the immutability of identity structures, characteristic for 
primordialism, but changes of identity are only possible due 
to the availability of certain natural essentials. Failure to follow 
it leads to social problems.

Social constructivism, in contrast, is based on the theory of 
social roles. "The essence of the principle of constructivism is 
that as social actor, by defi nition, is autonomous and able to 
creatively interpret the cultural values and norms, therefore the 
world is never completely closed and deterministic. It is always 
open to new interpretations and transformations. Any "reality" 
is the result of our constructive activities and interpretation" 
[4]. Therefore, any social order can be changed by alternative 
that does not follow the already established social structure.

For a defi nition of identity one should also apply to studies 
of ethnic processes. It is noteworthy that the study of identity by 
E. Erickson was built just in the context of studies of national 
character. Growing interest in such issues (national character, 
mentality) in 60 years of the twentieth century explains the 
reasons for the popularity of Erickson’s works and spreading 
the concept of identity. The concept of identity is widely 
used to describe ethnicity. E. Smith, in particular, specifi es 
six major characteristics of ethnic groups that have become 
classics: 1) one’s own self-designation ("name", to be able 
to identify the ethnic group as a community), 2) the myth of 
common origin, and 3) a common historical memory and 4) 
one or more elements of common culture, 5) attachment to 
the homeland, and 6) awareness of its unity, at least in some 
part of the ethnos [2].

With some reservations (rejecting those features that 
characterize the relationship of ethnicity to the territory of 
living in space and time – attachment to the homeland, the 
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myth of common origin, a common historical memory), one 
can say that these characteristics are inherent in all social 
groups, which can be described by the term collective identity. 
The term "identity" in this case can be defi ned as "a set of 
specifi c features that separate a group of people from a range 
of other groups and serve an individual basis for assigning 
themselves to this group" [3, p. 81]. It is comparable with the 
defi nition of collective identity of A. Melucci: "Melucci calls 
the process of "design" of action system as collective identity. 
Collective identity is an interactive and collaborative process 
of defi nition, implemented by certain number of individuals 
(or on more complex level – by groups) and associated with 
orientations of their actions through the fi eld of opportunities 
and constraints in which such action occurs. Under "interactive 
and shared" it is meant that "these elements are designed and 
coordinated based on the repetitive process with relationships 
that connect the actors together" [4]. Thus, collective identity 
can function only as a process, or, to paraphrase B. Anderson, 
as "a daily plebiscite". Collective identity, in fact, is the result 
of purposeful actions of individuals who are the members of 
group signifi ed by the term identity.

It is better to talk about "collective" identity rather than 
"social" or "group" one. Any identity of an individual or a 
community of individuals, by their nature, is already social. 
The term group identity restricts the investigated community 
quantitatively. "Collegiality" at the same time, focuses on the 
mechanisms of relationship rather than on the quantitative 
characteristics of the community. 

Thus, the application of the concept of identity regarding 
the individual in Ukrainian studies can perform a number 
of useful tasks for science. First of all, it is – the study of 
specifi cally Ukrainian psychology and Ukrainian mentality. 
In this context the consideration of their inherent confl icts of 
identity and crisis states (it is actual at the collective level, 
up to the political nation). In addition, the use of the concept 
of identity is especially important in studies of international 
cooperation of the Ukrainian and non-Ukrainians (members 
of other ethnic groups and minorities). In this case, as the 
object of Ukrainian studies’ research no longer appears the 
Ukrainian but non-indigenous (religious, cultural ...) identity. 
However, studies of individual identity cannot wholly cover the 
subject of research of Ukrainian Studies (Ukrainian heritage).

For Ukrainian Studies more interesting is the category of 
collective identity. We can talk about it, focusing on the defi nition 
of the object and subject of Ukrainian Studies. "The object of 
Ukrainian Studies is the real world that was created and evolved 
over thousands of years and today represents the essence of 
life and consciousness of Ukrainian Nation" [9, p. 13]. "The 
subject of Ukrainian Studies is the Ukrainian heritage as a 

civilization phenomenon, patterns and characteristics of its 
formation and development in time-spatial dimension both in 
Ukraine and beyond" [9, p. 17]. Thus, the notion of identity, 
particularly collective, can be used to describe various forms 
of community created by Ukrainians. In the fi rst place – a 
Ukrainian ethnos and political nation. At the same time, to 
limit the study with the only phenomenon of ethnic identity 
seems to be impractical. Despite the fact that namely the 
ethnic identity (as well as belonging to a citizenship and 
political nation) defi nes the Ukrainian character as a system 
of signs, its measurement is not limited by this. Other levels 
of collective identity are largely subordinated to the Ukrainian 
identity as a system of signs. This means that correlation of 
Ukrainians with certain socio-professional group, religious 
community, region of living is impossible without considering 
the set of attributes that characterize them as Ukrainian. 
And, at the same time, the isolation of specifi cally Ukrainian 
features in the phenomena of religious, professional, regional 
and other forms of collective identity of Ukrainians suggests 
that there is a separate subject of researching the identity 
within Ukrainian Studies.

Namely this, specifi cally Ukrainian part of collective and 
individual identity is the key to maintain and stability of Ukrainian 
peace itself. Therefore, the defi nition of specifi c elements of 
the Ukrainian identity (not just ethnic, or at the level of the 
political nation) has to be one of the main tasks of Ukrainian 
Studies as a science. It also should not be underestimated 
the importance of the study of individual elements of Ukrainian 
identity using the tools of the other sciences (philosophy, 
psychology, sociology, etc.). These studies will facilitate the 
interdisciplinary connections between Ukrainian Studies and 
these sciences.
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BAVARIAN GEOGRAPHER ON SLAVIC TRIBES FROM UKRAINE
A refi ned scheme of geographic anchors and ethnic interpretation called "Description of cities and areas north of Danube" are proposed. 

Focus of the investigation is fragments of the description associated with the territory of Ukraine.

Descriptio civitatum et regionum ad septentrionalem 
plagam Danubii’, by the Bavarian Geographer or the Bavar-
ian Anonymous [text: 13, p. 13-15; 14, p. 53-55; 3, p. 13-14], 
is a unique and very important source of information on the 
early medieval history of Central and Eastern Europe. This 
text is only for this time gives consistent and fairly detailed list 

of countries and tribes in the area between eastern borders 
of the Frankish Empire and Khazar Khaganate in southeast 
Europe. According to the most accepted view, the text was 
created between 840s and 880s [28, p. 31-45; 14, p. 59-60; 
3, p. 12], and then displays of the state of Slavic (mostly) the 
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