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THEORETICAL AND EMPIRICAL STUDIES OF DYNAMICS OF NATIONAL 
AND EUROPEAN IDENTITY’S FORMATION OF UKRAINIAN CITIZENS 

(1991–2011)
The problems of self-identifi cation and features of development of collective (national and European) identity of citizens of Ukraine 

during 1991–2011 are analyzed in this article. The results of the empirical research of self-identifi cation of citizens of Ukraine after the Berry 
method are analyzed. The problem of the integrative approach is discussed.

We know that globalization has crucial infl uence on the 
spiritual realm of any society, distorting the traditional system 
of values and transforming collective identity. Under these 
conditions, particularly acute and urgent is the problem of 
nation-building and the completion of the formation of a 
common identity of citizens of Ukraine. In this regard, there 
is an urgent need for in-depth study of the dynamics of the 
collective identity of citizens of Ukraine since independence. 
Today one of the most important collective identities for citizens 
of Ukraine is the national and European identity. 

The phenomenon of collective identity has long attracted the 
attention of many researchers and widely debated in diverse 
social and humanitarian discourses. In foreign science, this 
phenomenon has been studied mainly in the mainstream of 
social and cultural anthropology and psychology from different 
theoretical and methodological positions (E. Durkheim, 
Z. Freud, E. Erikson, K. Jung, M. Barrett, S. Baumann, F. Barth, 
P. Berger, A. Waterman, B. Gerald, W. Duaz, J. Coleman, 
D. Kohn, W. Connor, B. Luqman, G. Lyubbe, J. Marcia, 
J. Matteson, M. Mead, S. Moscovici, E. Smith, S. Stryker, 
G. Tedzhfel, J. Turner, J. Habermas, Huntington, C. Taylor, 
V. Heslot et al.). Theoretical analysis of different conceptual 
approaches to the study of collective identity suggests that 
identity is a result of the identifi cation process, which is 
often considered as a process of assimilation, identifi cation 
(or your group) with someone or something. Identifi cation 
considered as the most important mechanism of socialization 
and education ethnicizing personality that manifests itself in 
making the individual a certain social role in the realization 
of his own group membership and so on. Thus, identity – 
is a dynamic structure that develops throughout life, its 
development is nonlinear and uneven, can be played in the 
progressive and regressive in direction to overcome the crisis 
of identity and so on. Identifi cation – this process is included 
in holistic livelihoods entity closely associated with cognitive, 
emotional, value-semantic and behavioral areas of personality, 
owing to its needs, motives, goals and attitudes, mediated 
by language, regulatory, emblematic, symbolic, fi gurative, 

axiological systems culture [4, c. 61-63]. The second half of 
the 1980s increased the interest of scientists from around the 
issue of national identity. But published articles and collections 
(see labor E. Galkina, N. Ivanova, N. Korj, N. Lebedeva, 
L. Naumenko, M. Obushnyj, T. Stefanenko et al.) and held 
theoretical and empirical studies P. Gnatenko and V. Pavlenko 
[6] M. Ryabchuk [9], Y. Hrytsak [7, p. 188-197], S. Savoskul 
[10] M. Shulga [13] and many other scientists did not exhaust 
the problem of collective identity citizens of Ukraine.

Thus, the collective identity of the citizens of Ukraine 
studied in domestic social sciences and humanities mainly in 
the historical and political aspects, without a comprehensive, 
interdisciplinary analysis of empirical studies, constructive use 
of which is possible in the framework of an integrative approach. 
Specifi cally, the project "Social Identity and loyalty" (1994-1999 
years), the head of which was the famous Ukrainian historian 
Yaroslav Hrytsak [7, p. 188-197], the researchers tried to 
"take into account the maximum number of different identities" 
[7, p. 189], but they have not considered any supra-ethnic (eg 
Slavic) or continental or planetary identity. "Soviet identity" 
for some reason they called national [7, p. 190], suggesting 
respondents incomprehensible formula "Soviet" [7, p. 192], 
and the Ukrainian and Russian identity was not considered 
in the ethnic sense. This could be avoided if the investigators 
used an integrative approach that involves consideration 
of methodological principles and categorical apparatus 
ethnic philosophy, ethnic psychology, Ethnopolitology and 
ethnosociology.

It is known that the study of integration processes in the 
area of   research was initiated by Plato, Aristotle, G. Hegel, 
I. Kant, H. Spencer, A. Einstein and others. In the 80-90th years 
of the twentieth century B. Kidron, E. Markarian, M. Kagan, 
N. Depenchuk, A. Ursul and other scientists deepened 
the concept of "academic integration" [12], highlighting its 
various forms – the "hardening" (the rise of a new scientifi c 
discipline based on combining the two sciences) and "cross" 
(the formation of a new research direction based on the 
interaction of several science) to a higher form of integrativity, 
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which requires close interaction of several sciences, 
comprehensively and simultaneously studying one the same 
subject or object. So, you need to properly understand the 
concept of "integration", "integrativity" and distinguish between 
different levels of integrative approach: complex, synthesis 
and integration [14, p. 16-30].

Application of an integrative approach to the study of 
the formation of collective identities Ukrainian involves 
consideration of these theoretical and methodological 
principles: 1) a systemic vision of gradual deployment of 
the stages of evolution of the universe as geo-genesis, 
biogenesis, psychogenesis, anthropogenesis, glotto-genesis, 
socio-genesis, kulturo-genesis, subject-genesis, noo-
genesis, ethno-genesis, etc.; 2) mandatory conceptualization 
interdisciplinary generalizations (cultural, historical, ethno-
linguistic, socio-psychological, ethno-politology etc.) with the 
principles of vertical and horizontal integration; 3) systematic 
study of the development of Ukrainian identity in the context 
of interethnic, nation-building, socio-cultural and information 
processes; 4) required consideration of Ukrainian identity 
as a dynamic structure, which is typical for nonlinear and 
uneven development; 5) study the role of system-meaning 
(semantic) dimension of the identifi cation process actors (both 
individual and collective); 6) take into account the fact that the 
Ukrainian during its historical development have changed their 
own ethnonym (change ethnonyms often occurs just within 
the established ethnic communities when people are on the 
verge of nation-building and looking for the most ancient and 
the underlying reasons for their national self), because when 
people change ethnonym remains himself, and preservation 
of the collective "We" and self-identity is due to the continuity 
of historical memory and ethnic mentality and consciousness; 
7) the study of the Ukrainian nation as a full-scale (which by 
the famous international classifi cation J. Krejci and V. Velimski 
is both ethnic and political [16, p. 58-59]) without tearing 
tribal, ethnic and national stages of Ukrainians; 8) take into 
account the fact that without end to nation without preserving 
the identity of Ukraine will not be competitive country in the 
world; 9) as a combination of theoretical and empirical studies 
that would prevent the production of inadequate allegations 
of alleged continuous introversion and melancholian type of 
Ukrainians and the impossibility of their unique civilizational 
identity [5, p. 150-153]; 10) taking into account the fact that 
Ukraine inherent synthesizing peculiar type of interaction 
between civilizations [2, p. 61-65].

Integrative approach was adopted by us in the study of the 
dynamics shaping the collective identity of citizens of Ukraine 
within the framework of several research projects of Centre of 
Ukrainian Study of Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University 
(up to September 2000, this project was carried out in the 
Department of Ethnology Institute of Ukrainian Study of Kyiv 
National Taras Shevchenko University), which actively involved 
students and graduate departments of psychology, sociology 
and philosophy faculty ("Ukrainian national idea: theoretical 
and empirical aspects" [8, p. 12 -134], "Socio-psychological 
aspects of regional and national identity of citizens of Ukraine 
as a state factor" [1, 5], "Transformation of National Identity: 
historiosophical cultural and socio-psychological aspects 
"[2, 3, 4, 11] et al.). These projects were supported by the 
Foundation "Renaissance", Friedrich Ebert Foundation, the 
Fund for Basic Research of the Ministry of Education, and 
the Association of Ukrainian Banks. In 2011 our project was 
honored as one of the best research in the fi eld social sciences 
and humanities, project manager awarded Diploma "In the 

forefront of science" ("At the forefront of science") for research 
analyst in the contest "World Championship, continental, 
national and regional research analytics championships 
"signed by the Director of International Department IASHE 
(International Academy of Sciences and Higher Education) 
Thomas Morgan (London, Great Britain).

In these projects during the 1991-2011 years was 
investigated gender identity, age, socio-professional, religious, 
ethnic, supra-ethnic; (local), regional, national (or civil-political) 
European (or Continental) planetary (or universal), and 
civilizational identity of citizens of Ukraine, living in different 
regions. A total surveyed 39,400 respondents aged 18 to 
87 years (in 1991, 300 respondents were interviewed, in 
1992 – 400, in 1993 – 1200, in 1994 – 1250, in 1995 – 1250, 
in 1996 – 1500, 1997 – 1500, 1998 – 1500, 1999 – 1500, in 
2000 – 2500, in 2001 – 2500, in 2002 – 2000 in 2003 – 2000, 
in 2004 – 2500, in 2005 – 2500, in 2006 – 2500, in 2007 – 
2500, in 2008 – 2500, in 2009 – 2500 in 2010 g – 2500, in 
2011 – 2500). To study the transformation of different types 
of identity, we used the method of M. Kuhn – T. Macpartlend 
"Who am I?" Adapted method "Scale measurement identity" 
of M. Synerella and other methods. Reliability of the results 
of the study provided by the methodological justifi cation of its 
upward position, using a combination of diagnostic methods, 
adequate purpose and objective of the study, a combination 
of qualitative and quantitative analysis of empirical data using 
the methods of mathematical statistics with modern data 
processing programs, representativeness sample.

Application of an integrative approach revealed some 
interesting transformation: 1) in the 1991-1994 post-Soviet 
identity took fi rst place (from the 1st to the 5th), but its lead 
over other forms of identity steadily declined; 2) during the 
1994-2004 post-Soviet identity importance rapidly declined 
(although a group of ethnic Russians and Russian-Ukrainian 
living in southern and eastern Ukraine, a post-Soviet identity 
continues to hold a very high position, although not dominant); 
3) ethnic identity in all groups gradually increased (most active 
growth was noted in Russian, Ukrainian, Crimean Tatars, Jews); 
4) religious identity began to grow rapidly in the second half 
of 2001 (after the visit of John Paul II to Ukraine), and from 
2004-2005, the respondents are increasingly using identytets 
"Christian" and "Christian"; 5) universal (planetary) identity 
over the years did not change;

6) European identity initially occupied last position, but 
from 1998-1999, its importance began to grow (especially in 
the group of ethnic Ukrainian, Poles, Hungarians, Slovaks, 
Romanians, Crimean Tatars); 7) the fastest growing European 
identity in urban residents; 8) the national (or civil-political) 
identity was preserved during 1991-1993 in all groups, but 
from 1994-1995 it began to plummet in the group of ethnic 
Russians, Belarusians, Jews; gradual increase in this type 
of group identity ethnic Ukrainian and some minority groups 
and indigenous peoples (especially in the group of ethnic 
Poles and Crimean Tatars) observed in 1997-1999, and 
during 2004-2008, this form of identity begins to increase in 
all groups; 9) national prestige (or civil and political) identity 
is growing more slowly in the East and South of Ukraine, 
unlike the North, Centre and West of Ukraine; 10) the most 
signifi cant transformations experienced ethnic and national 
(or civil-political) identity, but the gap between these forms of 
identity in the East and South are much greater than in the 
West and Central Ukraine; 11) to 2010, the ethnic Ukrainian in 
the South and East of Ukraine was increasing European and 
national identity (in 2010 – 2011 years the growth stopped); 
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12) in the ethnic Ukrainian Armenians, Belarusians and 
Moldovans living in the East and South of Ukraine, more 
pronounced nostalgic sentiments towards the Soviet Union, 
but these same groups living in the North, Centre and West of 
Ukraine, in the fi rst place there is the desire feel Europeans; 
13) during 2004-2008 is stabilized empirical indicators of 
ethnic identity as a group of ethnic Ukrainian and a group 
of national minorities; 14) in a group of national minorities in 
2006-2007 increased importance of regional identity (With 
proper regional policy, this type of identity could be a basic 
foundation for strengthening the nationwide identity, as in all 
developed countries regional identity of citizens is regarded 
as sub-national); 15) a high level of national identity in 1991 
were 26 % in 2001 – 25 % and in 2011 – only 21 %, the low 
level of national identity in 1991 were 18 % in 2001 – 27 % and 
in 2011 – 39 %, indicating a complete lack of relevant policy 
of national identity in Ukraine; 16) National and European 
identity achieved a high level of development in 2004-2005 
(in 2005, the high level of national identity were 28%, while 
the low level of national identity was characterized only 22% 
of respondents in the same year high European identity were 
37% and low – 18%); 17) has been a tendency to increase 
the performance of European identity as a group of ethnic 
Ukrainian and a group of national minorities to the European 
identity in 2011 did not lose its signifi cance for the citizens of 
Ukraine, therefore, request Europeanness is quite powerful 
in Ukrainian society.

Past Our theoretical and empirical studies have shown 
that the identity matrix of two groups of respondents differ 
signifi cantly: for members of group "B" (respondents from 
developed European and high national identity) is characterized 
by a more constructive hierarchy of senses of life and 
higher levels of patriotism than for members of the group 
"N"(respondents with low European and national identity). The 
representatives of the "B" and Group "N" identifi ed four types 
of ethnic identity (typologically Berry [15]): a) mono-ethnic 
identity with their own ethnic group (respectively – 71 % and 
24 %); b) changed identity that was formed on the basis of 
self-identifi cation with another ethnic group (respectively – 5 % 
and 36 %); c) bi-ethnical identity (19 % and 6 %); d) marginal 
ethnic identity (5 % and 34 %) when the alien ethnic group 
regarded as having a higher economic and social status 
than their own (this phenomenon is due to the desire of the 
individual to integrate into the dominant group and thus obtain 
a positive social status) [2, 3, 4].

It was found that the semantic fi eld of national and European 
identity respondents with high and low levels of these forms 
of identity differs signifi cantly: for members of group "B" 
(which mostly consists of people with mono and bi-ethnical 
identity) is characterized by the dominance of existential and 
self-realizations meanings, and to representatives of the "N" 
(which mostly consists of people with marginal and altered 
ethnic identity) is characterized by the dominance of hedonic 
and status meanings. It was found also that the number of 
respondents who watch mostly Russian TV channels differ 
signifi cantly in the two groups: in group "B" such persons 
only 8%, while in the group "N" of such persons – 72%. So 
destructive informational pressure from the Russian Federation 
affects primarily individuals with marginal and ethnic identity 
altered, preventing the full formation of the European and 
national identity of citizens of Ukraine.

Thus, for the full development of national and European 
identity of citizens of Ukraine to protect the Ukrainian 
information space, to provide information and psychological 
security of Ukrainian people, to raise to a higher level of political 
culture of the population of Ukraine; overcome social and 
psychological stereotypes utopian and totalitarian origins and 
national inferiority complex, expand the base of democratic 
forces, reach a state of irreversible state processes and 
stabilization of the political and socio-economic life, bring to 
a logical end unfi nished process of the Ukrainian nation as 
a single socio-political body (in contrast enhancing regional 
segmentation of the country); educate nationally conscious 
citizens and spiritually consolidate citizens of Ukraine based on 
European ideals, core values   and the Ukrainian national idea.

Today, in connection with the "cultural turn" in social 
sciences and humanities, which wrote J. Asman, F. Van 
Ostrom et al. Should talk about identity politics as a complex, 
interdisciplinary problem. Therefore, the development of 
national and European Cultural Canon (in the Netherlands, of 
Denmark, Latvia and other European countries), which could 
become the basis for coordinated and balanced development 
of national and European identity of citizens of many countries, 
is an example of constructive use of integrative potential of 
modern science.
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