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Last quarter of a century of Ukraine’s development as an independent country proves rather popular statement among political scientists that “culture matters”. More than  that: culture defines a lot, being an important factor in social and political transformation and in maintaining the integrity of society. If so, culture deserves considerable effort (in my opinion, much larger than it was before) for its study and the utilization of research results in public life and politics.

This presentation is aimed at highlighting the contribution of the present-day Ukrainian researchers into the study of societal culture and value system as a kind of a facilitative factor or, on the contrary, as an obstacle on the way to successful transformation of political and economic order and to national integration and security. The attention will be also paid to the studies of regional cultural differences in the context of current regional split and war in Donbas. The shift from general speculations about Ukrainian cultural tradition and typical features of mentality to the attempts of quantitative value system measurement and analysis will be reviewed.

Let's start with the definition of a culture in the formulation most appropriate for the purposes of this paper. The most widely, culture is a universal or national heritage; in a narrower sense this term designates a set of values and behavior patterns peculiar for a certain community. According to Heert Hofstede, whose methodology of cultural study is becoming more and more popular in Ukraine, “culture consists of the unwritten rules of the social game. It is the collective programming of the mind that distinguishes the members of one group or category of people from others”
. Hofstede and his co-authors stress that culture is different from human nature (presumably, universal) and personality, which appears as a result of fusion (or blending) of human nature and learning. “Culture is learned, not innate. It derives from one’s social environment rather than from one’s genes”
 
. As such, culture could be measured by different methodologies used in social sciences, predominantly, by means of broad transnational and/or interregional sociological surveys. As a phenomenon, created by the people, culture may be influenced and changed (though slowly) by means of the whole system of socialization, including informational, educational, and cultural policy.   

The value based approach to culture is rather new for most of the post-soviet states (only Baltic states, probably, excluded). For Ukraine it opens new perspectives for the analysis of its own way of transition to democracy and market economy and its successes and failures in the state building. It helps to resolve theoretically at least two big issues of Ukraine’s further development: the issue of people’s readiness to reforms and the issue of national integrity in its close connection with national security and state survival problems. In both senses we have to look at culture through the prism of sets of values.

Recent political incentives for cultural studies in Ukraine. Throughout the 1990s  – the years of economic collapse and social passivity –  Ukrainians were usually ascribed such cultural features as a) excessive patience to economic and social hardship; b) passivity and lack of civic consciousness. This was made simply on the basis of certain historical and philosophical reasoning. Referring to history, social scientists  in Ukraine claimed that Ukrainians are predominantly individualistic, opportunistic and inclined to the anarchy. They used to live on a "none of my business" principle (“moya khata skrayu”) and usually had inclination to adapt to, rather than to change the condition of their life. These national traits (alongside with the political domination of the former communist nomenclature on political arena) were considered as major obstacles to successful economic and political transformation
 
. 

Orange Revolution of 2004 rejected these clichés and pushed the discourse about the "appearance" of civil society. Some analysts have shown and some – denied   its rapid development. There remained lots of skeptics who did not believe in the possibility of civil society success. But Revolution of Dignity (Euromaidan) of 2013-14 has ultimately convinced those, who previously had doubts, that civil society in Ukraine was active and vigorous. It challenged previous interpretations of  Ukrainians’ culture and mentality.

Many analysts in Ukraine and abroad were surprised that Ukrainians rebelled not when their social condition was the worst, but when they were humiliated and deceived. They stood on Maidan not for the extra slice of bread, but for their right to participate in the political process and to determine the direction of social development and the civilizational choice of the country. Socially and politically both events had some signs of post-modern epoch. The Orange Revolution demonstrated that Ukrainian nation, without going through the full phase of modernization, has a willingness and ability to use postmodern forms of collective behavior and civil action. Euromaidan confirmed this aptitude. I mean the use of tents as a means of protests and pressure (a kind of “occupy” movement); refusal of hierarchy and building network structures, using artistic methods of expression, the style of carnival revolution on the whole. So, we can talk not only about the modernization of life, but about Ukrainians’ ability to fit into the postmodern world and the post-industrial era. Later we’ll see how these assumptions are being partially proved by sociology.

At the same time, there was a notable difference in political culture and behavior of the people during those two revolutions. While in 2004 rebels basically hoped for leader(s), in 2013-14 they relied on themselves. Participants of Euromaidan believed in their own ability to force the leaders to act in accordance with their will and  to follow the people’s agenda, established during Maidan. 

The Revolution of Dignity (Euromaidan) has puzzled not only Europeans, but many Ukrainian analysts. They did not expect that Ukrainians could be able to perform a new revolution: both because they looked deeply disillusioned with the results of the Orange Revolution, and because Yanukovych’s regime was apparently hard and cruel, while Ukrainians – according to that stereotyped image – were mild and opportunistic in their mentality, inclined to avoid confrontation. In fact, they have proven that they can be steadfast and immovable during a peaceful protest and fearless, ready to fight for life and death, when it came to an armed conflict with the regime. We cannot say that everything went according to the people’s expectations later, but general situation in the country (including European orientation, democracy, beginning of economic, anticorruption and other reforms) became  much better than before – with the exception of the war in the eastern part of Ukraine. 

The war was a surprise for everybody too; the ugly, bloody surprise. Everybody understands that there won’t be so severe military actions without  direct and indirect intervention of Russia. But at the same time, during Euromaidan we observed specific kind of activity, to which those people from Donbas, who participated in the so-called Antimaidan (what is the same, as to say “in counter-revolutionary action”) were inclined. It differed greatly from activity of residents of Kyiv, Lviv or other cities of central and western part of the country. It was non-free, directed from above behavior of dependent people of patron-clientele model. The war revealed and intensified the problem of regional cultural peculiarities in Ukraine, on the one hand, and the problem of differences in political culture and political values between Ukrainian and Russian citizens, on the other. 

Did Ukrainian researchers study these issues seriously? How it happened, eventually, that we have overlooked the destructive potential of regional discrepancies?

Issues and directions in the study of regional cultural dissimilarity in Ukraine.  Bypassing the research works based simply on speculative assumptions about the peculiarities of societal and regional culture in Ukraine, we may state that cultural studies in Ukraine have gone from using the concept of Almond and Verba political culture theory to the application of the methodology of value studies, developed by Donald Inglehart, Heert Hofstede and S.H.Schwartz (which I won’t touch in this paper). 
As Paul D’Anieri rightly notes, questions of identity politics and regionalism have been at the center of academic discussions in Ukraine for decades
. Since the presidential election in 1994 when, in the second round, the map of voting for Leonid Kravchuk and Leonid Kuchma almost completely coincided with the spread of Ukrainian and Russian speaking population, many political scientists in Ukraine and abroad began to use the metaphor of "two Ukraines" (Dominique Arel, Mykola Riabchuk were the first in the line). Among other things, the popularity of the idea was stipulated by the fact that Samuel Huntington mentioned Ukraine in his famous book "The Clash of Civilizations" as a divided country with two different cultures: Western (Catholic-Protestant) and Eastern (Byzantine-Orthodox)
. According to him, the fault line between 2 civilizations runs by Dnipro (though it is not so, as many sociologists proved many times on different material later). 

The view about "two Ukraines" remained highly controversial, because one could not designate any clear dividing line between East and West. "Ukrainian Ukraine" of the West and the Center smoothly wedged into the pro-Russian, sovietized territory with mixed identity, and the large central areas occupied an intermediate position, smoothing the opposite visions and positions. At the beginning of XXI century I was engaged in the study of ethno-cultural and regional distinctions, in sum of which me and colleagues came to conclusion that for precise research results Ukraine must be divided not in 2, nor even in 4 or 5 but in 9-11 regions. (Different options of regional differentiation see A. Kolodii, 2006)
. (Supplement 1a) 
This division, of course, is not convenient to use. So, sociologists usually use a scheme of Ukraine separation in 4-5 regions. For some purposes it is acceptable, and for some not. For example, adding Crimea to mainland areas of Ukraine’s south distorted characteristics of both greatly. In fact, the task of the researcher who wants to get a real picture of the cultural or other differences, is not to cover large volumes, but to identify the enclaves, which have a concentration of certain specific features. As it, perhaps, was in those areas of Donbas, which currently are in the state of warfare with their own country.

Like many others, the director of the Center for Social and Political Studies "SOCIS" Natalia Pohorila categorically denied the idea of dichotomous division of Ukraine. She claimed that there are no homogenous regions of  East and West. This picture does not reflect the features of cultural and political center of Ukraine, which, in this case, covers the whole array of areas between the two extreme poles. It provides no information about border mobility of political cultures and political loyalties. It ignores the full range of socio-economic, geographic, ethnic, linguistic, cultural and other differences among the many smaller historically and geographically defined parts of Ukraine. Besides, such opposition, according to Pogorila, "mostly ends in disputes about who is better, more progressive, more democratic – East or West", to imposing on "politically loyal to Ukrainian state Russian-speaking Russian-Ukrainians and Russians in eastern Ukraine," Ukrainian ethno-linguistic dominant identity which is unacceptable to them, and thus - to increased confrontation
. [9] 

Trying to prevent aggravation of relations between East and West she turned to the theoretical tools that were much misleading in that particular context. It was the conception of civic culture by G.Almond and S.Verba, especially, their idea of civic competence.  Relying on the work of American theorists, N.Pohorila used such indicators of political culture as political participation, political competence, trust and satisfaction with the state of things. There was no big gap between East and West of Ukraine concerning these indicators. Differences were about other things: political values and political (now we say – civilizational) orientations on the international scene. But ideological orientation, wrote N. Pohorila, it's not a figure to be taken into account, when determining the type of political culture. (Argumentation of N.Pohorila was taken here just as an example of widely used approaches
). 

The omission of values was, in my view, one of the most serious defects of regional diversity studies which concentrated mostly on self-identification (all are Ukrainians? that’s good! People from Donbas regard themselves, first of all, residents of Donbas? not so bad, they secondly are Ukrainians…) In order not to provoke the interregional quarrel, social scientists did not touch  sensitive questions of values, especially political. Most analysts have called neither to politicize nor ideologize the issue of regional cultural diversity, providing, instead, scientific impartiality, which allegedly required the recognition that all value determined positions are equally good. The perspective when some of them may threaten territorial integrity and national security seemed unlikely. There were some exclusions
, but most researchers insisted that we should not: 1) humiliate eastern usually russian-speaking people revealing their less democratic and less patriotic positions; 2) touch very sensitive issues of value systems because it won’t be an objective scientific approach. 

It may be agreed that clear-cut division with its further transformation into a split would not be possible without the decisive influence of external forces (Mykola Riabchuk is right that without Russia nothing would happen
). But now, as then, the facts of military and political life of Ukraine, as well as new opinion polls show that we have neither "two Ukraines", nor even such thing as a culturally homogenous South-East, within which Putin and his emissaries in Ukraine were going to create the “New Russia” (“Novorossia”). Political consciousness and behavior of most citizens of Kharkiv, Dnipropetrovsk, Southern regions (Zaporizhia, Mykolaiv, Kherson, Odessa) are very different from the minds and behavior of residents of Donbas
. The dividing line between those who are loyal to Ukrainian state and those who supports (passively or actively) separatists, is not the Dnipro, and less so river Zbruch; it runs within the most eastern region of the country – Donbas. “There is no split in Ukraine as a whole, – claims known political analyst Vladimir Fesenko. – There is a split in Donbass – inside Donbass and among the parts of its Russian-speaking population"
. (Supplement 1b) 
Ideas of separatism are unpopular in Ukraine as a whole. According to a nationwide survey of Ukraine’s population in March 2014, the idea of separating their region (oblast or rayon) from Ukraine and joining to another country was supported by 8% respondents on an average in Ukraine, varying from 18% in Donbas to 0.5% - in the Western region
. This is a basis for cautious political optimism but not for analytical laziness.
Mykola Ryabchuk semi-optimistically states: “Almost all of its citizens identify themselves with Ukraine. Another thing, that some of them put this identity at the first place, as the main one, but others – on the second or third, after the local-regional identity. In fact, only in recent years self-identification with Ukraine became a priority for most citizens, although in many regions local identity continue to prevail. The main problem, however, lays not in this point, – he says; – it consists in very different, often – fully opposite and incompatible ideas about what Ukraine is, what was her past and what should be the future, who is "other" for us and who – the main "ours" (italics mine – A.K.)
. This fact of some polar visions we should not miss again, I think.
The strength of potential threats to Ukraine’s territorial integrity hasn’t been recognized fully because, as it was mentioned, there is no clear and transparent default line between regions. But Ukraine always was (according to general recognition) a polarized country with two poles – two centers of gravity: Lviv and Donetsk, Galicia and Donbas. In my opinion, during two previous decades standard tug of war proceeded among them under the cover of common Ukrainian identity
: who will tighten other side on their own side and win, he will acquire the control over the whole Ukraine. Whose perception of Ukraine will prevail, that  party will direct the future country’s development. The behavior of Yanukovych and his Party of Regions is a good illustration for this assertion. Such opposition could not end, and it ended in the separation of two sides during the revolution, the main issue of which was civilizational choice. Revolutions arise from profound civilizational divergences, and not from differences of the type: “we are all Ukrainians but a bit dissimilar”. The distiction that led to split into Maidan and Antimaidan and then to warfare in the eastern part of the country turned out to be fundamental. And attempts of liberal analysts to smooth sharp edges, camouflage and obscure contradictions, to recognize oligarchic clientele, counterrevolutionaries as equal compatriots – in  order not to aggravate the interregional relations, did not help to prevent the conversion of a certain part of them into open traitors. 

So, one may conclude that though Ukrainian scholars paid enough attention to the issues of the so called “2 Ukraines” conception, to interregional differences and identity, though they have "good intentions" and academic (depoliticized) caution, the depth of their “digging” was not sufficient, exactly because of that good intention not to aggravate the situation. The main point was that the researchers (intentionally or not) held to discuss the differences in value systems, their nature and depth, ending almost each discussion with the words: everything will be all right, since everybody in Ukraine calls herself a Ukrainian. By this reason our scholars almost missed the point of the time when two societal cultures appeared in Ukraine, albeit very asymmetrically distributed throughout the state territory
.

Value-dimensional approaches of the last decade. So, as we have seen in previous part of this paper, there is no split into two parts of Ukraine, but there are stubborn differences in societal culture between and within regions, predominantly of political nature. They demand more careful study, without the fear of provoking some undesirable trends or movements and with a broad use of value-oriented approaches. What is done recently in this field? I’ll start with the work of Victoria Sereda, whom I’ve mentioned above.
At present, there is a rather mighty trend of the study of historical memory as a factor of national identification and cultural diversity in Ukraine. For example, Victoria Sereda, who is a sociologist, in her numerous articles considers historical past as an important factor of the cohesion/disintegration of the Ukrainians. She substantiates a new concept of “historical identity” and proposes methodology of its measurement. She states that “data collected for the sociological survey “Lviv-Donetsk: sociological analysis of group identities and hierarchies of social loyalties” proves close “correlation between historical identity factors and respondents’ vision of future development of Ukraine”. According to her view, “Lviv and Donetsk still have different and almost mutually exclusive visions of national history. The notions of the common past or common national identity as well as people’s political orientations (like vision of Ukraine’s integrity and its future), still differ greatly in both regions. Although some slight tendency to reconciliation of both regions’ historical and national identities can be observed”
 (italics mine – A.K).

In her recent study of changes in Ukrainian identification space after the Revolutionary events of 2013-14 followed by the war, Sereda shows, that in spite of some publicists’ judgements, no “radicalization at the grassroots level in Ukraine” has occurred and “no dramatic shifts in importance attributed by Ukrainian citizens to their local, regional, professional, class, age, gender or national identities” happened. At the same time, “The Euromaidan effect on Ukrainians’ attitudes towards history is that for the first time Ukraine has heroes and historical events commonly accepted in all regions, creating key markers for historical identity that are shared by all inhabitants”
 (italics mine – A.K). (Supplement 2) .
Now, let me consider some of the research conducted in Ukraine that use very powerful techniques of value cross-national surveys by Donald Inglehart and Geert Hofstede, which I see as the most perspective. In this case, two well known scholars headed  seemingly different, but ultimately made for one purpose, long-lasting worldwide projects. The first one is WVS (World Values ​​Survey)
, conducted under the leadership of Professor Ronald Inglehart from Chicago University. The second is GLOBE (Global Leadership and Organizational Behavior Effectiveness) – the study of societal cultures in countries and regions of the world, based on the methodology, designed by Dutch scholar Geert Hofstede
. The first project started with the intention to find out the relationship between the economic, political and cultural changes, and the second – to get knowledge about cross-cultural differences for the sake of improving management in multinational companies. But the significance of both went far beyond the originally defined objectives. Apart of the methodology which is so important for scientific progress in cultural surveys, they gave governments, experts, academics, journalists knowledge about the nature of cultural diversity and thereby contributed to finding ways to better understanding between peoples.
The basis of Inglehart’s methodology consists of the two sets of values ​​and their relationship to the level of economic and political development. The first set – traditional values ​​as opposed to secular, the second set – values of survival as opposed to self-expression values. Materialistic survival values and post-materialistic values ​​of self-expression are major characteristics of two epochs: modern and post-modern, as well as of two trends: modernization and post-modernization that are going at present in parallel in different countries. Due to materials of Inglehart's project political scientists and other social scholars received valuable empirical data and a good methodology for studying the processes of modernization and post-modernization, to determine the factors of democratization or authoritarization, to analyze the causes of war and revolutionary action, the role of religion, the impact of globalization, issues of national identity and culture, and many others
 
. (There were 6 waves of cross-national surveys and the 7th one is still on the way). 

This methodology in the last decade has been applied to the study of values in Ukraine and its regions. Much has been done within the project "National Dialogue",  experts of which continue to search ways to a peaceful solution in Donbas. Sociological materials of their numerous regional and national surveys can be found on-line
 and those who study regional differences in value systems may use them in their work. As far as sociological studies are concerned a great work is being done by Il’ko Kucheriv “Democratic initiatives” Fund and by one of the biggest Ukraine’s think-tank – Razumkov Center, especially within its project “The formation of common identity of Ukraine’s citizens”
.  
Jaroslav Hrytsak, a historian, who previously have organized a number of sociological surveys of identities in Lviv and Donets’k, now is engaged in the elaborating of an ambitious development strategy for Lviv and Ukraine as a whole by the two non-governmental think-tanks – the Univ group and Nester group. They have chosen WVS (World Values Survey) methodology for their investigation. Presenting the results, Jaroslav Hrycak notes that Ukraine – unlike neighboring Belarus and Russia – is moving to self-expression values, that are favorable for making reform. This trend was preserved in 2015, despite the war and economic crisis. “This survey helped to identify the groups/clusters of Ukrainian population with the strongest self-expression values. These are: residents of metropolitan cities (Lviv, Kyiv, Odesa, Dnipropetrovsk, Kharkiv); youth (18-35); people with higher education and the middle class”. According to Hrytsak’s view, this survey did not show significant differences between the Western and eastern parts of Ukraine in this trend to orientation on post-material values of self-expression. They have observed, however, such differences in the other set of values – traditional vs secular
. (Supplement 3) “Here we clearly see the effect of "two Ukraines": Western and Central (Ukrainian) Ukraine represents mainly traditional values, while in Southern and Eastern (Russian) Ukraine dominated secular values – with central Kiev taking a position in the middle. If you combine the two axes and try to segment main groups in Ukrainian society, then you get another rather unexpected result: the supporters of self-expression values ​​are much higher among people with traditional rather than secular values”
.
Similar findings are exposed in the article by Pivovarova N.P. and Hlyapatura B.M. They state that generally, at present stage of development Ukrainian society should be considered as a modern society with a splashes of postmodernism, but the proportion of people of mixed type was gradually increasing during 1996-2014 in Ukraine by the young generation
.
The study of values in Ukraine with the use of Inglehart's methodology “answers the questions of strategic nature - about Ukraine’s modernization capacity, and what to do in order to keep or even increase this capacity” (Y.Hrytsak).  Particularly, it shows that in general Ukraine’s population is ready not only to modernize but also to live in the postmodern world. To a certain degree it proves observations during two Ukraine’s revolutions when the most active part of citizens practiced some kind of postmodern behavioral patterns. At the same time, this survey ​​leaves unanswered many other issues, especially those that concern the roots of intergroup cultural differences or ethnic/regional divergences at meso- and micro- levels. 

For this purpose the methodological tools of Hofstede would fit much better than that of Inglehart. According to Hofstede the values are “broad tendencies to prefer certain states of affairs over others, largely unconscious”
.  There are five widely used dimensions of societal cultures elaborated by Geert Hofstede that give sufficiently detailed description of the value systems of different communities: individualism vs collectivism; power distance index; uncertainty avoidance index; masculinity vs feminity; short-term vs long-term orientation for the future. Two other dimensions have been added recently and are in use only in some works: indulgence vs restrictions and monumentalism. Internationally, they have been used for a number of large-scale cross-cultural studies that were conducted in the interests of leaders and top-managers of large transnational companies, who were trying to adapt themselves to the specific cultural conditions and to manage effectively. But such definition of culture as a collective mental programming
 that determines the value systems of peoples, as well as methodology of their measurement are of no less importance for political analysts and practical politicians. Comparison of the values and their specific combination in different national, territorial or ethnic communities makes it possible to draw conclusions about propensity of those communities to authoritarianism or democracy, revolutionary or evolutionary development, their ability to unite and reach a compromise, set rules and establish a legal order, to have inclinations to anarchism or, on the contrary, their ability and willingness to tolerate despots. 

Ultimately, such studies help to reveal behavioral differences, rooted on a deep mental level and may be useful for those, who tries to strengthen national unity trough accommodation of different cultures. Knowledge about value dimensions is capable to improve intercultural communication and to make easier the formulation of public policy, concerning groups and communities with those inherent differences. “The purpose of the book, – says Hofstede – is to help to cope with differences in thinking, feelings and actions of people around the globe. It shows that although the diversity in people's minds is huge, there is a structure of this variety, which can serve as a basis for mutual understanding”
.
Major projects, based on G. Hofstede methods, were business-oriented and has showed, how the basic differences between societal cultures were reflected in corporate (organizational) culture and relationships in the team. But for future projects of political scientists (appearance of which I anticipate) knowledge about differences in value systems will be important as such and in their connection to life orientations, political choices and civic behavior of people that belong to different cultural communities. Hofstede methods of value studies deserve broader use by political scientists dealing with ethnic, national and state political identity in the modern world (though they need careful adaptation to these spheres and that is a rather complicated task). 

Present-day research in Ukraine that was made with the use of Hofstede methods (I don’t say: based on) belong to the field of economics, management, public administration, rarely – sociology, but I don’t know works of political scientists, using these perspective research tools. The data used by the analysts are usually collected bit by bit from heterogeneous sources or papers of other authors (sometimes using indirect, double or triple citing) and therefore their conclusions are contradictory and not very reliable in terms of their future use. The table 2 shows big divergences in the value dimensions indexes for Ukraine (See the Supplement 4a). The most objectionable there are the high indexes of power distances and low individualism. 

Starting this paper I had in mind to investigate reasons of such deep discrepancies in numbers and judgments. But later I realized that this problem defies solution because there are too many problems in Ukraine with the applying of Hofstede’s methodology. It looks likely, that difference in estimates have appeared due to insufficient mastering of Hofstede research techniques by Ukrainian scholars and absence of big projects that included Ukraine and its regions, on one side, and neighboring countries, on the other. By the old tradition, some Ukrainian scholars are still dependent on the conclusions of Russian research (as in the case of presribing high indexes to power distance, which, in fact, should be quite different in the two countries). 

In spite of the difficulties in comparing research results, more or less consistent and credible data, providing national and local indicators of societal culture, may be found in Pylypenko and Lytvynenko paper (2012; see Supplement 4b), in original surveys with quite reasonable interpretation of the results by Shestakovskyi (2014, Supplement 4c), in the Pushkar’s work, which is based on added and adapted data from other research work.

Citing data from other authors
, Pylypenko and Lytvynenko state that "Ukraine is more focused on liberal model of development than its East Slavic neighbors, because she  inherently has strongly expressed individualism and significantly lower power distance"
. The results of their own survey, based on the Hofstede methodology VSM-08, according to the co-authors, have shown that Ukraine has both low power distance (22.79) and low individualism (31.49)
. (The regional differences revealed by this survey are presented in Supplement 4b).
  Victor Pushkar makes comparisons of the basic cultural characteristics of three neighboring Slavic countries (Ukraine, Russia, Belarus), taken from research of the Western scholars
. 

It looks like this: 
· individualism: Ukraine – 51 (Russia – 31, Belarus – 58);

· power distance:  Ukraine 23 (Russia – 43, Belarus – 44); 
· uncertainty avoidance: Ukraine – 57 (Russia – 103, Belarus – 100);

· masculinity: Ukraine – 13 (Russia –  5, Belarus – 3); 
· long-term orientation – Ukraine 56 (Russia –24, Belarus – 22). 
He also submits figures for the same indicators of Ukraine and three Western countries: Ireland, Norway and Switzerland: 

· individualism: Ukraine – 51 (Ireland – 65, Norway – 63, Switzerland – 64);  

· power distance: Ukraine – 23 (Ireland – 21, Norway – 25, Switzerland – 29); 

· uncertainty avoidance: Ukraine – 57 (Ireland – 30, Norway – 45, Switzerland – 65); 

· masculinity: Ukraine – 13 (6 – Ireland, 65 – Norway, 65 – Switzerland). 

General conclusion of the author is that Ukraine’s society is moderately individualistic, moderately tolerant to uncertainty and largely prone to anarchy. “The distance of power in Ukraine may be defined as below the average, moderately low”. According to Pushkar, in-depth analysis of qualitative data (focus groups, expert interviews) allowed to further assume that “domestic society as a whole is able to function in situations of high uncertainty (policy changes, legislation, government crises, etc.)... But its typical, normative attitude to situations of uncertainty is rather negative”
.
Olexiy Shestakovskyi has made publications about the specific features of mentality of Euromaidan participants in December 2013 (it is based on the use of Schwartz method)
 and about the regional and national features of Ukrainian mentality (based on the use of the latest Hofstede research techniques)
. His findings confirm the presence of significant differences between regions, though regionalization was made on a very broad basis and, as it was mentioned above, may obscure  some important details. Shestakovskyi concludes that:

 “There are real regional differences in Ukraine concerning fundamental cultural dimension, which are much like the difference between Ukrainians and Russians. (Note, that only the data on the Russians of Ukraine was available; it is possible that they are different from those living in Russia). Ukrainians of conventional western part of the country differs from Ukrainians of the conventional east and from Russians by less willing to take a large power distance,  greater tolerance for uncertain situations, and somewhat higher masculinity index (See: Supplement 4c). The short-term orientation is more characteristic for Ukrainians of the west than for Russians, while Ukrainians of the east occupy an intermediate position. Meanwhile, Ukrainians both of the east and west are less likely to restrict themselves in meeting pleasures of life. No statistically significant differences were found  concerning individualism”
. (all italics mine – A.K.)
From the political point of view the attitude to the government (authorities, state power) is  very important. It is measured by the distance of power dimension, on which depends the citizens’ willingness to resist attempts of usurping power, to demand justice and legal order. The desire of the people to deal with the authorities, their claim to participate in governance is an undeniable testament of the small power distance.  Conversely, the culture with the large distance of  power has the effect of “subject  behavior” when the average citizen believes that the normal state of things is inequality in the distribution of power. Thus she/he is inclined to respect authority, regardless of specific characteristics of individuals in power. We may easy – without any measurements – guess to what type of societal culture, according to this parameter, belong Ukrainians, and to what – Russians.  But our researchers think otherwise; rather – they think differently: some think there is a large power distance in Ukraine, but others – quite the opposite (Supplement 4a).
The second important parameter is collectivism / individualism dimension. Statements of historians and social scientists who have tried to estimate Ukrainian societal culture from this angle are contradictory. Adoption of fundamental individualism of a Ukrainian as a proprietor and a master (as opposed to Russians membership in communes) contradict to some research of community life in ancient and modern times in Ukraine, as well as to logical and historical arguments about the differences between Ukrainian and Western European mentality in this aspect. So, one can assume that it’s better to avoid extremes and to talk about the types and measure of individualism and collectivism as a feature of Ukrainian mentality, relying on a system of indicators carefully worked out for various types of both.
There is another important parameter in terms of the establishment of the rule of law: the desire to avoid uncertainty, which, in my opinion, may result in a completely opposite types of political behavior, depending on how it combines with other features of societal culture. This feature may manifest itself either in the attempts to settle all problems legally and so to improve the certainty and predictability of social development (an example – Germans), or, alternatively, to rely on the "genius" leader / king / sultan, who will bring order (an example – Russians and many other eastern nations for which despotic regimes are admissible: they also provide social stability, though by different means. 

Conclusion.
In sum, two Ukrainian revolutions (2004 and 2013-14) and the war in the eastern part of the country (2014-15) have induced Ukrainian social scientists to intensify cultural studies and update their theoretical basis. They moved from using the concept of G. Almond’s theory of political culture to the application of the methodology of cross-national value studies, developed by R. Inglehart, and then turned to S.H.Schwartz’ and G. Hofstede’s cultural theories and research tools.

Especially perspective, in my view, are the attempts to use Hofstede’s methodology for measuring inter-regional differences in culture and civic behavior in Ukraine. The efforts to make quantitative evaluation of power distance play, in this context, the principal role. This dimension of societal culture shows the measure of citizens’ readiness to resist government attempts to usurp power and their ability to install legal, democratic order. Other important traits are collectivism/individualism, willingness of the people to tolerate uncertainty, long-term or short-term orientation, on which the commitment to reform depends. The wider study of these and some other dimensions may contribute to better understanding of the existing divergence between the territorial units of the society, to outlining the factors of their cooperation or confrontation and to formulation the principles of public policy for the national integration and consolidation. 

Apart from approaches and methods of regional differences study, that have been analyzed above, there is such thing as people’s perception of the other regions residents. As the recent survey of Razumkov center shows, the differences of Ukrainians from east and west on this subjective level are rather significant. Sometimes they exceed the dissimilarity with the residents of foreign countries. And they remain really stubborn. That means than Ukraine remains (at least psychologically) to be a polarized country (See Supplement 5). As such it needs further cultural research and adequate ethnic, regional and cultural policy. 
� Whether genes could modify environmental impact or not, is a disputable question, because specialists in genetics periodically claim that ethnic differences are somehow connected with the human genome. According to Hofstede’s triangle, a cultivated “personality” looks like a sum of (universal) human nature and (specific) learning. But it is possible that human nature is not so universal and can merge differently with that specific learning depending on some genetic factor. Nevertheless, we abstract from these statements of biologists as not yet proven enough, and will take for granted that impact of environment, learning and education are decisive factors and that humans are cultivated beings.


� More thorough critic of her arguments may be found in: Kolodii Antonina. Ukrayins’kyi rehionalizm yak stan kul’turno-politychnoyi poliaryzovanosti // Ahora. Vypusk 3: Ukraina – rehional’nyi vymir. – Kyiv, 2006. – S. 71, 73, 82-83. 


� For example, sociologist Victoria Sereda, who makes research in the field of historical memory and identity, in 2007 wrote: “Notwithstanding all regional differences, the political unity of Ukraine will most likely be preserved due to the complex set of reasons that cannot be discussed in details here. The strong inner debate and discord may evoke, however, if the country would have to move decisively into European or Russian direction. The stubborn differences in historical and political opinions will remain then the main obstacle for elaborating and implementing clear and coherent domestic and foreign policy” [Italics mine. – A.K.]. (Sereda V. Regional Historical Identities and Memory // L’viv-Donets’k: sotsial’ni identychnosti v suchasniy Ukrayini. Ukrayina Moderna. Spetsial’nyy vypusk / Za red. YA.Hrytsaka, A.Portnova, V.Susaka. L’viv-Kyiv: Krytyka, 2007. – S. 160-209.). Prophetic words! But they were said in 2007, after the Orange revolution when identity studies became more value-oriented and more realistic.





� Tug of war – a contest, in which two teams pull at opposite ends of a rope until one drags the other over a central line.


� My thesis about two societal cultures that were slowly emerging in Ukraine (without any government or public intervention) was met with interest and understanding at the conference in Lviv in the early 2013. But it was already too late. (See.: Kolodii A. Sotsiyetalʹna kulʹtura yak chynnyk natsionalʹnoyi konsolidatsiyi // Konsolidatsiya ukrayinsʹkoho narodu: konstytutsiyno-pravovi aspekty. Zb. statey za mater. nauk.-prakt. konferentsiyi 28 lyutoho - 1 bereznya 2013 r. –Lʹviv, LNU im. Ivana Franka. – Lʹviv: Vyd-vo Lʹvivsʹkoho universytetu, 2013. – S.40-54.)


� Anyway, this survey looks much more reliable than his co-work with Bilous (ed. by Balakireva), in which almost all indicators may be put under question (see Supplement 4a)  – just because they contradict the behavior of Ukraine’s citizens. The most objectionable here are the high indexes of power distances and low individualism.
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