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This study examines political culture in Poland, Russia and Ukraine. The research
question is to what extend social-economic development of these nations as well as the
changing values of the population affect political views of the people. The data analy-
sis allows making the following conclusions. First, economic growth does not lead di-
rectly to formation of the democratic culture. Although the Russians, who experienced
the economic boom in the 2000s, express a high opinion of democracy, as far as the
specific parameters are concerned (approval of a strong political leader, subordination
to the rulers, free elections, civil rights, gender equality), their views are distant from
more democratic persuasions in Poland and Ukraine. Second, prominence of secular-
rational views does not imply acceptance of the democratic principles. The Poles, the
nation with a traditionally Catholic culture, demonstrate more democratic views than
the Russians, the society where the atheistic ideology dominated for seventy years.
Third, the contemporary culture of self-expression does, in fact, correlate with pre-
dominance of the democratic principles. Because freedom of choice implies absence
of excessive restrictions, any restraints imposed by the government are met with dis-
approval and resistance of the people, moving society step-by-step towards a more
democratic model. As our analysis indicates, the Poles have advanced on this path far-
ther than the Ukrainians and the Russians. To the extent to which economic conditions
in Russia and Ukraine improve, citizens of these countries would shift from the culture
of survival to the culture of self-expression and to the more democratic views.
Keywords: social-economic development; traditional values; secular-rational values;
survival values; self-expression values; political culture; democracy; authoritarianism;
individualization.

The state of democracy in any society depends on its political culture. If citi-
zens of a nation support democratic norms, this nation would stay on the path of
democracy but if a large part of the population is indifferent or hostile to these
norms, democracy would be unstable in such country. Of course, political culture
is not the only condition of democracy. The political institutions such as legal-
constitutional order, strong legislature, independent courts, free mass media, and
competitive elections also define the state of democracy. However, in absence of
a genuinely democratic political culture, functioning of such institutions would
have a merely decorative nature and the very notion of democracy would lose its
meaning.

From that standpoint, the political culture in the new democratic nations of the
Eastern Europe and the former USSR represents a particular interest for scholars.
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Until the end of 1980s, a communist ideology, which was inimical to democracy,
dominated these countries. In the last thirty years, the dramatic, revolutionary
changes swept these nations moving them towards freedom and liberty. To what
extent have the democratic values taken roots in these countries?

This article explores political values in three countries: Poland, Russia, and
Ukraine. According to the World Value Survey (WVS), two types of political cul-
ture dominate the region: a democratic culture in Poland (as well as other former
communist countries of the Eastern Europe) and an authoritarian culture in Russia
(as well as some other former republics of the USSR), with Ukraine located in
between these two poles [1]. Other estimates are consistent with this study. Ac-
cording to Index of Democracy compiled by “The Economist”, the contemporary
Poland is an incomplete democracy, Russia is an authoritarian regime, and
Ukraine is a hybrid regime [2]. As stated by the US non-governmental organiza-
tion Freedom House, Poland is a free country, Russia is an unfree country, and
Ukraine is a partially free country [3].

Although such assessments do not make much a surprise to the analysts and
the media commentators, from a standpoint of comparative studies of the political
development they do not seem as obvious or predictable. For more than fifty
years social scientists followed the thesis of a well-known political sociologist
Seymour Martin Lipset who claimed that social-economic development of a na-
tion is the main determinant of democracy [4]. This is a rather compelling cliam.
However, if we accept this thesis, the level of democracy in Poland and Russia
should be comparably high, whereas the contemporary Ukraine should be far
from democracy. Yet, the data indicate that this is not the case.

How can we account for such discrepancy? From a standpoint of American
political scientist Ronald Inglehart, economic factor does not have a direct and
immediate impact on political culture. It is certainly important, but only in the last
instance. In reality, other factors such as values and value orientations mediate the
impact of the economic development on political culture. According to Inglehart,
economic growth first improves quality of life, which transforms people’s values
in a direction of greater appreciation of freedom, which, in its turn, fosters com-
mitment to democracy [5,6,7].

This mechanism works in two ways (Diagram 1). On the one hand, a transition
of the society to the industrial economy and the urban lifestyle leads to the spread
of education. An educated and well-informed person usually holds a more inde-
pendent and critical view of society than an illiterate or semi-literate person who
accepts many things at face value. Correspondingly, as much as educational level
of the population improves, the grip of traditional beliefs, particularly religion,
weakens, whereas the role of a secular-rational worldview increases. For an edu-
cated person, there are no infallible authorities or absolute truths, so he or she is
more committed to the ideals of freedom and democracy.

On the other hand, economic development and improving living standards cre-
ate a condition of the so-called “existential security,” or a sense that one’s life,
health, and personal safety are not seriously threatened and that people have
enough means of livelihood and are protected under the rule of law. In such con-
ditions, citizens do not have to be preoccupied about their daily survival; they are
more concerned with their personal development and self-expression. As much as
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society moves from material values to the so-called post-material values, the role
of personal autonomy and self-determination increases and so does the demand
for democratic institutions and norms.

Diagram 1. A Model of Democratic Political Culture of Ronald Inglehart.
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The main objective of this study is to examine how the social-economic devel-
opment and current value orientations of people in Poland, Russia, and Ukraine
affect the political culture in these countries. To accomplish this objective I will
first briefly describe the political views of citizens of these countries. Second, I
will examine whether or not social-economic development of these countries af-
fects people political views. Third, I will explore the secular-rational values and if
these values foster democratic views in these countries. Fourth, I will analyze the
self-expression values and if they affect political culture. In the conclusion, I will
sum up the findings of this research. In my analysis I will use the data of the
World Value Survey, which is available online [1].

Democracy or Authoritarianism? Political Views in Poland, Russia, and
Ukraine.

As the data of the sixth wave of the World Value Survey (2010-2014) indi-
cates, citizens of the abovenamed East-European countries appreciate existence of
a democratic political system. Concretely, 73,9% respondents in Poland, 67,3% in
Russia, and 79,7% in Ukraine believe that is it good or fairly good to have a dem-
ocratic political system. The estimates of importance of democracy on a 10-point
scale are 8,70 in Poland, 7,43 in Russia, and 7,83 in Ukraine. That indicates that
citizens of these countries approve democratic institutions, at least at the verbal
level. However, even the general estimates show that respondents in Russia hold a
somewhat lower opinion of democracy than respondents in Poland and Ukraine.
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Table 1. The Political Views in Poland, Russia, and Ukraine
N Variable Values Poland Russia Ukraine
2010- 2010- 2010-
2014 2014 2014
1. | Having a democrat- | Very good 18,0 20,8 37,8
ic political system | Fairly good 55,9 46,5 41,9
Fairly bad 12,5 12,6 12,2
Very bad 2.4 4,6 4,9
2. | Importance of Mean (10-point 8,70 7,43 7,83
democracy scale)
3. | Having a strong Very good 2,7 26,0 29,2
political leader who | Fairly good 17,3 41,0 42,1
does not have to Bad 40,7 16,1 20,5
bother with parlia- | Very bad 31,7 5,4 8,2
ment or elections
4. | People obey their Mean (10-point 4,19 6,53 5,47
rulers scale)
5. | People choose their | Mean (10-point 8,73 8,28 8,43
leaders in free elec- | scale)
tions
6. | Civil rights protect | Mean (10-point 8,42 8,18 8,30
people’s liberty scale)
from state oppres-
sion
7. | Women have the Mean (10-point 8,85 8,37 8,44
same rights as men | scale)

The respondents’ answers to more specific questions confirm the general pat-
tern. Most respondents in Russia (67,0%) and Ukraine (71,3%) support having a
strong political leader, but that does not hold in Poland (20,0%). Needless to say,
such a high appraisal of a personality of the leader (but not of the institutions) is
antithetical to a genuine democracy. The assessment of a situation when people
obey their rulers is also characteristic: 4,19 in Poland, 6,53 in Russia, and 5,47 in
Ukraine. The importance of such characteristics of democracy as free elections
(Poland: 8,73; Russia: 8,28; Ukraine: 8,43), civil rights (Poland: 8,42; Russia:
8,18; Ukraine: 8,30), and gender equality (Poland: 8,85; Russia: 8,37; Ukraine:
8,44) reveal a robust pattern of a higher appraisal of the democratic norms in Po-
land, a somewhat lower estimate in Russia, and Ukraine placed in the middle.

Social-Economic Development and the Spread of Democracy

According to a classic version of democracy theory developed by S.M. Lipset,
the measure of democratization of a certain state hinges upon the level of its so-
cial-economic development: the higher the level of the social-economic develop-
ment, the more democratic political system [4]. Numerous studies of social scien-
tists have generally confirmed this thesis [8, 9, 10]. Yet, an analysis of the statisti-
cal data pertaining to Poland, Russia, and Ukraine suggests that a causal link be-
tween the economy and the politics may have a rather complex nature.
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In his article, Lipset used four parameters of social-economic development:
wealth of a nation, industrialization, urbanization, and education [4]. Let us exam-
ine these parameters of social-economic development of Poland, Russia, and
Ukraine from 2000 to 2015. According to the World Bank data, national wealth of
Poland and Russia, as measured by the gross national product per capita was
comparable, and from 2011 to 2014, i.e. exactly when the sixth round of the WVS
was conducted, its value among Russians was even higher than among the Poles.
The GDP per capita in Ukraine was considerably lower [11].

Diagram 1. Gross Domestic Product per Capita
in Current US Dollars
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The level of industrialization may be measured by the percentage of economi-
cally active population employed in agriculture: the lower this share, the higher is
the share of people employed in industry and services, and, correspondingly, the
level of social-economic development. According to this indicator, Russia is the
most industrially developed country, Poland goes next, and Ukraine is the last.

Comparison of educational attainment across three nations, as measured by the
World Value Survey (2010-2014) as a percentage of adult persons with college
education shows that such percentage was higher in Ukraine (28,3%), followed by
Russia (25,9%) and Poland (17,8%). As far as urbanization is concerned, meas-
ured as percentage of urban dwellers among the whole population, the numbers
for 2011 were the following: Russia (73,8%), Ukraine (68,9%), and Poland
(60,9%) [1].
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Diagram 3. Percentage of Employed in Agriculture
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Thus, across all four parameters of social-economic development Russia is at
the same level as Poland, if not higher. Ukraine is behind its neighbors, particular
as far as national wealth and industrialization are concerned, although it is also
obvious that Ukraine is an urbanized nation with highly educated population.
Now, if one accepts Lipset’s theory of democracy, the Russian citizens should
have as democratic value orientations as the citizens of Poland, being far ahead of
the citizens of Ukraine. In reality, as the WVS data indicate, this is not the case.
Such an apparent discrepancy shows that Lipset’s theory of democracy does not
provide a compelling explanation to the differences in political views across three
countries. In these nations, economy does not directly define political culture of
its citizens. Most likely, its impact is more indirect in nature.

Value Orientations: Traditional and Secular-Rational Values

According to a new version of modernization theory advanced by Ronald In-
glehart, the social-economic development does determine political views but its
effect is mediated by other factors. Before economy affects political views, Ingle-
hart argues, it transforms people’s value orientations [5, 6, 7]. One dimension of
value orientations involves traditional vs. secular-rational values. In a preindustri-
al, agrarian society, human well-being depended largely on the natural conditions.
Because the causes of natural phenomena were unknown, people explained these
phenomena by intervention of supernatural forces. The traditional beliefs and cus-
toms governed such societies. Correspondingly, the most important values includ-
ed religion, family, deference to authority, absolute moral standards, and con-
formity.

Advances in science and technology lead to erosion of traditional norms and
institutions. For an educated person there are no absolute norms and unshakable
moral authorities. All norms and institutions of society should be rational and ef-
fective. Correspondingly, a modern person is oriented towards such secular values
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as rational behavior, individual success, rejection of religion and absolute norms.
The growth of the educated middle class results, according to Inglehart, in spread
of the democratic views and modern political culture.

Nonetheless, the actual value orientations in Eastern Europe indicate that
things are as not as simple. If we assume that dominance of secular-rational val-
ues leads to forming democratic views, then the nation with the most democratic
views should be, without a doubt, Russia whereas the nation with the least demo-
cratic views should be Poland. If compared with Poles and Ukrainians, a greater
percentage of Russians has doubts in importance of religion. A proportion of non-
believers is also higher in Russia. Next, a percentage of Russians who believe that
family is important (85,5%) is somewhat lower than corresponding proportions in
Poland (92,1%) and Ukraine (92,0). Finally, a proportion of people who believe
that science and technology make our life healthier, easier, and more comfortable
is higher in Russia and Ukraine, than in Poland. Thus, we observe a seemingly
paradoxical phenomenon: a society with a more traditional culture (Poland) has
more democratic views than a society with a stronger legacy of the secular-
rational views (Russia). That means that predominance of the secular culture does
not make people’s views more democratic.

Table 2. Traditional and Secular-Rational Values in Poland, Russia, and

Ukraine.
N Variable Values Poland Russia Ukraine
2010- 2010- 2010-
2014 2014 2014
1. | Important in life: Very important 45,7 14,3 26,3
religion Rather important 33,9 27,5 34,5
Not very im- 15,1 30,5 26.5
portant 4.8 22,4 12,8
Not at all
important
2. | Do you believe in Yes 92,2 73,3 87,8
God? No 4,7 15,1 12,2
3. | Important in life: Very important 92,1 85,0 92,0
family Rather important 6,4 12,7 6,6
Not very im- 0,3 1,3 1,3
portant 0,3 0,5 0,1
Not at all
important
4. | Science and tech- Mean ( 10-point 7,63 7,77 7,78
nology are making | scale)
our lives healthier,
easier, and more
comfortable

Value Orientations: Survival and Self-Expression Values

Second dimension of values, per Inglehart, deals with a dilemma of survival
versus self-expression. The value orientations of survival include, in his opinion,
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material goods, personal safety, intolerance to dissent, distrust of other people, a
low regard of civil rights, and willingness to accept authoritarianism. The value
orientations of self-expression, on the contrary, include civil rights and liberties,
appreciation of opportunities to openly express one’s opinion and identity, trust of
others, a concern about natural environment, and support for gender equality.

As a rule, value orientations are formed in the childhood years reflecting the
conditions of one’s upbringing. For instance, if a person experienced a shortage of
material goods, in a later life material goods would represent a great value for
him. If a person did not experience shortage of material goods as a child, he or
she would take these goods for granted and would be concerned with other, non-
material values.

A shortage of material goods, particularly when such goods are allocated by
the state, reproduces dependence of a person upon the state, paternalistic mentali-
ty, rejection of non-conforming behavior and of non-traditional views. A strategy
of survival in a paradigm of welfare paternalism considers such views and pat-
terns of behavior as unacceptable. A high standard of living, particularly when
one’s earnings have nothing to do with state structures, on the contrary, is associ-
ated with high degree of autonomy and independence of thought and action. Any
violation of rights and liberties by the state is viewed by such person as inadmis-
sible intervention in his life. Thus, the value orientations of survival reproduce an
authoritarian political culture whereas value orientations of self-expression typi-
cally foster a democratic political culture.

An analysis of value orientations of self-expression in Poland, Russia and
Ukraine points to a higher measure of self-expression among the Poles than
among the Russians and the Ukrainians who are still oriented towards survival.
How do we know that? To begin with, an imperative of survival leaves a person
little free time because most of the time is spent for making one’s livelihood. For
self-expression, on the contrary, free time is a necessary condition. As Table 3
indicates, citizens of all three countries believed that it is important to have free
time. Yet, 85,5% of Poles believed that free time is very important or fairly im-
portant whereas only 74,6% of Russians and 80,5% of Ukrainians shared this
opinion. Next, the Poles enjoy a greater measure of freedom and control over their
lives (6,67 in 10-point scale) than Ukrainians (6,56) and Russians (5,95). Corre-
spondingly, Poles are more satisfied with their lives (7,09) than Russians (6,17)
and Ukrainians (5,90). When asked about qualities important for a child, a greater
proportion of Poles pointed to tolerance and respect to other people (82,6%) and
self-expression (41,0%) than analogous numbers of Russians (63,5% and 35,1%)
and Ukrainians (59,9%) and (32,3%). Only 23,5% of Poles choose material values
as a priority whereas 52,7% of Russians and 46,2% of Ukrainians prioritize such
values. The only finding that contradicted a general pattern was related to trust to
people. Only 22,2% of Poles believed that people should be trusted, which is low-
er than an equivalent proportion of Russians (27,8%) and Ukrainians (23,1%).
Perhaps, a greater mistrust to other people comes from that fact that Poles repre-
sent a homogeneous, traditional culture, which currently experiences a large in-
flux of migrants and refugees. Nonetheless, the general pattern is obvious: the
Poles are more oriented towards self-expression than the Russians and the Ukrain-
ians.
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Table 3. Value Orientations of Survival and Self-Expression in Poland, Russia,

and Ukraine
N Variable Values Poland Russia Ukraine
2010- 2010- 2010-
2014 2014 2014
1. | Important in life: | Very important 35,0 29,4 36,9
leisure time Rather important 50,5 452 43,6
Not very important 11,6 18,5 15,4
Not at all important 4,0 5,1 4.0
2. | How much free- | Mean (10-point 6,67 5,95 6,56
dom of choice scale)
and control over
own life
3. | Satisfaction with | Mean( 10-point 7,09 6,17 5,90
your life scale)
4. | Most people can | Most people can be 22,2 27,8 23,1
be trusted trusted 75,6 66,2 70,3
Need to be very
careful
5. | Important child Mentioned 82,6 63,5 59,0
qualities: toler- Not mentioned 17,4 36,2 41,0
ance and respect
for other people
6. | Important child Mentioned 41,0 32,1 323
qualities: self- Not mentioned 59,0 67,9 67,7
expression
7. | Post-materialist Material 23,5 52,7 46,2
index Mixed 64,5 41,8 50,1
(4 items) Postmaterialist 7,0 2,1 3,7
Conclusion

What are the main findings of this research? First, contrary to the original Lip-
set’s claim and consistently with a more recent Inglehart’s argument, economic
development does not lead directly to formation of the democratic political cul-
ture. If that was the case, the political views of the Russians would not have been
different from the views of the Poles. The reality is far from that. Whereas the
Russians express a generally high opinion of democracy (albeit not as high as the
Poles or the Ukrainians), as far as the more specific parameters are concerned
(approval of a strong political leader, subordination to the rulers, free elections,
civil rights, gender equality), the views of the Russians are still distant from a
democratic political culture.

Why did the economic growth in Russia in the 2000s fail to sustain democratic
political culture which began to form in the 1990s? The problem is that benefits
of Russia’s economic success, which resulted mainly from the high world prices
on the hydrocarbon fuel, became distributed unevenly among various strata of the
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Russian society. The Russia’s elite has benefitted from the windfall revenues
more than the rest of the society. Economic inequality in Russia as measured by
the Gini coefficient (Diagram 3) remained higher than in Poland and Ukraine. The
improvement in living standards of the 2000s was significant in the large cities
such as Moscow and St. Petersburg but not very visible in the middle-sized and
small towns and the rural areas. Thus, the economic growth of the first decade of
the century has had a relatively minor effect on the living standards and political
views of most Russians.

Diagram 4. Gini Coefficient
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Second, prominence of the secular-rational views does not necessarily imply
popularity of the democratic culture. As the WVS data indicates, the Poles, the
nation with a traditionally Catholic culture demonstrate more democratic views
than the Russians, the society, where the atheistic ideology dominated for about
seventy years. It seems that weaker moral-religious convictions result in lower
immunity to the authoritarian rule, whereas strong moral-religious convictions
allow distancing oneself from an unjust authority and provide fortitude to resist
tyranny. The independent status of the church, as the Polish experience shows,
may be conducive to forming an oppositional, democratic culture. Recently In-
glehart himself acknowledged that dominance of secular-rational views, charac-
teristic of the first phase of modernization associated with industrialization and
bureaucratization of society does not necessarily lead to genuine emancipation of
people. Rational-scientific views are perfectly compatible with ideology of au-
thoritarianism and totalitarianism. It is only second, postindustrial phase of eco-
nomic modernization, associated with growing predominance of the values of
self-expression, that lead to spread of the humanistic views, tolerance, and the
democratic culture [7].

Third, the contemporary culture of self-expression does, in fact, correlate with
predominance of the democratic principles. Once again, culture of self-expression
implies a relatively high level of social-economic development and living stand-
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ards. According to Inglehart and Welzel, whereas the industrial phase of moderni-
zation leads to secularization of the institutions of authority, the postindustrial
phase of modernization leads to emancipation from the institutions of authority
[7]. The traditional institutions such family and religious community lose their
grip over an increasingly autonomous individual.

According to German sociologists Ulrich Beck and Elisabeth Beck-
Gernsheim, the modern society is undergoing a profound transformation shifting
from preeminence of the “communities of need” (such as family or a religious
community) to the “elective affinities” (such as social networks) [12]. Because
freedom of choice implies absence of excessive restrictions and limitations, any
restraints imposed by the government, which tries to preserve its control over so-
ciety, are met with disapproval and resistance of the people, moving society step-
by-step towards a more democratic model. As our analysis indicates, the Poles
have advanced on this path farther than the Ukrainians and the Russians. To the
extent to which economic conditions in Russia and Ukraine improve, citizens of
these countries would shift from the culture of survival to the culture of self-
expression, and, correspondingly, to the more democratic views. If, on the contra-
ry, the social-economic situation in these countries deteriorates, people would be
preoccupied with the strategy of survival and stay aloof of the democratic views.
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JlaHHOe HcciaenoBaHUE pacCMaTPUBAET CTEMEHb 3PEJIOCTH MOJUTUYECKON KYIbTYPhl B
Tpex crpaHax: Ilosnbme, Poccun u Ha Ykpaune. IJaBHBII BOIIPOC UCCIIEAOBAHUSA — B
KaKoi Mepe ypOBEeHb COLMATbHO-d)KOHOMHUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUS OOIIECTBa, a TAKXKE Ipe-
obnanaroniye IeHHOCTHBIE OPUEHTAIIMH HACETICHHS BO3JICHCTBYIOT Ha MOJUTHUECKYIO
KyJbTYpY B OTHX CTpaHax? AHalu3 JaHHBIX MPUBOJUT K CIEAYIONIMM BbIBOAaM. Bo-
MIEPBEIX, COMUATFHO-?)KOHOMUYECKOE OJIaromorydre B TOW MM MHOH CTpaHE HE BEIET
ABTOMATHYECKH K (DOPMHUPOBAHHIO IEMOKPATHIECKOW KYIbTYpHl TpakmgaH. Ecim Obr
9TO OBIIO TaK, TO B3TJISLABI POCCHUSH B 3TOM OTHOIICHHWE Mauo OBl OTIMYAIUCH OT
B3TJAIOB TOJIIKOB. Ha merne ke, B TO BpeMsl KaK pPOCCHSHE BBIPaXArOT OOIIYIO TO3H-
THUBHYIO OICHKY JIEMOKPATHH, YTO KacaeTcsl e¢ KOHKPETHBIX MapaMeTpoB (OICHKH pPo-
JIU CWJIBHOTO JIHJIepa, MOAUYMHEHUSI PYKOBOAUTENSAM, CBOOOJIHBIX BHIOOPOB, TpaskIaH-
CKHX MpaB, TEHIEPHOT'0 PAaBHOMPABUSI) B3TJISIIBI POCCHSIH BCE ellle AaJIeKu OT IEMOKpa-
TUYECKUX HJIeanoB. BO-BTOPBIX, PaCIPOCTPAaHEHHOCTh B TOM WM MHOM CTpaHE CBET-
CKOT'O MHPOBO33PEHHSI HE O3HAYaeT MOMYJSIPHOCTH B HEH JEMOKpaTHUECKUX yOexae-
Hui. ['paxknaHe cTpaHbl ¢ TPAAULMOHHO CUJIBHBIM BIMSIHUEM KAaTOJUYECKOH LEPKBU
(ITonpmra) 1EMOHCTPUPYIOT O0Jiee NIEMOKPATUYECKUE B3TIISbI, YEM TPaXKAaHe CTPaHBI
¢ JOMHUHHPYIOUICH B MPOILIOM aTencTHueckoi uneonoruerd (Poccus). OueBuaHO, 9TO
ocnabeHHas: POJIb MOPAIbHO-PEIUTHO3HBIX YOS)KICHUH BeAeT K MOHIDKEHHOMY HM-
MYHHUTETY K aBTOPUTApHBIM (popMaM MpaBieHUs. B-TpeThuX, B OTIIMYHE OT KYJIBTYPHI
BEDKMBAHHA, KOTOpas CyliecTBoBajla B (OBIBIIMX) KOMMYHHCTHYECKHX CTpaHaX Ha
MPOTSHKEHUH Psifia NECSATUIETUH, COBPEMEHHAs KyJbTypa CaMOBBIpAXXEHUS IEHCTBU-
TEJNBHO COTPsDKEHa ¢ MpeolagaHueM JIeMOKpaTHIecKuX Hadal. [lockoimbky cBoOoma
CaMOBBIPXEHUS MPEJINoJIaraeT OTCYTCTBUE 3aMIPETOB U MPEIOH, TO OTPaHUYHTEIHHBIE
MepBbI BJIACTH, KOTOPasi CTPEMHUTCSI COXPaHUTh KOHTPOJb HaJl OOIIECTBOM, BCTPEUAIOT-
csl ¢ HeoJOOPEHNEM U BBI3BIBAIOT €0 COMPOTHUBIIEHUE, TIOCTEIIEHHO MPOABHUTas 00IIIe-
CTBO K 0oJjiee JeMOKpaThieckoi Moenu. Kak Mmoka3pIBalOT JaHHBIE HAIIETO aHAIIN3a,
MOJISIKKM TIPOABHHYJIKCH HAa 3TOM ITyTH JajibIlle, YeM YKPaWHIIBI U poccusiHe. B Toi me-
pe, B KaKoil SKOHOMHUYECKOe TIoJIokeHue B Poccun 1 Ha YkpauHe OyJeT yaydiaTbes,
rpaxIaHe TUX CTpaH OyAeT MOCTEIEeHHO IMEPEeXOAWTH OT KYJIBTYpHl BEDKUBAaHUS K
KYJIBType CaMOBBIPa)KEHHsSI, I COOTBETCTBEHHO, K 00Jiee EMOKPAaTHICCKUM B3TIISIaM.
B HacTosmieli paboTe OBUIH MCIONB30BaHBI JaHHBIE BceMupHOro 0030pa MEHHOCTEH,
KOTOPBIC HAXOMATCS B CBOOOJHOM JIOCTYIIC B HHTEPHETE.

Knrouesvie cnosa: counanbHO-35KOHOMUYECKOE Pa3BUTHE; TPAIULIUOHHBIE IIEHHOCTH;
CEKYJISIpHO-pAIlHOHAIbHBIE [IEHHOCTH; IIEHHOCTH BBEDKMBAHHS, IIEHHOCTH CaMOBBIpa-
KEHVSI; TIOJTUTHYECKAs KYJIbTYpa; IEMOKPATHS, aBTOPUTAPU3M; WHIANBHUTYATH3ALIHSL.
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