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MULTICULTURALISM AS THE MOST CONSTRUCTIVE APPROACH
TO THE PROSPECTS OF CIVILIZATION

The purpose of this article is to rationalize human rights as a prevailing tendency in the development of modern society and
governance. In particular, the main aspects of the problematic in their dialectical interconnection are actualized as well as the processes
of formation of the principles of social interaction in the historical retrospective are outlined. Methodology. The general research strate-
gy is based on the methodology of public administration: on the basis of historical, axiological and dialectical methods, cause-effect
relationships between social processes and phenomena have been substantiated, the result of which has been the introduction of hu-
man rights methodology, including the concept of sustainable development. Scientific novelty consists in expanding theoretical repre-
sentations of multiculturalism as the most constructive approach to the prospects of civilization. The role of informational and technolog-
ical influences on society and government as well as the importance of protecting the universality of the information space, its integrity
and openness are emphasized. It is consistently held that human rights create a powerful democratic potential for constructive change,
development, and progress of society and governance on the basis of social interaction. Conclusions. It is substantiated that intercon-
nection and interaction of human rights and sustainable development imperatives have a significant effect on the democratization of
public life and ensuring the rule of law not only at the local but also at the national and global levels of government. It has been proved
that the problem and tension between the universality of human rights and the cultural interconnection of identities in a multicultural
world are manifested by the crisis in the contemporary world humanitarian space and specific approaches to its solution. Far controver-
sial understanding of human rights by societies of different continents, confessions, traditions, and cultures, which has led to the denial
of the cultural conditionality of human rights, has been established.
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Hoeak-Kansieea Jlapuca MukonaieHa, 0okmop Hayk 3 0epxaeHo20 yrnpassiHHs, doyeHm, npogecop kaghedpu depxagHO20
ynpaeniHHs Jlbeigcbk020 pezioHanbHo20 iHecmumymy OepxasHo20 yrpaeniHHs HauioHanbHoi akademii OepxagHoe0 yrpaessiHHS rnpu
lpesudeHmosi YkpaiHu;, PayuHcbkuli AHamonit lMempoeuy, dokmop Hayk 3 OepxaeHo20 ynpaesiHHs, doueHm, npoghecop, 3acry-
XKeHul rpayisHUK YkpaiHu, rnpogecop kaghedpu nybniyHo20 yrpasniHHA ma nybnidHoi cryxéu HayioHanbHoi akademii OepxagHo20
ynpaeniHHs npu lNpe3udeHmosi YkpaiHu

MynbTUKynbTypaniamMm sik HAWGiNbLW KOHCTPYKTUBHUIA NiAXia A0 NepcneKkTMB po3BUTKY LMBini3auii

MeTolo cTaTTi aprymeHTauis npas NIOAVHU K NepeBaxaroyoi TeHAEHLIl Yy PO3BUTKY Cy4acHOro CycninbCTBa W ynpasBniHHS.
[Ona ii peanisauii, 3okpema, akTyanisaoBaHO OCHOBHi acnekTu npobnemaTtuku y ix gianekTMyHoMy B3aEMO3B'S3KY 1 OKpPeCcrneHo npouecu
dopMyBaHHsI 3acaf, cycninbHOI B3aemogii B icTopuyHi peTpocnekTusi. MeTogonoriyHa ocHOBa HaykOBOro AOCHiMKEHHs. 3aranbHa
cTpaTerisa AoCrimMKeHHs 6a3yeTbCA OCHOBI ICTOPUYHOIO, akCioNoriYHOro Ta AianekTUYyHOro MeToaiB obrpyHTOBaHO MPUYNHHO-HACNIOKOBI
3B’A13KM MK CYCMiNbHMMM NpoLecamu Ta sBULLaMK1, pe3ynbTaToM SKUX CTano BNpOBa[XEeHHS MeTOAONOorii Npas NoavHK, 3okpema iy
KOHLeNnT ctanoro po3suTky. HaykoBa HOBM3Ha nonsrac y po3LUMpeHHi TEOPeTUYHMX YSBIeHb NPO MYNbTUKYNbTypaniam sik HanbinbLu
KOHCTPYKTUBHUWIA Niaxia A0 NepcrnekTuB po3BUTKY LMBInisauii. BinsHavyeHo ponb iHOpMaLinHO-TEXHOMOrYHMX BNIMBIB Ha CyCMinbCTBO
Ta Briagy, a TakoX BaXNMBICTb 3axXMCTY yHiBepCcanbHOCTI iHpopmaLiiHOro NpoCcTopy, MOro LiniCHOCTI Ta BigkpuTocTi. MNocnigoBHo npo-
BOAUTBLCS AyMKa, Lo npasa NIoAMHN 0OYMOBIIOITE CTBOPEHHS NMOTY)KHOrO AEMOKPaTUYHOro NoTeHLiany KOHCTPYKTUBHUX 3MiH, PO3BUT-
Ky Ta Mnporpecy cycninbcTBa W ynpaBniHHA Ha OCHOBI cycninbHoi B3aemopii. BucHoBku. O6rpyHTOBaHO, LIO B3aEMO3B'SI30K Ta
B32aEMO/is NpaB NOAMHM Ta iMnepaTMBIB CTanoro po3BUTKY Mae 3Ha4YHU eddekT AeMOKpaTM3aLlii CycninbHOro XUTTsa 1 3abe3neyeHHs
BEPXOBEHCTBA Mnpasa He TifMbKy Ha MiCLEEBOMY, arne 1 Ha HauioHanbHOMY Ta rnobanbHOMY piBHSAX ynpasriHHA. [loBeaeHo, Wwo npobnem-
HICTb | HaMPYXXeHHA MiX yHiBepCarnbHiICTIO NpaB MOAVHN Ta KyNbTYPHUM B3aEMO3B’A3KOM iAEHTUYHOCTEN Y MYMbTUKYNIbTYPHOMY CBITi
NPOSIBASIIOTLCS KPU3OH0 Y Cy4aCHOMY CBITOBOMY ryMaHiTapHOMy NpocTopi Ta cneuundivyHnmm nigxogamum Jo il po3es’a3aHHs. BctaHoBneHo
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Aaneko Heo4HO3Ha4yHe PO3yMiHHS MpaB NAVHU CYCMiNbCTBAaMU Pi3HMX KOHTUHEHTIB, KOHPECi, TpaguLuin i KynbTyp oOyMOBUIO 1 3ane-
peyYeHHs! KynbTypHOT 0GYMOBINEHOCTI NPaB MIOANHN.

KnroyoBi cnoBa: kynbTypa; LiHHOCTI; iAeHTUYHICTb; NpaBa MNOAMHW; NPIOPUTETM CTaNoro po3BUTKY; couianbHa Ta MiKKyMNb-
TypHa B3aemMogis.

Hoeak-Kansieea Jlapuca HukonaeeHa, okmop Hayk 20cy0apCmeeHH020 yrpasreHus, doueHm, npogeccop kaghedpbl 20c-
ydapcmeeHHoe20 ynpasneHusi J1beo8cKo20 peauoHanibHOo20 UHCMuUMmyma 2ocydapcmeeHHo20 yrpasrneHusi HayuoHanbHol akademuu
2ocydapcmeeHHo20 yripasneHusi rpu [NpesudeHme YkpauHbl, PayuHckut AHamonui lempoeuy, AoKmop HayK 20Cy0apCmeeHHO20
ynpaeneHus, npogheccop, 3acryxeHHbIl pabomHuk obpa3osaHusi YkpauHbl, npogheccop kageopsbl nybnuyHoeo yrnpasneHusi u nybnuy-
HoU cryx6bl HayuoHanbHoU akademuu 2ocydapcmeeHHo20 yrpaesneHus rpu lpe3udeHme YkpauHbl

MynbTUKynbTypanu3m Kak Hanbomnee KOHCTPYKTUBHbIN NOAXOA K NepcrnekTuBam pa3BUTUS LLUBUINTU3aLIUU

Llenbto naHHoM cTaThby SIBNSETCA apryMeHTaumsi NpaB YenoBeka kak npeobnagatoLen TeHaeHUUM B pasBUTUM COBPEMEHHOIO
obuiecTBa 1 ynpasneHus. [Ina ee peanusaumu, B YaCTHOCTW, akTyanu3npoBaHbl OCHOBHbIE acneKTbl NpobrnemaTtuku B Ux avaneKktnye-
CKOW B3aMMOocCBs3N U 0603HaveHbl npoLecckl (hoOpMMPOBaHUSi OCHOB OOLLECTBEHHOTO B3aMMOAENCTBIS B UCTOPUYECKON PETPOCMEKTUBE.
MeToponornyeckasa ocHoBa HayyHoro uccrnegosaHnusi. O6was ctpaterus nccnegoBaHusi 6asmpyeTcs Ha OCHOBE MCTOPUYECKOrO, aK-
CVOSIOTMYECKOro U AnanekTMyeckoro MeTogoB 060CHOBaHHO MPUYMHHO-CIIEACTBEHHbIE CBS3N Mexay obLlecTBEeHHbIMKU npoueccamu 1
ABNEHNSIMW, pe3ynbTaToM KOTOPbIX CTano BHeAPEeHUe MeTOAONorMn npae YernoBeka, B YaCTHOCTU B KOHLENT YCTOWYMBOIO pas3BuUTUS.
Hay4Has HoBM3Ha 3akmoyaeTcs B pacLUMpeHU TEOPETUHECKUX NPEACTABNEHNI O MyNbTUKYNbTypanuame kak Hambornee KOHCTPYKTUB-
HOro noaxofa K nepcrnekTuBam pasBuTUs umBunusaumn. OTMedeHa ponb UHPOPMAaLMOHHO-TEXHOMOMMYECKUX BO3AENCTBUIA Ha obLe-
CTBO ¥ BNacTb, a TakKe BaXHOCTb 3aLUMTbl YHMBEPCANbHOCTU MHGOPMALMOHHOMO NPOCTPAHCTBA, ero LenoCTHOCTU U OTKPbLITOCTY. [Mo-
crnegoBaTenbHO MPOBOAMUTCA MbICMb, YTO MpaBa YernoBeka OOYCNOBMNMBAIOT CO3[4aHME MOLLHOMO OEeMOKpPaTU4Yeckoro noteHuuana
KOHCTPYKTVBHbIX U3MEHEHWI, Pa3BUTKS U Nporpecca obLiecTBa 1 ynpaBneHns Ha ocHoBe O6LLEeCTBEHHOro B3aumopaencTaus. BeiBoabl.
OB6ocHOBaHO, 4TO B3aMMOCBS3b U B3aMMOAENCTBIE NpaB YeroBeka U MMNepaT1BOB YCTOMYMBOTO Pa3BUTUS UMEET 3HaUUTEmNbHbIN 3d-
dekT AemokpaTM3auum obLLEeCTBEHHOM XU3HN 1 obecneyeHnss BEpXOBEHCTBA NpaBa He TONbKO HAa MECTHOM, HO U Ha HauMOHanbHOM 1
rnobanbHOM YpOBHSX ynpaeneHusi. [JokazaHo, YTO NPOGNEMHOCTb 1 HaNpsKeHUs Mexay YHUBEPCanbHOCTbIO MPaB YernoBeka U Kynb-
TYPHbIM B3aMOCBA3bI0 MAEHTUYHOCTEN B MYIbTUKYNbTYPHOM MUPEe NPOSIBASIOTCA KPU3UCOM B COBPEMEHHOM MUPOBOM NyMaHUTapHOM
NpOCTpaHCTBE U cneunuuyeckMmMmmn Nogxogamum K ee peLleHnto. YCTaHOBIEHO Aaneko HeOQHO3HAYHOe NMOHMMaHWe NMpae YernoBeka 06-
LuecTBaMM pasHbIX KOHTUHEHTOB, KOHMECCWI, Tpaguuuii U KynbTyp OBYyCrnoBuno v oTpuuaHue KynbTypHOW 0ByCcrioBrneHHOCTU npas
YernoBeka.

KnioueBble cnoBa: KynbTypa; LEHHOCTM; MAEHTUYHOCTb; NpaBa YerioBeka; NpropuTEThbl YCTOWYMBOIO Pas3BUTHS; coLmanbHast
1N MEXKYNbTypHOE B3aMMOAEWNCTBME.

Introduction. The existing public administration systems in the vast majority of developed countries in
Europe and the world are in a state of permanent reforms against the backdrop of dynamic changes in geo-
political balance, geostrategic imperatives, and relevant national strategies. There are changes in the atti-
tudes and priorities of states, attitudes, and aspirations of individuals and social groups in different spheres
of society’s life. The public administration sphere during the second half of the XX — beginning of the
XXI centuries has been substantially updated both as regards the interpretation of the role and place of gov-
ernance in the context of social change as well as concerning methods and tools for the implementation of
immanent governance functions. There is a need to clarify the conceptual approaches of government author-
ities to social interaction in crisis situations of different origins.

The methodology of scientific research of the indicated processes and senses is conditioned by the
recognition of the principles of human rights as fundamental in the modern paradigm of public administration.
The general strategy is based on the methodology of public administration, which defines its main stages in
their dialectical relationship: the origin, evolution, and results of the institutionalization of human rights in the
processes of European state formation are considered on the basis of the dialectical method of cognition.
The dialectical method also allowed substantiating the causal relationships between social processes and
phenomena, which resulted in the introduction of human rights methodology in governance theory and prac-
tice, including the concept of sustainable development. The basic imperatives of the development of modern
society and governance are formed on this basis. At the same time, the interpretation of these processes
has never been unambiguous in the historical retrospect and remains debatable nowadays. The historical
method is used in the retrospect of European state-building and governance in the context of the emer-
gence, establishment, and development of humanistic ideas. The axiological method has made it possible to
characterize the social values which are accumulated in the concepts of human rights and sustainable de-
velopment and are transposed to the criteria of the effectiveness of public administration.

The scientific community is carrying out an intensive search for fundamentals and principles of social
interaction accepted by the society and governance and which could have a decisive influence on the devel-
opment of them both. Such generalizations and proposals are presented, in particular, in the scholarly works
of such researchers as Hoffe O. [1], Leuenberger D.Z. [3], Okin S.M. [7], Spangenberg J. [8] etc.

However, the problems of human rights as a prevailing trend in the development of modern society
and governance are insufficiently explored. This confirms the relevance of the topic and the timeliness of its
consideration.

The actualization of the main aspects of the problematic in their dialectical interrelation. The recogni-
tion of a person as the basic social value of civilization is linked with the ideals of equality of all people in
their dignity and rights and understanding of the inalienable nature of human rights. Nowadays such recogni-
tion has obtained a global meaning, without which public administration loses the prospect of being adequate
to the demands and imperatives of the society in the development of public policies and global strategies. It
is about the requirements of civilization advancement in the conditions of information and technological influ-
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ences, robotics, deepening social and intercultural tensions amid the migration crisis and other crises de-
rived from it.

Practical aspects and algorithms for the implementation of these values in governance activities, in
their turn, are reflected in the global priorities of sustainable development, which develop and enrich the
governance proclaiming the idea of closest interdependencies between nature, person, state and civilization
[2]. The relationship between public administration, human rights and sustainable development of society is
directly or indirectly linked to a number of declarations, other documents of global and regional integration
structures. The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, adopted by all United Nations Member States in
2015, provides Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), which are an urgent call for action by all countries —
developed and developing — in a global partnership [10]. At the same time, J.H. Spangenberg noted that “in
summary, and with reference to the WCED definition of sustainable development, many human needs as-
pects are covered, and even long-term has forgotten ones are revived, but promises are not underpinned by
instruments...” [8, 400-403].

As universal motives and factors of the functioning of the system of public administration in accord-
ance with the needs of modern society, human rights and the requirements of sustainable development uni-
versalize the purpose of public administration and seek to generalize methodology, mechanisms, and tools
for achieving this goal. Ability to interact and interdependence of public administration, human rights and pri-
orities of sustainable development of society is determined by the objective conformity and comparability of
the structure of these social institutions operating in the respective spheres of society and changing under
the same factors. They are affected by identical factors in democratic countries. In particular, the level of de-
velopment of productive forces and market relations simultaneously determines the state of the economy,
the possibility of meeting the social rights of citizens and the prospects for sustainable development of socie-
ty in terms of resource conservation and improvement of human potential. The level of professionalism of
managers and executives of power structures simultaneously affects the quality of governance, the state of
human rights implementation, the ability to ensure institutional stability, adaptability of power and self-
governing structures at all levels of governance.

In this case, the functional value and constructiveness of the positions of one of these phenomena
generate the congruity of others. Consequently, their relationship has not only a functional character but also
a causal nature. There is an interdependence of the observance and protection of human rights and the level
of controllability of public institutions and their ability to ensure implementation of the provisions of normative
legal acts, organizational and other legal regulatory acts, which, in turn, determines the success or failure of
the implementation of sustainable development strategies. The state of the realization of power at each par-
ticular time point determines the state of observance and protection of human rights and sustainable devel-
opment in the future.

Formation of the foundations of humanistic values and social interaction in historical retrospect. His-
torical understanding of power, society and governance, human rights and, in general, humanistic values
began in the ancient era. The concepts of “political freedom”, “equality of people”, “civil rights”, “human
rights” were formed in Ancient Greece for the first time in the city-states. However, their limitations by then
existing social conditions are quite clear. The limitations of these and many other concepts such as “justice”,
“equality”, etc., were an inherent feature of ancient societies, given the individual nature of the personality,
the rights that belong to and may be realized by this personality. The antagonisms present in the society
then, and in our days, cause limitations in their implementation. The unity of the justice of the polis and the
law was clearly expressed in ancient sources, the main actor of which — a person — was perceived as a car-
rier of personal rights, a free person and an active component of his own legal relations with the polis, that is,
the state and its organs. Strengthening of the personal component in then existing socio-political life. The
shift of emphasis from political and moral theories to practical issues of public administration and jurispru-
dence is characteristic of the philosophers and theorists of law in ancient Rome. Actual for our days remain
the findings of Roman lawyers that in relations with individuals the state should not be above the rule of law,
but to be a direct part of it, the inherent qualities of which are all the basic properties of law in general. The
basis and criterion of the just, legitimate and correct in relations between the individual and the state, thus,
was recognized the law, and not the state. The latter was obliged to be a law-abiding subject of legal rela-
tions, just like an individual, i.e. is to act in accordance with the general requirements of the law [4, 48].

In the Middle Ages Christianity and later Islam, in a sense, became the successors of ancient philos-
ophy. The perceptions of freedom and non-freedom laid in one or another religious-philosophical system
slowly influenced the perception of the wide sections of the population in the world. During several centuries
for certain social groups, these ideas were embodied in legal norms — rights, freedoms, privileges. The Re-
naissance, the Reformation, and the Counter-Reformation, absolutist monarchies of the late Middle Ages
tried to rationalize the divine source of state power, which actualized and affirmed in the minds of Europeans
the problem of personal freedom and social justice in the governance practice. It significantly influenced their
mentality in self-consciousness, in the perception of the idea of power and construction of their own position
on the peculiarities of the interaction of state with the individual and society. The concept of human rights,
which was formed and legitimized during the Great French Revolution of the XVIII century, led to the emer-
gence of innovative for that period views on the priorities of society organization the on the basis of a social
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contract and interaction of a democratic state with a free person, state terror and dictatorship is the means of
realization of the right to power. Its most valuable and crucial significance was the proclamation of human
rights, which ultimately resulted in its justification and attractive force in spite of further terror and dictator-
ship.

Subsequently, the ideas of liberalism were confronted by anti-liberal fascist doctrines which even im-
plicitly denied the idea of human rights and their implementation in the practice of state-building. The tragic
experience of human rights abuses during the Second World War has prompted awareness among the world
community of the need to institutionalize human rights at the international and national levels and to create a
collective system of their protection. During the second half of the XX century, this gigantic work was carried
out under the auspices of the UN and the European Union. The nation-state and its political institutions play
a key role in the global institutionalization of human rights. At the same time, the state is the main active fig-
ure in dealing with the society in which it either protects or violates human rights. In those countries which
have ratified them, international legal instruments play the role of real instruments for the implementation of
human rights principles, ecological thinking and ecological governance imperatives, propose such standards
which, if they are observed, are capable of reducing the stresses of crisis situations and promoting the inter-
national community through progress on the basis of constructive interaction and humanistic values.

Multiculturalism as the global meaning of modernity and the most constructive perspective of civiliza-
tion development. Global content of modernity also focuses on the idea of multiculturalism as the most con-
structive perspective of the development of human civilization as far as the principles of coexistence. Sepa-
rate interpretations of multiculturalism gave rise to discussions about the effects of capitalism and world wars
on the interpretation of traditional cultures. According to C. Lévi-Strauss [3], after World War 11, , in particular,
anthropology mainly relied on the results of the analysis of cultural life elements on the basis of the generali-
zation of psychological, social and cultural characteristics in order to identify social structures by defining the
rules of social behavior based on the affinity of political processes and to prove the influence of cultural
models on the formation of personality. The researcher’s conclusion that immutable deep structures exist in
all cultures, and therefore that all cultural practices have comparable (homologous) analogues in other cul-
tures in essence, and that all cultures are equal, does not lose in our days either relevance or polemical po-
tential.

Traditional-historical differences condition the interrelations and equilibrium in the sense of liberal
freedoms, political and social rights, depending on the specific characteristics of the environment. For exam-
ple, S.M. Okin examining the gender aspects of intercultural cooperation, emphasized that the concern for
the preservation of cultural diversity should not overshadow the discriminatory nature of gender roles in
many traditional minority cultures, at least the “culture” should not be used as an excuse for rolling back the
women’s rights movement [6, 7-24].

The organic link between intercultural interaction and human rights was shaped in the institutional
processes in this area, in particular, during the second half of the last century. Thus, in 1947, during the
elaboration of the text of the UN Declaration on Human Rights, the American Anthropological Association
proposed a “Statement of Human Rights”, reflecting a distinct view of their universality. In it, in particular, it
was emphasized that “standards and values are correlated with the cultures in which they occur” [9, 539—
543]. Consequently, any attempt to formulate general postulates on the basis of representations or moral
codes of one culture restricts the applicability of the relevant declaration of human rights to mankind as a
whole. A fundamental standard of freedom and justice should be of fundamental importance, based on the
principle that a person is free only when he can live in accordance with the understanding of freedom adopt-
ed in his society. This option would result in a range of tasks for international institutions and national gov-
ernments as far as activities aimed at understanding and mentally harmonizing the idea of universal human
rights on a global scale. Perhaps, sometimes, the speculative use of rhetoric about human rights and free-
doms has become a consequence of an excessive assurance that such work is unnecessary, that everyone
accepts the concept of human rights and intercultural cooperation anyway.

O. Hoffe [1], reflecting on intercultural discourse on human rights conceptual issues, noted a possible
excessive historization, for example, in the sense of limiting the diversity and heterogeneity, and assumed
the existence of supra-historical significant conditions of human existence, which is combined with the free-
dom from of any normativity that borders on chaos. Some researchers, including E. Riedel and G. Lemmann,
used the definition of “collective human rights”, drawing attention to the fact that a specific group that is, a
state, a cultural community etc. could be the carrier of human rights. At the same time, O. Hoéffe noted that
“intercultural discourses are required for the legitimization of human rights® but “...any thesis may have a
universal significance only within a single culture, for example within the Western legal societies, perhaps
even within one state, each citizen of which has fundamental rights” [1, 50]. Postmodern discussion on the
conditions of radical pluralism reflected in the writings offered ways to preserve social diversity in the light of
human rights.

Human rights as mainstream in the field of public administration modernizing. Globalization, integra-
tion, human rights, information and technological change, democratization, and decentralization of power are
factors characteristic of the current stage of development of most national systems of public administration in
the EU. The effect of these factors leads to the transformation of the determinant of modern concepts of pub-
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lic administration from social to organizational and procedural concepts, which emphasizes the decisive role
of public administration in achieving the positive ideals of a modern European society based on the idea of
human rights [5]. The process of formation of the theoretical foundations and priorities of modern state ad-
ministration of European countries developed simultaneously with the institutionalization of human rights and
was predetermined by it. Innovative approaches in European governance relate to the perception of human
rights priorities as organic, logical and non-alternative. This means that at a certain stage of development of
the state administration human rights must be introduced as its methodological basis, and their observance,
provision, and protection — become a real indicator of the authorities’ efficiency. At the same time, it should
be noted that the political-managerial elite plays a key role in the processes of democratic transit, defining
the strategy and tactics of the state’s development. Therefore, the creation of an elite corps for public admin-
istration, selection, training, and use of professional staff is a guarantee of political stability and welfare of the
society [7].

Human rights should take the fundamental position in the political and institutional processes of
modernizing the public administration system, defining human rights approaches in the functioning of demo-
cratic social institutions. It is a matter of significant public participation in the development of public policies;
providing administrative services on the basis of unconditional respect for human rights; ensuring the rule of
law through legal reforms and raising public awareness of the national and international legal framework,
creating the real potential of institutional reforms; the fight against corruption through the creation of formal
and informal institutions and mechanisms for the exchange of information and monitoring the use of public
funds.

Information and technological impacts on society and government contribute to the approximation of
state institutions to the population, the expansion and activation of educational management practices, the
transformation of individuals into conscious citizens — holders of personal rights, freedoms, and opportuni-
ties. As a result, state institutions are able to offer the society a new paradigm of governance based on inter-
action with the public, who realizes human rights as an inherent property of personal citizenship and creates
a real, not theoretical or only declared civil society. The global trends in this context are the protection of the
universality of the information space, its integrity, and openness; elaboration and implementation of the
counter cybercrime strategy; protection of the rights of individual users from the consequences of improper
use of the virtual space on the basis of respect for democratic choices, human dignity and autonomy, solidar-
ity and social justice; ensuring free and equal access and preserving the number of sources.

Conclusions. The interconnection and interaction of human rights as well as the imperatives of sus-
tainable development happens when implemented by public administration authorities at the national level
and has a significant effect on the democratization of public life and ensuring the rule of law not only at the
local but also at the national and global levels of government. International human rights institutions are in a
permanent scientific search for new forms of their activities, new algorithms for interacting with governments
and civil society in an effort to increase its effectiveness in respecting and protecting human rights as well as
their protection in the shortest possible time. The problematical character and tension between the universal-
ity of human rights and the cultural interconnection of identities in the multicultural world are manifested by
the crisis in the contemporary humanitarian world space and specific approaches to its solution, in particular,
against the backdrop of certain geographical characteristics and mental-psychological peculiarities of the
origin of ethnic groups. Human rights and public administration, while interacting in the field of democracy
and rule of law, create a powerful democratic potential that strengthens the democratic capacities and legal
nature of state governance at the national level and fosters the integration structures not only by balancing
the conditions and experience of governance but also through enriching them with own experience. These
processes of mutual enrichment and energy exchange of constructive changes provide the society with a
stable foundation, and management — with a global result of development and progress.
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POLITICAL AND LEGAL TOOLS FOR ENSURING THE CULTURAL RIGHTS
OF NATIONAL MINORITIES IN UKRAINE IN 1992-2018:
BETWEEN DECLARATIONS AND REALITY

The purpose of the article is to characterize the political and legal means of regulating the cultural segment of the function-
ing of national minorities in Ukraine during the period of independence and to analyze the effectiveness of the legal and regulatory
framework in resolving existing problems. Methodological approaches are based on polydisciplinary principles of studying the sphere
of touch of ethnonational, legal, political and cultural phenomena. This involves taking into account theoretical developments in each of
the scientific disciplines within which the specified range of issues is developed, as well as the application of the newest conceptual-
categorical apparatus. Through the integrated use of interdisciplinary approaches, the state's steps to regulate the cultural sphere of
activity of ethnic and national minorities in modern Ukraine are traced, shortcomings and perspectives are overcome. Scientific novelty
of the research is to systematically analyze the factors that influence the process of adopting political and legal documents that meet
modern international standards and could accelerate the resolution of pressing problems in this area. Conclusions. The current internal
and foreign political situation in Ukraine hinders the rapid resolution of the problems accumulated over many decades in the political and
legal regulation of the cultural segment of ethnic minority activity. The action of destructive internal and external factors artificially limited
the ability of the state in this regard. At the same time, there are grounds for claiming that there is no goodwill in the political elites that
are responsible for resolving such issues. It is necessary to realize that in a rapidly changing world, regulatory support for ethnic policy
must respond promptly to the challenges of time and be updated accordingly. The problem of developing adequate tools for the legal
provision of cultural rights of ethnonational minorities, as well as the prevention of crisis situations, remains a pressing issue. In order to
achieve effective steps in this direction, the state must properly organize their financial and material support.

Key words: Ukraine; national minorities;state ethnopolitics; language and education policy; instruments of protection of cul-
tural rights; legislative acts; state bodies.

JluceHko OnekcaHOp €ez2eHo8uUY, DOKMOP iICMOPUYHUX HayK, npoghecop, 3acnyxeHull Oisy HayKu i mexHiku YkpaiHu, nay-
peam [epxasHoi npemii Ykpaitu, 3asidysay 8iddiny IHcmumymy icmopii HAH YkpaiHu; Toeo4yuHcbkuli Onekciti Muxatinoeud, 9ok-
mop nedazoeidHux Hayk, doueHm, pekmop Akademii [JepxasHoi neHimeHuyiapHoi cryx6u; MNMexkap4yk Bonodumup Muxainoeud, 0ok-
mop icmopuyHUx Hayk, douyeHm, npoghecop Akademii [JepkagHoi neHimeHyjiapHoI cryx6u

MoniTuko-npaBoBi IHCTPYMEHTN 3abe3nevyeHHs1 KyNbTYPHUX NpaB HauioHanbHUX MeHLMH B YKpaiHi y 1992-2018 po-
KW: MiX AeKknapauisiMy Ta peanbHicTO

MeTa pocnigkeHHA nonsArae y xapakTepucTuui MomiTUKO-NpaBoBMX 3acobiB  perynioBaHHS KymnbTYpPHOTO CerMeHTy
YHKLIOHYBaHHs1 HaLjioHanbHUX MEHLUWH B YKpaiHi y nepiog He3anexXHocCTi, aHanisi edpekTMBHOCTI HOpMaTUBHO-NPaBoBoi 6a3u y Bpery-
TNIOBaHHI icHytouMx npobnem. MeToAonoriyHi Nigxoan rpyHTYOTECA Ha NOMNIAUCUMNIIHAPHMX 3acadax BUBYEHHSA cdepu OOTUKY eTHO-
HaLioHanbHUX, NPaBoOBKX, NOMITUYHUX, KyNbTYpHUX aBULL. Lle nepenbavae BpaxyBaHHS TEOPETUYHUX HampautoBaHb Y KOXHI 3 Hayko-
BMX OMCLMMINIH, Y MeXax SKMX po3pobnseTbCs BkasaHe KOMo MUTaHb, @ TakoX 3aCTOCyBaHHSA HOBITHLOTO MOHATINHO-KaTeropianbHOro
anaparty. 3a JOMOMOrolo KOMMEKCHOTO BUKOPUCTaHHA MKOAMCLMMNIHAPHUX MiAXOAIB MPOCTEXYIOTLCS KPOKWU AepXXaBu 3 yperynioBaHHs
KyNbTYPHOI cdpepy AiSNbHOCTI €THIYHUX i HaUiOHaNbHUX MEHLUWH B CyYacHil YKpaiHi, 3'aCOBYOTbCA HeAOmMiKM Ta NepcrnekTnBY ix noao-
NaHHsi. HaykoBa HOBM3Ha [OCMIMKEHHS NOMNSArae y CUCTEMHOMY aHani3i YMHHUKIB, LLO BMNMBaOTb HA MPOLEC yXBaneHHs MomniTUKO-
npaBoBUX AOKYMEHTIB, siKi Bifnosiaanu 6 cy4yacHMM MixHapoAHWM cTaHAapTaM i Mornm 6 NpuckopuTi po3B’sA3aHHsA HaranbHUX npobnem
y BkasaHiii cepi. BucHoBku. CyyacHa BHYTPILIHLO- i 30BHILUHLOMONITUYHA CUTYaLis B YKpaiHi nepeLukoaXae LWBUOKOMY BUPILLEHHIO
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