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therapy, nanotechnology, space exploration, methods of enhancing intelligence, information 
and communication technologies. Under these conditions, it is necessary to carefully 
analyze not only the technological but also the hygienic and environmental components of 
the achievements and the further development of technological change. Development of 
such areas as nano-security, nanotoxicology, should not relate to secondary tasks. From the 
sphere of futurology, the problem of the future passes into the sphere of social design and 
strategic planning, becoming a matter of spiritual, moral and cultural choices of man and 
human community. Hence, the priority tasks for the human community are: the prevention 
and settlement of local con�icts, the development of asymmetric strategies for confronting 
hybrid wars; overcoming the degradation of the environment, global pandemics and climate 
disasters; the formation of respect for the departure of man in the other world; use of the 
achievements of an innovative economy for the bene�t of all mankind; reduction of risks and 
threats of continuation of technological development; integration of human and computer 
tools; solving the demographic situation, overcoming overpopulation and chronic poverty in 
developing countries; modi�cation of a person, as well as an increase in the length of her life.

Key  words:  “alternative civilization”, space policy, alternative energy, postmaterial 
values, transhumanism, “millennium development goals”.
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Yavir V. A. Conceptual, political and legal principles of ethnocultural autonomy as a 
mechanism of counteraction to ethnopolitical disintegration of Ukraine

Ethnocultural autonomy is studied as the most e ective institute for ensuring the rights of 
national minorities in the world, which does not mean disintegration risks for the territorial 
integrity of a polyethnic state. A comparative analysis of ethnocultural and ethnoterritorial 
forms of autonomy is carried out, the advantages of using ethnocultural autonomy for redirect-
ing ethnoterritorial requirements into ethnocultural ones are indicated. The political and legal 
basis of the functioning of ethnocultural autonomy in Ukraine is studied. The potential of the 
institute of ethnocultural autonomy for counteracting disintegration tendencies, ethnoterritori-
al requirements of national minorities (Hungarians, Rusyns, Crimean Tatars) is demonstrated.

Key words: ethnocultural autonomy, disintegration, national minorities.

  ,     ( , 
, )      

  ,   -
  -        

.         
 ,     - -

     ,    
 ,       

 ,         
. 

        -
. ,    ( ) , -
   (     -

     )   (  
        )1.  

       -
 ,       -

 – - , , ,   
     .

      -
,           

       -
,       , -

, .      -
         , 
          

   .
       

      . -
     -   



452   •  30

     ,    -
          -

  (  50% ). 
        -

   ,     
      .  

    ,       -
  .     , ’ , 

,   , ,   . 
  ,        

  ,     ,     
  .    –  -

          
     .  -

        
   ,      -

 .      -
,     ,  
    .    

  ,  ,   -
 ,   ,     -

    2.
        

      ,     -
 ,      ( )    

    .    ,  -
       ,   

    .     
        -
,  .       -

     ,   -
       . 

    ,     -
,      -  

.         
     .    

,       
,      ,     

  .      -
    ,     

     -   . 
    ,      -

   .     -
           -

    ,      
        -



 8 •     453
.       ,  

 , , ,    ’  3.
       

 ,       -
,      .  ,  -
   ’  ,      

,     ,   -
.        -

 ,     (   
  ,    ).

 -  .   .    -
          

  .      ,   
       ,     
    ,      -

 ,      -
 4.        

 ( ),     ,    – -
,        . 

     ,     -
 ,         -

  , ,    . 
      .     

    ,   -  , 
     -  -

.        
     ,    

    .       -
     ,     -

 .       , -
    ,      

  .       
,      ,     

       
. 

        -
         -

.        
,      -  -

   .      -
   -    .

       -
    ,    -
          -

      .  
,        

  .      



454   •  30

    -    
-    XX .   «  -

-  »        
       5.   

       
   ,    -
 ,         

   .
  -     ,  

    10 . ,    -
-        
  -  .     ,  

       - -
 ,       - -

     .     
     -  
       . -

  ,       , 
,       -

   .
       -

  .   -  -
,   . 6   «     », 

      «  -
-  »    ,   -
  «     ».    

       -
    .   ,  

 , ,      
      ,  

    .   
        -

-  ,      .  -
   ,    

    .
 2014 .      , 

   ,    -
       « » 

 .     ’    -
        . 

    - -
      «  »    

 ,         -
    .

         
     .    

       .  



 8 •     455
         

        -
 .       

    .   -
 ,       -

   ,     -
;     ,    

   ,     
, ’     ,     6. 

 ,     -
,    ,    

 ,     
      . -

 « »       
  ,    , « » -

.         -
   ,      

          
  .

       -
        -

.  ,    ,    
    .    

       
 ,     ,   -

 ,    (2008 .),  
        (2014 .). ,  

 ,      ,    
–    ,       -

     .      
     ,   

 .
       -

      -
 ,     ,     -

   .      
  ,         

   ,  ,      .
   -      -
,      

  ,     .   
       
     ,   -

    ,    
   7.      –  -

  ,     -
 .     -



456   •  30

         
. 

        -
.   ,     -

      -   
-  .      -

       ,   -
 ,      , 
        .

   - ,   -
 –      . -

         –  
      . 

  ,    ,  
           -

 .        
    ,  - -

 .
        

-         
  ,   ,     -

 -    «  », -
     169     ,    

     8.    , -
 ,    -   

   ,    .   
   ,      ,  

’     ,       
     ,     

-      . 
   ,     -

   –  -  , 
       . 
         

  .      
   -  ,   

    ,     -
-      .   

      ,    
   .

  -   -
,   ’    ,  ,  

    .  -
  -    -

  ,       
,         -

.         



 8 •     457
,        

     .

1.  . . -     . 
: . 2003. 252 c. . 18. 2.  . .    

    : -  .  : , 2018. 468 c. 
. 31. 3.  . . -   //  -

 .  : , 2004. 735 . . 395–396. 4.  .  -
  - . - , 1909. 380 . . 353. 5.   -

-    1918 . //    . URL : http://
hist-dokyments.narod.ru/Ukr-revolution/avtonomija.htm. 6.  . . :  

       //  . 
. 71. 2013. . 460–470. 7.  . .   ’   -

    :      //  . 
2018.  3. . 78–83. 8. C169 – Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169) // 
International Labour Organization. URL : https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLE
XPUB:12100:0::NO::P12100_ILO_CODE:C16

Yavir V. A. Conceptual, political and legal principles of ethnocultural autonomy as a 
mechanism of counteraction to ethnopolitical disintegration of Ukraine

Ethnocultural autonomy is studied as the most e ective institute for ensuring the rights of 
national minorities in the world, which does not mean disintegration risks for the territorial 
integrity of a polyethnic state. The comparative analysis of ethnocultural and ethnoterritorial 
forms of autonomy, the threats and the risks of the secession of the introduction of ethnoterrito-
rial autonomy has been made, the expediency and advantages of using ethnocultural autonomy 
for redirecting ethnoterritorial requirements in ethnocultural in polyethnic states is indicated.

A comparative analysis of ethnoterritorial and ethnocultural forms of autonomy shows to 
the bene�ts of ethnocultural autonomy over ethnoterritorial. Ethnoterritorial autonomy can be 
an e ective political and legal mechanism for the protection of national minorities in polyeth-
nic states, but allows to ensure their rights only in the case of compact residence with domi-
nance in the historical territory (more than 50% of the population). Modern states with great 
caution give to a national minority ethnoterritorial autonomy, since such autonomies may 
endanger the territorial integrity and inviolability of the borders of the state. There are many 
examples in the world of how autonomy becomes a transitional stage in self-proclaiming its 
own statehood. This is indicated by the cases of Kosovo, Transnistria, Abkhazia, South Ossetia 
and, most importantly, the Autonomous Republic of Crimea.

The theoretical and conceptual history of the development and practical formation of eth-
nocultural autonomy as a political and legal mechanism of ethnocultural selfdetermination of 
ethnic groups is traced. The experience of applying ethnocultural autonomy as a democratic 
institution of harmonization of interethnic interaction in the UPR has been studied. It was 
revealed that ethnocultural autonomy was the foundation of the Ukrainian state creation in 
20 century and the need to use this experience to develop ethnocultural autonomy in modern 
Ukraine is pointed out.

The political and legal basis of the functioning of ethno-cultural autonomy in Ukraine is 
studied. The potential of the institute of ethnocultural autonomy for countering disintegra-
tion tendencies, ethnoterritorial requirements of national minorities based on the support of 
neighboring states is demonstrated. Ethnocultural autonomy can be used to neutralize the 
ethnopolitical claims of Hungary in Transcarpathia as a political and legal response to the 
request of the Rusyn self-determination and an alternative to Crimean Tatar national-territo-
rial autonomy.
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In polyethnic Ukraine, the largest national minorities (Russian, Hungarian, Romanian) 
are actively used by neighboring states to nourish disintegration tendencies. Thus the problem 
of creating the necessary political and legal conditions for the protection and development of 
national minorities is being activated. Taking into account the total lack of understanding of 
the essence of ethno-cultural autonomy in Ukrainian politics, its appointment as an extrater-
ritorial political and legal institute for the protection of the rights of national minorities, suc-
cessfully applied by the states of the modern world, the false identi�cation of ethnoterritorial 
and ethnocultural forms of autonomy, there is an urgent need to clarify these concepts.

Key words: ethnocultural autonomy, disintegration, national minorities.
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Kukuruz O. Transformation processes in scienti�c approaches of Polish scientists.
The works of Polish scientists, which dealt with the transformation processes taking place 

in Poland after 1989, are analyzed in the article. Theories and concepts are considered within 
the framework of which the phenomenon of transformation – transition, social change, cultur-
al trauma, and reason of state is studied. Attention is paid to certain types of transformation, 
in particular, the systemic, political, constitutional. Based on the work of Polish scientists, a 
model has been outlined for further research on the phenomenon of transformation.


