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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.
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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.
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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. Transformation in Poland is often described 
in the context of the post-communist (post-socialist) transformation, although attention is fo-
cused on its particular way. According to the author, Polish experience shows that for the suc-
cessful transformation such types and consistency are important – �rst of all, cultural trans-
formations, then political transformations and legal transformations, and only then economic 
transformations.

We can state that the transformation by Polish scientists is viewed through the prism of 
many theories and concepts, including: transition, social change, cultural trauma, and reason 
of state. Common approach to the study of transformation is processual approach. Transfor-
mation, as a rule, is perceived as a process of changing one state to another and is marked 
by such characteristics as duration and unpredictability. Attention is paid to certain types of 
transformation, in particular, the systemic, political, and constitutional. 

Based on the work of Polish scientists, a model has been outlined for further research on 
the phenomenon of transformation. It is important for such an analysis: to �nd out which state 
of certain systems or society as a whole was at the beginning of transformation and which it 
became at a certain moment; determine the parameters for which it is necessary to compare 
these states; formulate questions that need to be answered; �nd out the positive and negative 
points of transformation; set the level of transformation e ciency.
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change, discourse of trauma, concept of reason of state.
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