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Abstract
In this article we present some approaches that determine political identity
through the categories of cultural, state and national factors. The different features of
the concepts of national, state, ethnic and political identity are emphasized. Analysis of
the theoretical concepts of political identity allows us to note the complexity and
multiplicity of the identity phenomenon, which must be taken into account when
studying it.
The study of political identity should be equipped with the pluralism and variety
of opinions to its definition. It is obvious that the concept of political identity is
characterized by complexity, multidimensionality and diversity of functions in practice.

Concluding the foregoing, it can be argued that the definitions of the identity in
general, as well as its political component, in modern conditions are subjected to
radical transformations, various factors are affected by the process of forming political
identity, among which national, ethnic and other regional manifestations of political
identification are distinguished. It is with this that the need to discuss the essence of
political identity, its significance, volume and content, which are involved in the
overall concept of identity, is associated.
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TEOPETHUYECKHWI OB30P OIPEJIEJIEHUSA MOJATUYECKOM
NIEHTUYHOCTH

TUTPAHYHU KAPAIIETSH
npencenatens HITO “JIycHsk”,

[OJUTOJIOT
Awnnoramus

B 5710i1 cTaThe MBI IpeACTaBIsieM HEKOTOPBIE MOJIXOAbI, KOTOPBIE OMPEICIISIOT
MOJIMTHYECKYIO HJICHTHYHOCTh 4Yepe3 KaTerOpUH KYJIbTYPHBIX, TOCYJapCTBECHHBIX H
HAIIMOHANBHBIX (akTOpoB. [loMUEepKUBAIOTCS pa3IMYHbIE OCOOCHHOCTH KOHIICTIIUI
HallMOHAJIBHOM, TOCYJapCTBEHHOM, ATHUYECKOW M TMOJUTUYECKON HJIEHTUYHOCTH.
AHanmu3 TEOpPEeTHUYECKNX KOHIICTIIUN ITOJIMTHYECKON HACHTUYHOCTH TO3BOJIICT HaM
OTMETHUTh CJIO)KHOCTh YU MHOXECTBEHHOCTb SBIICHHS HJICHTHYHOCTH, KOTOPBIC JIOKHBI
VUUTBIBATHCS TIPH €€ H3YICHUH.

UsydyeHne  MONUTHYECKOW  MJSHTUYHOCTH  JOJDKHO  OBITh  OCHAIICHO
IUTFOpajM3MOM W pa3HooOpa3WeM MHEHWH B ero ompeneseHur. O4YeBHIHO, YTO
KOHIENIUsA  TOJUTHYECKOW  WACHTUYHOCTH  XapaKTePU3yeTCs  CIOXKHOCTHIO,

MHOTOMEPHOCTBIO M pa3HooOpa3ueM (PyHKIMIA HA TIPAKTHKE.
3aBepmias  BBINICH3IOKEHHOE, MOXKHO YTBEPXKAATh, UYTO  OMPEACIICHUS
HICHTHYHOCTH B IIEJIOM, 2 TaKXKe €€ MOJUTHICCKON COCTaBILIONICH B COBPEMEHHBIX

YCIOBUSAX  TOJABEPraloTCS  paguKajJbHBIM  IpeoOpa3oBaHUSIM, Ha  IPOILECC
(bopMHPOBaHUS MOJUTUICCKON WACHTHYHOCTH BIHUSIOT paziIWdHBIC (aKTOPHI, Cpean
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KOTOPBIX  BBIIEJSIFOTCS HAIIMOHAJIbHBIE, STHUYECKHE W JPYrHe pPerdoHaJbHBIC
NPOSBIICHUA ~ TMOJUTHYECKOW  maeHTU(uKamuun. VMEHHO ¢ 3THM  CBs3aHa
HEOOXOIUMOCTh OOCYKJCHHUS CYIIHOCTH MOJUTHYECKON UICHTUYHOCTH, €¢ 3HAYCHUS,
o0bemMa U coJiepKaHusl, KOTOPhIC BKJIAJBIBAIOTCS B OOIIYI0 KOHIECTIIINIO HACHTUYHOCTH.

KatodyeBble cjioBa W CJI0BOCOYETAHMS: TIOJUTHYECKAs HACHTUYHOCTB,
roCyJIapCTBO, KPU3UC UICHTUYHOCTH, IPe0Opa30BaHus, TEOPETHYECKAS KOHIICIIIIUSL.
Introduction

With an increase in the number of national states and the crisis of the identity
of modern countries, the study of the essence of political identity acquires extreme
relevance. The crisis of identity in the world is undoubtedly associated with the
process of globalization and takes even larger scale in connection with the
transformations of the political system and the variety of actions of political actors in
attempts to establish a new political identity [2].

The origins of the formation of political identity lie in the plane of the general
concept of identity as a whole, its content and various types. In a broad sense, identity
is a set of how a person determines his place in society, as well as values and
behavioral models, which are formed by correlating themselves with those cultural
guidelines and role-playing functions, which are significant for society, with relations
and various social institutions, which creates social identity [1].

In modern countries, representatives of almost all humanitarian knowledge are
involved in the discussion of identity. The issues related to identical attention are in the
focus of the attention of philosophers, sociologists, cultural anthropologists, political
scientists, etc. Of course, each scientific discipline characterizes his vision of this
phenomenon. In particular, in sociology, attention is drawn to the sociocultural features
of the identity; it is proposed to study the mechanism of self-determination of social
groups and the identification of individuals in communications [9]. In cultural studies,
the essence is identical with the characteristics of the national culture [6]. In
philosophical science, identity is interpreted as belonging to a social group, its
obligation in a certain socio-culture category [1].

Identity Concepts Review

There are such concepts as political, national, ethnic and state identity. Clear
differences are not drawn between the above definitions, which makes it difficult to
determine the signs of the concept of political identity under consideration. In order to
understand the differences between these concepts, it is necessary to take them out in

turn. . . .. . .
Various schools of socio-political thought interpret the concept of a nation

differently. But most of them agree that the nation is formed with the determining role
of the state, that is, the nation manifests itself through the dual unity of the state and
civil society.

The founder of this theory of the nation is the French philosopher of the 18th
century Jean-Jacques Rousseau [4]. He wrote that the nation acts as a synonym for the
concept of the state and the nation is mainly understood as people who have a
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constitution. Based on this, we can say that national identity is a sense of belonging to
a particular state. When we talk about the nation, we mean a certain large social
community of people, distinguished by a linguistic, cultural, historical or religious
signs. It is possible to determine the concept of national identity as an awareness of the
individual’s belonging to a certain united group of people, characterized by the unity of
the territory, language, culture, features of the national psyche, etc.

National identity also should be distinguished from the state. In the literature,
state identity is unchanged, tied to a certain role of understanding and expectations
about themselves, which are based on theories collectively shared by participants in

relation to themselves and the rest, and form the structure of public order [8].
In particular, from the standpoint of T.Z. Mansurov, political identity has a

group nature and is in realization of its belonging to a separate group, the institute
(trade union, socio-political movement, political party), outburst with any political
views, ideas, positions, and also recognition of this by other factors of the political

process [12].
The desire to link political identity with the process of making political

decisions led to the emergence of psychological concepts of political identity. Certain
authors consider political identity as a combination of the most knowledgeable political
orientations that largely determine the political behavior and political attitudes of a
person [14]. Similar definition is found by O. V. Popova to define political identity as
the quality of the political consciousness of people along with political values and
preferences, as well as political attitudes [13].
- Within the framework of the first comPonent, Political
identity is defined as a set of political principles that serve as a normative

basis for the answer to the question “who are we?”, That is, self-awareness of

the citizens of the state.

- Within the framework of the second - as a set of
representations that give the unique essence of a particular state through its
correlation with the actual others in the logic of the opposition “we-they”, as
well as through the labeling of the borders of the state (mainly symbolic).

- Within the framework of the third - as a set of ideas about the
past of the political community, about the historical events those are
significant for citizens of the sfate and their awareness of their political

community [16].

Political identity can be evaluated by the subject of positive indicators: for
example, in the sense of pride for the country, or negative ones - to cause any negative
feeling. As generally noted in the literature, the most important indicators in assessing
the state of political identity are the stability of its models and the spread of the
negative model. Negative political identity should be considered not only as a stage of
socialization, but can also be a serious political problem [15]. That is why many
politicians always resort to patriotic rhetoric, give preferences of the pathetic version of
history, in which the main role is given to the positive image of the country, and not
something that we need to apologize for [11]

Finally, political identity is considered as a structured and logical interpretation
of the historical past of the country. The mood of citizens, their willingness to
participate in the national development, regardless of where they live, largely
determines the social climate and the future of the country [10].
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The activities of political instructions are aimed at encouraging individuals
towards political activation, increasing the level of their political culture and the
formation of political vision in them. From the standpoint of some authors, political
culture is a significant factor in political identity, based on the fact that due to
differences in the political culture of different countries, there are different preferences
for the formation of the political identity of citizens [7]. In relation to political identity,
political culture can be understood as the presence of the ability of political factors to
action, electoral choice, the ability to modernly make decisions and at the same time
fulfill them_

Conclusion

Summing up the above, we can form the following conclusions:

1. Political identity is considered as a complex social, socio-cultural and multi-
cultural phenomenon, which uses the experience of the past, forms political values in
the present period and determine the development vectors of the state in the future.
Political identity is a developed form of collective identity, closer to state identity than
to national identity. The basis of all types of identity is a group cohesion, focus on the
formation of large groups of people, united according to the economic, cultural,
linguistic, religious and political signs.

2. Unlike national and ethnic identity, political identity is associated with the
assessment of the individual of the whole variety of activities of the main subject of the
political system- the state, and not only a nation or ethnic group. The political identity
is manifested by evaluating a person with his political life, taking into account the past
historical experience, the present state of the country's political life and the ideas about
the future of the state. State identity is not synonymous, but an important composition
of political identity.

3. In the framework of national states, political identity is supplemented by a
new face- national identity, since the sense of belonging to the national state merges
together the state and the nation. However, since the concepts of state and nation do not
coincide in the modern world, we should only talk about the interpenetration of
political and ethnic identity.

4. Political identity is determined by three components:

- Cognitive - knowledge about belonging to a specific co-cycle community;

- Valuable - the presence of a positive or negative opinion on the fact of
belonging;

) - Emotional - acceptance or non-adoption of belonging to the political commu-
. 5. In its content, political identity can be expressed in the definition of an
individual’s involvement in a political party or political opposition, a different group of
interests or lobbying. In any case, the individual participates actively or passively in the
political life of the state, thereby identifying himself as a subject of political relations.
Thus, political identity can be determined as a complex socio-psychological
phenomenon, manifested in the involvement of a person to the political activity of the
state by assessing the political system of the state, both using historical experience and
taking into account the modern political state based on feelings, emotions, experiences,
and values.
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