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Introduction. This paper has explored the concept of social space in terms of social quality of life, which is deter-
mined by socialization in general and economic socialization in particular.

Problem Statement. Fundamental processes, with an emphasis on national rootedness, have allowed for the 
mitigation of disorder in social development through the social construction of reality. This process entails an in-
stitutional order within society that counteracts the growth of social entropy.

Purpose. The study has aimed to reveal and demonstrate how the socialization of nationally rooted develop-
ment, fostering the energy of creativity, serves as a foundation for the resources and mechanisms necessary for the 
renewal of life.

Materials and Methods. Data from international and national sociological surveys, the State Statistical Ser-
vice, the IMF, and national research institutions have been employed in this study. Methods used include abstract 
and logical analysis, monographic review, comparative analysis, as well as social and statistical observation.

Results. The article has examined components of social and economic policy with respect to achieving institu-
tional order and its practical eff ectiveness through both state-driven social construction of reality and the develop-
ment of an internalized approach to individual activities.

Conclusions. In the context of the full-scale invasion by the Russian Federation, Ukrainian social space has 
undergone signifi cant restructuring, leading to the establishment of new structural foundations: large-scale hu-
manitarian aid for impoverished population groups, shifts in the balance of trust and mistrust toward specifi c 
social institutions, a reassessment of values, and a drive to start a “new life” with new employment opportunities. 
Collectively, these elements represent emerging foundations of Ukrainian society, which should be prioritized in 
postwar reconstruction eff orts with a focus on nationally rooted development.

Keywords: social space, socialization, social construction, nationally rooted development, interiorization, exte-
riorization.
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UNDERSTANDING THE ROOTS 
OF THE PROBLEM 

Socialization is the process through which indi-
viduals internalize (interiorize) the social dimen-
sions of life, shaping their personal identity. This 
identity not only enables self-perception but also 
fosters self-awareness, which serves as the foun-
dation for self-development and self-expression. In 
turn, this process facilitates externalization and 
the social construction of reality, aligning with spe-
cific goals rooted in the national context. These goals 
reflect the challenges a country and its people need 
to address within a particular time frame. When 
discussing the socialization of individuals, the so-
cial construction of a nation-rooted economic de-
velopment is regarded as twofold. On one side, the 
term “national” signifies identity aligned with the 
social and biological essence of human beings, em-
phasizing the interconnectedness of social and 
economic systems. On the other, it evokes deeper 
historical societal structures, emphasizing the po-
pulation’s ability to generate energy — inclu ding 
creative energy — and act as a source of resources 
and mechanisms for renewing life at every new stage 
of recovery and development. The processes of inter-
nalization and externalization, as components of so-
cialization, empower individuals to par ticipate 
meaningfully in the socio-economic life specific to 
their country. Moreover, to prevent so cial disor der, 
individuals actively engage in sha ping the so cial 
order by fostering trust and coo peration. This ensu-
res sustainable progress and stability for the shared 
future of both present and future generations.

From a social perspective, according to huma-
nistic personality theory — particularly within 
the framework of humanistic psychology — indi-
viduals are inherently capable of self-improvement. 
This innate drive allows them to generate creative 
energy, which, when combined with acquired 
know ledge, can be transformed into a productive 
force for society. The core nature of a person con-
tinuously propels them toward personal growth, 
creativity, and self-sufficiency, unless external cir-
cumstances impose overwhelming obstacles [1]. This 
inherent potential for self-actualization enables the 

social construction of reality in ways that mitiga-
te conflicts between government and society, as 
well as among different social groups. This view 
aligns with Abraham Maslow’s theory of self-ac-
tualization, which regards individuals as unified 
beings capable of ongoing creation. In the modern 
world, this creative capacity — rooted in both cog-
nitive and emotional processes — makes individuals 
uniquely able to pursue continuous personal and 
social development. Creation, in this context, is 
an unending process that evolves alongside the per-
son’s needs, from physiological to personal growth 
and fulfillment. This dynamic journey underpins 
not only individual self-improvement but also the 
broader social construction of reality.

The term “socialization” that describes the de-
velopment of an individual’s social nature in pre-
paration for life within society, was first introdu-
ced into academic discourse by American socio-
logist Franklin Giddings in the late 19th century 
through his work The Theory of Socialization [2]. 
However, the social essence of humanity has been 
a topic of philosophical inquiry throughout his-
tory, underscoring its phenomenological signifi-
cance across cultures and eras.

In the phenomenological approach, socializati-
on is understood by the individual not only as the 
ability to distinguish the social aspects of life but 
also as a process of organically experiencing them. 
As a member of society, the individual’s conscio us-
ness generates sensations, perceptions, ideas, and 
thoughts, all of which emerge through sensory 
observation. These experiences possess both an 
implicit continuity and explicit clarity. Due to its 
complex nature, socialization is stu died across mul-
tiple disciplines — sociology, psychology, pedago-
gy, cultural studies, history, philosophy, and eco-
nomics — each contributing to a comprehensive 
understanding of its development. Within the field 
of economics, economic sociali zation reflects how 
individuals internalize economic norms, which 
facilitates their social adaptation [3, p. 339—399]. 
The interdisciplinary study of socialization has 
given rise to disciplina ry branches, primarily roo-
ted in cultural and phi losophical perspectives.
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From ancient times, philosophers have viewed 
humans as social beings, actively engaged in the 
collective activities of society. Even before the 
term “socialization” entered scientific discourse 
in the second half of the 14th century, the con-
cept existed in practice as part of natural human 
life. Socialization has historically played a key 
role in sublimating conflict between society and 
the individual, channeling tension into socially 
constructive directions. As Freud’s psychological 
theories suggest, the life instinct that manifests it-
self as libido drives individuals to seek socially safe 
forms of interaction, toward cooperation and social 
interaction, which not only mitigate chaos and hos-
tility but also become a productive force that en-
hances the well-being of the entire society.

At the heart of population interaction lie social 
cohesion, inclusivity, and interpersonal and in-
tergroup connections. Through these channels, 
individuals and groups exercise their capacity for 
externalization, influencing societal development 
both at a general level and within specific aspects 
of individual and collective life. This influence di-
rectly contributes to what is known as the social 
quality of life [4]. Social interaction generates an 
effect of action, meaning it is both a social construct 
and a key component of life quality. Instead of lea-
ding to social entropy — which is typically marked 
by the breakdown or weakening of values and ins-
titutions — socialization encourages negentropic 
actions that maintain social order and cohesion. Ac-
cording to Anthony Giddens, socialization serves 
as a preparation of individuals for a life imbued 
with social meaning, fostering organized social 
life and the institutionalization of social reality 
through practices, norms, and customs that bring 
structure and order. The loss of coherence and or-
ganization within society, however, can lead to in-
creasing uncertainty, a process identified as social 
entropy. Radziwill states that the dynamics of a 
society that does not engage in the necessary cul-
tural work to maintain clarity about the ultimate 
purpose of human life exhibit a tendency toward 
the dissipation of its spiritual, intellectual, and ma-
terial resources. This dissipation arises from the 

spontaneous, non-linear growth of fragmented pro-
cesses that concentrate resources around means 
mistakenly perceived as ends in themselves [5]. 

The increasing tendency toward loss of social 
coherence, order, and rising uncertainty — mani-
festing itself as growing social entropy, as discussed 
earlier — is, according to Oleksandr Radziwill, a 
result of insufficient cultural work. However, we 
argue that while cultural work is essential, it is an 
insufficient condition on its own to trigger the 
process governed by the law of entropy. In Tal cott 
Parsons’ general system of action, cultural work 
primarily serves the function of pattern mainte-
nance, and it constitutes only one of four subsys-
tems within the overall system of action. To fos-
ter the dynamism necessary for development — 
both at the level of individual growth and within 
social groups or society as a whole — mere pat-
tern reproduction through cultural work is ina-
dequate. While the loss of societal development 
benchmarks, due to deficiencies in cultural acti-
vity, may hinder the ability to reproduce patterns 
or even exemplary models, cultural work alone 
cannot fully prevent systemic breakdowns. When 
these models are no longer maintained, resources 
essential for societal development become dis-
persed, and conditions emerge for disorder and 
escalating social entropy.

The functionality of the social action system de-
pends on three additional subsystems alongside 
the cultural one: Social subsystem — responsible 
for integration; Personality subsystem — respon-
sible for goal attainment; Behavioral organism sub-
system — responsible for adaptation [6]. When 
any of these subsystems — or a majority of them — 
fail to perform their functions, systemic disrup-
tions occur within what Parsons calls the real sec-
tor of social interaction. These disruptions create 
conditions that accelerate social entropy and lead 
to chaos in social cooperation and interaction. As 
a result, the productive forces driving societal de-
velopment lose their constructive potential, gi-
ving rise to hostility and conflict. If unresolved, 
these conditions threaten social collapse and may 
culminate in social catastrophe.
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As historical experience demonstrates, limited 
capacity for social construction — the ability to de-
sign and implement preventive measures aga inst 
social catastrophes — often underpins the occur-
rence of such crises. A retrospective view may fail 
to address the realities of both current and future 
contexts, especially when future developments 
introduce unforeseen dynamics and challenges. 
Moreover, societies can exhibit a tendency to for-
get past difficulties and cling to pre sent comforts, 
further impairing their capacity to adapt to evol-
ving circumstances [7]. Beyond these challenges, 
our further examination of the limitations in suc-
cessful social construction of the future has al-
lowed us to develop a classification of causes un-
derlying society’s inability or restricted capacity 
to extend its vision beyond the present. This clas-
sification draws on the research conducted by 
Jared Diamond, which we have pre viously refe-
renced. According to Diamond’s analysis, the fol-
lowing factors hinder the timely prevention of 
existential threats and constrain the potential for 
social construction of the future:
 Illogical and irregular emergence of threats;
 Distance between decision-making centers and 

affected areas;
 “Creeping” normalization of abnormal condi-

tions;
 Collective forgetfulness of past challenges;
 Inability to perceive or acknowledge risks;
 Incompetence in decision-making and reversal 

of actions;
 Conflict of interests among social groups;
 Behavioral misconduct within specific social 

groups;
 The logic of collective action dilemmas;
 Conflict between the authorities and the public;
 Irrational behavior and motivations;
 Tension between preserving values and aban-

doning them for survival;
 Competition among social groups for prestige;
 Failure to recognize the tragedy of common re-

source use;
 Conflicts between short-term and long-term 

goals;

 Manifestation of “crowd psychology” in ratio-
nal decision-making;

 Psychological rejection of inconvenient truths;
 Disparity in resource availability and costs;
 Inability to anticipate threats [7, pp. 501—521].

THE FOUNDATIONS OF SOCIAL 
CONSTRUCTION OF REALITY

At the core of social construction of reality — in-
cluding on an intuitive level — lies the need to 
create a social environment that fosters develop-
ment rather than undermines it from the outset. 
This environment must remain closely intercon-
nected with the natural surroundings from which 
humans, through ontogenetic development, have 
gradually become separated over the course of life1. 
As a result, human nature is formed and develo-
ped. It is fundamentally socio-cultural in its es-
sence, since the personality in the social sense dif-
fers fundamentally in terms of many parameters 
from the biological environment where the person 
lives. Thus, for the success of the social construction 
of reality, it is necessary to determine the social 
space, in particular the one that embodies the ima-
ge of the future. This condition is fundamental. 

Another fundamental component of social con-
struction of reality is the socially-driven process-
es of personality formation, which focus on the 
development of the “Self” within a sociocultural 
environment. This involves a separation from the 
innate genetic Self and a transition toward a so-
cial Self, which becomes the foundation for shap-
ing the individual as a social subject. Concurrently, 
the Self also functions as an object — a construct 
in constant flux, undergoing socialization throu-
ghout life under the influence of the surrounding 
environment. In this sense, the individual can be 
seen as a “Self-constructor,” actively shaping their 
identity within the social context.

Through such social construction, the image of 
the social Self emerges, reflecting the values, norms, 

1 The detailed, separate components and features of social 
construction, which are presented below, are made on the 
ba sis of a generalization of the methodology [8, p. 80—151].
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and expectations of the sociocultural environment. 
This image takes on various forms — beyond the 
national dimension — depending on the cultural 
setting. However, the Self is not confined to these 
immediate boundaries. In a globalized context, 
the individual can transcend previous limitati ons, 
redefining their identity in ways that respond to 
new circumstances and possibilities. The ability to 
reconstruct the Self in this way plays a crucial role 
in adapting to the challenges of contemporary so-
ciocultural spaces. The primary focus here is on 
the sociocultural dimensions that shape the Self, 
rather than on the biological aspects of identity. In 
the social sense, it is essential to foster a Self that is 
capable of stabilizing the surrounding environment.

It is also important to note another fundamen-
tal feature of social construction that follows the 
formation of the social image of the Self, capable 
of interaction and personal action. This involves 
the habitualization of the real actions that the Self 
performs. These actions result from habits, which 
are eventually reformulated (institutio na li zed) into 
a pattern of actions representing the Self as a so-
ciocultural image of the environment. In the so-
cial sense, this pattern of actions, which entails a 
specific sequence of execution, first becomes ha-
bitual and then institutionalized. Thus, in social 
construction, alongside the formation of the Self 
as an image or pattern — a product of the sociocul-
tural environment interacting with the natural 
environment — there arises the construction of an 
institutionalized environment. This can result from 
the habitualization of action sequen ces and their 
control, as well as the organization of actions by in-
stitutions that structure both the activities of the 
individual and their interactions within the socio-
cultural environment. This interaction ensures so-
cial control over the life activities of the Self within 
the group it belongs to, and more broadly, within 
society. Consequently, institutions both control 
and regulate actions characteristic of a given socie-
ty in a sociocultural context. Institutionalization 
thus becomes the third fundamental element of so-
cial construction of reality, which is facilitated by 
the externalizing capabilities of the Self.

In conclusion, it can be argued that institutio-
nalization is the result of either habitual actions 
and interactions, or actions and interactions that 
are repeated frequently enough to become under-
standable to all participants. This repetition sta-
bilizes both the action and interaction of each 
Self. The above-mentioned process is the next step 
in the social construction of reality, where the so-
cial world, including the expanding early institu-
tional order, remains in the process of construc-
tion [8, p. 97].

Social construction occurs when the surroun-
ding social world operates under an expanding 
institutional order. In other words, the expansion 
of the social world — whether driven by endoge-
nous or exogenous factors — is necessary for the 
social construction of reality. Endogenous factors 
refer to internal dynamics, such as changes in the 
number of participants in social interaction. Each 
new participant introduces new qualities based 
on their prior institutional experience (or institu-
tional memory), thereby enriching the existing 
institutional framework. The expansion of a pre-
viously established institutional order — whether 
formal or informal — can also be influenced by 
other internal triggers. Changes, such as an in-
crease in participants, objectively create condi-
tions that demand innovative adjustments in ac-
tivity. As P. Berger and T. Luckmann demonstrate, 
achieving interaction, control, and even the es-
tablishment of new norms requires attention be-
yond what was anticipated by previously establi-
shed practices. This creates a need for innovative 
solutions, which constitute another fundamental 
feature of social construction. Thus, in the search 
for innovative ways to improve the institutional 
framework, opportunities arise for innovative so-
cial construction. Old institutional processes may 
fade, some may strengthen their influence, while 
new ones emerge, requiring no vel institutional 
solutions. The institutional order must adapt; 
otherwise, the ability to maintain interaction and 
its effectiveness under changing conditions — whe-
ther driven by internal (endogenous) or external 
(exogenous) factors — will be compromised. In 
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these new conditions, the impact of innovation 
within social construction becomes more prono un-
ced, transforming the nature of institutional in-
teraction and how it is regulated. Institutionali-
zation — whether triggered by internal or external 
changes — materializes as a process governed by 
its own laws of emergence, formation, and deve-
lopment within the objective social space. This 
space must maintain coherence and structure, 
preventing the rise of social entropy. In the realm 
of economic construction, institutionalization 
ma nifests itself through focused research efforts 
aimed at protecting the social environment from 
chaos and instability. These efforts seek to mini-
mize conditions that could foster social entropy, 
thereby ensuring stability and order.

SOCIAL CONSTRUCTION AND TRUST

We are immersed in a life governed by the second law 
of thermodynamics: disorder increases while or der 
decreases... In a world where entropy generally tends 
to rise, there are local and temporary islands that re-
duce entropy, and the presence of these islands al-
lows some of us to demonstrate the existence of prog-
ress [9]. However, within social life, the phenome-
non that combats social entropy is not merely an 
“island” but a phenomenological process — sociali-
zation. This process integrates all components of 
the general system of actions, inherently character-
izing social life and the construction of social reali-
ty. Social entropy, as an indication of relational 
breakdown, manifests itself particularly through 
dimini shed trust and reduced interaction effective-
ness. As a result, institutional processes become 
disrup ted, leading to destructive social behavior. 
Such behavior often arises in response to complex 
situations, which, on a psychological level, are ty-
pically described as critical, extreme, or highly 
stressful. Each of these factors — whether occur-
ring in isolation or in combination — can trigger 
psychological reactions such as irritability, anxi-
ety, stress disorders, loss of confidence, and di-
minished trust. Together, these effects frequently 
cause disruptions in the process of social construc-

tion. For example, signs of these disruptions can 
be observed in Uk raine from 2014 to 2018, based 
on sociological surveys conducted by the Insti-
tute of Social Psychology of the National Acade-
my of Educational Sciences of Ukraine.

The Institute’s studies focused on assessing ci vic 
dynamics, the factors influencing these dyna mics, 
and the potential for social construction. These in-
vestigations, particularly regarding social tension 
levels, revealed a pervasive sense of dissatisfac-
tion among citizens with the state of their lives. 
The surveys highlighted a growing feeling of po-
werlessness to influence societal processes: bet-
ween 2015 and 2018, approximately 70% of res-
pondents consistently expressed their inability to 
affect the societal processes surrounding them. 
Meanwhile, only 22% believed they had any im-
pact on these processes, with this percentage sho-
wing a declining trend. Even fewer respondents 
(between 10—14%) expressed satisfaction with 
their ability to influence the current situation. 
The low level of civic participation was attribu-
ted not only to the lack of enabling conditions but 
also to insufficient motivation [10, pp. 60—61].

Russia’s full-scale military aggression, which be-
gan in 2022, has had a profound impact on social 
life processes in Ukraine. The war, with its extre-
me and stressful nature, has intensified anxiety 
and concern among the population, while also 
deeply affecting trust.

Surveys conducted by the Razumkov Center 
between 2018 and 2024 highlight a persistent 
problem of trust, particularly toward institutions 
currently active in Ukraine. Our research focuses 
on issues related to trust and distrust, especially 
in terms of the interaction between various social 
groups. These dynamics reflect the tensions with-
in society and signals the potential for change.

A key area of analysis is the level of trust in the 
public sector, which includes the state apparatus — 
the entity with which citizens most frequent ly 
in teract. We also assess the population’s trust in 
nongovernment organizations (NGOs), where pe-
op le participate directly and can express both 
trust and distrust toward these institutions. This 
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spectrum of relations between the population 
and public authorities plays a decisive role in de-
termining whether orderliness or disorder will 
prevail in society.

The Razumkov Center’s research (summarized 
in Table 1) reveals that trust in government insti-
tutions has generally remained negative through-
out the observation period, with one notable ex-
ception: September—October 2022, during the 
early months of the military invasion. This brief 
shift toward positive trust levels requires further 
investigation beyond the scope of this study. As 
of March 2024, the balance of trust vs. distrust 
toward state authorities had almost returned to 
2018 levels, indicating that both prewar conditi-
ons and the war itself have produced long-lasting 
effects. Additionally, the population has become 
mo re sensitive to interaction with government ins-
titutions, reflecting increased scrutiny and heigh-
tened expectations. The decline in government 
effectiveness is limiting the ability to implement 
government policies successfully. This deteriora-
tion reduces the efficient use of resources, increa-

ses the cost of ensuring compliance with state de-
cisions, and heightens the overall expense of ad mi-
nistrative oversight. 

According to surveys conducted by USAID and 
other international organizations, the population 
of Ukraine has experienced an increased sense of 
agency and civic responsibility during the years 
of full-scale aggression. The findings reveal that 
citizens felt more empowered in 2023 compared 
to 2021, though there remains significant room 
for improvement — especially at the community 
level, where the ability to influence local changes 
still faces challenges [18]. Research into horizon-
tal aspects of social cohesion at the community 
level supports this conclusion, highlighting the 
persistent lack of civic engagement. One key ob-
servation is the low participation in local gover-
nance. The least frequently mentioned activity was 
participation in local governance and decisi on-
making, with 83% of respondents stating they 
had never attended events organized by local 
 authorities. This indicates the need to invest in me-
chanisms and initiatives that encourage citizens 

Table 1. Dynamics of Trust in the Government Apparatus (Officials) in 2018—2024 (based on Razumkov’s Center data), %*

Response option

Time of the Survey 

June 
2018

February 
2019

July 
2020

March 
2021

September—
October 2022

February—
March 2023

March 
2024

Do not trust at all 50.8 46.1 36.5 36.8 9.6 19.7 35.2

Rather do not trust 34.5 36.8 41.2 42.9 34.3 44.0 40.9

Fully trust 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.5 6.8 5.8 3.0

Rather trust 7.4 7.7 13.3 11.5 48.6 19.5 13.0

Hard to answer 6.1 8.1 7.5 7.3 0.6 10.9 7.9

Trust/Distrust balance** –76.7 –73.8*** –63.0 –66.7 11.5 –38.4 –60.1

Note: * The balance of trust represents the difference between the share of respondents who trust and those who do not trust 
a particular institution. Specifically, the balance is calculated as the difference between the combined share of those who 
answered “Rather trust” and “Fully trust,” and the combined share of those who responded “Do not trust at all” and “Rather 
do not trust”. When distrust outweighs trust, the resulting figure is marked with a negative sign.
** The calculations used in this analysis were performed by the Institute for Economics and Forecasting of the National 
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine.
*** Additionally, it is important to note that in some surveys, the term “government institutions? is used instead of “state 
apparatus (civil servants)” to refer to relevant bodies.
Sources: [11—17].
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to take part in local decision-making processes. 
Strengthening civic engagement offers dual bene-
fits: it reinforces social networks while simultane-
ously fostering cooperation and solidarity wi thin 
the community as a public good [19]. Altho ugh 
citizen engagement showed some improvement 
in 2023 compared to 2021, it still aligns closely 
with trends observed between 2014 and 2018, re-
flecting a certain stability in engagement pat-
terns. While the positive shift during the war 
years is notable, the horizontal level of civic par-
ticipation — local governance and decision-ma-
king — remains insufficient. The relatively low 
level of civic participation in 2023, which did not 
exceed 20%, mirrors the data from 2014—2018, 
pointing to a resilient pattern of conservatism. 
This consistency suggests that both existing con-
ditions and motivation levels have remained rela-
tively unchanged, limiting the population’s influ-
ence on social processes.

The low levels of trust in state institutions, as 
demonstrated by surveys from 2018 to 2024, ha-
ve hindered effective social interaction in Ukrai-
ne. This persistent issue represents a serious ob-
stacle to fostering positive societal change. The 
ReSCORE 2023 and ReSCORE 2021 surveys em-
phasize the importance of strengthening the sense 
of civic responsibility through programs that en-
hance political efficiency at the local level by 
helping individuals feel empowered to influence 
decision-making processes [18, p. 6]. However, 
while belief in the ability to initiate change with-
in communities is an essential condition for de-
velopment, it is insufficient on its own. This gap 
arises from significant limitations, such as the low 
trust in state institutions, which restricts the rea-
lization of civic initiatives (see Table 1). Since 
the current trust deficit undermines effective co-
operation between the public and government 
institutions, leveraging the high trust in civil and 

Table 2. Dynamics of Trust in NGOs and Volunteer Organizations in 2018—2024 (the latter is given in the brackets) 
(based on Razumkov’s Center data), % of respondents

Response option

Time of the Survey

June 
2018

February
2019

July 
2020

March 
2021

September—
October 2022

February—
March 2023

March 
2024

Do not trust at all 15.8
(7.3)

17.7 
(8.9)

12.2
(7.7)

12.7
(8.8)

Not 
questioned

4.9
(1.2)

6.3
(1.6)

Rather do not trust 21.4 
(13.9)

23.3 
(14.2)

24.0
(16.7)

20.3
(15.5)

15.2
(5.3)

17.7
(7.3)

Fully trust 5.2
(16.5)

5.3 
(13.8)

5.9
(16.3)

7.2
(20.1)

17.2
(43.0)

10.4
(33.1)

Rather trust 38.2 
(48.7) 39.6 (53.2) 41.0

(46.6)
46.0

(45.0)
48.6

(44.9)
51.0

(51.5)

Hard to answer 19.4 
(13.6)

14.0 
(10.0)

16.8
(12.8)

13.8
(10.5)

14.1
(5.6)

14.6
(6.5)

Trust/Distrust balance* 6.2
(44.0)

3.9**
(43.9)*

10.7
(38.5)

20.2
(40.8)

45.7
(81.4)

37.4
(75.7)

Note: * The authors explain that the trust balance represents the difference between the percentage of respondents who ex-
press trust and those who express distrust. The balance is calculated as the difference between the sum of respondents who 
answered “Rather trust” and “Fully trust,” and the sum of those who answered “Do not trust at all” and “Rather distrust”. In 
cases where the share of distrust exceeds that of trust, the calculated balance is assigned a negative value.
** Data calculated by the Institute for Economics and Forecasting of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine.
Sources: [11—17].
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volunteer organizations offers a strategic oppor-
tunity (see Table 2). Over the 2018—2024 period, 
trust in civil and volunteer organizations has re-
mained consistently high, even amidst the chal-
lenges of full-scale war. In fact, this trust level 
has grown 1.4 times as compared with the prewar 
years. These organizations now enjoy a positive 
trust-to-distrust balance, making them pivotal in 
reducing the trust gap with government institu-
tions. Strengthening collaboration between state 
and civil society could foster public trust in go-
vernance, enhancing the overall effectiveness of 
joint efforts. Civil and volunteer organizations 
play an essential role in bridging the trust gap by 
actively participating in the governance process. 
This opens avenues for expanding citizen invol-

vement not only within civil society but also in 
government structures. Increased cooperation can 
improve the social construction of reality by fos-
tering active participation across both sectors, 
contributing to societal resilience and transfor-
mation. This evolving trend points toward a shift 
in Ukraine’s governance philosophy — from the 
traditional concept of a welfare state toward a so-
cial investment and development model. 

The social investment and development can 
and should be achieved through the expansion of 
state social design policies, which consist of two 
interrelated approaches. The first approach is the 
historically known strategy of population resett-
lement according to the distribution of produc-
tive forces across the country. One of the most 
successful social design projects was the transfer 
of land rights in the U.S. during the mid-19th 
century. The social design policy in America at 
that time embodied principles of rational pros-
perity, which, according to research by S. Cohen 
and B. DeLong, remained prevalent throughout 
the 19th and much of the 20th centuries [20]. At 
the core of such policies are economic socializa-
tion processes, where economic actors internali-
zed sustainable management principles. The idea 
of economic socialization was further enriched by 
socialization of the economy, which can be viewed 
as the integration of humanistic principles into 

economic activities — transforming economic ope-
rations into social relations. As a result, both the 
economy and economic activities became sociali-
zed. Socialized economic activity ensures the gra-
dual accumulation of social knowledge, fosters 
socialization, and forms social order, which is con-
solidated in institutions such as habits, skills, and 
behavioral norms of economic actors [21, p. 63].

The lack of adequate motivation among the 
population to influence societal processes — a key 
component of social construction — has been high-
lighted in studies conducted by the Institute of 
Social Psychology of the National Academy of Edu-
cational Sciences of Ukraine. On the one hand, 
the research showed that respondents have the 
ability to perceive the social nature of everyday 
life. However, it also revealed a deficiency in exis-
ting conditions for individual self-knowledge and 
personal development — qualities that, if develo-
ped and externalized, could empower individuals 
to shape social realities through meaningful influ-
ence on social processes. Such engagement could 
lead to essential social changes by harmonizing 
individual development with societal functioning, 
fostering rooted and sustainable development. 
When scaled, this activity could become a power-
ful driver for strengthening the social nature of 
life at both the individual and societal levels.

According to the definition provided above, 
nationally rooted development is based on two 
interconnected characteristics. The first charac-
teristic emphasizes national attributes that shape 
the life of society. Sociological surveys conducted 
in Ukraine in this area reveal strong national 
identification, as demonstrated by overwhelming 
public support for the country’s independence.

For instance, the Act of Independence was reaf-
firmed during the latest survey, with 92.6% of re-
spondents supporting it. Additionally, there have 
been positive changes in respondents’ symbolic 
perceptions of national identity. When asked, 
“What is personally symbolic of Ukraine for you?”, 
respondents most frequently named the following 
“materialized” symbols: State symbols (77.1%); Na-
tional clothing and embroidered towels (62.3%); 
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Ukrainian language (52.1%); Traditional foods and 
beverages (50.6%); Ukrainian folk songs (50.3%). 
As compared to 2015, the frequency of choosing 
these symbols increased by approximately 10% 
[10, pp. 36, 38]. Together, these elements reflect 
the public’s understanding of Ukraine as a sove-
reign, independent, and social state, embodied in 
materialized symbols that represent national att ri-
butes. These national attributes, seen as materia-
lized symbols, are rooted in the social life of Uk rai-
nian society and align with the concept of natio-
nally rooted development. In addition to mate rial 
symbols, such development is also characterized 
by socio-psychological markers — for example, a 
strong sense of belonging to the country. The 
SCORE 2023 and SCORE 2021 surveys further 
confirmed this, reporting that levels of national 
belonging were already high in 2021, with this in-
dicator being the strongest among others [18]. The 
report emphasizes that these processes are not sud-
den but deeply embedded in the social and cul-
tural landscape of Ukrainian society. An essential 
feature of nationally rooted individuals is their 
capacity and motivation to influence societal pro-
cesses. This involvement is crucial for fostering 
sustainable development and social renewal, ensu-
ring that individuals not only integrate into but al-
so actively shape the ongoing dynamics of society.

The survey results mentioned above indicate 
that only up to 22% of respondents felt actively 
engaged, and no more than 14% were satisfied with 
their ability to influence the current situation. In 
our view, this level of civic engagement did not 
create a critical mass of individuals embedded 
through their “representation” in the deeper layers 
of society — those who could serve as a rooted 
force capable of driving essential social change. 
The primary reason lies in the fact that most re-
spondents lacked both the opportunities and, cru-
cially, the motivation to generate the energy ne-
cessary for change by influencing social processes. 
In other words, they were not in a position to act 
as a source of resources that could catalyze trans-
formative processes in society, leading to impro -
vements in living conditions. Such improvements 

would primarily depend on the endogenized de-
velopment of both society and the economy — an 
approach that emphasizes internal, self-sustained 
progress rather than relying on external factors 
[22, pp. 259—311]. This capacity for internally dri-
ven development is one of the most critical com-
ponents of nationally rooted development. 

In previous works, the author has outlined the 
vision of the endogenous nature of social progress 
as a source of economic growth and discussed the 
principles of endogenizing economic development 
through equal relationships between the state, 
business, and economic agents, as well as the in-
stitutional foundations required for this process. 
According to the author, these institutional con-
ditions not only create opportunities for the popu-
lation to influence social processes but also foster 
a sense of empowerment, which motivates indivi-
duals on a psycho-emotional level to make mea-
ningful contributions. This influence unfolds in two 
stages: first through self-awareness, made pos-
sible by the existence of institutional frameworks 
for societal participation, and later through self-
expression. This process strengthens as individu-
als develop confidence that participants in collec-
tive action will not exploit each other’s vulnera-
bilities. As noted by J. Barney and M. Hansen, 
such mutual assurance presupposes the presence 
of trust, which is essential for effective coopera-
tion [23]. As discussed earlier, trust in Ukrainian 
society is reflected in high levels of confidence in 
civic and volunteer organizations, a critical ele-
ment for social construction. Trust is crucial be-
cause it reflects the inclination to manifest a dia-
lectical symbiosis in social interactions, which, 
according to P. Margulis, is a constitutive element 
of symbiosis [24]. Symbiotic relationships foster 
mutual benefits among individuals, leading to in-
creased social negentropy — a process that enhan-
ces collective well-being. This enables people to 
“…work together to create strong communities, 
which, in turn, empower individuals to become 
capable, autonomous personalities” [25]. Such 
dynamics facilitate renewal of social life by gene-
rating new realities. Thus, socialization emerges 
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as a unique phenomenon, defined by a subject-
subject approach to understanding socialization, 
as illustrated in the role-playing stage known as 
“play.” During this stage, individuals develop a 
“self-image” and form their social self as a const-
ruct. This occurs through internalization (the as-
similation of norms and behaviors), enabling in-
dividuals to act and interact, thereby participa-
ting in the social construction of reality. Through 
these actions, individuals also contribute to na-
tionally rooted development, as they simultane-
ously integrate into society and shape it through 
externalization (expressing their internalized va-
lues outwardly). This framework aligns with the 
theoretical model developed by G. H. Mead [26], 
which conceptualizes socialization as a two-stage 
process. The first stage involves imitation and 
replication, while the second involves selective 
behavior shaped by personal choices. This selecti-
ve behavior reflects an adaptation to social norms 
and cultural values, as well as the construction of 
an individual’s personal framework. According to 
G. Kelly [27], individuals use this framework not 
only to shape their behavior within the context of 
their society but also to actively participate in 
constructing their social reality [28]. This const-
ruction is made possible through the individual’s 
capacity for externalization that reflects the abi-
lity to project personal values and norms back 
into the social environment.

Human socialization across time and space is a 
complex and ambiguous process, with varied con-
tent and consequences. Internalization — the pro-
cess of adopting values, social norms, and beha vio -
ral rules — occurs through adaptation. Howe ver, 
the nature of this adaptation differs: some norms 
are internalized on a psychological level, guiding 
individual behavior naturally, while others are 
followed reluctantly, without personal meaning. 
In these cases, the individual complies merely to 
avoid conflict and prevent actions by others that 
could restrict their ability to interact socially 
within a group or society. 

This distinction suggests the two types of adap-
tation: the first is adaptation to surrounding con-

ditions [3, p. 166]. It represents a narrative func-
tion of socialization, where the individual suc-
cessfully adapts, resulting in social identity for-
mation. A socially integrated individual possesses 
the capacity for social actions and interactions 
that align with the group’s expectations. Survival 
adaptation: In the second type, adaptation mir-
rors the struggle for survival under challenging 
circumstances, reflecting an environment that de-
mands continuous adjustment for basic existence. 
As noted, all living beings struggle to survive and 
preserve their species under the given life condi-
tions [3, pp. 166—167]. However, under such con-
ditions, the opportunities for meaningful partici-
pation in social life diminish over time. The second 
form of adaptation leads to the growth of social 
entropy, where individuals may gradually disen-
gage from meaningful social identification with 
their environment, particularly in group interac-
tions. This withdrawal not only limits their abi-
lity to act and influence social processes but also 
may motivate them for increasing social entropy.

The conclusions formed above were substantia-
ted, particularly during the period from 2014 to 
2018, by surveys which indicated that during the 
period under review, there was “public dissatis-
faction with the current government, which led to 
a persistence of protest sentiments within society 
and a deepening of protest ideology. At the same 
time, there was also a quasi-loyal attitude toward 
the authorities” [10, p. 99]. As a result, society at 
that time seemed divided into two groups, which 
was expected, given that social group interaction 
is one of the conditions enabling group support, 
solidarity, and shared motivation to help social 
individuals adapt to and overcome difficult situa-
tions. The problematic nature of social interaction 
forces individuals, in situations where individual 
resources are insufficient to address complex situ-
ations, to turn to group resources [29, p. 6], be-
cause such resources hold the potential for both 
the socialization and resocialization of individuals 
in relation to new conditions [22, p. 161—258].

In this case, we refer to so-called secondary so-
cialization, which occurs as a result of events that 
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not only complicate life but also bring about sub-
stantial changes. In Ukraine, the ongoing war 
currently represents such an event, challenging 
both society as a whole and each individual, who 
must adapt to conditions that have transformed 
their quality of life and the nature of social pro-
cesses, thereby influencing their consciousness. 
The primary objective remains to preserve hu-
man identity even in wartime, allowing individu-
als to interpret challenging life circumstances as 
opportunities for personal development. Through 
the processes of internalization and externaliza-
tion (i.e., socialization), individuals contribute to 
the social construction of reality, which, in turn, 
fosters resilience and a drive for victory, as well as 
a higher quality of life. Furthermore, this facili-
tates the resolution of uncertainty and disorder 

caused by war, supporting the renewal of negent-
ropic processes. Thus, socialization under these 
new conditions, shaped by overcoming life’s chal-
lenges, serves to mitigate the social entropy in-
duced by war.

This research is part of the project “Formation 
of the Foundations of Nationally Rooted Stabili-
ty and Security of the Economic Development of 
Ukraine in the Conditions of the Hybrid ‘Peace-
War’ System”.
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СОЦІАЛІЗАЦІЯ НАЦІОНАЛЬНО УКОРІНЕНОГО РОЗВИТКУ

Вступ. Соціальний простір у вимірі соціальної якості життя визначається соціалізацією загалом і економічною соціа-
лізацією зокрема.
Проблематика. Процеси, що мають фундаментальний характер з акцентом на національну укоріненість, дають 

можливість уникати невпорядкованості в суспільному розвитку шляхом соціального проєктування реальності, оскіль-
ки останнє передбачає наявність у суспільстві інституційного порядку, завдяки чому нівелюється зростання соціаль-
ної ентропії. 
Мета. Розкрити і продемонструвати те, як соціалізація укорінення національного розвитку, формуючи здатність 

продукувати енергію творчості, стає джерелом ресурсів та механізмів оновлення життєдіяльності. 
Матеріали та методи. Використано матеріали міжнародних та національних соціологічних обстежень та дані Дер-

жавної служби статистики, МВФ, національних наукових установ. Застосовано абстрактно-логічний, монографіч-
ний, порівняльний метод, методи соціальних та статистичних спостережень. 
Результати. Охарактеризовано складові соціальної та економічної політики в частині досягнення інституційної 

впорядкованості та її практичної результативності шляхом як державного соціального проєктування реальності, так 
і формування інтеріоризаційного характеру діяльності особистостей.
Висновки. В умовах повномасштабного вторгнення російської федерації український соціальний простір зазнав 

суттєвої реструктуризації, що зумовило формування нових структуроутворюючих опор життєдіяльності: масштаб-
ної гуманітарної допомоги збіднілим верствам населення; зміни балансу довіри/недовіри до окремих суспільних ін-
ститутів; переоцінки цінностей і бажання почати «нове життя» з новою роботою. У сукупності саме вони становлять 
нові засадничі форми життєдіяльності українського соціуму і мають розглядатися в Плані повоєнного відновлення з 
акцентуванням на національно укоріненому розвитку.

Ключові слова: соціальний простір, соціалізація, соціальне конструювання, національно укорінений розвиток, інтеріо-
ризація, екстеріоризація.


