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trAnsFORMATION OF THE CONCEPT OF NATIONAL IDENTITY IN PHILOSOPHY
Statement of the problem. The traditional image of world culture is associated, first of all, with the ideas of its historical and organic integrity, ideas about norms, rules, traditions and customs. However, the new image of culture is increasingly associated with the development of noosphere, planetary thinking, ideas of ecohumanism and universalism. Modern quality of the cultural knowledge had an impact on one of the most important concepts of philosophy and sociology – the idea of national identity.
Research goal. In this article we applied the methodological toolkit of philosophy represented by empirical and theoretical research methods with an attempt to distinguish cultural identity and to define it as a basic concept of philosophy and sociology, to determine theoretical concepts of identity formation and to explore the specifics of national identity.
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At present, the problematic field of cultural studies has acquired a meta-scientific, transdisciplinary character, which may be explained by the universality of culture as «spiritual ether» that penetrates all aspects, facets, and modi of human and social being. Philosophy helps to comprehend and recomprehend the relation between cultural traditions and innovations, the role of norms and values, patterns and ways of behavior; by means of inculturation, they help to hold society within the framework of a positive social being. This quality of philosophical knowledge is particularly relevant because of the current anthropogenic crisis, caused by the growth of technogenic impact and intense growth of the diversity of cultures that enter the historical arena as independent entities. While contemplating on scenarios of future world development, cultural studies refer to the category of identity as a basic concept that reflects certain cultural-determined ideas a person has about the world. Therefore, this observation proves that a significant trait of modern culture is the formation of its new image along with the traditional one. We also analyzed the contemporary challenges and perspectives of identity which formation is strongly influenced by globalization and technology.
Today, the conceptualization of identity has a central position in the arsenal of cultural studies. This enlargement of the conceptual apparatus of cultural studies is explained by the expansion of knowledge about culture and new developments in the research of the very concept of «identity». The concept of «identity» comes from Latin «identifico», which can be translated as «sameness». The problem of identity is caused by the needs in the practice of becoming (formation and development) a person in full compliance with his inner nature and essence, entering into the social and cultural world. As a social being, a person is formed in the cultural field, in the environment of personalities endowed with certain human features. Accession into this world is a process of acquiring its typical qualities, socialization of existing knowledge and cultural norms. A person tries to learn them, adopt them, transform them into own characteristics, and to become similar to other people who exist nearby.
At the same time, individuals try to realize their self, that of a special human being, identical only to them. By «privatizing» qualitative characteristics, taken from others, by expanding their peculiarities given by nature, individuals realize themselves as personalities belonging to a particular community. Simultaneously, this process is a process of self-identification of the individual – assimilation, identification (with society and themselves), self-awareness as similar to others and, at the same time, as a special unique personality – «I». But let us note that the process of identity formation is not a separate single act, it is a series of interrelated choices whereby a person accepts one's own goals, values, and beliefs.
Philosophy has an axiom that each individual bears the culture in which he or she has grown and formed as a person. In everyday life a person does not notice specific features of own culture, taking them for granted, however, when meeting with representatives of other cultures, these features become apparent and the person realizes that there are other forms of experiences, behaviors, ways of thinking that are significantly different from the usual and familiar. A person's mind transforms various impressions about the world into ideas, attitudes, stereotypes, expectations, which eventually become for his regulators of personal behavior and communication.
In philisiphical theory, the concept of identity expresses the identification of an individual with a particular cultural tradition. Cultural identity is a person's sense of self-awareness within a particular culture, conscious perception of norms and patterns of behavior, a system of values and language, as well as the realization of one's «I» in a particular cultural dimension. Cultural identity implies the formation of sustained qualities of an individual, due to which certain cultural phenomena or people provoke sympathy or dislike; depending on this a person chooses the appropriate type, manner, and form of communication.
Any group always has an inherent cultural core (the main marker of cultural self-identification), which gives coherence to the actions of its members and manifests itself externally through various modifications. Analyzing cultural self-identification, we must take into account the objective (external) and subjective (internal) factors that influence the development of this process. Objective factors include the existence of a particular group of people, the territory where they are located, language (dialects), historical memory, means of existence, customs, rituals, traditions, patterns of communication, etc., which act as determining factors that define membership or the individual's belonging to particular social groups throughout their existence. Subjective factors include stereotypes, beliefs, symbols, rituals, behavior, consciousness, etc. From an intra-group perspective, identity is based on a complex of cultural features that differentiate members of one group from all other groups, even if they are culturally close enough. Therefore, a coherent, solidary motivation of individual group behavior is formed. One's cultural identity is formed through association with existing cultural orientations and role functions.
In the context of essential contemporary transformations in culture, the problem of identity receives particular relevance. A particular fact of cultural identification existence is the possibility of its loss by the individual. The loss of cultural identification is revealed through alienation or marginalization. The category «marginality» (a term introduced by the American sociologist R. Park) is used in cultural studies to describe the borderline status of a person in relation to a particular social community, which imposes a certain footprint on person's mind and lifestyle. The so-called «cultural hybrids» find themselves in a situation of marginality, balancing between a group that dominates society but to which they have never belonged and a group from which they have separated.

Transforming identity gives rise to new connotations such as, for example, the «economy of identity». That means, how our ideals and social norms determine who we work as, how much we earn, what our level of financial capacity is, and so on. It is obvious that business is oriented towards identity: activities are directed to create recognizable images of territories, cultural brands and so on. Institutions of socialization, like education system, cultural and educational initiatives of different levels appeal to identity as the basis for consolidation of modern society.

The concept of identity is connected with the stages of ethnos' development, its system of sign and symbolic representations and assessments of the world and forms of cultural and historical existence. Ethnos is a cultural and spiritual community of people, related in origin, language, cultural heritage, a common territory of residence. Ethnic identity is «the result of an emotional and cognitive self-identification of a subject with his ethnic group, expressed in a sense of community with members of that group and perception of its core characteristics as values» [3, p. 100]. It includes a person's perceptions of their ethnic group, and feelings and intentions associated with those perceptions. National myths, symbolism, historical memory are all necessary factors of any identity. The brightest evidence of ethnic formations' viability is their existence in today's multifaceted society. Ethnic groups who nurture ethnic self-consciousness and maintain collective identity are the main representatives.
We define an ethnic group as a group of people which has some specific ethnic, cultural, linguistic, religious, racial traits, united by total or partial origin. Ethnic group members consider themselves culturally different. According to A. Giddens, to identify ethnic groups we should consider such characteristics as language, history or origin, religion, culture [2, p. 235]. A compulsory basis for ethnic identity is the community of culture. Basic values, by forming a cultural basis, determine the rules of relations, set priorities, assessments, goals. The American researcher E. Erickson considered the acquisition of identity as a necessary process associated with social adaptation. He also offered the term «identity crisis» (this term has become widespread in the 1950s as a general characteristic of the modern era) [4, p. 157].
Research of identity is also of high priority for political science. Identity policy (claim of minority groups the right to own value systems and behaviors) is a part of social movements. Political conflict, political technologies, public policy, etc. give priority to studies of identity. The conceptualization of political identity becomes one of the foundations for a new direction of interdisciplinary research – socio-political cultural studies. Developing a scientific toolkit for identity research can contribute to political forecasting and reduce the risks of social development in future. In this way identity is a phenomenon that arises from the interconnection of the individual, society, and culture. Identity research plays a key role in the problematic field of philosophical studies. But the problem of the interdisciplinary origin of identity also begets the problem of its discursive accumulation. Despite the relatively high amount of research literature, the problem of identity, particularly in the context of globalization and the information revolution, has not yet been fully explored.
The formation of national identity is one of the central issues in contemporary national culture. National identity is the lens through which many relevant aspects of life are considered, evaluated and explored. Identity research takes place within a cognitive paradigm that recognizes diversity, uncertainty, and multiplicity of approaches of this concept, as well as the diversity of aspects that influence its formation. But it is not always possible to talk about the unity of approaches. This issue is irrelevant for the national science for several reasons: a relatively short scientific tradition, the modern domestic nation is young and unsteady, so such concepts as «national identity» are relevant and need to be understood, and the events of recent years demonstrate that modern domestic nation is still forming.
Researchers define the national identity as a set of features that unite certain communities within national borders and as internal traits that determine the process of self-identification, distinguishing from other nations. The category of «national identity» as one of the basic theories of the nation derives from the understanding of what a nation is. Probably the most practical definition of the nation was given by B. Anderson, who noted that the nation is «an imagined political community has imagined as both inherently limited and sovereign» [1, p. 22]. In other words, we call a nation a community of people with a common geography of residence, a shared past and a projection of the future, and as B. Anderson noted, a nation in our understanding is a community in which people in the remotest corners of the country identify themselves with thousands of people like them, never knowing each other personally [1, p. 22- 23].

The term «identity», while having a Latin origin, can be replaced synonymously by uniformity, sameness or originality. As sameness, identity is the features that unite representatives of one nation within society. As originality, identity is what distinguishes the nation apart from others. The modern theory of nations identifies two main areas of understanding of the nation and national identity: ethnic and political. Primordialists, or in other words proponents of the ethnic theory, argue that the identity of nations is formed on ethnic base; however, the supporters of the political theory see the nation's core not in the ethnos, but in the political consolidation achieved through the integration of people through high levels of political activity and state influence on society. For representatives of political theory, the concepts of «nation» and «state» are identical. We should note that each approach is not considered universal. For the modern understanding of national processes, they are complementary.
The concept of «national identity» is a combination of objective and subjective features of a particular nation. The only correct definition of this phenomenon does not exist. However, most researchers find that this phenomenon unites the communities of people in the nation through a set of signs or attributes, and distinguishes it from others by forming collectivity within the community.
The Ukrainian researcher G. Kasyanov uses the term «national consciousness» along with the concept of «identity», claiming that «this is first and foremost a self-representation as a national community, a nation. When one considers himself or herself to be part of such a community, we may claim the fact of the existence of national consciousness» [5]. National identity is a certain key to understanding the essence of a nation. It manifests itself through certain parameters, or in other words «identity markers». Acknowledged researcher of the theory of nation E. Smith defined national identity as a complex construction, noting that it consists of «many interconnected components – ethnic, cultural, territorial, economic and political-legal» [7, p. 24]. He identified the features that indicate the phenomenon of national identity: «Historic territory or native land; shared myths and historical memory; shared civic culture; common rights and responsibilities for all members of society; common economy, the ability to move freely within the national territory» [8, p. 51]. In general, the modern scientific tradition identifies the following sources of identity: the psychological belief that a nation exists because all members of society recognize it and plan to coexist; a shared historical past, present, and future; joint actions; belief in a common motherland (territorial marker); common features: national culture, political principles, etc. It is obvious that nations are formed structures, however, they change and evolve over history, so the markers of national identity are not established, they can varied depending on specific realities.
In our opinion in the context of the problem of defining national identity, the theoretical concepts outlined by S. Huntington in his work «Who are we? The Challenges to America's National Identity» are of particular interest [8]. He stated that identity is the self-awareness of an individual or group which is a product of self-identification, an understanding of possessing unique qualities that «differentiate me from you, us from them. As long as people interact with their environment, they have no choice but to define themselves through relation to others and to identify the revealed similarity and difference» [8, p.50].
In Huntington's theory, identities are constructs. People construct their identities, either by necessity, by choice, or by coercion. «Identities are imaginary entities. They are what we think of ourselves, apart from cultural heritage (which can be renounced), gender (which can be changed), age (which, although cannot be changed, but can still be resisted); people are relatively free to choose their identity. But the traits that are inherited – including national identity – are flexible. They may change, obtain new signs» [8, p. 52]. 
Huntington offered to structure identity, distinguishing the basic theoretical concepts of formation. First of all, in his opinion, both individuals and groups are endowed with identity. Also, individuals can change the acquired identity only in groups. An individual can be a member of many groups and have the ability to «switch» his identities. Group identity is, as a rule, less flexible.
The perception of others also affects the self-identification of an individual or group. If a person finds himself in the new social context as an alien, then most likely he will consider himself a foreigner. «If a majority of the country's population considers a minority as, for example, uneducated and retarded, then members of that minority are likely to accept this attitude, whereby it becomes a part of their identity» [8, p. 54].
Conclusions. The outlined theoretical concepts of national identity formation are certainly not called to fully describe such a complex phenomenon; they can only become a basis for further studies of national identity. The phenomenon of national identity is one of the fundamental ones, it reflects the process of consolidation of nations, indicates the pressing challenges that society faces.
It was established that in the context of contemporary essential transformations in culture, the problem of «identity crisis» arises. The rapid nature of cultural shifts erodes cultural identities and creates a situation when people search for new ones. The causes of these processes are globalization and, as a consequence, the erosion of stable national identities. Dealing with that amount of problems in its study field, philosophy as well as any other science of culture must take the path of preserving national identity, which, by the demands of time, must be flexible, combined with other powerful ideologies and movements, and save its own character.
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