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PHILOSOPHICAL AND LEGAL FOUNDATIONS
OF COMMUNAL FEDERALISM: BETWEEN
AUTONOMY AND UNITY

Abstract. Purpose. The purpose of the article is to provide a comprehensive philosophical and legal
interpretation of communal federalism as an original Ukrainian paradigm of state organization that
combined the ideas of local autonomy, institutional subsidiarity, and national unity; to reconstruct
its intellectual origins, identify its key principles (in particular, community solidarity, legal pluralism,
and the contractual nature of federation), and substantiate its potential for modern democratic state-
building and the renewal of Ukraine’s legal system. Results. The article is devoted to the philosophical
and legal analysis of the concept of communal federalism as a unique Ukrainian paradigm
of state organization that integrates the ideas of local autonomy, community solidarity, legal pluralism,
and the contractual nature of public authority. The research reconstructs the intellectual origins of this
concept, primarily in the works of Mykhailo Drahomanov and his followers, and traces its formation
at the intersection of European federalist traditions and Ukrainian self-governing experience (the veche
institution, Magdeburg law, and Cossack democracy). The author emphasizes that, unlike imperial
or centralist models, communal federalism is based on the principle of the presumption of community
capacity — the ethical and legal recognition of the community as a subject capable of self-government,
the creation of local law, and participation in shaping the national political space. Conclusions. The
paper analyzes the distinctions between American, European, and Ukrainian models of federalism,
emphasizing that the Ukrainian variant was not the result of an agreement between political centers but
rather a form of self-organization of a subjugated nation under conditions of imperial domination. The
concept of the community emerges as an alternative to the centralized state — one in which the state
coordinates rather than dominates. The potential of communal federalism for contemporary Ukraine is
revealed as a factor in the renewal of the constitutional order, the implementation of decentralization
policy, the strengthening of community participation in decision-making processes, and the enhancement
of legal legitimacy. Special attention is paid to the problem of the discrediting of the term federalism
in the modern Ukrainian context, and the necessity of its rehabilitation through profound historical
and doctrinal reconsideration is substantiated.

Key words: communal federalism, local autonomy, community, subsidiarity, legal pluralism, solidarity,
political unity.

S. Podolynskyi, I. Franko, and M. Hrushevskyi —
constituted a response to the challenges of impe-
rial centralization and reflected the Ukrainian

1. Introduction
In the modern constitutional discourse
of Ukraine, there arises an urgent need to revisit

historical models of state organization through
the prism of the values of democracy, subsidi-
arity, and legal unity. Of particular relevance is
the philosophical and legal analysis of the con-
cept of communal federalism as a historical par-
adigm that combined the ideas of self-govern-
ment, territorial autonomy, and national unity.
The ideas formulated by Ukrainian thinkers
of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centu-
ries —in particular, M. Drahomanov, O. Terletskyi,
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people’s aspiration for self-realization within
a pluralistic legal system.

Communal federalism embodied profound
philosophical premises, including the concept
of personal freedom as the foundation of collec-
tive coexistence, the primacy of the community
over the state, and the natural right to autono-
mous governance. At the same time, this model
did not reject the necessity of national unity;
rather, it proposed unity as the result of a con-
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tractual association of communities based on
voluntariness and mutual responsibility.

Modern interpretations of federalism in
Ukraine are often distorted by political manip-
ulations and external threats, which has led to
the term acquiring predominantly negative
connotations. However, the refusal to engage in
a comprehensive philosophical and legal anal-
ysis of Ukrainian federalist thought deprives
national jurisprudence of an important intellec-
tual foundation.

The relevance of examining the content
of communal federalism stems from the need for
ideas that combine the legal autonomy of polit-
ical actors with the unity of values, principles,
and mechanisms of the rule-of-law state. This
combination was inherent precisely in the con-
cept of communal federalism, which merits mod-
ern reconsideration. The re-evaluation of this
paradigm is important not only from a histori-
cal and legal standpoint but also as a potential
source of institutional innovation in the con-
text of decentralization and the reform of local
self-government in Ukraine.

Accordingly, the study of the philosophical
and legal foundations of communal federalism
opens new horizons for understanding the rela-
tionship between individual freedoms, territo-
rial autonomy, and the unity of public author-
ity. It is also essential to reveal the internal
logic of this concept, which makes it possible to
regard federalism not as a mechanical structure
for the division of powers but as a philosophy
of legal order that arises from local initiative
and a political culture of participation.

From a scholarly perspective, there is thus
a need for a comprehensive academic analysis
of the ideological foundations, philosophical
implications, and legal models embedded in
communal federalism, as well as its significance
for the contemporary state-building of Ukraine.

The methodological basis of this research
consists of the works of A. Halkin, V. Diachuk,
O. Ilyina, K. Markov, T. Panchenko, O. Kho-
menko, and others.

The purpose of the article is to provide
a comprehensive philosophical and legal inter-
pretation of communal federalism as an origi-
nal Ukrainian paradigm of state organization
that combines the ideas of local autonomy,
institutional subsidiarity, and national unity;
to reconstruct its ideological origins, identify
its key principles (in particular, community
solidarity, legal pluralism, and the contractual
nature of federation), and to substantiate its
potential for modern democratic state-building
and the renewal of Ukraine’s legal system.

2. Foundations of Communal Federalism

Federalism, as a philosophical and legal cat-
egory, emerges in response to the need to har-

monize autonomous forms of existence of polit-
ical and social entities with centralized forms
of power. Its historical and legal origins are to
be found in the tradition of contractual law
and the idea of shared sovereignty, which took
shape in Western political and legal thought
during the transition from feudal decentraliza-
tion to the modern state. In its classical form,
federalism presupposes the legal coexistence
of several levels of public authority within a sin-
gle state entity, where competences are distrib-
uted according to the principle of subsidiarity
and sovereignty is divisible (Galkin, 2002;
Markov, 2020).

A foundational role in the development
of the theoretical underpinnings of federalism
was played by the works of European think-
ers such as Montesquieu, John Locke, James
Madison, and Alexander Hamilton, who laid
the conceptual framework for the division
of powers, the political equality of federal sub-
jects, and the legal balance between the center
and the periphery. In the United States, fed-
eralism emerged as a response to the necessity
of uniting independent states into a single pol-
ity while preserving their political distinctive-
ness. The American model is based on a clear
delineation of powers between the federation
and the states, enshrined in the 1787 Constitu-
tion, which at the time became a unique model
of federal governance (Diachuk, 2014).

In the European context, federalism evolved
more gradually and heterogeneously. In Swit-
zerland, Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Bel-
gium, federal or quasi-federal elements devel-
oped as a response to multinational, religious,
and cultural diversity. At the same time, Euro-
pean federalism often had an imperial character
and served as an instrument for maintaining
centralized control over autonomous entities,
which did not always correspond to democratic
ideals (Diachuk, 2014).

In this context, the Ukrainian federalist
tradition — in particular, the concept of com-
munal federalism — holds special significance,
as it developed not as a form of compromise
between a dominant nation and its provinces
but as a form of self-organization of a subjugated
nation under conditions of imperial oppres-
sion. This determined the deep philosophical
and legal motivation behind the idea — not
merely to decentralize power, but to reconsti-
tute the very paradigm of interaction between
the community and the state.

Communal federalism, which originated in
the works of Mykhailo Drahomanov and his
intellectual followers, was formed at the inter-
section of legal positivism, liberalism, social
constructivism, and ethical personalism. The
foundation of this model was the conviction
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that the smallest yet sovereign unit of political
life is the hromada (community) — an organized
association of citizens endowed with the right
to self-government, its own legal system, tradi-
tion, and political representation (Drahomanov,
1878). Thus, the community is not an object
of state power but its primary subject.

A distinctive feature of communal feder-
alism lies in its emphasis on the interrelation
between personal freedom, collective autonomy,
and social responsibility. Unlike the American
model, in which federalism is constitution-
ally institutionalized and aimed at the divi-
sion of powers, the Ukrainian model proposes
an organic federalism built upon trust, solidar-
ity, and the social contract between the commu-
nity and the state. In this respect, it resonates
with the philosophical ideas of Pierre-Joseph
Proudhon, who viewed federalism as a path to
liberation from centralized bureaucracy.

The philosophical and legal content of com-
munal federalism also encompasses the idea
of legal pluralism, according to which communi-
ties possess the right to develop their own legal
systems within the framework of national coor-
dination. This approach rests upon the historical
tradition of Ukrainian self-governance — veche
assemblies, Cossack democracy, and Magdeburg
Law — which functioned as forms of legal auton-
omy in various historical periods.

Importantly, the ideas of communal fed-
eralism were not an abstract theory but had
clearly defined political and legal objectives.
They became the foundation of the program-
matic documents of Ukrainian political par-
ties of the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries — above all, the Ukrainian Radical
Party — and influenced the constitutional pro-
jects of the Central Rada period. The idea of fed-
eralism thus emerged as a means of legitimizing
the aspiration for autonomy within multina-
tional empires and as a project-oriented model
of a new Ukrainian statehood.

In summary, the philosophical and legal
foundations of communal federalism integrate
the concepts of autonomy, legal pluralism,
human rights, solidarity, and subsidiarity. This
allows it to be regarded not merely as a his-
torical doctrine but as a relevant instrument
for reforming the contemporary state system
of Ukraine, particularly in the context of chal-
lenges associated with the restoration of terri-
torial integrity, constitutional transformations,
and decentralization.

One of the defining characteristics of com-
munal federalism, which distinguishes it from
other models of federalism, is its unique under-
standing of the relationship between auton-
omy and unity. Unlike traditional federal
systems, in which autonomy is perceived as

46

a decentralized distribution of powers between
the center and the regions, in the communal
model autonomy is understood as the natural
right of the community as a social organism to
self-development, self-government, and the for-
mation of a local legal culture.

Inthepolitical and legal thought of Mykhailo
Drahomanov and his followers, autonomy nei-
ther negates nor opposes unity. On the contrary,
autonomy is regarded as an organic component
of unity — its initial and necessary element. In
this sense, unity is not identified with unitarism
or centralism but acquires a new meaning: a net-
work of horizontally connected communities
cooperating on the basis of agreement, solidar-
ity, and the voluntary delegation of powers. This
model of unity resonates with the ideas of Jean-
Jacques Rousseau’s social contract, though
the emphasis shifts from the state as the bearer
of sovereignty to the community as the primary
subject of law.

In European contexts, autonomy was most
often either a privilege granted to specific terri-
tories (as in Scotland or Catalonia) or an instru-
ment of limited self-government within a central-
ized state. In the communal tradition, however,
autonomy is interpreted not as a concession from
the center but as an a priori right of the commu-
nity that precedes the state (Drahomanov, n.d.).
This philosophical position fundamentally trans-
forms the notion of subordination within the sys-
tem of government: the state is not the source
of rights but an arbiter that coordinates the free
coexistence of communities.

The legal category of unity in communal
federalism carries no imperial connotations. It is
not aimed at the unification or fusion of diverse
entities but, on the contrary, seeks to ensure
the coexistence of multiple forms of legal, cul-
tural, and political life. The ideas of legal plu-
ralism and cultural diversity were integral to
Drahomanov’s paradigm, in which he defended
the notion of a “free union of equal peoples” as
the foundation of the future political order.

In this regard, it is important to empha-
size that the community and the nation within
the framework of communal federalism are not
opposed to one another. According to Draho-
manov, the nation is a fellowship of communi-
ties united by a shared cultural memory, moral
principles, and a common aspiration for free-
dom (Khomenko, 2003). This approach stands
in opposition to the ethnic or bureaucratic
nationalism that dominated political projects
of the imperial era. In the communal conception,
national unity does not arise from centralization
but from solidarity that grows from below —
through the interaction of communities.

A significant contribution of the communal
paradigm is also the principle of mutual respon-
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sibility. In this model, the state does not possess
absolute power; its function is to serve the com-
munity, to act as the guarantor of its rights,
and to provide an institutional mechanism for
resolving inter-community disputes. Accord-
ingly, communities not only possess rights but
also bear responsibility for maintaining unity,
ensuring internal order, protecting individual
rights, and upholding common agreements. This
creates a balance between autonomy and unity
without excessive verticalization of power
(Panchenko, 2011).

In this context, it is also appropriate to recall
the principle of subsidiarity, widely applied in
modern European law, particularly in the prac-
tice of the European Union. Subsidiarity implies
that issues should be resolved at the level closest
to the citizen — that is, locally — and only when
this level proves incapable should the matter
be transferred upward. Communal federalism
anticipated this doctrine, articulating it already
in the nineteenth century, long before its formal
incorporation into the foundational documents
of the EU.

Finally, an essential aspect of the interaction
between autonomy and unity in communal fed-
eralism is the contractual nature of the political
system. The community enters into federative
relations with other communities and with
the state not as a result of subordination, but
through a conscious political act in the form
of a public agreement. This contractual nature
resembles the Swiss model of federalism, in
which each canton enjoys considerable auton-
omy, retains its own legal system, and serves as
a source of legitimacy for the national order.

In summary, the philosophical and legal
balance between autonomy and unity proposed
within communal federalism has the potential to
reframe contemporary approaches to the con-
stitutional organization of Ukraine — particu-
larly in the context of post-war reconstruction,
regional diversity, and the urgent need for
an effective model of decentralization.

In the conceptual dimension of commu-
nal federalism, the community is not merely
an administrative-territorial unit but, above
all, an ethical and legal subject endowed with
inherent dignity, the right to self-realiza-
tion, and responsibility toward both society
and the state. This represents a fundamental
expansion of the functional understanding
of the community that prevailed in impe-
rial legal doctrines — notably in the Russian
Empire — where the community was regarded
primarily as a tax-collecting mechanism or
a subsidized unit of a centralized system.

Within the framework of communal feder-
alism, as formulated by Mykhailo Drahomanov
and his intellectual successors, the commu-

nity possesses all the features of a legal person
under public law: it has an independent will,
holds authority to establish local norms, man-
ages communal resources, forms representative
bodies, possesses the right to conclude agree-
ments, and participates in shaping higher levels
of government (Drahomanov, 1878). This con-
ception corresponds to the modern understand-
ing of the institutional autonomy of public-law
entities.

The ethical and legal interpretation
of the community within this model rests upon
the values of solidarity, legal mutual respect,
equality, and participation. The community
does not confine itself to narrow local interests
but acts as a participant in a broader national
and civic project. In this sense, it embodies
the ethic of responsibility in Max Weber’s under-
standing — one that combines freedom of action
with moral obligation toward the collective.

The symbiosis of ethics and law was already
embedded in the historical forms of Ukrain-
ian self-governance — from Cossack councils
to Magdeburg Law — where the community
functioned as the primary arbiter of justice,
the source of elected leadership, and a partici-
pant in inter-communal alliances. In the com-
munal model, these traditions were not merely
reproduced but reinterpreted through the lens
of political philosophy and legal theory as funda-
mental elements for the construction of a demo-
cratic federation.

3. Specifics of Communal Federalism

A distinctive feature of the concept of com-
munity within the framework of communal
Jederalism lies in its equivalence to the notion
of personhood. The community possesses
the right to dignity, the inviolability of its
boundaries, and protection from the usurpa-
tion of its powers by higher levels of authority.
Thus, the community acts not only as a subject
of political will but also as a bearer of moral sta-
tus (Kolodii, 2002). This approach anticipates
modern legal doctrine, in which territorial units
are regarded as participants in the constitu-
tional legal order endowed with their own set
of guarantees.

Communal  federalism  proceeds from
the presumption of the community’s capac-
ity. This means that the community is capable
of effectively exercising public authority, adopt-
ing normative decisions, and providing public
services without excessive state intervention.
Consequently, the model of self-government is
constructed not as a “delegated state” but as
an equal partnership in which the community
possesses a natural right to initiative, while
the state bears the duty of facilitation.

In legal terms, this model may be imple-
mented through the constitutional enshrine-
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ment of the community’s rights as a subject
with a unique status, as well as through a clear
delineation of competences between communi-
ties, regional entities, and central institutions. In
this context, particular significance is attached to
provisions concerning fiscal autonomy, personnel
policy, local lawmaking, and regional justice.

Politically, the community functions
as a nucleus of social integration. Through
the mechanisms of local self-government,
the principle of participation is realized — a prin-
ciple which, within the philosophy of communal
Jfederalism, assumes the nature of an ontological
norm: only that system of governance is legit-
imate in which communities possess genuine
influence over decision-making. Accordingly,
the community is not merely a legal entity but
also a school of democracy, a space for cultivat-
ing political culture and legal consciousness.

From the perspective of its social dimension,
the community is the bearer of identity. It pre-
serves language, traditions, and social practices
and is formed on the basis of familial, territorial,
and historical ties. Such identity does not con-
flict with national identity but rather enriches
it, rendering the nation polyethnic, pluralistic,
and open to dialogue. This constitutes a key dis-
tinction between communal federalism and eth-
nonational or centralist models of statehood.

In summary, the community within com-
munal federalism is not merely a political cell
of the state but a full-fledged participant in
the legal process, a bearer of ethical imperatives,
and asource of legitimacy for publicauthority. Its
elevated status — both theoretically and practi-
cally — may serve as a cornerstone for construct-
ing a decentralized and democratic Ukraine. It
is through the restoration of the community’s
legal subjectivity that a model of the state may
emerge in which autonomy is not opposed to
unity but becomes its foundation, guarantee,
and formative principle.

Following 2014, when Russia annexed
Crimea and launched hybrid aggression against
Ukraine in the Donbas, the idea of federalism in
Ukrainian political and legal discourse under-
went a profound transformation. It began to be
associated with the instrumentalization of sep-
aratism, destabilization, and artificial antag-
onism between regions and the center, thus
becoming linked to threats to national unity
and sovereignty. However, such interpretation
has overshadowed the centuries-old Ukrainian
federalist tradition, particularly its communal
variant, which sought not disintegration but,
on the contrary, the strengthening of statehood
through robust self-government and social sol-
idarity.

The relevance of reinterpreting communal
Jfederalism as a philosophical and legal doctrine
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is increasing amid several concurrent processes:
first, the modernization of the public administra-
tion system in the context of European integra-
tion; second, the implementation of decentral-
ization and administrative-territorial reform;
and third, the adaptation of the legal system to
the challenges of martial law and post-conflict
transformation. Under these circumstances,
there arises a need to develop a new model
of unity based not on vertical domination but on
horizontal trust, mutual responsibility, and legal
solidarity.

The conceptual potential of communal fed-
eralism for the contemporary legal doctrine
of Ukraine lies in its capacity to transcend
the dichotomy between unitarism and federalism
by introducing a qualitatively new approach —
legal subsidiarity — which ensures both integ-
rity and effective local autonomy. This principle,
enshrined in Article 5 of the Treaty on Euro-
pean Union, enables the formation of a system
of public governance adaptable to the soci-
ocultural, economic, and security character-
istics of diverse regions (Treaty establishing
the European Community, 2005).

In its modern interpretation, communal fed-
eralism does not deny the existence of central-
ized institutions of authority; rather, it seeks
to harmonize them with communal structures,
forming a model in which the center does not
suppress but coordinates, does not impose but
supports. In wartime conditions, such a con-
cept enables stability through broader commu-
nity involvement in decision-making, resource
mobilization, and the organization of humani-
tarian and security infrastructure. For instance,
communities play a crucial role in hosting inter-
nally displaced persons, supporting volunteer
initiatives, and organizing local defense efforts.

In the legal context, communal federal-
ism offers specific mechanisms: the contrac-
tual nature of vertical relations between
levels of authority; constitutional guaran-
tees of a minimum set of communal powers;
the establishment of a municipal ombudsman
as an institution for protecting community
rights; and the equitable allocation of financial
resources between the center and local authori-
ties based on the principle of budgetary justice.

In the field of constitutionalism, this implies
a revision of constitutional design toward
a so-called “federation without federation,”
wherein a unitary state functions with a consti-
tutionally guaranteed multilevel system of pub-
licauthority. Such models have been successfully
implemented in Italy, France, and Poland —
states that remain formally unitary yet possess
constitutionally protected autonomies, decen-
tralized administration, and legal subjectivity
of territorial units.
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Given its historical experience of communal
initiatives (from zemstvos to the cooperative
movement) and its multilayered legal tradi-
tion, Ukraine possesses a unique opportunity
to develop its own concept of social federal-
ism, founded upon the community not merely
as a bearer of local interests but as the ethical
foundation of political unity (Ilina, 2011). This
requires not only political will but also thor-
ough doctrinal elaboration — which constitutes
the practical significance of revisiting communal
Jederalism.

In the modern political and legal context,
it is equally important to rehabilitate the very
term federalism as a legal category by freeing
it from the ideological distortions imposed by
Russian propaganda. This necessitates a dis-
tinction between federalism as a form of state
organization — which may indeed pose risks
under imperial influence — and federalism as
a principle of public authority organization
aimed at strengthening legitimacy, participa-
tion, and effectiveness. It is precisely communal
Jederalism, in its moral, philosophical, and legal
interpretation, that exemplifies this second,
constructive, and inclusive type of federalist
thought.

This also opens a pathway for the advance-
ment of legal education, where the ideas of com-
munal federalism may serve as the foundation
for academic courses in municipal, constitu-
tional, and administrative law. The incorpo-
ration of the works of Mykhailo Drahomanov,
Serhii  Podolynskyi, Oleksandr Terletskyi,
and other thinkers into educational curricula
will contribute to the formation of a holistic
legal worldview that integrates democratic tra-
ditions with national legal identity.

4. Conclusions

Thus, the concept of “communal feder-
alism” holds a unique place in the history
of Ukrainian state and legal thought as a form
of synthesis between the idea of local auton-
omy and the principles of political unity. Unlike
imperial and centralized models, this para-
digm is founded on the philosophical princi-
ples of subsidiarity, community solidarity, legal
pluralism, and the contractual nature of power
relations.

It has been established that communal fed-
eralism was formed under the influence of Euro-
pean and American federalist traditions, yet it
was deeply adapted to the Ukrainian cultural
and historical context. Under contemporary
conditions, its ideas gain particular significance
as an alternative to radical centralism and as
an intellectual counterbalance to destructive
pseudo-federalist projects.

In our view, the philosophical and legal
comprehension of federalism as a principle

rather than merely a form of state organization
opens up new opportunities for the moderni-
zation of public authority without threatening
state integrity. Communal federalism contrib-
utes to the development of an effective model
of community participation in decision-mak-
ing, enhances legal legitimacy, and strengthens
social cohesion.

Its integration into the modern discourse
of legal doctrine may serve as a foundation
for further reform of the constitutional order
and regional governance. At the same time,
overcoming long-standing biases associated
with the term “federalism” is possible only
through a profound historical and legal re-eval-
uation, in which the communal approach serves
as a key intellectual and philosophical resource.

References

Drahomanov, M. (1878). Hromada: Ukrain-
ska zbirka. Peredne slovo [Hromada: Ukrainian col-
lection. Foreword]. Zheneva: Pechatna “Hromady”
(in Ukrainian).

Galkin, A. (2002). Federalizm i publichna sfera
yak ovykhidni poniattia [Federalism and the public
sphere as initial concepts]. Nezalezhnyi kulturolohich-
nyi chasopys, (23), 98—111 (in Ukrainian).

Dohovir pro zasnuvannia  Yevropeiskoi
Spilnoty vid 1 sichnia 2005 roku | Treaty establishing
the European Community of January 1, 2005]. (2005).
rada.govua. Retrieved from https://zakon.rada.gov.
ua/laws/show/994 017#Text (in Ukrainian).

Drahomanov, M. (n.d.). “Vilna spilka” — “Volnwii
soiuz”. Sproba ukrainskoi polityko-sotsialnoi prohramy
zbir i poiasnennia | “Free Union” — “Volnyi soiuz”. An
attempt at a Ukrainian political and social program:
Collection and explanation). ditext.com. Retrieved

from https://ditext.com/drahomanov/union/
free-union.html (in Ukrainian).
Diachuk, V.T. (2014). Federalizm: dosvid

Spoluchenykh ~ Shtativ Ameryky ta perspektyoy
oprovadzhennia v Ukraini[ Federalism: The experience
of the United States of America and the prospects for
implementation in Ukraine]. e.surlli. Retrieved from
https://e.surlli/erinnt (in Ukrainian).

Ilina, O.Tu. (2011). Hromadivstvo yak politychna
Jorma bezderzhavnosti [Civicism as a political form
of statelessness]. Visnyk Cherkaskoho universytetu,
(210), 88-93 (in Ukrainian).

Kolodii, A. (2002). Ukrainskyi federalizm:
politychni aspekty [Ukrainian federalism: Political
aspects]. Nezalezhnyi kulturolohichnyi chasopys, (23),
81-121 (in Ukrainian).

Markov, K.A. (2020). Federalizm: poniattia
i vydy [Federalism: Concepts and types). Aktualni
problemy  vitchyznianoi  yurysprudentsii, (3), 3-8
(in Ukrainian).

Panchenko, T.V. (2011). Vytoky idei subsydiar-
nosti v ukrainskii federalistskii tradytsii druhoi polooyny
XIX — pochatku XX storichchia | Origins of the idea of
subsidiarity in the Ukrainian federalist tradition of the
second half of the 19th — early 20th centuries). Visnyk

49



3/2024
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW AND PROCESS

Natsionalnoi yurydychnoi akademii  Ukrainy imeni kontseptsiia natsii [Mykhailo Drahomanov on the

Yaroslava Mudroho, (8), 148156 (in Ukrainian). national question in the Russian Empire and his con-
Khomenko, 0. (2003). Mykhailo Drahomanov cept of the nation]. Carpatica-Karpatyka, (27),
pro natsionalne pytannia v Rosiiskii imperii ta yoho 121-145 (in Ukrainian).

Bacuav Tpunis,

acnipanm xagedpu npasa ma nyéaiunozo ynpasiinms, 3BO <«Yuisepcumem Kopons Jdanunas,
syauys €. Konosanvys, 35, leano-@panxkiecox, Yrpaina, indexc 76018, vasyli.trynio@ukd.edu.ua
ORCID: orcid.org/0009-0005-3790-8236
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mpupoan deaeparii) Ta 06rpYHTYBaHHS {i TOTEHITIATY /IS CYYaCHOTO IEMOKPATHYHOTO JEP/KaBOTBOPEH-
HS i1 OHOBJICHHS 1IPaBoBOi cucremu Ykpainu. Pesyavmamu. Crarts npucssyena ¢inocodcebko-mpaBo-
BOMY OCMMCJIEHHIO KOHIIEMIIii «IPOMaJIiBCbKOTO (peiepai3amys» SIK YHIKATbHOI YKPAiHCHKOI MapajurMu
JIepsKaBHOTO YCTPOIO, IO TIOEAHYE i/1ei IOKaTbHOI aBTOHOMIi, COJTITAPHOCTI IPOMajT, TPAaBOBOTO TIIIIOPAJIi3-
My Ta JIOrOBIPHOTO Xapakrepy 1y0iiunoi Biaau. J[oc/iKkeHHS PEKOHCTPYIOE IHTEIeKTyallbHI BUTOKHU i€l
KOHIIeTii, Hacamriepes y TBopuocTi Muxaiina [[paromanoBa Ta i10ro OC/ i IOBHUKIB, i TpoOCTeXKYE ii hop-
MYBaHHS Ha TIEPETHHI EBPOTENCHKIX (heiepalicTChKIX TPAANILI Ta YKPaiHChKOTO CAMOBPSITHOTO IOCBILY
(Biue, MarzebOyp3bKe 11paBo, KO3aIbKa JeMOKpaTist). ABTOP MiJIKPECIIOE, 110 HA BIIMIHY Bij IMIIEPCHKUX
ab0 TEHTPaTICTCHKIX MOJIENEH, «IPOMAIiBCHKIN (hezepasiam» 6a3y€eThest Ha MPUHITATI MPE3YMIIIIii Cripo-
MOYKHOCTI TPOMAJIH SIK €THKO-TIPABOBOTO CY0'€KTa, 3/ATHOTO 0 CAMOYTIPABJiHHSI, TBOPEHHST JIOKAIBHOTO
paBa Ta yyacti y popMyBaHHI HAIlIOHAJILHOTO TOJIITUYHOTO MPOCTOPY. Bucrosxu. Y pobori npoaHaizo-
BaHO BIZIMIHHOCTI Mi’k aMepUKaHCHKOIO, EBPOIEICHKOIO Ta YKPATHCHKOIO (heflepasiCTChKUMU MOJIETISIMU,
AKIEHTYIOUM Ha TOMY, IO YKPAIHCbKHI BapiaHT He OYB Pe3yJibTaTOM JOMOBJIEHOCTI MIK HOJITHYHUMHE
HeHTpami, a opmMoIo caMoopraHisailii 11oHeBoJIeHOT Hallii B yMOBaX iMIepChbKOTO loMiHyBaHHs. Konnenr
IPOMa/IM TIOCTAE SIK aJBTEPHATHBA [EHTPATi30BaHiil IepKaBi, 1€ ep:KkaBa KOOPANHYE, a He oMinye. Po3-
KPHUTO MOTEHTIIAT «<TPOMa/IiBCHKOTO (heiepasismMmys s CydacHOI YKPaiHU — SIK YMHHNKA OHOBJICHHS KOH-
CTUTYIIITHOTO JIa/ly, peasisallii MOJITUKY AelleHTpasi3allii, MIOCUJIeHHS Y4acTi TPoMa]] y TIpoliecax yxBa-
JIEHHST PillleHb 1 3MIiTHEHHS TTPaBoBoi JierituMHocTi. OKpeMy yBary NpHIieHo mpobaeMi JNCKPeuTaIlil
TepMiHa «(eepaizMm» y CydacHOMY YKPAiHCBKOMY KOHTEKCTI, Ta 06IPyHTOBAHO HEOOXiAHICTD fioro pea-
Ginirarii yepes rGoOKe iCTOPUKO-IOKTPHHATIBHE [IEPEOCMUCTIEHHSI.

Kmo4oBi cioBa: rpoMa/iiBChKuil (heiepasiam, MiciieBa aBTOHOMsT, TpoMajia, CyOCH/IiapHiCTh, MpaBo-
BUH TLTIOPATTi3M, COMIIAPHICTD, O THYHA ETHICTD.
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