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INTRODUCTION 
 

 

The problem of creating, functioning in the audience environment 

and the impact on this environment of the information product is 

inextricably linked with the social background of this functioning; 

social and legal context of the media environment; economic, 

political and legal rules that must be followed in their media practice 

in a specific country (region) or in a specific content situation. It is 

impossible to analyze any factors of any functional characteristics of 

information sources without taking into account ideological and 

constitutional currents.  

The development of “technical” technologies generates new 

“content” technologies, but the general public does not care what is 

the difference between them in the set of information technologies. 

Researchers of social communications are not interested in apathy. 

On the contrary, the rapidity of flowering of information capabilities 

of society, mass media, consumer groups (stratified by technical, 

social, and psychological factors) and individuals makes them to 

respond promptly to each of the situations and fix their specificity in 

strict accordance with the current ideological and constitutional trends 

in society. 

Paradoxically, liberalism (as a philosophical trend, a theoretical 

trend, and as an information practice) stands in some way away from 

serious research in social communications, despite several centuries of 

real spread within the world information environment. Liberalism  an 

important subject of historical, political and sociological research,  as a 

driving force of information practice remains on the margins of the 

science of social communications. 

A completely undeserved “stepdaughter” of our industry, a liberal 

component of information practice and now (perhaps, as never 

before!) needs to be understood in two extremely important areas.  

The first, according to the technology and technique of 
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communication, the adaptation of classical forms, principles and 

methods of liberal worldview to the latest conditions of information 

acquire completely unconventional forms of manifestation and 

transmission of content. Technology is becoming a basis for social 

communication, which allows exchanging texts, images, videos, 

media and make links to interesting content carriers according to the 

user's point of view. The simplification of content transfer platforms 

is already a process of liberalization, because the fundamental 

removal of restrictions on the technological capabilities of any 

content is an unprecedented step towards free acquaintance of the 

consumer with the content and adaptation of this content to personal 

worldviews. 

Undoubtedly, it is inappropriate or even impossible to study the 

content of mass media, literature, journalism, social networks, etc. 

separately under such conditions, because the mentioned modern 

platforms of unlimited opportunities of audience complicate the 

acquaintance with the information of any one type of source of 

influence (e.g. television) on the consumer without taking into 

account the potential of another type (for example, social networks). 

There is an effect of information culture as a certain conglomeration 

of those sources of information that are available and interesting to 

the consumer. 

The second, it is the heredity of the activities of liberal sources of 

information. Reasonable and correct research of the heredity in the 

study of a big problem always brings a mature, voluminous result that 

will allow not only focusing on the available information 

characteristics, but also taking into account different contexts, 

historical comparisons, the role of personalities and more. In addition, 

the actual effect of informational heredity must be the key factor of 

the structural and semantic aspect of the functioning of liberal 

journalism (T. Parsons [387]).  

Of course, technological changes since the time of T. Parsons affect 
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the global evolutionary trend of long-term fluctuations, but the general 

concept of “conjuncture” in the context of the theory of social 

communications is bot close to respect for the properties of heredity 

and variability of various organic forms [107, pp. 46-49]. The genetics 

of information culture should analyze and summarize the mechanisms 

of endogenous development of the entire multi-information system, the 

principles of formation and patterns of emergence of new qualities, and 

most importantly – the consolidation and practical reproduction of 

these qualities on the basis of which any subsequent layer of 

information culture is created. 

Heredity leads to a very understandable transformation, and this is 

the evolution of social communications without certain contradictions 

and drama. Interestingly, the transformation itself needs to be linked 

to the heredity of the media. Such heredity is ensured by the fact that 

the information sphere with radical changes in status, appearance, 

subject matter, style and vocabulary, remained a social phenomenon 

for some time. There is an effect of carriers of information culture as 

a point, specific information model of the source of information that 

is accessible and interesting to the consumer.  

Brightness, sappiness, multimedia of information-analytical and 

journalistic texts, accompanying phenomena in modern information 

sources make these sources an element of intellectual entertainment, 

rather than the basis or even the product of a serious analysis of 

events and phenomena of today. Modern mass communication, more 

and more clearly and unambiguously draws the line between the 

demonstration characteristics of a communication product on the 

online or offline principle, leaves out of the context of the audience 

both serious topics and problems and the seriousness of approaches to 

their coverage. Ukrainian researcher Oksana Kosiuk considers 

“intellectual entertainment” as necessary factors of the aesthetic-

communicative integrity created on the principle of infotainment, 

which is based on communication in the universal language of 
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secondary sign systems [247, pp. 140-147]. 

At the same time, spectacular feed wrappers (often artificial, 

created to distract the audience) can hide the deep meaning of 

primitivizing content. The well-known principle of unity of form and 

content is denied by modern multimedia information activity, which 

creates the illusion of ease of accessibility and understanding of what 

is said in the messages. 

In fact, this is far from the case. 

According to American scientist David Merrill, misunder-

standings and distrust of the audience to the media is caused because 

the flow of information is mostly too superficial and focused on 

sensations, entertainment or, conversely, life dramas. Much is being 

done to make the audience forget about the most acute and extremely 

serious problems of the modern world. It complicates the 

socialization of the audience, disadapts it. Therefore, the content 

corresponds to the requests and needs of the audience. The experience 

of information culture carriers in modern conditions has created a 

platform for real factors: 

• the gradation of messages on clear typological and semantic 

features; 

• the stratification of the audience depending on the expectations 

of the content of information culture carriers. 

According to the Dutchman Ten van Deyk, the current state of 

journalism requires an understanding of the pragmatic context, social 

situation and conventional guidelines [92, p. 107]. Ukrainian 

researcher Nadiia Zelinska, generally using the apt paradox of the 

“poetics of the stunned word” and speaking about scientific texts, 

unequivocally insists on a combination of interpretations and contexts 

[591], because any lively interest of the audience in the topics and 

events is impossible without them. 

Thus, the clarity of the fact, no matter how logical, emotional or 

virtual context it is accompanied, is the intellectual basis of serious 
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practice of information culture carriers. The contextual factor of 

information activity is the essence of messages, and therefore all this 

activity can be considered as a discourse. This means that all 

messages contained in the media should be studied through the prism 

of both content and contextual load. 

The documentary nature of the fact remains an element of the 

honesty of the carriers of information culture, a factor of respect for 

the audience and trust in the source of the message. However, the 

mass information due to its ability to interest and satisfy the largest 

possible number of consumers of the information product can not 

be limited to documentary meagreness. Interpretation is the basis of 

the activity of information culture carriers, which, in fact, turns this 

part of the social sphere of society into the expected interest of 

hundreds of millions of people. 

In fact, information culture is a problem field of realities 

covered in the carriers of information culture, because the problem 

component stood out simultaneously with the development of 

information culture. The problem in information culture is a 

phenomenon that contributes to the neutralization and correction of 

negative manifestations in information practice in its interaction 

with society, in particular – with those trends that are caused by 

unregulated or insufficiently regulated development of market 

relations in the information sphere and extraordinary 

commercialization of information activities [620, p. 28]. 

Relevance of the research theme. Scientific-theoretical and 

practical relevance of the study of liberalization content in social 

communication is due to systemic changes in the functioning of 

society and individuals according to the processes of information 

globalization.  

Total informatization of society, the development of the Internet 

created the preconditions and became the technological basis for a 

qualitatively new nature of production and dissemination of 
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information, which has found its practical embodiment in the 

convergence of the information product [548]. Convergence 

processes have radically transformed the social significance of the 

factual and documentary components of content, expanded the 

content and typological structure of information culture media, led to 

the development of new approaches to information flow management, 

gave a powerful impetus to develop and revise the conceptual 

framework of information activities. 

The ratio of factual and documentary information and their 

interpretation has become an extremely important problem of the 

existence of information culture carriers. The context of liberalization 

of information practice technology in all public spheres enables these 

carriers to realize their high communication potential, gain an 

extremely important status in political, economic, military, 

ideological confrontations through extensive use of interpretation of 

factual and documentary information in accordance with the goals 

and interests of customers (state, social group, owner, etc.). 

In fact, liberalism has acquired the features of a superstructure 

over the factual or documentary base, which is confirmed by the 

ambivalent nature of the functioning of content within the factual 

field of various media of information culture. In the same vein, the 

processes of content management are unfolding according to the view 

of its growing importance as a means of influencing the formation of 

public opinion, a means of manipulating public consciousness, a 

significant factor and a means of legal regulation. The clarity of the 

fact, no matter how logical, emotional or virtual context it would be 

accompanied, is the intellectual basis for the functioning of 

information culture carriers and their analytical abilities in society.  

The contextual factor of the functioning of information culture 

carriers is the essence of messages, and therefore all their activities 

can be considered as a discourse. This means that all the content 
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contained in the information culture carriers should be studied 

through the prism of both content and contextual load. The liberal 

factor remains an element of honesty of information practice, a factor 

of respect for the audience and trust in the source of the message. 

Media culture carriers, due to their ability to interest and satisfy the 

largest possible number of consumers of the information product, 

cannot be limited to documentary and factual meagreness. 

Interpretation is the basis of the activity of information culture 

carriers. In fact, the liberal context of the functioning of interpretation 

turns this part of the social sphere of society into the expected interest 

of tens of millions of people.  

Private interest! 

Therefore, it is important to study the liberal principles in the field 

of social communications, aimed at analyzing and possibly revising 

the traditional technologies of functioning of liberal information 

culture – especially Ukrainian, developing theoretical principles of 

management of the whole complex of liberal information culture 

carriers. The theoretical relevance of the study is manifested primarily 

in the socio-epistemological aspect of the liberal approach to 

information culture carriers, due to the growth of the volume and 

quality of knowledge, information in the transition from industrial-

technocratic society to knowledge society, and the growing 

importance of information in democratic society in Ukraine.   

Regarding the integrated approach to the Ukrainian information 

culture of the second half of the XIX – early XX century, this 

approach leaves out of the research field of view two popular opposite 

paradigms of information culture: the so-called Modern project and 

Postmodern project. According to the first one, there are certain 

general ontological bases of the universal unity of things, people, 

events and messages about them – universal criteria for evaluation 

and interpretation of all things. In this sense, the information and 
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cultural world acts as a universe of all possible meanings, and 

guidelines of human existence transmitted to man at any point in time 

and space. Accordingly, information culture is a local manifestation 

of the universal foundations of human culture in general. Any carrier 

of information culture is based on the existence of fundamentally 

different information and cultural anthologies, which can be in 

constant communication conflict, as they are based in special ethno-

national life worlds of certain communities, combined primarily with 

information factors. 

Connection of work with scientific programs, plans, themes. 

The monographic study was performed within the scientific theme of 

the Faculty of Journalism of the Academician Stepan Demianchuk 

International University of Economics and Humanities 

(“Psychological and pedagogical foundations of humanization of the 

educational process in schools and universities” (state registration 

number 0106U002439)). 

The purpose of the monographic study is to reveal the key 

factors of modern and historical aspects of Ukrainian liberal 

information culture carriers in the context of fixing and creating real 

socio-political and social information for public discussion, which 

will analyze the degree and possibilities of its free interpretation in 

society. 

There are the following tasks to achieve this goal: 

1) to investigate the theoretical and methodological principles of 

the functioning of the phenomenon of liberal information culture; 

2) to find out the content and audience characteristics of social 

communications as basic concepts; 

3) to identify patterns and features of liberal information culture 

as a means of communication; 

4) to single out the features of liberal journalism in the structure 

of the humanitarian and political paradigm; 
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5) to outline the mass of information culture as a sign of 

liberalism; 

6) to find out the functionality of liberal information culture; 

7) to establish the ratio of individual and collective principles of 

liberal information culture; 

8) to determine the scale of audience values of information 

culture; 

9) to outline the importance of the information culture of the past 

for the modern understanding of the relationship of liberal 

information as a factor of cultural heritage in the context of 

generational communication; 

10) to analyze the Ukrainian liberal information culture as a basis 

for effective communication; 

11) to find out the possibilities of formation of society and 

personality by the bearers of the Ukrainian liberal information culture 

of the end of the XIX – the beginning of the XX century; 

12) to identify the problem of the value of the Ukrainian liberal 

information culture of the late XIX – early XX century. 

The object of the monographic study is the liberal information 

culture as a factor in the system of social communications. 

The subject of the monographic study is the carriers of the 

Ukrainian liberal information culture. 

The selective chronological boundaries of the study: the end of 

the ХІХ – the beginning ХХ century. The Ukrainian liberal 

information culture of these chronological boundaries outlines two 

periods of the XIX century: 50-70th years (time of uniting of 

intellectual forces in search of the most effective means of 

preservation and raising of national self-consciousness) and 80-90th 

years (time of revival of development of information culture, its 

introduction into European and global spiritual development). The 

choice of such a chronological period of research is due to the fact 

that the second half of XIX – early XX century entered the scope of 
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scientific research as an era of cultural and national revival. The 

world of information culture of this period is based on ontological 

foundations and values, which are “their” for Ukrainians and become 

guidelines for human.  

The theoretical and methodological basis of the study consisted 

of scientific, theoretical and conceptual provisions, conceptual and 

categorical apparatus of works of domestic and foreign authors on the 

functioning of liberal information in the system of social 

communications. The investigation is based on the analysis of 

theoretical studies of this problem, carried out by representatives of 

communicative studies, sociology, philosophy and philology as well 

as scientific hypotheses of the author of this monographic study. The 

scientific achievements of leading domestic and foreign scientists, 

including scientific theories and concepts that form the basic 

scientific principles of social communications became the key sources 

of analysis: the theory of social communication, the theory of mass 

communication, the methodology of social communication research 

by V. Rizun; theory of sociology of mass communication, 

information theory and its role in social communications by 

V. Ivanov; theory of typology of types and means of mass 

communication influence on audience by S. Kvit; the theory of mass 

communication by G. Pocheptsov; the theory of communication 

transformation by M. McLuhan; the theories of post-industrial or 

information society by J. Hayashi, A. Toffler, U. Dayzard; the 

functional information concept by N. Wiener, K. Shannon; the ideas 

for the theory of political communication by G. Lasswell and 

P. Lazarsfeld; the theory of sociology of mass communication by 

M. Weber; the theory of the “third wave” of the technological 

revolution by  A. Toffler; the theory of conflict in the social sphere 

according to the concepts of J. Alexander, C. Mills, A. Gouldner, 

G. Ritzer, E. Fromm, D. Turner, E. Wind by Ukrainian scientist 

B. Kistiakivskyi; the interpretive concept in conflict theory by 
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T. Parsons, R. Collins, W. Tancher, A. Ruchka; the concept of social 

balance by L. Kozer; the theory of neofunctionalism by J. Alexander 

and J. Habermas, who consider the social structure of society as a 

holistic system. 

The author's thoughts are based on the theoretical legacy of 

T. Jefferson (he preferred the majority, who will necessarily make the 

right decision in contrast to the potential of individuals), D. Milton 

and D. Mill (supporters of the worldview vision of the full truth in 

information sources based on fair market relations), D. Merrill 

(supporter of almost absolute independence of any carrier of 

information culture as the only condition of intellectual freedom), 

J. Locke (author of the idea of a social contract, complete and full 

distribution of power, which affects the correctness of information 

product). 

The monographic study is based on the significant contribution of 

Ukrainian scientists to the development of the theory and practice of 

social communications of: V. Ilganaeva (theory, methodology, 

activities in the field of social communications); O. Shvydka 

(development of the communication environment in the information 

oriented society); S. Demchenko (Ukrainian national model of mass 

communication); V. Vladimirov (understanding as a social-commu-

nication category); V. Zoliak (functional characteristics of content 

convergence of mass media); O. Kolisnyk, I. Artamonova, 

B. Potiatynnyk, V. Shevchenko, O. Beliaeva, M. Kolesnikova, 

I. Shokhina, A. Safarova (application of scientific methodology to 

solve problems of applied nature in relation to the typological features 

of electronic media, the specifics of the Internet newspapers, specifics 

of application of elements of weblogs design); V. Zdorovega 

(interpretation in a journalistic work); O. Kholod (organizational 

features of social communications); V. Shkliar, A. Chichanovskyi 

(mass media as factors of interpretive-conflict situations); 

K. Serazhym (problem of discourse in information practice); 
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N. Zrazhevska (functioning of media culture in social 

communications); V. Lyzanchuk, I. Parimskyi (activity of mass media 

of Ukraine in the context of embodiment in information practice of 

national-creative idea); I. Krupskyi, N. Sydorenko, Yu. Shapoval 

(historical aspects of functioning of the Ukrainian liberal information 

culture); G. Pocheptsov (socio-political powers of the media in the 

context of creating their own image in society by socio-political 

representatives and the media); V. Bezdrabko, S. Kuleshov, 

N. Kushnarenko, H. Shvetsova-Vodka (document theory as a system 

object, its attributive-functional characteristics, models of kinds and 

typological classification of documents); O. Alexandrov, V. Buriak, 

M. Vasylenko, O. Goian, V. Demchenko, V. Kachkan, V. Lyzanchuk, 

O. Meleshchenko, B. Potiatynyk, M. Skulenko, A. Chichanovskyi, 

V. Shkliar (factual principle of information presentation); 

E.  Akhmadulin, O.  Vartanova, E.  Kornilov, G.  Lazutina, 

S. Mikhailov, Ye. Prokhorov (functioning of factual information in 

journalistic activity).  

The methodological basis of the study is scientific-theoretical 

and conceptual provisions, conceptual and categorical apparatus of 

works of domestic and foreign authors on the functioning of liberal 

information in the system of social communications. The 

investigation is based on the analysis of theoretical studies of this 

problem, carried out by representatives of communicative studies, 

sociology, philosophy and philology as well as scientific hypotheses 

of the author of this monographic study. 

The methodological basis of the monograph is a combination of 

general scientific and special methods and approaches to the study 

of patterns and features of information processes and phenomena. 

Thus, the elaboration of the sources was based on the application of 

analytical-synthetic and logical methods, which helped to formulate 

a system of initial theoretical positions, principles of selection, 

analysis and generalization of research material. The type-forming 
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and kind-forming features are formulated with the help of 

methodology of typological and kind segregation as a method of 

determining the specifics of segmentation of certain realities. 

According to this base, the classification schemes of such 

phenomena of information activity as “information culture,” 

“information culture carriers,” “liberal information culture,” “liberal 

information culture carriers” were created. 

The scientific novelty of the obtained results is due to a 

comprehensive and systematic approach to the implementation of 

tasks to study the development of Ukrainian liberal information 

culture in the context of the theory of functioning of liberal 

information culture in social communications. It also lies in the 

scientific substantiation of a number of provisions that testify the 

actualization of this scientific problem. 

The next factors are singled out in the process of solving the 

assigned tasks in the monograph: 

for the first time: 

– the concepts of “information culture,” “information culture 

carriers,” “liberal information culture,” “liberal information culture 

carriers” are singled out; 

– the study of the scientific achievements of domestic and foreign 

researchers on the relationship between liberal and national values in 

the information culture are carried out; 

– the theory and practice of the Ukrainian liberal information 

culture are developed, where the carriers of this culture are considered 

as a socially important factor of revival, and are realized by observing 

the uncensored principle of presenting information in the media. 

Within the theory and practice of Ukrainian liberal information 

culture: 

a) attributive and functional characteristics of the functioning of 

the Ukrainian liberal information culture (universality of 

dissemination, systematic of information presentation, associative of 

information presentation, analytical of information presentation, 
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reliability of information presentation, professionalism of information 

presentation) are determined; 

b) a model of liberal classification of carriers of Ukrainian liberal 

information culture are developed, which envisage the division of 

content into three blocks of features according to different 

characteristics of facts: attributiveness of facts, functionality of facts, 

quality of facts; 

c) the place of the liberal component in the process of information 

flow management is outlined, which integrates the identification of 

social interests of certain influential people or their groups, selection 

of facts and their interpretation, formation of public interest of the 

communities;  

– the factors of realization of the liberal principle of information 

presentation in the information culture carriers under conditions of 

systemic transformation of the media, generated by the influence of 

the technological and economic environment, are determined; 

– the multilevel and multifunctional nature of the liberal approach 

to content are revealed, which is directly manifested in the 

transformation of content at the information (digitalization of 

content) and communication (convergence of different media of 

information culture, the emergence of common content products for 

different messaging channels) levels. The communication factor of 

liberalization is manifested in the transfer of functions from one 

information culture carrier to another and in the ability to receive any 

content. Information liberalism is manifested in the use of any 

channels for this, that leads to the birth of new integrated liberal 

information culture carriers;  

– the integrated liberal model of social transformations which 

presupposes dialectical interaction of social memory, information 

space, social ideal is substantiated. This model is a system of deeply 

integrated social processes and phenomena on the nature, course and 

consequences of social practice. All this has a direct impact on a 
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variety of factors that make up the whole set of intellectual heritage; 

– the necessity of using a synergetic approach to determining the 

role and place of liberal information practice in such a complex open 

system as social transformations is introduced. Exactly this approach, 

which professes the principles of world integrity, common patterns of 

development of all levels of material and spiritual organization, 

nonlinearity (multivariate, alternative) and irreversibility, the deep 

relationship of whole and partial, chaos and order, chance and 

necessity, provides a systematic, comprehensive principle analysis of 

information activities; 

– the entry of the process of information flow management into the 

general strategy of collective content management as an antidote to the 

liberalism of information culture is established. It is implemented in 

information activities and based on the development and 

implementation of policies, procedures and methods of production and 

distribution of content. It is consistent with the requirements of the 

information environment, which form a set of technical and software 

means of storing, processing and transmitting information as well as 

political, economic and cultural conditions of informatization 

processes. Content management is implemented in the provision of 

multimedia telecommunications services, which allow the user to send 

and receive any form of information, interchangeable at will; 

– the categorical-conceptual apparatus of research is developed 

with the help of introduction of scientific concepts that specify 

communication interaction in the system of factors “fact – 

information document – social information – social transformations.” 

It allows determining even the minimum amount of information that 

causes awareness in society of the need for social change, 

manifestation of a certain feature (quality) or their combination to 

change the public consciousness; 

– the main stages and principles of formation and targeted 

functioning of the carriers of Ukrainian liberal information culture as a 
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powerful factor in the development of the Ukrainian state and the 

Ukrainian nation in the context of global trends in the development of 

liberal information culture are comprehensively analyzed.  

The next factores has been improved:  

– the theory of the functionality of the use of fact in the information 

space in the context of the functioning of liberal practice – in particular, 

the specific content of the realization of the potential of information 

liberalism in the media of information culture is improved. Liberalism 

is used as evidence, which is characterized by a considerable degree of 

completeness and logic of arguments, factuality and evaluative content 

components that convey the essence of the problem situation and 

highlight the author's position and argumentation on the problem. The 

liberal meaning of information culture forms a specific feature of the 

functioning of the carrier – personal value, evidence of the author's 

monologue, which (monologue) is based on the foundation of personal 

perception of reality. 

It has been further developed: 

– object and subject spheres of information culture as factual and 

personal-interpretative characteristics of the content of information 

activity are developed.  

The theoretical importance of the monographic research lies 

in the scientific understanding of the theory of the liberal factor of the 

functioning of the carriers of Ukrainian information culture in terms 

of historical and modern aspects of the communicative transformation 

of society; in developing the theory of liberal information culture; in 

the typology of information culture carriers on the principle of 

revealing the primary and basic nature of the fact and the possibility 

of its free interpretation in the implementation of interpretation 

resources of information culture carriers, which form a specific 

feature of liberalism – free personal social value. 

The practical importance of monographic research is the use 

of systematic provisions, hypotheses, scientific interpretation and 
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conclusions of the monograph with a purpose to write theoretical 

works, textbooks and manuals, professional reference books, lecture 

courses for professionally oriented disciplines in journalism and other 

specialties of the social communication cycle, Also practical 

importance is in the development of educational-qualifying and 

educational-professional characteristics, curricula in the specialties of 

social and communication cycle. 

The monograph consists of five chapters. 

The first chapter of the monograph highlights the theoretical and 

methodological foundations of the phenomenon of liberal information 

culture. In particular, it considers the liberal context of social 

communications as well as the specifics of content and audience 

characteristics of social communications as basic concepts of liberal 

information culture. The importance of enlightening liberal 

information culture is substantiated. 

The second chapter of the monograph deals with liberal 

information culture as a means of communication. The analysis of the 

functioning of liberal journalism in the structure of the humanitarian-

political paradigm is carried out. Also the peculiarities of the 

phenomenon of mass information culture as a sign of information 

liberalism are highlighted, and the signs of liberal information culture 

functionality are specified.  

The third chapter of the monograph examines the audience values 

of information culture, in particular, analyzes the principle of 

dialogism of liberal information culture, offers a classification of 

principles of individual and collective principles of liberal 

information culture, analyzes the impact of information wars on 

liberal information culture. 

The fourth section of the monograph considers the factors of 

autonomous functioning of the individual mind in the context of the 

functioning of liberal information culture. In particular, the 

information liberal culture of the Enlightenment is analyzed through 
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the prism of the heredity of liberal ideas, which play a huge role in 

assessing the information culture of the past for a modern 

understanding the relationship of liberal information and cultural 

heritage in the context of intergenerational communication. 

The fifth chapter analyzes the Ukrainian liberal information 

culture as a factor in the interaction of material and information 

practice of human activity. Ukrainian liberal information culture is 

considered as the basis of effective communication. In particular, it 

concerns both aspects of society and personality formation of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture, and the problem of value of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late XIX –  early XX 

century. 

The conclusions are generalized at the end of the monograph. 
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CHAPTER І. 

THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL 

PRINCIPLES OF THE FUNCTIONING OF THE 

PHENOMENON OF LIBERAL  

INFORMATION CULTURE  

 
1.1. Liberal context of the functioning of social 

communications 

 
Current traditions of studying information phenomena closely 

interact with each other and their problems are so intertwined that they 

can be divided only relatively. Although, the application of any method 

of studying the activities of the information phenomenon a priori 

implies an organic relationship, the interdependence of all elements of 

the mass communication system, an understanding of the internal 

determination of each of them. The elements of communication 

technologies in the context of the general requirements to any factors of 

social communications as a multifunctional phenomenon are 

distinguished into: 

• the type of social communication factor; 

• the genre in which this carrier is represented; 

• the stylistic specifics of presenting content in social 

communications; 

• the type of information campaign in which the factors of social 

communications are directly involved; 

• the specifics of the media (polygraphic design for the printed 

product, the layout of the program for electronic media, etc.). 

At the same time, it must be emphasized that any single factor of 

social communications must ultimately be subordinated to the 

purpose of this activity as something holistic. 

This follows from the organic connection of those categories that 

constitute the very essence of social communications. The subtleties 

of the typological content of social communications in the context of 

the problem chosen for analysis are not interesting, so it can be 



 
24  

assumed that the functioning of social communications is a complex 

of carriers of targeted influence on public order (and certain types and 

kinds of social communications and audience are very important 

carriers of such influence) with the use of various techniques that are 

inherent in information practice. 

Depending on the scope and vector of interests, there are 

hierarchies of tasks facing the functioning of social communications 

in a particular period of time. Hierarchies of tasks create hierarchies 

of types of social communications, which take into account the actual 

types of implementation of these tasks. Social communications (by 

heating up social contradictions around one or another problem) 

become a powerful factor in the formation and functioning of a whole 

set of reflections based on the exclusive preference of social 

communications – a monopoly on the transmission and interpretation 

of messages. 

The so-called social-communication tradition of the analysis of 

activity of social communications plays the productive role in the 

modern theory of social communications. But the very activity of 

these carriers can be considered as a holistic, targeted phenomenon, 

which is perceived not as a static, accidental and impersonal result of 

the functioning of these carriers, but as system formed and 

functioning in society and is determined by specific tasks, functions 

and purpose. This is the phenomenon of social-communication 

tradition of approaches to the activities of social communications. At 

least, that is why the context of the goal pursued by a particular 

carrier, and then the content and form of activity becomes clear 

(V. Rizun [440, p. 21- 23].  

Social and communication attributes of the functioning of social 

communications are not limited to telecommunications systems or 

information resources. The information provided by these media must 

be transformed into useful knowledge, and information policy must 

become a knowledge-based strategy. It is impossible to allow a 
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situation when some social factor would be “excluded” from the 

information space, and society will be divided into those who have 

access to information and those who do not have. 

The process of realization of social communication features is 

complicated. Its complexity lies not only in the fundamental infinity 

of possibilities of using the categories of social communication 

theory, but also in the methodological undeveloped nature of its 

essence in the context of coverage of any problem by a specific 

carrier. According to the functioning of social communication factors 

as an audience phenomenon, the essence of such features and the 

relationship between them are determined by such relationships that 

will have the greatest functional load during the coverage of a 

particular problem – and very specific interpretation situation. 

If the type of functioning of social communications is a 

generalizing category that determines the highest level of information 

practice and is represented in the general model by the factor of applied 

content of carriers, then the kind of functioning of social 

communications is a special category of social communication theory, 

which is subject to the type and subordinates some kinds at the same 

time. 

Therefore, it is possible to assume that the kind of functioning of 

the factor of social communications is a single category that determines 

the lower level of activity of these carriers and is subject to the gender. 

A specific carrier is a single category of the theory of social 

communications, which reflects such a separate object of activity of the 

factor of social communications, which really exists and acts as a unit 

of standardized division of these carriers. This separate object must be 

considered in the theory of social communications as a model of 

functioning of social communications. The formation of certain 

specific carriers on the basis of proximity in the context of a particular 

problem (or interpretive situation) allows talking about the formation of 

groups of social communication factors.  

Information and cultural features of the modern functioning of 
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social communication factors give the main coordinates in modeling 

the functioning of these carriers, which record the main results and 

are the key, and the most painful points of typification of mass media. 

There is the main methodological conclusion that the process of 

typification on the basis of the model proposed above (in its most 

optimal version) is possible as a process of passing from something 

abstract (type) through floating (kind) to something concrete (specific 

factor of social communications). This scheme will help to 

characterize both the factors of social communications and the types 

of audiences in the context of the functioning of interpretive 

situations within the functioning of these carriers. 

However, any impersonal separation of information and cultural 

features of the functioning of social communication factors can be 

justified, if consider some specific functional aspect of the 

functioning of social communication factors in the temporary 

abstraction (relative) of any other factors: it will focus attention on the 

functional aspect of the practice of social communications. 

In fact, the practice of functioning of social communication 

factors involves a large number of social factors related to specific 

characteristics of the functioning of social communication factors. 

But the problem is that two main traditions of studying the activities 

of the mass media can be considered incompatible: 

• first, the general communication tradition (the theory of social 

communications as a complex science of the functioning of social 

communication factors); 

• second, a partial tradition (the positions of individual scientific 

traditions within the theory of social communications). 

It is clear that the principle of interconnection of these two 

traditions can be considered as the optimal way out of a when it is 

correct to consider the functioning of social communication factors as 

an element of a certain impact on the audience. However, it will be 
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fair to say that the analysis of specific trends and ideologies of social 

communication factors in the context of audience behavior for a long 

time was conducted from the standpoint of formal grouping and 

systematization based on a classification of sciences, which neglected 

a particular era. That’s why, certain models of functioning of social 

communication factors were understood as a process of a certain 

distribution of their specific kinds within the traditional classification 

by certain groups in terms of material content (for example, [79]). 

The main feature of social communications as a phenomenon that 

is not considered only in terms of content, but as a perfect reflection 

of social activities, social consciousness was ignored. So, there are no 

specific forms of embodiment. This factor is serious for shaping the 

behavior and consciousness of the audience.  

The fundamental essence of the traditions of the study of social 

communications is identified with the political, social and socially 

organized activities. The production of information gives different 

options for communication at different stages of social development. 

As a result, it is possible to clearly articulate the relationship of 

information practice with social activity. This relationship reflects a 

special kind of social activity – information activity, which involves 

the social communication factors. The most generalized social 

activity can be represented as a socio-informational combination of 

the following four components:  

1) management; 

2) cognition;  

3) impact; 

4) practice [439]. 

Two groups of factors that have a direct impact on the social 

communication factors are quite clearly distinguished in the above 

traditions of studying social communications. The first group consists 

of analytical and morphological tradition, which is manifested in a 

fairly complete consideration of the classification features of the 
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functioning of social communication factors. The second group is the 

synthetic-genetic tradition, which is the need to identify general 

directions of development of social communications. 

Since function is only one of the essential properties of the 

activity of social communication factors, any factor of this activity 

can be a function. The understanding of the function of carriers as the 

relationship of all components of the social communication system is 

an important condition for the correct application of social 

information traditions of studying the functioning of social 

communication factors. 

Ignoring this aspect of the functioning of social communication 

factors leads to a decrease in the effectiveness of key criteria of social 

and informational features of the functioning of social communication 

factors. Having become a function, each of these criteria is either 

separated from social communications (becomes a factor of 

psychological impact on the audience, etc.), or is added to them, but 

is not considered as a factor of socio-informational diversity of social 

communication factors. 

The functioning of social communication factors exists in time 

and space. The set of characteristics of the functioning of social 

communication factors is the result of social activity, which factors 

are the contexts of social communications. Therefore, it is not a 

contradiction: the process of managing social communication factors 

and directing this activity to a specific audience forces to look at the 

typification of social communication factors as a certain constant tool 

of the possibility of structured communication influence on society. 

The key carriers of the social communication factors in this 

context are different levels of informational impact on society as a 

whole, on a particular audience, on a particular person. According to 

a specific factor of social communications in the context of a single 

problem, the process of using these levels can be considered as a 

criterion for determining the socio-informational features of the 
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functioning of these carriers in any era. 

The specific factor of social communications as a certain 

summary of the implementation in practice of the categories of the 

theory of social communications – is the purpose of these features.  

However, there is no doubt that any model of functioning of 

social communication factors in any period of human development 

depends on both methodical and methodological aspects of the 

process of group coverage of very specific factors of social 

communication of a problem. The following feature in this context 

must be emphasized: the categories are interdependent, but only in 

relation to the specific social problem under consideration.  

Thus, the functioning of social communication factors in the 

context of the problem load is carried out in the form of a certain 

system. At the same time, there is a task to determine the key factors 

of the peculiarities of the functioning of the carriers. Therefore, it is 

necessary to proceed from the existence of a certain model, which 

differs in the internal diversity of the typed subsystem and typological 

model in the process of defining the social essence of their activities 

as a certain category of social communication theory. If take into 

account the indirect role of social communication factors, then each 

of these categories must be considered in the system of categories of 

social communication theory, where the structure of currents and 

ideologies of social communication factors stands out.  

Some researchers of social communications often forget that the 

phenomenon of information fits into the categorical apparatus of the 

social sciences [445]. Yu. Sherkovin emphasizes that information that 

is disseminated publicly should be brought “to a state suitable for 

relatively easy perception” [180, p. 80]. It should be noted, that 

according to the principle of organization and functions, the political 

practice of a person combines different factors of functioning of the 

social communication factors. The most important integrator of a 

person's political functions is consciousness. It also determines 
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various forms of human activity, including behavior. However, the 

reduction of behavior only to conscious forms inevitably leads to 

simplification and reductionism in the understanding of personal 

manifestations. On the one hand, unconscious instructions, emotions 

and their traces in a person's memory and habits affect the whole 

sphere of conscious activity, and on the other hand, they are a product 

not subordinated to it, and at the same time – initiated by it. 

The peculiarity of the functional-structural system of social 

communication factors of a particular social problem  is that each 

stage of social development has a specific originality of the necessary 

and sufficient categories of social communication theory. Thus, 

similar originality can be outlined by the corresponding functional 

characteristics. It is correct to interpret these characteristics not in the 

traditional typological context of the documentary form of social 

communication factors, but in the interpretive context, which involves 

the application of flexible approaches to those carriers that more or 

less adequately cover a particular problem. It should be taken into 

account that the possibility of mass information, which is objectified 

in the social communication factors, is always ideological, and 

interpretive situations always limit the ideological application of 

content. 

Thus, the functionality of the social communication factors is 

determined by the whole system of categories of the theory of social 

communications, and the holistic social context. It should be noted 

that the functionality is due to the appropriate distribution of interests. 

Social and communication features of the functional and structural 

subsystem of social communication factors should be considered not 

only as the embodiment of the necessary sequence and relationship of 

the components of the carriers, but as the formation of their typical 

structures. This is reflected in the practice of functioning of 

information culture carriers in view of ideologies and currents.  

That’s why, these social and communicative features of the 
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modern model of mass media activity as a hostage of ideological 

currents can be considered as a certain universal coordinate system in 

which any group of carriers of information culture finds its place. As 

a result, all this demonstrates the necessary interconnection of all 

possible diversity of types, kinds and groups of these carriers. 

Concretization of such a model is possible in any field of information, 

any external pathogen of information culture, as it allows drawing 

specific information models of the functioning of information culture 

carriers, demonstrating and comparing them. There is a chance to 

analyze a certain modification of information culture carriers 

depending on how they behave in their relations with various social 

factors and within certain ideological currents.  

The historical context of the circulation of interpretations has 

given rise to many concepts that have been more or less related to the 

ideological currents, where the carriers of information culture 

functioned. According to nature and social consequences it is a 

unique phenomenon. Theoretical principles were expressed in the 60-

70s of the last century [9], when the positivist currents in sociology 

and journalism were replaced by the ideas of conflict of societies 

[422, p. 112-114]. 

J. Alexander said that the historical background of the whole theory 

of social interests in general is divided into functional and 

conflictological [624, p. 207]. At the same time, the conflictological 

approach has greater opportunities both for covering problems in the 

carriers of information culture [181] and for their cognition [558]. 

The liberal attitude to realities has a leftist origin in the social 

sphere in general. Left-wing criticism is represented by such names as 

K. Marx, C. Mills, A. Gouldner, E. Fromm. All the leading theorists 

of liberalism in the information culture were involved in the socialist 

(or workers') movement. The ideas of the liberal content of social 

relations have always been considered in terms of the development of 

the labor movement.  



 
32  

Free interpretive factor of functioning was deideologized and 

acquired the features of an applied, analytical phenomenon under the 

influence of Weber's multifactoriality [389, p. 68-69]. The liberal 

approach in interpretive cognition made it possible to highlight, 

understand and offer solutions to many problems of social life. 

Applying a liberal approach to any social phenomenon will 

emphasize the fruitfulness of this approach, as it takes into account 

the importance of interpreting social problems, the distribution of 

benefits in society, the conflict of interests of social groups and 

institutions [684, p. 264]. 

Liberalism in information culture was primarily the main 

alternative to positivist functionalism – the “social atmosphere of 

order” was opposed to the “social conditions of conflict.” As a result, 

a social field, which made it possible to adequately analyze reality, 

was created. According to L. Kozer, conflict which always takes 

place in a liberal atmosphere should be understood as any conflict of 

interest, if there are elements of contradictions [257]. 

A liberal approach to information culture leads to the fact that 

there are different approaches to seeing and interpreting conflicts. The 

interpretive content of social reality is based on real historical 

contexts. Therefore, liberalism is directly related to the interpretive 

capabilities of information culture and is formed in the stream of non-

perception of social functionalism. The liberalism’s followers do not 

believe in interpretation of the image of social relations. They do not 

see the possibility of implementing the ideas of rationality. 

However, the paradoxical nature of theoretical views on liberal 

practice leads to paradoxical views. Thus, C. Mills generally 

associated the spread of the practice of interpretation with the end of 

the era of liberalism [638, p. 108]. In this regard, the theoretical base 

of key social sciences was filled with the ideas of social equality, the 

reorganization of the social sphere of public life. Science has become 

the basis of all empirical dimensions of the social status of any social 
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system or its factor due to interpretations. 

Thanks to the development of liberalism, the vision of many 

social problems was reproduced, including those that were reflected 

in the carriers of information culture. Most researchers have tried to 

base a free interpretation of any social fact or factor on a liberal 

basis: a specific vision of reality that is based on a model of total 

reservations and contradictions, from personal relationships to 

holistic social relationships. The social sciences in the context of 

liberalism offered new interpretations of the phenomena of social 

practice, new approaches to the possibilities of analytical 

elaboration of the events and facts. 

It should be noted that liberal concepts in information culture 

have based their vision of social reality on conflict as a social 

integration and cooperative social model, according to which there 

are interpretations of specific historical and current contexts that 

either generate or eliminate conflicts. R. Collins is convinced that the 

doctrine of the prevalence of liberal tendencies is based on the 

historical scale of interpretations of the analysis of events; long-term 

models of the changes that accompany events; deep understanding of 

social relations within the functional characteristics of social 

organizations [639, p. 134-135]. 

The basis of liberal practice of social communications consists not 

only of interpretations of dramatic events of social life (revolutions, 

wars, social unrest, etc.). Such manifestations of struggle are a small 

part of the discourse, a small spectrum of social reality [638, p. 165-

166]. According to the subordination to different social groups, social 

formulations, social characteristics, and social conclusions differ in 

the context  of interpretation. Therefore, it is possible to talk about a 

tangible element of the domestic factors of liberalism. 

It must be emphasized that social practice based on the 

application of liberal practice of social communications is interested 

in the social order in this particular case and  the social procedure of 
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the information situation. Possibilities of interpretations lead to the 

ability to model the social behavior of people, understand certain 

elements of motivation of certain actions or their interpretation, and 

so on. This means that the interpretation of the behavior of an 

individual, a group of people, and large sections of society stands out, 

not the liberalization of social communications. 

Liberal theory based on the classical visions of the social structure 

of society (K. Marx, C. Mills, A. Gouldner, E. Fromm) takes into 

account several factors necessary for the development of the event. In 

particular, it is necessary to find different (wave-like) access to 

resources that provide public goods in all social systems. Inequality of 

access and the possibility of using resources create inequality – that is 

a conflict situation. Latent conflicts associated with the usurpation of 

interpretive abilities cause less hidden conflicts, and this can give rise 

to revolutionary change. 

In fact, liberal practice does not deny the fact that science has 

changed its view of conflicts since the time of the classical, leftist 

interpretation of the conflict content of social systems. Revolutionary 

doctrines (leftism, socialism, communism, etc.) were replaced by 

moderate ideas of vision and interpretation of conflict situations. As 

for free interpretations of this news, the so-called individual barrier 

was overcome (R. Darendorf called it a psychological paradigm). 

Thus, liberal theory has focused on the study of interpretations of 

social problems, the social importance of which could attract the 

attention not of individuals but of entire social groups and institutions, 

nations, and states. 

The status of the liberal approach to the interpretation of social 

events has become somewhat different. R. Collins and M. Mann 

brought the liberal practice of social communications to the level of 

equality in the interpretation of those events that occur due to 

aggravation of situations. These scientists added the empirical 

principles of proving the essence and principles of their practice of 
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functioning to the theoretical theses that took place in social 

communications. Therefore, the modern science of social 

communications has left the key dominants of interpretations that 

were identified as key by the founders of this science. 

The social essence of liberalism is very closely linked to its 

functionality, and the latter is based on the possibility of free 

interpretation of events. The basis of the social approach to the 

interpretive nature of conflict is the principle of social contradictions 

(formalization and systematization of events, social dynamics that 

upsets the balance of events and phenomena in societies, etc.), which 

is actually reflected in the practice of interpretations. According to the 

structural approach to the social aspects of liberalism, it is worth 

emphasizing that modern social sciences operate with two visions of 

understanding the nature of these social phenomena. 

The first aspect of the ethnogenesis of liberal interpretations of 

free interpretations of social contradictions belongs to T. Parsons, 

who almost completely denied the social nature of contradictions, 

neglected the conflict of interests in social development in his 

analysis of events. T. Parsons analyzes liberalism as an anomaly, 

distortion, deviation from some natural, normal course of events in 

the social environment, the excess of social balance. In sociology, this 

trend was called the “theory of order” [287]. 

The term “social balance” appeared in the late 80's of the last 

century, (this was due to the expansion of the theory of 

postmodernism [644, p. 75]). The supporters of this theory took the 

model of free interpretation of certain manifestations of social life as 

the basic principle of their reasoning. The basis of “social balance” is 

the desire of scholars to understand the key positive functions of 

liberalism in the social sphere, in social viability of society. 

Followers of “social balance” believe that interpretation is not only 

a mandatory element of social development and social relations, but is 

also a certain insurance factor in any social system. According to them, 
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the consequences of interpretations allow (due to a set of certain 

reforms and integration factors) bringing the social organism to such a 

state that would correspond to real conditions. The supporters of the 

theory of L. Kozer believe that the societies that are prone to liberalism 

have great public benefit. Such opinion is due to the fact that 

liberalization of social communications is the key factor of modifying 

and restructuring the old living conditions of societies, and creating 

more modern normative foundations of societies.  

Thus, the essence of the liberalization of social communications is 

that there is a need to connect the two factors of social relations in 

society: integrated (sometimes unifying, sometimes archaic, 

sometimes authoritarian) and liberal (sometimes progressive and 

sometimes even revolutionary). At the same time, it is quite difficult 

to specify which social feature of social life (conflict, violence, 

indifference, compromise, etc.) is a key factor in the development of 

relations between representatives of different segments of society. 

Liberalism of social communications assumes that social conflict has 

its own unique features, and therefore it is aimed at free and impartial 

(not limited by external circumstances) clarification of the factors of 

conflict situations that make social relations differ and close to the 

real world. 

It must be noted, that the liberalization of social communications 

relates to those key social factors that affect the integrity of social 

factors in the existence of systems or regimes. Analytical abilities to 

study any real life situations are important – the more democratic the 

society is, the more open are the possibilities of analyzing the causes, 

course and consequences of specific events. Liberalization of social 

communications is aimed to find out the reasons that led to this 

situation and what exactly has changed in the social patterns of 

society.  

It is worth noting that liberalization involves the consideration of 

the entire social system as a matrix of interpretation of the functioning 
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of the social organism as a potential conflict system. Therefore, the 

current vision of the historical aspects of the liberalization of social 

communications presupposes the existence of the four social 

principles. 

1) The social structure of society is interpreted as a system of 

various elements that has to comply with compromises until a certain 

time of social development.  

2) Any social system is interpreted as different parts that have 

different social tasks, and therefore their relationship is characterized 

by imbalance, tension, contradictions in the promotion of their own 

interests. 

3) All relationships between different parts of social systems are 

interpreted as either hostile (conflict) or friendly (compromise). 

4) Any real situation can be considered as a means of 

strengthening the basis for the rapprochement of various parts of the 

social system and a source of interpretations in resolving acute 

disputes [663, p. 492-493], that depends on the level of interpretation. 

In fact, all these principles are the basis of the current 

interpretation of liberalism in social communications. The use of 

these four paradigms allows talking about the potential analytical 

capabilities of modern social sciences, which will adapt to the 

specifics and diversity of forms of contradictory social relations 

formed at a particular historical stage through different attitudes to 

free interpretations. 

The ability of interpretations provides a fairly clear vision of the 

main characteristics of the content of the social environment. 

According to the postulates of L. Kozer's approaches, there is such a 

paradigm of the functioning of social perception (rejection) of 

interpretations. The cause of conflicts (which interpretation takes 

place) are factors of social inequality: if there is a risk of losing the 

freedoms that make it possible to express dissatisfaction with existing 
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social principles, then the principle of conflict arises. As a result, it 

leads to aggravation of the situation and the maximum level of 

interpretation. At the same time, exactly contextual conditions are 

important, for example, oppression of freedoms, inability to freely 

perform interpretations. 

The severity of conflicts depends on the emotional factors of their 

course, and how conflicting vicissitudes are interpreted by social 

communications. At the same time, social characteristics of the 

conflict such as unbiased causes of the conflict and its origin come to 

the fore. The duration of the conflict depends on the following 

factors:  

– the clarity of the purpose of social groups involved in the 

conflict; 

– the degree of willingness of these groups to compromise; 

– the realistic assessment of the results that may be caused by the 

exhaustion of the conflict. 

In our opinion, the most important factor of interpretations is the 

principles of positive functions of any message. L. Kozer emphasizes 

that positivism in interpretation exists only within the institutional 

carriers of the entire social system, which takes place in the 

interpretative messages [257, p. 53]. The positivism of the conflict 

lies in the adaptive advantages of interpretations, when the 

interpretation itself contributes to obtain critical conditions for the 

current functioning and development of the social organism. Thus, the 

events, phenomena, processes that are interpreted  contribute to the 

preservation, positive change and adaptive transformation of modern 

social contexts in society. Interpretation will contribute to a clearer 

delineation of group interests, the development of freedoms.  

Ukraine fits very specifically into the European context of the 

emergence and development of liberal thought and interpretive 

capabilities of social communications. B. Kistiakivskyi made some 
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conclusions about this fact [67, pp. 48-50]. The scientist considered it 

necessary to introduce the principle of social rather than individual 

psychology in the study of social processes of societies in the theory 

of social sciences. M. Weber's classical idea that the understanding of 

rationalism in any acute situation requires a comprehensive, social, 

rather than individual and limited approach to what is analyzed, 

served for B. Kistiakivskyi as an approach to social psychology in the 

study of conflict [231]. 

According to B. Kistiakivskyi, three aspects will be useful for 

analyzing the ability to interpret this conflict in the study of any 

collisions. They are: 

– the first aspect is the formation of key social concepts: state, 

law, society; 

– the second aspect is the identification of real, deep, not 

superficial relations in the social sphere, the degree of objectivity and 

the degree of randomness of conflicts; 

– the third aspect is the determination of the problem of 

interpretations of social values. 

According to B. Kistiakivskyi, the ontology of the problem of 

social conflicts is related to the need to establish causal links that 

affect the level of situation tension and the ability of social 

communications to ensure its free interpretation. 

Thus, in addition to the category of obligation, necessity, 

inevitability of interpretations, determination of the role of conscious 

social influence on the course of events, it is necessary to take into 

account the category of social belonging, which is formed in social 

groups and fixed as a norm. By the way, B. Kistiakivskyi was 

convinced that the social sciences' understanding of the problems of 

conflicts should be carried out in three spheres: 

1) the need; 

2) the opportunity; 
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3) interpretation. 

It should be noted that the analysis of the interpretive possibilities 

of social communications as an element of liberal currents in the 

social sciences is again undergoing revision [638, p. 119]. 

Neofunctionalists, who seek to revive the ideas of T. Parsons on the 

structural-functional approach to social processes, have some success 

[387]. J. Alexander and J. Habermas are bright representatives [649, 

p. 217]. Neofunctionalism, the antithesis of liberalism, is a current 

that prefers to consider the social structure of society as a holistic 

system, as a factor of subordination to the three main dominants of 

functioning: 

1) the existence of social conditions that do not depend on us 

(society); 

2) the presence of personal conditions under which social 

relations are characterized by certain objective characteristics of 

functioning, which have a certain non-analytical nature; 

3) the presence of communication conditions under which the 

goal of analysts is to identify universal, general factors of social 

structure [387]. 

It is believed that, unlike theorists of social aspects of liberalism, 

representatives of neofunctionalism single out the need for 

generalization, systematization of events and phenomena of the social 

sphere, the separation of a set of interpretations of cultural, structural 

and individual in societies, a set of normative elements of social 

systems. Neofunctionalism is abstracted from specific social 

characteristics, pedaling the institutional factors of social 

development. The economic system, the structure of government, 

legal relations, cultural component of societies, etc. – all this is not 

only naturally interpretable, but also becomes the prerogative of the 

followers of T. Parsons. They considered these factors of social 

development as objective factors (in contexts quite related to the 
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autocratic understanding of this phenomenon). 

A key methodological and applied consequence of the activity of 

supporters of neofunctionalism is that the key characteristic of the 

worldview was to find out how clearly organized the social structure 

is, how strong it is and whether it depends on personal factors. This is 

a theory of social order [683]. Unlike the theory of liberalism, it finds 

out the obligatory observance of the principles of analytical realism in 

the interpretive capabilities of social communications. Phenomena of 

social reality due to the large number of factors involved in their 

formation may differ from those norms that are determined by the 

theoretical foundations of the social sciences. So, neofunctionalism 

prepares the need to find such arguments in favor of the objectivity of 

social processes, which would confirm the invariability of non-

subjective developments. The task is to distinguish the analytical 

potential of societies from the universality of relations within these 

societies. All this leads to the construction of such a picture of 

interpretations of social relations, which should prove the systemic 

nature of the social world. 

Neofunctionalism, in contrast to liberal practice, constructs a 

theoretical basis of the social sciences with artificial depletion of 

specific historical contexts [118, p. 211]. Irresponsibility to a specific 

historical period of development of social relations deprive such a 

theory of subjective, purely human relations, contexts of the 

humanitarian model, which, according to R. Darendorf, should be 

“freed from utopia” [456 p. 52]. And this is a significant difference 

between the representatives of liberal and neofunctionalism 

approaches to social communications. 

There is a remark. Despite some work of Ukrainian scientists who 

study the problems of social communications, the Ukrainian segment 

of the study of social processes does not fully develop the theory and 

practice of liberal aspects of the functioning of social 
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communications. The reason is that, the social aspect is a systemic 

phenomenon, the institutionalization of which is regulated at the 

levels of: 

1) the government – the public; 

2) the authority –  the public structure; 

3) the representative of the government – the citizen. 

At the same time, the free interpretation of social reality is the 

object of maximum interest of scholars dealing with social issues. 

There is no doubt, that a critical vision of the interpretive capabilities 

of social communication is currently the most profitable and 

interesting area of application of social practice. Exactly critical 

vision of interpretations in the social sciences, the defense of the 

constructive role of non-standard approaches and views on specific 

situations that are freely improvised, can be an extremely important 

factor in an objective and complete understanding of what is 

happening in societies. 

After all, we are talking about social organisms, which (that is 

quite natural) cannot follow invented dogmas and rules in the absence 

of coercion, and therefore they will be forced to conflict, exacerbate a 

situation in order to bring own views, ideas, manners and principles 

of behavior to some result. This can be seen as the maximum social 

benefit of modern practice of interpretive content of social reality as a 

condition and as a consequence of liberal contexts of society and, in 

particular, social communications – a practice devoid of ideological 

stratification, extracurricular, most objective and necessary public 

sphere, public discussion of those problems that lead to conflicts. 
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1.2. . Content and audience characteristics of social 

communications as basic concepts of functioning of liberal 

information culture 

 
Large-scale informatization of society, the development of the 

Internet created the preconditions for a qualitatively new nature of 

production and dissemination of information, and necessitated the 

development of new approaches to individual management of 

information flows. Radical technological changes based on the use 

of computer technology have given a powerful impetus to the 

development and revision of the conceptual framework, which has 

become the object of multifaceted scientific research of Ukrainian 

scientists. 

It is quite difficult to write down the historical and typological 

trends in the development of mass communication, in particular, 

liberal after the publication of V. Ivanov's book “Mass 

Communication” [191]. The work so fully and punctually describes 

all the main stages of development and modern functioning of mass 

communication that it is impossible to add even a little thought. 

Therefore, the attention will be paid to how the vision of liberal 

concepts was formed in the Ukrainian segment of the science of 

social communications. 

Since the mid-1990s, considerable attention has been paid to the 

methods of individual information management according to the 

growing of its importance as a means of influencing the formation of 

public opinion, a means of manipulating public consciousness, as a 

significant economic factor and a means of legal regulation. 

Therefore, the research of scientists and experiments of practitioners 

in the field of social communications that are aimed at reviewing 

traditional technologies and the transition to the creation of highly 

efficient management systems for the entire complex of information 

resources are relevant. 
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V. Rizun, who was developing a methodology for researching 

social communications, outlined the essential characteristics of such 

basic concepts as social communications, communication theory, 

communication activity, communicative studies, and the evolution of 

scientific paradigms in the context of formation and development of 

social sciences. According to the scientist, the formation of the 

methodology of social communications as a scientific field should 

begin with understanding the nature of the new science, its features, 

objects of research and awareness of how this new science differs from 

existing ones [440, p. 7-11]. The study of the conceptual and 

categorical apparatus, the delineation of the boundaries of concepts, 

their relationship is considered as a methodological basis for scientific 

research. 

A significant contribution to the development of theory, 

methodology, activities in the field of social communications was 

made by Ukrainian researcher – V. Ilganaieva. She systematically 

revealed the concepts that constitute the object-subject field of social 

communications in their epistemological, ontological, phenomeno-

logical aspects. The interpretation of the concepts is based on the 

concept of generalized theory of social communications, which 

involves the formation of a new scientific discipline of 

communication – medialogy [169]. 

V. Rizun points to the “natural psychological mechanism of 

massification, which is inherent in us and means the need to identify 

ourselves with others for normal existence in society” [445]. 

Communication precedes the formation of consciousness. That is why 

the presence of mass elements is an immanent characteristic of 

“consciousness in general” as a generic feature of man, regardless of 

the types identified by different researchers: individual consciousness, 

group consciousness, public consciousness, mass consciousness. 

V. Ivanov considered information theory and its role in social 

communications [189, p. 6-14]. O. Shvydka considers the directions 
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of development of the communication environment in the information 

oriented society [514, p. 71-74]. V. Demchenko explores the essential 

characteristics and system-structural connections of key concepts of 

the mass communication process – information, media, communi-

cation, that is studied in the works of leading Western scholars [88, p. 

4-9]. 

V. Vladimirov rightly notes that “a silent object is not required to 

actively participate in the search for truth: the subject in a ready form 

in a monologue is brought to the object. A response or even a simple 

gesture of understanding is not expected from object: the slightest 

action becomes a violation of his object status” [559, p. 147]. This 

idea fits perfectly into the classification of social and communication 

technologies as “a system of manipulative decomplexes aimed at 

changing the behavior of society” proposed by O. Kholod [229 p. 8-

9]. 

V. Zoliak, who was studying the functional characteristics of 

content convergence of mass media, drew attention to the fact that the 

main characteristic of integration processes is communication 

globalization, which led to the spread of communication products and 

the exchange of messages about events between regions, countries 

and continents. The formation of systems of global communication 

flows has led to the creation of a new communication space in which 

all spheres of intellectual activity are closely intertwined and 

interconnected [617]. 

In this context, the terms content and convergence are widely 

used, and they acquired those characteristics of social communica-

tions that serve as a tool for theoretical analysis. 

Issues related to the application of scientific methodology to solve 

problems of an applied nature, in particular, the characteristics of 

individual audience participation in creating information, the specifics 

of the application of design elements of private web pages in the 
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social communications system are related to terms information, 

knowledge, content. These terms are basic for social 

communications. These concepts are closely linked by hypero-

homonymous relations. The study of the semantic fields of these basic 

scientific concepts allows establishing their hierarchy, to investigate 

the type of hypero-homonymous relations between them, to determine 

their place in the conceptual system of social communications. 

The hierarchical relationship of the concepts of information, 

knowledge and content can be established by analyzing their 

definitions and the structure of semantic fields. 

The lack of a unified definition of the term information allows 

updating and interpreting its individual features in different subject 

areas. Thus, the English cybernetician W. Ashby formulated the most 

common and universal definition of information: information is 

considered as a reflected diversity in any objects (processes) of 

animate and inanimate nature (the definition was supplemented by 

Russian scientist A. Ursul [545]). The term diversity in relation to a 

set of disparate elements is used in such meanings as: 

a) the number of different elements; 

b) the logarithm of this number, according to William Ashby 

[22]. 

Interestingly, this term in computer science is interpreted as a set 

of facts, phenomena, events of interest and require registration and 

processing. The term information in computing technics is defined as 

the content provided by this source [545, p. 73].  

The phenomenon of reflection of reality in the definition of the 

term knowledge is detailed and clarified by the sign – praxeological 

component: 

• the practice-tested result of cognition of reality, its reflection 

[409]; 

• a certain set of information about the object, its qualitative and 

quantitative characteristics, causal links with the outside world, tested 
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in practice; 

• the complete set of information available to the consciousness of 

the subject [169]. 

It is significant that the evolutionary paradigm of change of 

modern models of development of human civilization is organically 

connected with information and its practical approbation: 

postindustrial society, information oriented society, knowledge 

society. One of the criteria for the transition of society to the next 

stage of development is the percent of the employed population in the 

service sector: 

1) the postindustrial stage of society development occurs if more 

than 50% of the population is employed in the service sector; 

2) the information stage of society development occurs if more 

than 50% of the population is employed in the field of information 

services. 

According to scientists, it took 1750 years from the beginning of 

our era to double the knowledge, the second doubling occurred in 

1900, the third – before 1950. It is shown that the growth of 

information increased in 8-10 times for 50 years [98, p. 153]. This 

trend is intensifying, because the amount of knowledge has doubled 

by the end of the XX century, and the amount of information has 

increased more than 30 times. This phenomenon of information 

explosion belongs to a number of factors that indicate the beginning 

of the information stage and include: 

1) the rapid reduction in the time of doubling the amount of 

accumulated scientific knowledge; 

2) the excess of material costs for storage, transmission and 

processing of information of similar energy costs; 

3) the opportunity to really look at humanity from space for the 

first time [137]. 

The concept of forming a new type of society appeared at the turn 

of the century, when information began to acquire a qualitatively new 
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form – harmonized knowledge. This form of society allowed man to 

move to the mass production of new knowledge using powerful tools, 

such as information and communication technologies (ICT), and was 

called the knowledge-based society, or K-society. 

The rapid growth of knowledge leads to term-creating 

innovations: the term “knowledge resources,” used instead of the 

terms “information,” “information resources.” Then information 

workers were called as “knowledge officers.” It means, that the use of 

information and communication technologies for the production of 

new knowledge, which would acquire the characteristics of an 

information product, is actualized at the present stage of development 

of society. If the main resource of the new information order is 

information, then knowledge will be in the knowledge-based society. 

The term content indicates a combination of audio, text and 

digital signals as well as still and moving images. Content is the 

matter of any form of presentation of data, information. Content in the 

system of electronic communications is any informationally important 

matter of a server, information complex or website. Content is often 

called the text content of a website, but content is also a multimedia 

database that contains text and image information, video clips and 

tables. Multimedia content is organized in the form of pages by 

means of hypertext markup [210]. Content may be represented as 

mobile content – digital content addressed to owners of mobile 

devices (or received from them): text files, digital images, sound files, 

video files as well as other digital files that can be downloaded to 

mobile devices via wireless communication. 

Content is defined as data in the form of text, sound, viewer 

images, or a combination of multimedia data in the media industry. 

The content covers a wide range of content of text units, photos, 

videos, infographics, and podcasts. 

The analysis of the semantic fields of the terms information, 

knowledge and content stats that the concept of information includes 

the most extensive semantic structure, that cover all the diversity of 
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its forms: 

– the forms are circulated in inanimate nature (basic information); 

– the forms are circulated in living nature (biological information); 

– the forms are created and used by society (social information). 

The concept of knowledge, based on extensive information 

resources, covers only its segment, tested in practice and mastered by 

society. The concept of content was formed and functions as a 

component of social information, created in digital form, which 

information has signs of knowledge. 

According to the paradigmatic point of view, the typology of 

hypero-homonymous relations between terms is determined by two 

types of opposition: 

1) the opposition of generic (hyperonymic) and each (hyponymic) 

meaning due to the absence (presence) of a distinguishing component; 

2) the opposition of each other to all species meanings in the 

content of the distinguishing component of values [385]. 

In contrast to hypero-hyponymic connections that arise from the 

explicit development of syntagmatic meanings of hyperonyms (for 

example, a hyperonym newspaper has a number of co-hyponyms, an 

electronic newspaper, a daily newspaper, a general political 

newspaper), hypero-hyponymic connections of the term information 

develop implicitly – through the actualization of its paradigmatic 

meanings with hyponyms of knowledge, content. 

There is some correlation of a whole and a part of the various 

models of hypero-homonymous relationships between terms (genus-

kind, whole and part, adjacency in space or time) for the terms 

information, knowledge, content that is based on: 

– information is an absolute whole, which is the basis for 

replenishment of knowledge; 

– knowledge is an absolute part that covers the segment of 

information tested in practice; 

– the content combines the features of the whole (information) 
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created in the digital version, and the features of the part (knowledge 

acquired by society). 

According to McLuhan's “global village” theory, information 

production and communication become a centralized process. Thus, 

information, production processes of information products acquire 

signs of controllability, predictability of technological, communi-

cative, economic, psychological parameters of obtaining the final 

information product. 

Information can be considered both as a subject and as an object 

of management of social processes in the conditions of formation and 

development of the information society. Information in the context of 

managing social processes reveals the characteristics of the subject 

and implements them within the global informatization. It involves 

the mastery of information as a resource for management and 

development through the means of informatics. At the same time, 

information can be the object of action or influence, in particular, in 

the system of information management processes. According to 

V. O Ilhanaieva, information management is manifested at all levels 

of the information space: 

1) in the infotechnosphere (management of the production of 

means of processing, transmission, collection, accumulation, 

dissemination of information, including marketing, advertising, 

strategies, software and design activities); 

2) in the infosphere (management of information flows, including 

their logistics, methods of presentation, access, use, analysis of 

documentary information flows, the formation of secondary 

documentary and secondary information flows); 

3) in the semiosphere (content management, linking in context, 

censorship, publishing policy, media policy and other IC structures 

for the formation of documentary resources, distribution of artistic 

and aesthetic products, the choice of symbolic forms and accents of 

information representation messages). 

There are components that form or reflect the essence of the 
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concept of knowledge management as a specific form of 

management, where knowledge, like information, is considered as a 

product that is accumulated, processed and directed to certain 

information flows in all selected areas. 

The use of documents in journalism is a phenomenon rather 

journalistic, mass, often designed for emotional rather than 

intellectual perception of the audience, and is an event quite rare, but 

effective in the case of information confrontation. 

A document in journalism is a special purpose weapon. The 

current event, documented as a live broadcast recording, makes the 

audience responsible for being in the event of this live broadcast. 

Journalism “embeds” us directly into the pages of history, we 

document everything from press conferences, presentations, lawsuits, 

wars, hidden cameras, and so on. Documentation of historical 

moments, people, and current events has become as important as the 

events themselves. A document in journalism gathers the official 

factor of a specific event or problem coveraged by media – and it is a 

reflection of technological methods of formation and operation of the 

media. 

A journalist who makes news is often asked: what are the 

organizational and creative factors in processing documents for further 

publication, in particular, in news journalism?; what information should 

no be disclosed?; what questions journalists face when deciding to 

publish such material?  

Stephen Ward, a professor of ethics and media, an expert in 

journalism at the University of Madison, Wisconsin, and a former 

military correspondent, provided coverage of the Gulf Wars and the 

conflicts in Yugoslavia, Bosnia and Northern Ireland for Canadian 

Press. He is the author of Global Journalistic Ethics. S. Ward argues that 

journalists face such situations on a daily basis and should consider two 

factors: 

1) the news value of information can be of great importance to the 

public in the context of threat and risk prevention; 
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2) the disclosure of documentary information may have different 

effects on those who participate in the preparation of reports as 

documents. 

It is really interesting if document-based information can help the 

public understand the event better than a journalistic descriptiveness, 

more maturely assess the current state of the problem, its factors and 

solutions. On the other hand, journalists should ask: will this 

information harm anyone, or will its disclosure lead to a blurring of 

the problem in general? 

In principle, journalists should look for ways to make such 

information available to the public, because it is less dangerous to 

make a mistake in openness than to make a mistake under pressure of 

various circumstances (including an internal censor, although it is 

also a problem to keep documentary facts hidden) [688]. 

But, none of the authors should fall into journalistic carelessness 

in the search for openness. It would be worthwhile to speak publicly 

and openly, using the absolute difference between documentary facts 

and any other information (the possibility of references to the 

document). 

We are dealing with balancing, a day-to-day compromise that a 

journalist should solve, a compromise between journalism and 

documentary. Solving this compromise is often not as easy as it 

seems. At the first sight, this balancing act is nothing new in 

journalism. In principle, journalists are always faced with 

compromises, especially when they consider the publication of 

documents as a dramatic result of research of corruption, 

dishonesty, deception or other forms of violations. Of course, there 

is a possibility to compromise. However, journalism as a socialized 

form of communication often uses a principle: decision-making 

secrets are more controversial and threaten with problems if they are 

not submitted to the public. 

Privacy. The publication of confidential information may put 
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into question the legitimacy of certain individuals (the dangers for 

journalists are not going to be detailed), that may cause the 

criminally treated acts against these individuals. On the other hand, 

the disclosure of up-to-date documentary information is actually 

seen as an expression of respect for national security and (albeit 

often subjectively) is used to draw the government's attention (yes, 

exactly government, the audience is not taken into account now) to 

either intentional or criminal mistakes. 

There is no doubt that dominant of liberal journalism [456, p. 

188-200] may conflict with the political views or values of the 

journalist (nationalism, devotion to paternalism, Ukrainophobia). In 

addition, the disclosure of documents may conflict with the 

patriotic feelings of the journalist, because the release of 

documentary information will definitely not contribute to the image 

component of the existence of the journalist's homeland. Therefore, 

a journalist may risk being at the center of accusations of lack of 

patriotism or violation of national security. And there is no need to 

nod only to Russia with its problems of Chechnia, the North 

Caucasus, managed democracy and steadfastness of the leadership. 

This is the concern of those countries where many leading and not 

very leading citizens would prefer to forget once and for all about 

official documents within the limits of even official powers. 

Image? Olga Porfimovych notes: “the image is an artificially 

created product, which is measured by the public opinion about the 

object of study” [417, p. 7-8]. Therefore, it is not very correctly to 

directly link the notion of image and manifestations of liberalism in 

journalism. Document as the object of journalistic interest and as 

the subject listed on the document are not intersected in the context 

of audience positioning, because mass character, pursued by 

journalism, blurs the personalization of responsibility and 

comfortably falls within the expectations of the audience. 

The journalists must publish documentary materials if they are 



 
54  

checked, and at the same time it is proved that: the publication of 

documents will stop the development of corruption (censorship, 

murder, lies, etc.) in the future. But at the same time, journalists 

have the right to minimize the damage that would potentially be 

done to ordinary performers 

Where is this “golden mean”? 

Let's remember Wikileaks (it is impossible to disclosure a title 

problem without it). The portal was absolutely right in the need to 

issue documents. According to documents, there were no comments, 

analysts, and online was not even expected. The documents 

themselves have not been appealed in all the vicious sentiments of 

world politics and lawsuits against the portal owner personally, as 

their overall authenticity is beyond doubt. So, it remains to make 

own independent analysis of the data, no matter how annoying it is 

going to be. 

It is difficult to see any serious direct harm to societies or the 

inhabitants of these societies as a result of Wikileaks documents, and 

society was even happy that the hated government (and this is not 

only a Ukrainian phenomenon) was left in the dust. Of course, 

Wikileaks itself raises many questions about journalistic ethics (in 

particular, the so-called ethical rules of “statelessness”), but this is the 

nature of the Internet, and Wikileaks must follow these rules. 

Another question is if such sources of documents can lead to 

attempts to impose severe restrictions on the media? This issue is 

threatening. Even the observance of ethical rules “without 

citizenship” cannot control the documentary support of the activities 

of governments, politicians, businesses, criminals of any one state or 

nation. That is why the disputes of Wikileaks raises extremely serious 

questions about the fact that the publication of documents in a 

journalistic context is a necessary, exciting and disturbing event. This 

is exciting for those who advocate the free flow of information and do 

not recognize secrets, but it tis worrying for those who fear the 
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consequences of the free circulation of documents in the media.  

Thus, it must be said, that the study of the documentary principles 

of journalism does not take into account the main feature of the 

media, which act as an organic combination of content (socio-cultural 

information), symbolic (literary information) and constructive-visual 

(documentary information) forms. Current operational information as 

content, perfect reflection of social activity, public consciousness – 

does not exist outside of specific documentary forms of embodiment. 

The main purpose of the media functioning is the desire to find 

optimal forms of embodiment in society a consciousness, which is the 

product of active social activity of society. The mass media is a 

reflection of the consciousness of both the individual and society as a 

whole. All attempts to single out the socio-cultural features of modern 

media, which do not take into account the media themselves as a 

phenomenon of combining content (socio-cultural information), 

symbolic (literary information) and constructive-visual (documentary 

information) forms of information, go beyond the journalistic 

characteristics of these media. 

Thus, it is correctly to interpret any events not in the traditional 

typological context of the documentary form of the media, but in the 

technological context, which involves the application of flexible 

approaches to the media. It should be noted that the very possibility of 

mass communication, which is objectified in its means, is always 

ideological and authorial (i.e. subjective), and the subjectivity of the 

content is limited. 

This statement gives the opportunity in the future to consider the 

functionality of the media in the context of technological and 

documentary distribution of those interests that are determined by the 

journalistic practice. 
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1.3. Enlightenment of liberal information culture 
 

 

Classical liberalism has always considered public education to be 

perhaps the most important function of information culture. At the 

first sight, a person can study (in addition to a small part of the world 

around) quite a lot in order to know and understand this world, to 

place own worldview factors in this world. That is why a person must 

largely depend on the information culture. 

Besides, information culture “decorates” a person with 

information and analysis, shapes a person's opinion. Every person 

should formulate own ideas, transmitted through the carriers of 

information culture. In 1823 T. Jefferson in a letter to M Korea i 

remarked: “The press is the best tool for the education of the human 

mind and for improving person’s rational, moral and social being” 

[655, p. 711].  

The principles of servicing political systems are closely related to 

the function of public education of the press. The government 

imposes serious responsibility for the press activity, which (according 

to liberal theory) provides protection under guarantees of its right to 

free expression of opinions and impressions in accordance with the 

need to respect human rights. The liberal policy of the government is 

based on the assumption that the people, who willingly maintain a 

society, agree to express opinions from the side of this society.  

Every citizen has the right to act independently, he must know 

social problems, because free views are at the center of solving these 

problems, and well-grounded decisions are based on this appeal. 

Thus, the reality of individual autonomy and the success of 

democratic governments may depend on the opportunity of carriers of 

the information culture to freely disseminate thoughts, and how 

people make intelligent use of vital thoughts and information. 

The core of the liberal theory of information culture is the 
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implementation of the idea of individual autonomy. Only a free man 

can develop his abilities to the fullest level and, as the result, society 

as a whole gets the benefit. Although violations of individual 

freedoms may come from many sources, the authorities should 

understand that liberalism and free reason are the gateway to the 

freedoms of people and society itself. 

The carriers of information culture are developed from liberal 

theory, and liberalism begins to make noise when a person's 

freedoms begin to be violated. If the freedom of information culture 

is not maintained, it will be useless to understand the tendencies of 

people’s aspirations, and therefore people will start a riot against 

the encroachments of tyranny. 

The liberal worldview convincingly substantiates the receipt of 

information by the information culture carriers. Liberal theory states 

that: only free journalism operates within the system of private 

enterprise, and this is characteristic of classical liberalism. Private 

entrepreneurship in journalism performs the task of raising the level 

of public education, full service of the political system, protection of 

private civil liberties. Only a free press, indebted to neither the 

government nor any power structure, can serve the truth, and then the 

individual's right to a private interest in the public sphere will 

dominate. Therefore, the press must be an autonomous commercial 

enterprise in order to be free to present opinions and information 

without fear and passion. 

As T. Peterson notes: “the line of liberalism, even of private 

considerations, in provoking further steps of freedom must have been 

used to justify large journalistic enterprises.” The author of these 

words motivates his statement by the fact that a large, prosperous 

structure of information culture better withstands the pressure of 

government, fiscal authorities, competitors, etc., than its small, 

marginal factor [679, p. 34]. 

Of course, the current state of the liberal state of pro-government 
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information culture is critical. Information culture carriers that are 

directly owned by the government, would be more interested in 

maintaining the current party of power than society actually wants. 

Also information culture carriers are subsidized by governments, that 

means that the very funding of their information culture ideas will 

threaten the autonomy of private and corporate non-governmental 

communications. In addition, any tax coercion to show the profits of 

any type of information culture will not lead to an unfair economic 

advantage over the traditional commercial activities of information 

culture carriers. Thus, a free and open market of ideas and opinions is 

excluded. 

This correlation of the autonomy of information culture carriers 

for profit has a clear affinity with the economic theory of A. Smith. 

According to his theory, each individual carrier serves the welfare of 

society for its own benefit. The need to make a profit closely narrows 

the intentions of the information culture carriers to satisfy social 

needs and desires as much as possible. George Sokalsky said: “the 

battle for circulation is a battle for truth” [678, p. 34]. 

Although, a number of publishers may find it profitable to follow 

lies, but more and more media managers are still trying to deal with 

truth and good taste. The publisher follows the principle of comparing 

desires and needs (both his own and the audience) when combining 

own and commercial interest in making a profit with common sense. 

Neoliberal critics have taken a clear position on this issue. The 

well-known law of Thomas Greshem (http://uk.wikipedia.org/wiki/ 

Greshem's Law) states that journalism should contain at least one bad 

publication that will be able to overshadow good ones. According to 

apologists of this view, this activity is often devoted to the 

irresponsible pursuit of profit – not in publications, or the desire and 

need to create a community, but in contexts that cannot meet the 

demands of a complex industrial society in financial terms. At the 

http://uk.wikipedia.org/wiki/
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same time, neoliberals have a certain contempt for preserving the 

meaning of communication in traditional liberal theory, as they 

believe that man by nature and essence is a moral phenomenon, and  

the pursuit of profit does not lead to responsible journalism. 

Making compromise content decisions related to the function of 

profit is a very serious task of the media, which arose in parallel with 

the development of modern advertising [164, p. 77]. The importance 

of advertising, which today has a circulation in the samples of 

information culture, largely explains the leading role of the functions 

of servicing the economic system of information culture carriers. 

Today, the unification (realized through advertising) of the 

interests of both buyers and sellers of goods and services is an 

important factor in the liberalization of the functions of information 

culture carriers [105]. In addition, advertising has recently contributed 

to high levels of consumption, the ability to help allocate resources, 

stimulate the product range, and making possible prices beneficial to 

society.  

Thus, the self-government of information culture carriers through 

freedom in economic life as in politics (through the ability to publish 

vital information) is encouraged. But entertainment as a form of 

content is a definite factor of content filling. Persuasions, agitation, 

argumentation of political, social, economic direction are only a part 

of the content. 

Let's not forget that the early newspapers in England and the 

United States of America were very far from moral and primarily 

informational, but even they were no less desirable for their readers in 

terms of severity. The increasing share of material that is openly 

intended for entertainment is an opportunity for the mass audience to 

escape from the serious image of serious aspects of life. 

In fact, this is how the traditional liberal theory of the press 

works. Liberal journalism based on theoretical assumptions and 
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applied modifications, without damaging main values, remains a 

powerful factor in policy formation in public communication. In fact, 

it is an expression of freedoms as a natural right, as a factor of great 

importance in maintaining individual autonomy and freedom of the 

press. This is a prerequisite for a liberal society. 

The liberal theory of the press as its ultimate goal has a moral 

conviction, an appeal to a transcendent society according to the 

formation of values of personal freedoms, social principles of the 

importance of the status of free thought in society. The truth (the will 

of God or the laws of nature) is a manifestation of the rationality and 

is a moral victory in the competition between truth and lies. 

Freedom is the knowledge of truth and life in accordance with 

reality. The center of fact and event is a factor in their individual 

interpretation. Freedom of the press is a universal phenomenon, a 

personal right of every member of society. The right to speak freely, 

to publish, to be free is subject only to the individual mind and 

conscience with minimal restrictions for a free society. 

This constitutes the behavioral autonomy of a person. This is a 

complex theory that impresses with its applied scope. It was founded 

rather as a myth, as a complex of situations from a liberal fairy tale. It 

was closely connected with the astrophysical cosmology of the 

Enlightenment, with the liberal concepts of autonomous self-

government, atomistic concepts of classical liberalism in society. 

Theorists of liberalism, taking the order of the constant, latent or 

hidden conflict of mind and will as a postulate, acted in a stable, 

inviolable framework of transcendent values and universal law. 

Exactly it helped to shape the character and order the development of 

a modern vision of the liberal press – even in the context of historical 

aspect. 

One of the key characteristics of classical liberalism was its 

adjustment to the autonomy of the individual mind. The theoretical 
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base for freedom of mind in liberal eras, provided by Isaac Newton's 

cosmology and John Locke's philosophy of natural rights, was widely 

known as the essence of freedom itself, where all other freedoms 

seemed secondary. 

In principle, according to human freedom, the general thesaurus of 

human knowledge allows not only to freely discuss everything known 

to man with a purpose to form certain opinions, not only to express 

their opinions freely, but also to create competition of knowledge and 

beliefs in the rational discourse. As a result, it can help to get rid of 

ignorance and prejudice, to enable people to shape their behavior in its 

conformism with fundamental invariance to understand the capable 

laws of nature and, in particular, freedom (Carl Becker was the first 

who talked about it [631, pp. 29-30]). 

The whole liberal theory of the press is based on this optimistic 

metaphysical conception of the process of discovering and using the 

truth. The classics of liberalism often mention the phenomenon of 

“the permanence of the process of truth.” Indeed, the same Carl 

Becker suggests that there are four types of participants of 

communication liberalization: 

1) the one who wants to know the truth; 

2) the one who wants to know the truth and be guided by it; 

3) the one who wants to know the truth, to be guided by it and to 

constantly establish the truth for himself; 

4) the one who wants to know the truth, to be guided by it, to 

constantly establish the truth in open discussions and disputes. 

In this case, the latter characteristic must be consistent with the 

phenomenon of law, because the sphere of publicity means a priori 

and the sphere of responsibility. Whereas people's opinions are 

inevitably differentiated, each person must be allowed appealing his 

own opinion, if the appeal is consistent with the law, in particular, the 

right of another person to respect the opinion of that person. The 
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generally accepted rules of liberalism emerge due to this mutual 

tolerance and comparison of different opinions [631, p. 33]. 

John Milton, among the liberals of past centuries whose 

liberalism took the form of aristocratic republicanism based on an 

abstract attitude to the natural rights of citizens and the transcendence 

of moral law, was the clergyman of the liberal theory of freedom of 

the press. Milton was an ardent follower of liberalism from the very 

first days of his understanding of freedom.  

Milton believed that God's law coincided with the causes of 

human desires, but “what is subject to this desire is a free cause, and 

man has made it as an own right” [670, p. 34]. Puritan theological 

theories served as the best signal to embody the idea of borrowing 

freedom as the cause of the divinity from ancient communication 

practices and, above all, from the Stoics. Milton's concept of freedom 

is incompatible with power at all. According to Milton, good and evil 

grow together almost inseparably. The cognition of good is so subtly 

intertwined with the cognition of evil, that this intertwining is 

impossible for a person with freedom who plans to fully understand 

himself.  

If poet Milton reflects the critique of life, expressed in general in 

a sharp rejection of the lack of freedoms, then theorist Milton 

understands the need for compromise. His political pamphlets are a 

struggle against the practical implementation of the problem of 

consolidating freedom  they are sharp, often too sharp to allow 

anyone to be distracted by the sentimentalism of the opportunistic 

nature of his own, but already the theorist...  

J. Milton has three fundamental denials of communication chaos 

in the context of continuous, chaotic and thoughtless reading of 

books:  

1) unsystematic is an infection that can spread to a person's 

perception of the world in general;  

2) the temptation to read anything leads to unsystematic 

knowledge;  
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3) the stability of perception of real events and serious analysis is 

lost. 

However, J. Milton said: if the infection of chaos leads to the 

suppression of freedom of choice, then the whole system of human 

self-education will lead to the destruction of clear boundaries between 

good and evil, real and imaginary, value and insignificant. At the 

same time, there is no reason to keep a person from purposefully 

choosing communication channels. 

J. Milton was generally inclined to compare books with medicine. 

However, there are books that do not lead to experience or the desire 

to learn something new. Therefore, medicine as an analogue of 

human communication activity, is not always associated with useful 

remedy. Often it is just a mineral, a useless medicine. 

J. Milton considered regulation of something in any field as 

stupidity. If the government seeks to use the same type of 

communication structure and communication content, then regulation 

will take precedence over other communication characteristics. 

Regulation is a defraudation. 

The liberal philosopher believed: if consider regulation only as an 

analytical part of information culture, then this is a mistake, because 

regulation is also a matter of entertainment. There are natural contexts 

and artificial contexts that are taken from the outside. Information 

culture is sometimes content chaste in order to limit people's interest 

by a certain external framework. 

It includes not only religious topics, but also completely secular 

journalism. Those who seek to remove sin need to understand what 

sin is. J. Milton believes that truth and understanding should not be 

monopolized, because they have different statutes and internal 

structural standards. There is the Milton’s opinion that any state is not 

only based on the ideas of freedom, but also (depending on the level 

of regulation established by the same state) can be quite a “skilled 

doctor.” 

J. Milton was a supporter of various experiments in search of 
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truth and freedom in the communication space, but his protection of 

freedom and tolerance was unequivocal and could be limited by 

purely Puritan factors. J. Milton is a classic of expression of liberal 

ideas even with the limitations of Puritanism. Thomas Jefferson in the 

functional context of these ideas remains not only a model of classical 

liberalism in North America, but also outlines the field of liberal 

knowledge that is considered individualistic in modern 

communicative studies. 

The idea of freedom was the core of democracy for T. Jefferson. 

It is significant that the use of the term “democracy” in the context of 

Jefferson's understanding of freedoms should be perceived 

exclusively in the stream of republicanism and classical liberalism. In 

practice, it looks very different, because there is much in common 

with the mass information culture and democracy of the XX century, 

that is, with neoliberalism in any sector of theory or practice. The 

whole theory of society is based on the liberal traditions of 

rationalism and individualism. On the other hand, mass democracy 

stems from the intellectual revolution. 

According to the tradition of John Locke, Thomas Jefferson took 

it for granted that the best government was one that exists solely to 

preserve human life, freedom, and property. Regulations in the field 

of freedoms are acceptable (this is a significant difference from the 

views of J. Milton!), because the individual needs the blessing of 

freedom. At the same time the concepts of regulation and freedom are 

mutually exclusive and T. Jefferson puts up with the phenomenon of 

self-government. According to him, society requires some axiomatic 

practice of government control [651, p. 7].  

Society must have rights to control the government and this is not 

just a matter of expediency, but a natural social need. T. Jefferson 

rejected indifference as an argument, because society is able to 

govern itself and offer an alternative to paternalism. Therefore, a 

democratic society is inconceivable without education as one of the 



 
65  

greatest social needs. 

Like J. Milton, T. Jefferson advocated the freedom to discuss any 

problem as a reproductive technology of truth and understanding. 

“Differences will arise with variances in perception and imperfection 

of mind in every country where a person is free to think and speak” 

[675, p. 6]. But T. Jefferson admits that the presence of these 

differences can help cleanse from violent common thinking. 

The key essential difference between J. Milton's and T. Jefferson's 

approaches to the concepts of liberalism is that the first was 

essentially the leader of certain theological concepts of liberalism, 

and the second – the leader of naturalistic concepts. According to 

Milton's approaches, truth and freedom are equated with the will of 

God, and according to Jefferson – with the laws of nature. And yet, 

they both appeal to the transcendental order of magnitude. The truth 

is that: both the Will of God and the laws of nature must be revealed 

in the course of free and open encounters of ideas and thoughts. 

Freedom itself is the truth and it is necessary to live in accordance 

with it.  

T. Jefferson believed that the created government is much less 

happiness from the general happiness, from the education of the 

people and free press, that together should provide a higher level of 

public education. Moreover, he was convinced that the main function 

of information culture is to serve civil liberties [675, p. 12]. 

In 1787, Thomas Jefferson in a letter to Edward Carrington insisted 

that a free press was the only guarantee of civil liberties [674, p. 63].  

People are the only censors of power factors, and any mistake will 

be kept in the true principle of its origin. Any expression of freedom 

must be safe in order to avoid such mistakes. According to T. Jefferson, 

the ways to prevent freedoms are regulatory actions that prevent 

information reasons to become public property. The first and foremost, 

societies must retain the right on freedom to receive all information and 
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to be able to understand it. 

Thomas Jefferson's doctrine of freedom of the press and the 

theory of government have a very democratic basis. However, it is 

worth recalling that T. Jefferson's liberal experience was implemented 

in Kentucky, where the Republican-controlled legislature used 

T. Jefferson's ideas in adopting the famous “Kentucky Acts” – a kind 

of civil freedom resolutions. These Kentucky documents became the 

basis for declarations of acts of a federal nature, and later – the 

ideological platform of the Republican Party (the so-called 

“Republican Platform”) [674, p. 144]. 

Initially, the authorship of documents based on liberal ideas 

was a mystery due to the uncertain situation of the party and 

T. Jefferson. But a convincing victory in the election of 1804 not 

only strengthened his conviction that lies would be overcome by 

truth, but also revealed the mystery of the authorship of liberal 

ideas [674, p. 52]. 

Even the third President of the United States of America saw 

own administration as a participant in a great experiment in the era 

of the free press and democratic society. Thomas Jefferson, due to 

the incredible attacks of opponents, who could not forgive him for 

decentralization, said: “The world would not be interested in any of 

our experiments if these experiments were unfair and incorrect. 

Therefore, there will be freedom of discussion without the help of 

the authorities, that is enough to spread and defend the truth... The 

experiment was tested, all witnessed that the citizens made their 

verdict honestly and honorably for those who will serve them, and 

therefore each person can be trusted with deeds” [675, p. 7-8].  

T. Jefferson was convinced that only society or an individual 

can be “censors of governors” [674, p. 52], and even their mistakes 

will keep them from making mistakes in the future under such 

conditions. In order to prevent future mistakes, it is necessary to 
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prevent the suppression of civil liberties. The way to prevent 

mistakes is to provide the public with complete information on 

government affairs, the community must have true reports of real 

events. In this case, people must have documents, not their 

interpretations. 

Opponents of Thomas Jefferson, not Democrats but Federalists 

drafted the well-known Act of Incitement of 1798, which aimed to 

stop the so-called “writer’s images.” This law challenged Jefferson's 

doctrine of press freedom and his theory of a democratic government. 

Instead, Thomas Jefferson and James Madison have produced a 

series of powerful statements on the USA democratic development at 

the Republican legislature in Kentucky. The resolutions state that the 

greatest mistake of mankind at this time is the triumph of mockery of 

the mind, humanity as well as the oppression of people [674, pp. 54-

55]. 

Thomas Jefferson began to mention the oppression of the people 

in a few months before resigning from the presidency. He noted that a 

large number of citizens used to suppress other people's rights. He 

stated that the press cannot adequately perceive the mood of society, 

more completely deprive the nation of the vestiges of past 

imprisonment and make the advantages of honest journalism over 

lies. 

Thomas Jefferson compares the newspaper to a dirty car from 

which nothing can be seen. It is like a person who is never interested 

in the press, that’s why he is less informed than one who reads. 

Therefore, the truth, for a person who is poorly informed, appears 

where his knowledge ends, in this case the truth is filled with 

indifference, and the truth itself is something suspicious. Thomas 

Jefferson insisted that a free press was the best means of public 

education and the only reliable protection of civil liberties. 

We are interested in the whole range of thoughts and ideas of 

T. Jefferson’s attitude to the press. In fact, T. Jefferson insisted on the 
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belief that a free press is an integral part of a democratic system. We 

must understand the complexity of the character of T. Jefferson 

himself in order to understand the ambiguity of his ideas about 

understanding the concepts of “press” and “democratic system.” 

Jefferson declared that government censorship is a major impediment 

to the development of the press, that’s why he should be outraged by 

journalists’ criticism of his administration. However, the president 

wrote: “Happy citizen is that one who can restrain his own passion 

and act rationally in the midst of a storm on allegations of abuse” 

[675, p. 64]. 

Professor Richard Mott reminds that “T. Jefferson’s testimonies 

for freedom of the press, free flow of news and facts, and a bright 

light of publicity, which does not allow even minimal restrictions on 

state laws, were saved until the end of his life” [651, pp. 64-65]. The 

process of free competition of individual opinions, and, above all, free 

press, is a necessity in any democratic system.   

According to T. Jefferson, the release of the press from 

censorship, as for American realities, is not essentially anti-republican 

views. Therefore, T. Jefferson's theory (together with the philosophy 

of John Stewart who was quite far from the Enlightenment, but was in 

love with romanticism with a sharply anti-liberal worldview) 

broadened the horizons of social relations during the XVIІІ-ХІХ 

centuries. The fact is that the liberal worldview of an individual 

representative of society can be distinguished from the liberal theory 

of the press by a kind of “refusal” of the first phenomenon from 

substantiation of natural rights. Freedom of thought and behaviour is 

an axiomatic category based on potential signs of frustration in 

classical liberalism, which can be combined in rationality and 

significant human well-being. 

That is why liberalism is an individual perception of the world, an 

individual need of each person. The liberal movement is a doctrine 

based on the laws of rationalism and law. 
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Conclusions to Chapter I 
 

 

Key parameters of practical implementation of liberalism are 

often and seriously quarrelled. The liberal model of social life takes 

the central place in the modern world. Let remember: the authors of 

the book “Four theories of the press” did not hide the fact that their 

vision would sooner or later become old. The authors of this book 

have discovered (despite many advantages) the imperfections of their 

proposals. 

Indeed, as a result of monopoly, the information culture carriers 

are coming under the control of powerful economic factors, and it 

becomes difficult for them to remain a free market for ideas. 

Information culture in such circumstances does not serve society, but 

business, and opposes social change. The transformation of 

information culture carriers into the means of obtaining maximum 

profits under rather opaque operating conditions has led to the pursuit 

of sensations, coverage of private life of famous people in the public 

discourse, which leads to violations of human’s and reader’s rights.  

Freedom turns to its own opposite – permissiveness. 

Consequently, the liberal model of functioning of information culture 

examples must be considered as a passed stage and give way to a new 

type of mass information activity. It is talking about social 

responsibility of information culture carriers and a socially 

responsible model of informing. 

The need to adequately respond to changes in the information 

space and find the optimal model of relations in the triangle “state – 

information culture carriers – audience” has become extremely acute 

for Ukrainian society. Ukraine and its information space are at certain 

crossroads. It is outlined by already existing and scientific models of 

information culture carriers, in particular, the model of a liberal, free 

market of ideas and their implementation within information culture 

carriers. This liberal model is based entirely on that the dissemination 

of information should be available to individuals without prior 
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permission.  

But, liberalism is followed by a model of social responsibility of 

information culture carriers, according to which content authors must 

fulfill certain obligations to society, provide accurate, objective and 

balanced information. The information culture carriers must be 

pluralistic, able to express different points of view and respond to 

criticism. This model of democratic representation stipulates that 

individual members of the audience and the audience community 

should have the right to use information culture carriers in their own 

interests.  

However, the socially responsible model of the functioning of 

information culture is not only a continuation of the democratic 

traditions of communication practice in general, but also the most 

expensive democratic heritage of the late ХІХ  early XX century. 

Such a practice was in countries with developed traditions of 

democracy and parliamentary. Commission on Freedom of the Press, 

established in 1942, formulated its principles for the first time, on 

request of the owner of a large American magazine concern of 

G. Luce. The commission put forward the thesis of the responsibility 

of the press to society and concluded that the state should regulate 

such an important matter as journalism. It must be used to ensure the 

harmonious development of society, relieve tensions and resolve 

conflicts. 

The socially responsible practice of information culture has taken 

all the best from liberalism, in particular, classical American 

liberalism. It has also improved the mechanism of the use of freedoms 

and freedom of speech. It must separate the content: news from 

editorials articles, messages from opinions. It should provide a place 

to cover different opinions and points of view on the problem. It 

should give a complete picture of different social groups in society, 

and must explain the universal values to the audience. 

 At the same time, the most important common features of liberal 
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and socially responsible practice of functioning of information culture 

carriers are: 

1) The main goals are: to inform, entertain, sell, but the main 

thing is to turn conflicts into discussions. 

2) It can be used by anyone who has something to say. 

3) The content is controlled by public opinion, the actions of the 

audience, professional ethics. 

4) The information culture carriers are in private property, unless 

the government takes it into its own property in the public interest. 

5) Information culture carriers are responsible for content and if 

they do not fulfill obligations, someone else must do it. 
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CHAPTER ІІ.  

LIBERAL INFORMATION CULTURE  

AS A COMMUNICATIN MEANS   

 

2.1. Liberal information culture in the structure  

of the humanitarian and political paradigm 
 

 

The following history of Ukrainian liberal information culture 

passed the stage of critical analysis of existing concepts. In particular, 

Yevhen Nemurovskyi believes that the consideration of this problem 

in the context of the phenomena of social consciousness resembles a 

kind of a chain: the form of social consciousness – literature – book 

[375, p. 32-50]. It is significant that the information culture itself was 

full of correct discussions on the origin of Ukrainians and their 

language in the struggle of Ukrainian culture for the establishment of 

ethnic and national identity of the people. It must be emphasized: the 

discussion of these issues took place in the absence of proper 

conditions for development.  

Polish researcher Krzysztof Migon connects attention to liberal 

information culture with the growth of interest in information culture 

[322, p. 161]. There will always be an awareness of the need to make 

the most effective use of the knowledge that humanity has 

accumulated during the previous historical periods of its 

development, including through the European Enlightenment 

movements. According to Ukraine, O. Konovets notes that the 

originality of this experience lies in the ideas of Ukrainian revival and 

modernization of socio-economic and cultural life of Ukrainians 

during the late ХІХ – early ХХ century, which included intellectual 

and spiritual energy of predecessors since the times of Kyivan Rus. 

This experience, gained by the Ukrainian liberal intelligentsia in the 

context of the renewal of socio-economic and cultural life, is valuable 
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today (see: [242, p. 9]).  

Thus, the liberal information culture in Ukraine has become quite 

widespread due to the fact that: 

 general picture of the role of Ukrainian liberal thought in the 

past was recreated; 

 existing information practice was adapted to the Ukrainian 

realities of its time; 

 there was a serious analysis of sources related to the emergence 

and development of Ukrainian liberal information culture carriers as a 

powerful representative of information assets.  

The emergence and development of certain local traditions is a 

phenomenon closely related to the creation and development of 

relevant cultures. However, it can be noted that the authority of 

information culture and a certain caution in relation to a number of its 

representatives are quite old. This precaution accompanies human 

development associated with the possibility of uncontrolled creation 

and distribution of content [528, p. 24]. 

Information culture involves, in particular, imitation of their own 

carriers, which have the authority of knowledge and experience. In 

this case information culture helps to consolidate the content of those 

norms that have special importance in society. Thus, fixing of one 

certain variant of a information culture carrier becomes a basis for 

content that will reach the audience not in the form of its constant 

change and processing, but in the form of creation of new symbolic 

values of integral complexes of not traditional senses.  

Ukrainian liberal information culture is a socio-cultural 

phenomenon that is still developing today. When the one version of 

the content is fixed, this phenomenon is not so much trying to 

interpret a certain traditional phenomenon of the “correct past” by its 

essence, but leave the traditional culture outside the brackets of ways 

of preserving the content of traditions as the basis of ineffective 
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communication impact [655, p. 195]. This leads to the need for new 

contents, new messages that take into account the necessary changes 

that took place, but only according to the personal intentions of the 

audience. 

The terms new and old, traditional and innovative, “own” and 

“foreign” create a picture of contradictions in information culture, a 

cultural norm in its dynamics that can be clearly identified and 

realized in the process of comparing understanding. At the same time, 

the tension between the actual changes in traditional knowledge and 

its form, enshrined in the carriers of information culture, is sometimes 

expressed in the feeling of loss, the traditions of its original purity that 

is the crisis of the usual world order. 

The famous scientist Mykola Kufaiev noted that there is a limit of 

filling the social environment with a certain amount of knowledge in 

every historical epoch. According to M. Kufaiev, the study of liberal 

information culture should take into account the following seven 

factors of its formation and development: 

1) the state of development of democracy and freedoms in 

society; 

2) the state of information culture, the degree of intellectual, 

mental and social development of society; 

3) the needs of society, the state and degree of development of 

information culture carriers; 

4) the political and socio-economic state of the country and 

society; 

5) the state of the economy, trade and the ability of the audience 

to meet their communication needs; 

6) the development of technical potentials of society; 

7) the legal status of society [264, p. 69]. 

The correctness of this gradation is that it cannot limit us to study 

(even if expanded) only the general historical factors of the 
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phenomenon of information culture, it encourages to take into 

account specific features of the phenomenon in the context of a huge 

number of factors influencing its development. These are the 

following criteria: 

1) the way of social production (social and economic formation); 

2) the way of spiritual production (the form of dialectics); 

3) the way of information communication (the structure of 

information culture carriers); 

4) the way of communication systematization (the system of 

information culture carriers). 

Processes of national and cultural renewal in any democratically 

developed society are impossible without growing interest in their own 

history. After all, the full study and reproduction in scientific 

intelligence of key moments of national history will always occupy one 

of the leading places in the system of development of a civilized 

information society and the formation of national consciousness of its 

citizens. In addition, neither economic nor social progress will be 

effective if they are not nourished by spiritual progress based on the 

people’ s identity that is developed historically. 

The information culture carriers have been and remain an important 

factor in the cultural heritage of mankind in general. The appearance of 

writing and then books became one of the turning points in the history 

of world society, because it became possible to transfer knowledge and 

experience from generation to generation. Thanks to the book printing, 

intellectual products have gained mass status and had a great impact on 

the development of science, education, culture and other areas of 

human activity. Today, information culture is a synthesis of spiritual 

culture and the art of speech, a product of spiritual culture and spiritual 

production, material culture and material production.  

Speaking about the information culture carriers, scientists have 

repeatedly emphasized the uniqueness of their role in the system of 

formation of general culture. The carriers of information culture as a 
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phenomenon is both a “consumer” of the achievements of human 

intelligence, and a barometer of the state of society, a source of 

knowledge and progress. Information space has been and remains one 

of the important characteristics of the formation and functioning of any 

worldview. The results of the ethnos, the accumulation, storage and 

systematization of information are manifested and consolidated only 

within the functioning of the information field. 

The information space of a particular state (it is not matter if it 

“open” or “closed” at each particular historical stage of social 

development) unites members of the community, influences their way 

of thinking, acting and behavior. Quantitative aspect of communication 

is not as important as the qualitative aspect, the symbolic and semantic 

features of the activity of information culture carriers and their integrity 

for the information circulating within the national information space.  

There is no doubt, that the study of information culture is a 

multifaceted scientific problem. Its solution requires the construction of 

a logically system that would make research based on the identified 

relationships of processes and concepts, the determination of the state 

of society as a whole and its information needs. The search for own 

“niche” in the history of information culture carriers, the heritage of 

publicists and journalists of the past, the principles and practice of 

forming the content of these carriers are of great cognitive and business 

interest for contemporaries. Most often, great scientists, writers, critics, 

translators, and other representatives of intellectual creative work 

became advisers and helpers of those who created such artifacts.  

Attention to various trends in the Ukrainian information space as a 

subject of research in the field of social communication theory is often 

associated with growing interest in social communications. It happens 

because the study of the genesis of Ukrainian mass communication 

leads researchers to clearly classify communication needs and 

communication proposals in the Ukrainian information space in the 

specific period of its existence. Modern issues of national mass 
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communication put on the agenda the question of its place in the 

formation of worldviews of the audience. After all, the development of 

scientific knowledge in social processes was constantly accompanied 

by the popularization of specific models of thinking and behavior, 

which were reflected in the behavior of society through the information 

culture carriers. 

The individual enters into many relationships in the process of 

socialization: economic, legal, political, national, demographic and 

cultural. Such connections are the basis of the social structure of 

society, its social transformations, which are a space-time field for the 

multi-phase development of the individual. The above-mentioned 

factors of socialization, refracting through the personality with its 

individual features, influence a person in all the variety of types of 

own manifestation in explicit and imaginary (deliberate tautology) 

forms. 

Modern scholars are trying to prove that the process of determining 

the information culture of the individual should be considered from the 

standpoint of objective reality [536], because a person who knows the 

world and acts  is active  and creates the environment and himself. At 

the same time, information culture as a special aspect of social life is a 

bright subject and means of social activity, it reflects the nature and 

level of practical activity of people. Information culture is the result of 

the subject's activity and the process of preservation of the created 

production, distribution and use of cultural objects. The culture of the 

individual and society are objects that are revolutionary and mutually 

developing, creating and enriching.  

Information culture is an integral part of the individual as the 

subject of culture, which is formed under the influence of the objective 

world in the process of activity and communication. Cultural and 

personal qualities are the result of decoding the world of culture, the 

audience's assimilation of norms, values, ideals, adaptation to the usual 

techniques and skills of cognitive activity. 



 
78  

The subject of information culture can be social monadology of 

various levels, the stratification of which can be briefly described as 

follows: 

 society as a whole; 

 the professional layer; 

 socio-professional group; 

 a small contact group. 

First of all, modern information culture is a qualitative 

characteristic of human life in the field of receiving, transmitting, 

storing and using information, where universal spiritual values are a 

priority.  

There are several approaches to interpreting the concept of 

information culture. There are two main alternative approaches where 

information culture is defined as a special kind of culture [125, p. 64-

74]. 

But the semantic content of this phenomenon will be quite 

diverse. Some scholars believe that this type of culture has 

historically deep roots. The origins of information culture must be 

taken from the first forms of obtaining, transmitting, consolidating, 

preserving and using information culture at the beginning of the XXI 

century, caused by the unprecedented development of information 

technology [156]. 

Information is a socio-cultural product. If information is not an 

achievement for a person, then it does not exist at all. Information as a 

socio-cultural phenomenon can get a certain imprint of the level of 

development of society. For example, a society can be 

informationally closed, highly ideological or open, but anyway these 

qualitative characteristics will influence on the information. 

The structure of knowledge is constantly changing throughout 

human history. Currently, views on modern science and culture have 

changed, the relationship of many scientific and cultural disciplines, 



 
79  

trends and prospects for their development have complicated [33, p. 

78-94]. Knowledge and culture acquire a holistic character and are 

transformed into a single science and culture. 

Great hopes are placed on information culture due to salvation the 

spiritual values of nations and individuals who are increasingly 

suffering in the process of advanced technocratization and 

technologicalization of society. Actually, technology and information 

technologies allow developing culture, but they also generate 

degradation, destruction of spiritual values. Such a paradox is quite 

noticeable in Ukraine, and it intensely changes the moral, political 

and other principles in the transition to another political and 

organizational formation. After all, culture and information are a 

single whole: they are multifaceted and multifold. Their connection 

makes possible the revival of previously existing spiritual values [48, 

pp. 28-41]).  

The existence of social information is impossible without the use 

of any sign system. The sign, in turn, is a material carrier and 

analogue of objects, phenomena and whole content. The sign can 

store information as long as possible. In this case, the value of 

information means the knowledge of nature and society accumulated 

by mankind.  

In this aspect, the value of information is related to culture, which 

is “a form of communication and the existence of individuals as 

personalities” [53, p. 117-124]. The activity of information culture in 

the culture of communication is the process of interaction between 

individuals and different cultures. The dialogicity, the possibility of 

contact with other people and eras can be understood as the value of 

the information culture carriers. 

A message is a base of any communication that includes the 

subject under discussion, the subject who transmits the message, and 

an “imaginary model” (the subject’s goal in transmitting the 

message). If consider the process of information exchange in terms of 
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achieving any practical goal by the subject, so there is a need to talk 

about the usefulness of information or the inherent value of 

information [156, p. 84-91]. If the subject wants to reach the goal, he 

must take into account the next:  

 the amount and content of information must correspond to the 

amount of knowledge of the object or thesaurus;  

 the form and method of information transmission must also 

correspond to its content and decoding capabilities of the object. 

The process of information exchanging can have a variety of 

results. If the object cannot understand information during the 

interaction, then he remains outside the communication. In this case 

the interaction has no result (note: only in case when it wasn’t the 

subject's goal). The positive result of communication means that the 

content and method of information transmission correspond to the 

capabilities of the object and the object can understand it. 

 The value of information is relative and absolute in terms of 

semantics. When information and its meaning are more important for 

any side of communication  it is the relative value of information. 

But, if they are equally important for both parties  it is the absolute 

value of information. 

If consider the value of information in journalism in general and 

the value of the message that carries information, it is necessary to 

analyze their absolute mutual value. The point is that information can 

be considered as a form of existence of all the knowledge 

accumulated by mankind over its history, while journalism is a way to 

preserve and broadcast it. The relative value is in the use of certain 

layers of information by various information culture carriers. The 

process of interaction of information and journalism is a process of 

interconnected absolute and relative values [192, p. 117-123]. 

Information existence as a set of processes of creation and 

circulation of content use is present in all spheres of human culture, 

civilization, in public and private life. This spiritual and material 



 
81  

world is unique in its generic and specific features, guidelines and 

spontaneous functions, the universality of the attributive complex 

[384, p. 266-267]. Verbal and nonverbal motives are intertwined in 

the nature of “intermediary” of information between peoples, 

generations and nations. The “soul” and “body” of information 

culture carriers in their organic combination play the role of an object, 

a work of literary, information and documentary-symbolic culture 

[37, p. 8].  

Thus, the reflected word in the modern sense serves, first of all, as 

a means of communication in the broadest possible sense of the term. 

But, information culture carriers, which are cultivated by human 

activity, not only reflect certain features of society, but also have a 

direct and always predictable impact on society through the contact 

speculating on the potential of human expectations.  

Thus, the specificity of social information processes is that their 

metrics (by definition) should be commensurate with the individual 

human consciousness, its capabilities and parameters, measured by 

anthropological characteristics. And this fact must not depend on the 

complexity of communications, scale and structural information 

resources, intensive and inconspicuous information flows [82, p. 188-

191]. It is not important what transformations are carried out with 

information, no matter how it is archived in various repositories – the 

output of any information system is an insurmountable barrier: the 

need to maintain the proportionality of the individual as a generator 

and recipient of information, the ability of individual human 

consciousness to perceive, rethink, assimilate, use, and broadcast 

information. Human personality, individual human consciousness 

(capacity of memory, channels of information reproduction, 

communication capabilities) are the criterion and measure of 

information processes in society. 

 



 
82  

2.2. Mass information culture as a sign of liberalism 

 

Most representatives of business in the production of information 

culture samples continue to deny the problem of the liberal bias of the 

functioning of information culture. But a number of people who create 

information culture carriers admit that most of their “pen brothers” still 

approach the interpretation of products from a liberal point of view. 

The large number of representatives of any progovernment or 

opposition sector, including the authors of information culture carriers, 

people who follow events, policy and politicians, cause the scattering 

of ideas and opinions. Authors and managers of information culture 

carriers often record a kind of political and cultural regression when it 

is comes to the selectivity of the persons being reported. 

As a result, most researchers of mass communication processes 

consider information culture to be a somewhat biased area of social 

practice. However, there is no doubt that the “serum of truth” is a 

characteristic of mass communication practice that leads to an increase 

in liberal views on the profession. 

In general, the so-called “mass information culture carriers” are 

liberal. They do not differentiate between the civil rights of men and 

women, and do not deny the various social movements, trends in 

cultural development. Liberal modern information culture consists 

largely of members of the liberal elite – fairly well-educated men and 

women who may not openly advocate for broad human rights, but do 

not deny them. Information culture of this kind has its own liberalism. 

At the same time, the concepts of objectivity and subjectivity look 

rather vague. According to the author, it is very difficult to be 

objective, because the energy of own thinking openly prevails. 

Information that is seen, heard and real often contradicts with the 

author’s own thoughts, but facts and realities prevail. As a result, the 

energy of own thought changes and weakens. 

According to American media, any official point of view, the so-

called “editorial policy,” the author can “wear it up his sleeve.” This 
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means that most people who go to work in the information field tend to 

agree with the editorial requirements, but retain a significant amount of 

freedom of action and content. It is not surprising, due to the way people 

make careers in the information field, and that sobriety in the chain 

“feeling – reality – editorial policy relationship” is a key factor in creative 

activity for many authors. 

However, according to the tradition, which goes back to the roots of the 

democratic foundations of the USA, all the carriers of liberal content are 

called “elephants.” An elephant is not just an American Republican, it is a 

public figure in society. He is a problem for management, because 

everything that this public person wears up his sleeve is intolerant to 

another way of life and thoughts, in fact, to that what is called “editorial 

policy” in its broadest sense.  

So, the rule is not liberal: if someone works here, he must be one 

of those who work here. 

In this case, the author who begins any task (not work, but the 

task!) in a field of outright lies, he provides a projection of this lie in 

his own text. Some of the authors of the texts do believe that 

democracy is a sign of incompetence, which is reflected in the 

achievements of autocratic and totalitarian carriers of information 

culture. 

Many information culture carriers have a certain bias towards those 

events that are officially organized by government officials. One of the 

realities of liberalism in information culture is the bias of its carriers to 

the official. If the author has a desire to diversify the presentation, he 

realized it not through a quota, but through the content diversity with 

coverage of the maximum possible aspects of the problem.  

Interestingly, many authors still refuse to acknowledge that most 

information culture carriers lean toward “leftist liberalism.” Some 

consumers think that the intensity of coverage of some issues seems to 

reflect a purely liberal point of view. 

But, it’s not like that. 

Obviously, it is the easiest way to say that there are liberal voices 
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and conservative voices in the information culture in general. But in 

the majority of cases, the information culture carriers in the 

democratic world are shifting to the left, acquiring the status of a 

center-left acquisition. 

At the same time, mythology harms the neoconservative carriers 

of information culture. This is clearly evidenced by the fact that even 

very conservative politicians boldly operate on facts and evidence on 

liberal information platforms, and publish their views in liberal print 

communication.  

Jill Abramson, Executive Editor of “The New York Times” has 

expressed a rather interesting opinion. On October 19, 2011, she said 

that being an absolute liberal means being a rag. Authors involved in 

communication practice go to the task with an open mind, but even 

under these conditions, they must clearly understand the difference 

between what they see and what they are told (Dlinnaya ruka 

Slovianska: //http://www.newspaper.ru/politics/2014/05/19_a_60391-

29.shtml). 

It is not a confrontation between the author's personality and 

specific realities, but notions that fact and one's own opinion are very 

different things – are strange. Authors tend to be more liberal than the 

average audience. But the hyper-awareness of this fact causes the 

need for certain “compensation” in the form of a small, but still 

conservative share of content in the samples of information culture. 

Mrs. Roosevelt once said a phrase that became famous during 

World War II: “I would rather stick my hands in the food processor 

than take the side of the enemy.” These words are relevant for our 

time: The author considers it as the division into “strangers” and 

“fiends,” it is the path to hatred, it is the poisoning by politics…  

There are certain standards of fairness and objectivity that 

American information culture carriers have been guided since World 

War II. However, many authors do not seem to have realized the role 

of information culture in society even today. The Ukrainian 

Revolution of Dignity of 2013-2014 and the Crimean events of 2014 
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pushed the Ukrainian environment (which forms the information 

culture carriers) to understand the importance of adequate information 

culture. 

The “body” of the author's work is the result of meeting the needs 

and preferences of the audience. These are the same needs and 

preferences that directly depend on the author's needs, desires and 

ability to work.  

But let's face the truth: the liberal bias of the information culture 

carriers is needed in order to (conditionally and generally) make a 

specific genre presentation of information, for example, a news 

report. But this fact should not surprise anyone, because, both 

information culture and its carriers have always been full of shifting 

genres. In fact, there was a time when the audience of the news knew 

exactly which media advocated a particular point of view. It was 

taken for granted: one newspaper, for example, is supported on one 

content side and the other  on the opposite side.  

However, everything changed at the turn of 1950-1960. Suddenly, 

people in the news media began to imagine themselves as impartial 

persecuted objects in order to convey the “truth” to them. The shift of 

accents disappeared and the side of concretization of the idea stood 

out. Instead, it is no longer the media, but the information culture 

carriers began to declare themselves more disguised as a new format 

of information “detachment.”  In fact, this new era in the information 

culture coincided with the strengthening of the positions of liberal 

thinking that was adopted by the whole world.  

Suddenly, the work of a journalist turned into an activity of a 

person who creates information culture and became detached from the 

trade of news and gossip, it turned into a profession that acquires 

more national and ideological items of information agenda (not 

media). This work became a stimulus for the creation of schools, for 

teachers who began to talk about information as a meaningful 

communication, not an economic category. The young liberals 
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replaced the old local reporters who were devoted to their urban, 

archaic and conservative culture. This new wave of authors did not 

want to notice what was happening in their area, because they wanted 

to “save the world.” 

Marshall McLuhan's Global Village is part of an information 

culture liberalization project!  

In order to achieve liberalism as a rather leftist national idea of 

the agenda, the authors rethought the landing of historical and 

contemporary facts to bring them to the center of public attention. 

These authors were ready for bias a priori in each case and they 

wanted to push the course of history forward. This leftist agenda has 

not changed for decades in the patterns of information culture. This 

agenda has been a framework throughout the history of the 

functioning of the information culture carriers, but now it is 

continuous. 

Conservatism, however, has not disappeared  it is trying to 

change the situation. It tries to succeed in educating consumers of 

information, who must believe in one point of view and understand 

that liberal journalism is an element of bias of information culture 

carriers. The emergence of new media, online forums, blogs, podcasts 

and online sources of information caused the old media of 

information culture to become more rigid. They have a pronounced 

bias towards what they should say goodbye, when the ideas of 

liberalism began to prevail over the “classical” information culture. 

Of course, any list of new and traditional information culture 

carriers will be somewhat subjective. There is can be a number of 

endless discussions about this.  

It should be emphasized, that there are many attempts to accuse 

the liberal information culture of concealing horrible facts from 

human history. Thus, it is believed that the worst example of the 

liberal bias of the information culture carriers in Western countries is 

their firm refusal to accurately report the terrible vices of the Soviet 
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Union. Liberal media didn't care how many millions of Soviet 

citizens died, and the fact that Joseph Stalin and his aides carried out 

a total cleansing of society. The liberal media were even awarded the 

Pulitzer Prize, which went through the lies of Walter Duranty, a 

columnist for “The New York Times,” who was a great friend and 

lobbyist of the murderous regime of the USSR.  

Americans are still debating the issue of the Vietnam War. In fact, 

American information culture carriers (including the mass media) 

have played an important role in spreading the idea that the United 

States would not only lose the war, but also carry out regular and 

barbaric crimes against the Vietnamese population. In principle, the 

samples of liberal information culture worked generally against the 

American national interests. As a result, this gave rise to the idea of  

hopelessness of the USA struggle in Vietnam. Besides, non-

governmental media not only downplayed or ignored any USA 

successes, but they generally included Viet Cong and North Vietnam 

as potential winners. 

Carriers of liberal information culture is the practice of protecting 

public interests on the base of real facts of any human activity. 

Information culture as an act of collecting and disseminating news and 

information and liberal information culture are practically incompatible 

things, because liberal practice has no propaganda. 

So what is a conservative information culture?  

Conservative analysis and opinions are very firmly rooted in the 

selection of facts and evidence. Conservative information culture 

almost always indulges the finding even the smallest common 

denominator. This can be done easily through the careless ignoring the 

facts and fact studies. Conservative information culture helps to defeat 

conservative currents and its representatives, to feed cultural wars, but 

in fact it does very little to promote conservative ideas that go beyond 

the generally liberal environment. The current conservative movement 

within the information culture carriers can be seen as a factor to 
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maintain illusions and ensure some kind of communication atrophy.  

But, obviously, it is not very reasonable to say that only liberal 

information culture emerges on the basis of real facts. Like most broad-

minded politicians, a liberal can actually operate with quite a number of 

meanings and contexts, and there can be a lot of differences and so on. 

But, the principle of liberalism in information culture is quite clearly 

manifested as a logical state of this phenomenon: it is natural for 

modern information practice.  

In fact, some anti-conservatism is present in all content 

submissions. Despite the fact that high-quality information culture 

carriers are distinguished by careful verification of facts, there is an 

author's interpretation – a bright element of information liberalism. 

Therefore, liberal information culture is deeper, perhaps even more 

radical in almost every typological category.  

What look should a conservative analogue of the liberal model of 

information culture have? Most likely, they are twins and actually very 

similar. In this case, everyone must have some space to maneuver and 

create counterweights in order to remain as interesting as possible. 

It is worth saying that the history of the liberal struggle for 

freedom of expression and ideas focuses on the possibility of 

publishing ideas that are antagonistic to traditional religious, political 

and economic in the social order, the main purpose of which is the 

suppression of civil rights and freedoms. Persecution of dissent and 

other principles, formulated with respectable precedents in human 

history, have long dominated in Europe with a purpose to create an 

atmosphere that was unfavorable for freedom of expression. The 

subsequent Reformation of the Church (although it was a clear 

rebellion against ecclesiastical authority) shifted, however, only the 

points of contact of different social groups, but not the nature of 

mutual control. However, the rise of liberalism, which accompanied 

the split among the medieval bourgeoisie, meant a departure from the 

absolute power of a particular institution and a movement towards the 
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autonomy of the individual. 

A new rationalism was born, and now it is symbolized by 

Cartesianism and Newton's “theological machine,” which became 

inevitable and accelerated issues of freedom of speech and press. Its 

aim was to at avoid the doctrine of dual truths: philosophical and 

scientific, ideological and religious, which were doomed to failure. 

The power of the liberal worldview proved decisive for the further 

development of mankind at that time.  

The liberal struggle for freedom of expression was religious rather 

than political in Catholic Europe until the XVIII century. 

Freethinking in philosophy and science, which eloquently supported 

the liberal worldview, was an example of the fact that social practice 

remembered that punishment for resistance to unorthodoxy that took 

place in the Middle Ages [492, p. 1-15]. 

The ideas of absolute law and the transcendence of moral laws 

prevailed among the libertarians of the XVII century, whose 

liberalism took the form of aristocratic republicanism, based on an 

abstract perception of reality. John Milton, the apostle of the liberal 

theory of freedom of the press and author of the famous Areopapitica 

(http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Areopagitica) tells, that the motive of 

freedom is born in heaven, not on earth, and it always means the need 

to forget first of all spiritual slavery as the most disgusting thing of all 

tyrannies, which is a parallel to the fall. He wrote: “Freedom is the 

breadwinner of all great talents: it, like inspiration, purified and 

enlightened our souls; it removed the shackles from our mind, 

extended it and lifted high above itself. Therefore, give me the 

freedom to know and express my thoughts, the freedom to judge 

within my conscience” [670, p. 86].  

The search for greater freedoms was losing its essence in the 

XVIII century. The severity of all previously known defamation laws 

stifles political or theological criticism since that times. The 

beginning of the XVIII century marked the shift of social control 

processes from the “crown” to the “parliament,” the beginning of a 

http://en/
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real struggle for freedom of speech and press, the birth of informal 

constitutionalism and increase of social demands and information on 

human rights. In fact, then the documents on the active participation 

of citizens in politics take place. Thus, any new conflict will 

inevitably have at least some historical consequences for liberalism 

and freedoms [677, p. 34-36].  

But J. Milton's concept of freedom is not compatible with the 

essence of the nature of power, the well-known Platonic ideal power. 

This aristocratic incompatibility is a determinism in liberalism. It is a 

state of the real relationship between the theory of freedom and the 

realities of politics, but, at the same time, it is also a practical 

understanding of the need for compromise. 

There are three great figures in the history of liberalism, who 

formed the foundations of liberal ideas as a monument to the struggle 

for freedom of expression in the period between the publication of 

Areopagitica in 1644 [http://en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Areopagitica] 

and Essays on Freedom in 1859. These are: the poet John Milton and 

the democrat Thomas Jefferson, who are representatives of the liberal 

theory of the press in its classical form. The third is John Stuart Mill, 

who is a less prominent figure in the history of social 

communications. Today, J. Mill seems to be a kind of transitional 

figure, who represents a certain conglomeration of “critical 

liberalism” and utilitarianism, pragmatism and relativism, a kind of 

neoliberal direction of media development. 

The philosophy of John Milton and Thomas Jefferson became the 

basis for the formulation of liberal information theory – the press. 

These philosophical currents also represent liberalism in the historical 

context, which has three classical stages (according to today's view): 

– The Renaissance; 

– The years of the Reformation; 

– The Enlightenment.  

According to the rise of positivism, the fragmentation of 

liberalism in the XIX century led to the growth of tangible romantic 

http://en/
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sentiments. Liberal information theory became as integral part of the 

liberal worldview as the traditions of rationalism and individualism. 

It should be emphasized that one of the most striking 

characteristics of classical liberalism was the concern of progressive 

society with the unitarity of the individual mind, that’s why the 

theoretical justification of freedom of mind actualized. Such a need 

was widely known as the phenomenon of freedom in the era of 

liberalism. It was based on the premise that all people are free, that 

everyone has the right to publicly discuss everything, to formulate 

their own opinions based on their own knowledge and facts, to 

express freely own opinions with competition of knowledge and 

convictions, and rational discourse. Eventually, ignorance and 

prejudice should disappear, and there is an opportunity to shape one's 

own behavior and attitudes of any person with fundamental 

invariance. 

The principles of liberal information theory proceeded from this 

optimistic and metaphysical concept of discovering and using the 

truth. Perhaps, the main fundamental principle of this theory is: 

people want to know the truth and they will be guided by this 

knowledge to establish the truth in the long run. Everyone should 

have the right to own opinion, that is the most reasonable and 

generally accepted manifestation of will [631, p. 29-30]. 

 

 

2.3. Functionality of liberal information culture 

 
Liberal information theory in its doctrine is significantly 

grounded in certain categories of assumptions characteristic of 

classical liberalism. But, according to its practical aspect, it 

recognises quite specific social functions, which fully subordinate the 

liberal information culture carriers. The very concept of freedom of 

information is based on the liberal doctrine of natural law. It must be 
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noted that the early classical liberals believed: natural rights are based 

on universal and immutable laws of nature, they are given by God, 

and therefore are natural and inalienable. The human right to publish 

something was considered by them as one of the absolute natural 

rights.  

The influence of the Thomas Jefferson’s doctrines of freedom of 

the press on the development of liberal information, makes it not 

more rigid, but purposeful: freedom of information fits into the 

framework of the need to support individualism and the successful 

operation of a free society. The liberal doctrine of freedom of 

information is also significantly based on a strong belief in the 

process of self-renewal, and the fact that truth will be born from the 

collision of knowledge and one's own opinion. 

In principle, the doctrine assumes that man is the first and 

foremost an intelligent being, who tends not only to seek the truth, but 

also to be guided by this truth. A man can find the truth using own 

experience or find the benefit of one's actions. Of course, not every 

person or group has at least such an identical life experience in the 

audience environment, which gives the possibility to be sure of the 

differences between real and seen. At least, such confidence should 

make it possible to distinguish the effect of “fictitious reality”, which 

will allow liberal information culture carriers to coexist quite 

peacefully with a more conservative cohort of media within a 

common audience. 

The classical liberals as fighters against any tyranny, consider the 

phenomenon of power as the traditional and main enemy of freedom. 

According to them, freedom is precisely necessary in order to 

demonstrate the negatives of tyranny. The most important principle to 

be free is to have the right of an individual to minimize state 

interference in his life. This principle presupposes that individual 

freedom of expression is an unconditional right. According to the 

atomistic theory of classical liberalism, the citizen must join the 

understanding of the essence of the requirements for his own social 
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stratification, but it may run counter to the radical individualism of 

classical liberals and may base on the principles of logical restraint 

[125, p. 65].  

Freedom of information does help to strengthen the free character 

traits of the audience that consumes this information, but it creates 

certain restrictions for that audience. A free man has an indisputable 

right to his own feelings, which should not be prohibited or restricted 

any way. The practice of liberal information culture proves that 

anyone can be punished for reading content in uncensored samples. 

Therefore, any freedom must be restrained not contrary to common 

sense, but only through the possible interruption of the 

communication process. There are so many similar situations in the 

history of information culture... 

The information culture carriers are responsible for performing 

certain social functions. Some of these carriers have a longer 

“experience” (and therefore experience in meeting certain standards). 

The others have repeatedly changed their policies over even short 

periods. However, the information culture carriers are fundamentally 

limited to performing the functions that were proposed in 1954 by 

Ted Peterson (even under any current conditions):  

– public education; 

– the maintenance of the political system; 

– the protection of civil liberties; 

– profit; 

– entertainment [679, p. 30-53]. 

However, liberal theory recognises many more social functions of 

information culture. Classical liberalism has always considered public 

education to be the main function of information culture. At first sight, 

a person may comprehend only a little part of the world within he lives. 

A person must depend heavily on information culture to know and 

understand the world. Social communications not onlu influence the 

formation of thoughts and worldviews; they are also a powerful factor 

of the creation of ideas, images and standards of thinking. Information 
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culture remains the best tool for education the audience, creation a 

rational, moral and social existence [655, p. 711]. 

Many years of experience in the functioning of information culture 

carriers (especially in the XX century) has shown: those factors of 

public education that serve the political system of society are very 

closely related to the social functions of information culture. Official 

structures place an unequivocal pro-government responsibility on the 

information culture carriers, which, contrary to liberal theory, provides 

strong legal protection and funding guarantees.  

Thus, the practical symmetry of the pro-government information 

culture in terms of its observance of some provisions of liberal theory 

lies in the assumption that the government and their information culture 

carriers keep public interests within controlled content. The audience of 

this media should know the problems that are tolerated by 

unambiguous views and authoritative decisions. Thus, a certain “reality 

of individual autonomy” is created, and this reality is determined only 

by the form and degree of democracy of power, within which 

information culture allows the audience to make smart and adequate 

decisions.  

Any liberal information culture carriers meet accessibility 

requirements for a particular category of audience to which these 

carriers are addressed. The text in the liberal discourse of information 

culture is free from strict regulation of content. The text focuses on the 

development of contexts (especially intellectual), on the formation of 

an appropriate style of thinking, although, the authors do not always 

consciously have such a goal. 

 Liberal information culture in the history of social 

communications was a factor of the cognition of true things in a 

period up to the XIX century. The truth in the press was achieved 

through one's own intuition and individual reflection. Undoubtedly, 

the structure, semantics and style of presentation in the liberal press 

were influenced by the mass authorship of the book of the XVII-

XVIII centuries, the transition to native languages instead of Latin 
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from the XVI century, the emergence of professional publicists, 

introduction of methods of abstract reasoning, observation and 

experiment as a methodological basis. 

 The separation of natural science from natural philosophy in the 

first half of the XIX century, which led to the separation of formal 

logic, ethics, aesthetics and psychology, played an importance role for 

the development of liberal teaching in journalism. The materiality of 

the objects of cognition stood out in the liberal information culture: 

the principles of cognition of the world and the unity of the sensual 

and rational in cognition were approved, the revival of individuality 

and the role of practice (experiment) as a criterion of truth were 

affirmed. 

The revenue-generating function related to content has become 

especially relevant with the advent of information culture carriers. 

According to the mass media, advertising has the financial 

importance, that is the same it has today. But, advertising in the mass 

media is also a contribution to the general liberal information culture 

of the development of social communications in general. After all, the 

mass media, through the fulfillment of their advertising obligations, 

performs the functions of maintenance of economic systems. Modern 

information culture carriers are full of advertising materials, filled 

with exclusive information of a commercial nature. If a commercial 

publication is economically important, then the content itself is 

unlikely to play a key role in the selection of advertising and 

advertisers. As a result, the information culture carriers devoted 

mainly to non-specialized commercial information continue to thrive 

due to the complex system of mass production and mass 

dissemination of information on the result of this production. 

In fact, liberalism in the functional manifestation of advertising 

activity of information culture carriers is to unite any audience by 

means of advertising both buyers and sellers of goods and services. 

Charles H. Sandage, attributed to advertising an extraordinary 

contribution to a high level of consumption, also argues that 



 
96  

advertising helps to allocate resources with the help of stimulating 

them through the “range of products” and “range of the audience” 

[685, p. 31-38]. 

Entertainment provided by information culture carriers is a 

counterbalance to religious persuasion and political propaganda. 

Early newspapers in England and the USA were very moral, 

especially in terms of information, but did not miss the opportunity to 

entertain their readers. According to the technological cost of making 

a newspaper at the beginning of the XIX century, the phenomenon of 

mass audience appears, which makes it possible to increase the share 

of materials openly intended for audience entertainment [247, p. 60-

61]. The entertaining escape from serious, analytical and even simple 

reporter content of information culture carriers is an evidence of the 

desperate departure of these carriers from the standards of at least 

information journalism, which, of course, does not add artistic 

positives to the image of social communications in general. 

Today, the traditional liberal theory of the press, based on the 

theoretical assumptions of the classics of communicative studies, is 

modified by adaptation of its basic values to the realities of 

convergence, remains a powerful factor in shaping policy in social 

communications, and is the identification of the “natural right to 

speak” [615, pp. 139-145, pp. 141-142]. 

Liberal information culture is important to support the individual 

worldview and freedom of the press. Liberal information culture is a 

prerequisite for a liberal society, a free man, legal processes in 

society, a free exchange of views and an open market for ideas and 

opinions. 

Liberal information culture generates a strong belief in the 

rationality and essence of morality in the beliefs of own ideas. Now it 

is an appeal to the transcendent value of content, the principles of the 

usefulness of the secondary, auxiliary status of truths. Liberal 

information culture is a manifestation of the rationality, morality of 
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each audience representative in a specific competition between truth 

and false, reality and interpretation, the audience's own experience 

and the imposition of associations. Liberal information culture is a 

manifestation of the fact that freedom is the cognition of truth and life 

through the centers of information, and liberal theory as a whole is a 

world of individuals. 

Freedom of information is a universal personal right to publish 

and obey only own mind and conscience with minimal restrictions of 

a free society consisting of the independent autonomy of people with 

equal rights. Liberal information culture is a complex counteraction to 

the impressive growth of mythologies, a holistic complex closely 

connected with the fact that even in the Enlightenment the liberal 

concept of autonomous self-government within the atomistic concept 

of classical liberalism in society created resistance to conflicts of 

minds and will, the inviolable framework of transcendent values and 

universal law. Liberal information culture helps to form the character 

of a specific representative of the audience, to orient modern mass 

communication systems to influence on the institutional order in 

society. 

The liberal attitude of society depends on attempt to answer the 

question of how the proper intellectual attitude of society can be 

correctly distributed between the individual independence of each 

member of society and social control. Social control is based on one 

very simple principle: there is a common goal, for which society must 

guarantee individual and collective freedom as a natural environment, 

where the government can justify the use of non-traditional methods 

for a civilized community against the will of that community. 

In principle, liberalism is the ground for the philosophy of natural 

law as a sphere of individual freedom and self-regulation of relations 

within society, the concept of anti-tyranny. Therefore, the strategy of 

protection of the individual from a social point of view is a problem: 

freedom of thought and belief are necessary for the development of 

self-sufficient personality, because freedom of speech and freedom of 
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information culture carriers are a prerequisite condition for creating 

the background that leads to formation of: 

– national domain of consciousness in the broadest sense, 

absolute freedom of thought and mood at all levels;  

– media standards for the formation of freedom; 

– aesthetic tastes of the audience; 

– formation of communities, social associations which are not 

intended to harm others [669]. 

Classical liberalism has always considered public education as the 

main function of information culture carriers. Besides the fact that 

information culture carriers “decorate” a person with knowledge and 

form a person's opinion, each person must also formulate own ideas, 

so they can stimulate this process by offering person an environment 

to express these ideas. Jefferson in a letter to M. Korei in 1823 

remarked the next: “The press is the best tool for education the human 

mind, and his improvement as a rational, moral and social being” 

[655, p. 711]. 

The principles that serve the political system are closely related to 

the function of public education of the press. The government places 

great responsibility on the press, which, due to liberal theory, 

provides protection to guarantee its right to free expression in 

accordance with human rights. The liberal policy of the government is 

based on the assumption that, the people who restrain society by 

mutual consent are capable to express opinions.  

Every citizen has the right to act independently, but he must be 

aware of the problems. Therefore, the free circulation of views is the 

solution to the problem. Thus, the reality of individual autonomy and 

the success of a democratic government may depend on how the 

information culture carriers disseminate ideas, and how people make 

judicious use of vital facts about real events. 

The core of the liberal theory of information culture is the 

implementation of the idea of individual autonomy. Only a free man 

can fully develop his abilities, and, if a person develops, society as a 
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whole will benefit. Although violations of individual freedoms may 

come from many sources, the authorities should understand that 

liberalism is the free mind with the gateway to freedom. 

According to liberal theory, the information culture carriers are 

developing and liberalism begins to alarm when a person's 

freedoms have been violated. If freedom in the information culture 

is not maintained, it will be useless to understand the tendencies of 

people’s aspirations, and therefore people will be raised against the 

encroachments of tyranny. 

The liberal worldview convincingly substantiates the profit of 

information culture carriers. Liberal theory states that only a free 

information culture operates within the system of private enterprise, 

which is inherent in classical liberalism. As a result, it causes raising the 

level of public education, full service of the political system and 

protection of private civil liberties. Only a free information culture with 

its carriers (which is not indebted to the government or any power 

structure) can serve the truth and, ultimately, the right of a person to a 

private interest in the public sphere. Therefore, the information culture 

must be an autonomous commercial enterprise to be free and present 

thoughts and information without fear and passion. 

Peterson notes: “Provoking further steps of freedom, the line of 

liberalism even of thinking should be used to justify large journalistic 

enterprises” [679, p. 34]. Of course, the current liberal state of the pro-

government information culture carriers is critical. Those carriers 

which belong directly to the government would be more interested in 

maintaining the ruling party than society actually wants. Some media 

outlets are subsidized by governments, which means: funding of own 

ideas in own mass media will threaten the autonomy of private and 

corporate non-governmental communications. In addition, any tax 

coercion to show profits will not lead to an unfair economic advantage 

over traditional commercial carriers, that excludes a free and open 

market of ideas and opinions. 
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This correlation of the autonomy of information culture carriers 

for profit has a clear affinity with Adam Smith's economic theory. 

According to the theory, each individual carrier of information culture 

for its own benefit serves the welfare of society. The need to make a 

profit closely narrows the intentions of information culture to satisfy 

the needs and desires of each member of society as much as possible. 
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Conclusions to the Chapter ІІ 
 

 

Most of the current international researches show the desire of the 

civilized public to see one of the most important tasks of information 

culture carriers  the need to play the role of a watchdog that controls 

the main institutions and creators of events. The watchdog journalism 

model, in particular, is one of the most popular among journalists 

around the world. This model reflects the long-standing liberal 

concept that news information resources are seen as a source of 

criticism.  

However, according to critics of this concept, the information 

culture has become too critical and cynical towards government 

officials and political candidates. Critics complain that such an 

approach can lead to exaggerated sensationalism in the information 

culture, which in turn will lead to increased apathy and cynicism 

towards politics as well as a decrease in the level of reliability of 

content. 

This is because information culture carriers that represent the 

liberal model, volens nolens are adapted to the conditions of 

liberalism, that are characteristic of the early stages of journalism  

the stage of press freedom, to which modern realities add the 

dominance of commercial and professional information culture. The 

modern liberal corporate model of information culture is a widespread 

mass dissemination of commercial culture, these are information 

culture carriers associated with political and business groups, the 

presence of political parallelism and professionalism, a combination 

of traditions of freedom of information culture carriers and active 

state intervention in their media. The polarized pluralistic model of 

modern information culture carriers is characterized by a high level of 

political parallelism and weak development of commercial principles 

of information culture carriers. 
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The watchdog model in historical perspective and in modern 

conditions has important consequences for the relationship between 

the information culture carriers and the state. If authoritarian theories 

assume that information culture in general should always be 

subordinated to the interests according to the maintaining social order 

or achieving political goals, then the liberal approach to the 

functioning of these carriers assumes that they will act as a kind of 

market of ideas. Liberalism of the functioning of information culture 

carriers considers the state as the main (or even the only) threat to 

freedom of information. In addition, the watchdog model corresponds 

to the professional ideology of those who are involved in informing. 

Objectivity as a value is a central element in the professional self-

perception of content. While no one can be completely neutral, media 

professionals (both practitioners and researchers) still adhere to 

concepts such as honesty, professional distance and impartiality. The 

information culture model as a watchdog freely distributes content that 

is characterized by objectivity and is based on facts. The role of the 

watchdog also involves the ability to distinguish facts and comments. 

The presence of a model of information culture as a watchdog increases 

the level of satisfaction in covering the realities. The more respondents 

consider news information resources to be in line with the watchdog 

model, the more satisfied they are with the overall coverage of the 

content.  

However, media researchers agree that the watchdog is 

overestimated as an empirical standard for the functioning of 

information culture carriers. Objectivity, information quality and 

criticism of government officials do not always go hand in hand. 

Despite all this, there is a positive public perception of such a model – 

the public appreciates such information culture carriers which play the 

role of watchdogs. At the same time, the audience does not take into 

account the fears expressed by critics of this model, who note that the 

watchdog can lead to cynicism and prejudice against politics. 
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Thus, there is a potential conflict between the ideal of objectivity 

and necessity, where information culture carriers acted as active 

watchdogs in the protection of public interests. The public considers it 

possible to combine objectivity and criticism of facts, realities and 

institutions. At the same time, the public is more satisfied with those 

carriers of information culture that combine these two characteristics. 
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CHAPTER ІІІ. 

VALUES OF AUDIENCE OF LIBERAL 

INFORMATION CULTURE  

 

3.1. Dialogism of liberal information culture 
 

 

Mass media and consumption of media product plays a primary 

and universal role in the process of cultural formation of 

personality, which is determined by the very social nature of mass 

media. It embodies all the achievements of culture at each stage of 

its historical development [440, p. 7-11]. Historical and cultural 

study of the role of Ukrainian liberal information culture in the 

communication environment must begin with the analysis of such a 

significant objective phenomenon in modern Ukraine as the 

movement towards a new type of culture. After all, one of the 

characteristic features of the information society is the formation of 

a comprehensive system of dissemination, storage and processing of 

information, new principles of communicative and information 

interaction. 

Informatization of information and cultural space is not only an 

indicator of the level of scientific and technological development of 

society. The intensity of this process opens up unprecedented 

opportunities in the transfer of knowledge, a broad perspective of 

mutually enriching human development. However, aspect of cultural 

heritage in the context of generational communication is also 

ineteresting in this area [619]. After all, the most significant and 

valuable factor that unite people in time and space is the social 

memory, that is materialized in the Ukrainian information and cultural 

space. Thanks to it, the past comes into the present, and the future 

seems to be today's connected with the past.  
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Information culture developed simultaneously with the 

development of society, embodying its main achievements and 

meeting the needs of a particular historical epoch. As a product 

created in the field of material production, it has own form of 

communication, which characterized by the originality and 

individuality of the elements of each historical period of time. 

The information culture carriers are a complex language of 

culture, where the term culture and the text of culture, formulated by 

J. Lotman, are basic in this concept. Thus, culture is the collective 

mind or the over individual intellect. Culture is a set of all non-

inherited information and ways of its organization and preservation. It 

is a semiotic mechanism that aims to produce and store information 

[289, p. 377-380].  

The text of culture, presented in its public samples, is a certain 

information recorded in the collective memory. Information culture 

solves specific tasks: preservation, functioning and transmission of 

materialized spiritual emanation in time and space. It arises at the 

beginning and is realized as a trilingual phenomenon: written (or 

printed) verbal text + image + constructive form. However, any factor 

of information culture in the human mind functions as a whole, as an 

independent language of culture [228, p. 95-100].   

The image of information culture is realized through a complex 

artistic structure, where it is possible to distinguish: 

– architecture, aimed at creating a spatial material structure; 

– visual factor that solves the problem of internal composition; 

– layout of the space, which contains the actual image series, 

which works on interpret the content. 

All these elements of the structure are inextricably linked and 

create a complex unity. 

Materials and historical conditions formed the material structure 

of information culture: the clay tablets of Babylon with the receipt 

of papyrus left place for manuscript artifacts of Egypt and antiquity. 
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The development of Christianity with its culture of public preaching 

and the institution of justice in the Roman Empire provoked the 

emergence of the information codex. But the transition from the 

“hidden form of development” to the codex had serious 

consequences for the development of culture, as it provided an 

opportunity to analyze, compare different texts and make extracts 

from them. The codex as the most humane form of information 

culture, correlated with the human personality, has been improving 

for more than two millennia [689, p. 81-82]. 

Information culture is dialogical in its nature. All its factors are 

“imbued with content” and participate in the dialogue. The form of 

dialogue performs not only communicative functions, but also 

semantic accompanying (through the content). The translation of the 

main text can be accompanied by “appendices,” “additions,” 

“comments” and other elements of content applications that create a 

dialogue and roll call of epochs within the text space. Two systems of 

fundamentally different artifacts of information culture in the 

combination of poetic word and graphic image collide, 

complementing and interpreting each other, and this sometimes 

contributes to its semantic enrichment. The system of dialogue creates 

a complex polyphony of information culture, which significantly 

expands the communication potential of all its creative factors. 

The millennia of information culture development have worked 

out a system of rules for translating spiritual emanation into a spiritual 

verbal form. Information culture was improved and developed as a 

complex language of culture with its dynamic poetics in the process 

of absorbing and synthesizing old and new linguistic approaches to 

the expression of content [124, p. 333-335].  

Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late ХІХ  early ХХ 

century played a cultural role not only in the dissemination of 

scientific knowledge, but also in the development of the information 
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environment of contemporary society. That is why it is studied as one 

of the factors of national culture, which solved the specific tasks of 

the society of that time  preservation, functioning and transmission 

of materialized spiritual emanation in time and space. Also it helped 

to create the principle of communicativeness that is understood as 

exactly that information culture which defines a certain reality: 

information culture as a result of content reflection of social activity 

in public and individual consciousness, and later as means of 

language, books, literature, etc. in the system of social 

communications can neither arise nor exist outside the activities of 

society and independently of it [446, с. 8-15].  

Information culture is a way of inherited and non-inherited 

information. Information culture is a social phenomenon. In this case, 

it is important not to miss not only such aspects as the communicative 

purpose of information culture, its functioning and social role, which 

can be represented as a cumulative result of influencing people's 

minds, feelings, values, but the importance of the development of the 

principle of communicativeness in information culture. This principle 

determines the specifics of spiritual or informational communication 

in contrast to material relationships in society. Something ideal 

(derived from the material) takes the form of relative independence, 

and becomes an active beginning of the social activity. 

The ambiguity of interpretations of the essence of national 

phenomena is caused by their complexity, diversity and virtual nature. 

This is the reason for the simplified approach to the problems of the 

liberal direction of information culture development: researchers 

mostly resort to either a sociological approach in the interpretation of 

liberal information culture, or over-psychologize this phenomenon. 

The cultural approach, which is based on the connection between 

national culture and national consciousness, allows more fruitfully 

analyze various events, processes and phenomena associated with the 
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manifestations of the character of the people. After all, the actual 

information and cultural approach can lead to modern scientific 

awareness of the concept of “nation.” The information and cultural 

base makes it possible to understand the importance and significance 

of such phenomena of public consciousness as literature, art, 

journalism, philosophy as well as the highest personification of nature 

 man (Antin Kniazhynskyi writes about it [264]). 

The liberal information culture of the Ukrainian people has its 

roots in the past. There are many turning points in the history of 

Ukraine that testify the process of human self-consciousness as a 

social phenomenon. Ultimately, it is an important factor of 

exoethnicity as an organization of national life based on the principles 

of ethnos openness (i.e. broad contacts with the outside world), all 

ethnic communities, that is a guarantee of mutual achievement of the 

ethnos, an effective stimulus to its economic, political and cultural 

development.  

Studying the holistic concept of the history of the development of 

the liberal information culture of the Ukrainian people, special 

attention should be paid to the need for an objective study of this 

history without omitting many facts. After all, there are still many 

unexplored aspects in the history of liberal Ukrainian information 

culture, including the field of mass media. The media, despite the 

global informatization of today's society, remains a specific way in 

the process of cultural formation of personality, which is determined 

by the very social nature of journalism, which embodies all the 

achievements of information culture at every stage of its historical 

development. 

It is taken into account not only the media in their traditional 

static form, but in its dynamic current version – convergent mass 

media [616, p. 231]. The high level of development of information 

culture of society requires and will require the converged mass media 
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to more fully and effectively implement its main function – 

information management, successful communication organization and 

development of public life [356, p. 221]. 

The understanding of liberal information culture and its 

connection with the general culture of the individual is based on the 

very essence of communication processes. After all, information 

culture is a rather broad concept. It includes not only the ability and 

skills to meet the communication interests of the audience, but also 

more general knowledge and skills of working with different sources 

of information. In essence, the processes and own methods of the 

work with sources mean analytical work. 

Examining the role of the Ukrainian liberal information culture in 

the formation of the information center, it becomes clear that the so-

called “bibliographic language” forms even in this period (statement 

of Inna Savina) [462, p. 219-222]. After all, a distinctive feature of 

information and cultural activities in comparison with other 

humanitarian factors of culture is the use of productively accumulated 

cultural wealth by mankind, On the one hand, people preserve wealth, 

and on the other hand, they give an access to them for analysis at the 

right time. 

Thus liberal information culture is a way of fixing information by 

means of sign-meaning elements. This allows considering the 

specifics of information culture as a way of thinking of the user, 

sender, mediator in communication systems involved in information 

and cultural processes. 

The precondition for the development of Ukrainian liberal 

information culture was the social need for it as the main means of 

social communication, an effective factor in cultural and social 

transformation. The functional value of liberal information culture 

lies mainly in its practical significance: it satisfies the information 

needs of society without limitations in space and time. 
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Liberal information culture reflects the dynamics of social 

relations – on the one hand, under their influence, and on the other – 

influencing them.  

Ukrainian liberal information culture has become a cultural value 

that has acquired a universal character and entered the system of 

national heritage. Ukrainian liberal information culture began to 

ensure the integrity and identity of the Ukrainian nation, to protect it 

from the influence of foreign elements through the adoption of a 

national color, and embodiment of social expectations by means of 

communication. The cultural values, traditions and customs, 

transformed by the Ukrainian liberal information culture carriers of 

the late XIX – early XX century, were aimed at such a mechanism of 

society that prevented the superiority of foreign elements over 

national ones, because it would inevitably endanger the national life 

in general. 

 Ukrainian liberal information culture has inscribed an original 

page in the creative portrait of Ukrainian culture in general, giving it a 

unique originality. After all, the national identity of information and 

cultural carriers of this culture, which existed in the analyzed period 

of time, were embodied by native language, which was forbidden to 

spread materialized human thought in order to promote at least basic 

educational processes.  

Social communications are an information and cultural 

phenomenon. Information culture is a factor in social 

communications. Today, social communications are interpreted by 

scientists as an activity that generates a new quality of understanding 

and communication processes that have never existed before. 

Creativity is an improvement through novelty and new resources of 

being. It is the improvement of human life in its uniqueness and 

harmony with the universe.  

Understanding the risk of losing information and cultural identity, 
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the risk of late cultural development, we have to say that there is a 

need to sign out the problem of the integrity of liberal information 

culture as an integral feature of its stable development. In this regard, 

formulating the tasks of information and cultural policy, it is 

necessary to understand that the set of universal norms and values, 

principles of communication community are a prospect of forming 

liberal approaches to information culture. Such an approach to the 

implementation of information and cultural policy takes into account 

the palette of both ethnic and world liberal culture, which was a 

prerequisite for the entry of Ukrainian liberal information culture in 

the world communication space. 

At the beginning of the ХХ century, the liberal information 

culture of Ukraine continued to develop the folk and democratic 

traditions of the previous century, at the same time it was searching 

for new forms of using achievements of other cultures. Information 

culture as well as the cultural process in general is a constant self-

renewal, the development of new forms and means of meeting the 

interests and needs of people depending on the specific socio-

economic situation according to the regional characteristics.  

Information culture as a phenomenon is a common heritage of 

people's communication life, but the direct creators of artistic values 

are individuals. The final product can be created only by the 

individual, and only it becomes the property of mankind. Therefore, 

the individual is the driving force that creates the collective cultural 

process. According to the development of social relations, the 

communication process develops and becomes more complicated. 

Also it differentiates spiritual and material culture and creates 

specialized forms, where each receives a self-sufficient direction and 

tend to stand out in communication, but directly they are interrelated 

with general cultural development. The mass media have become a 

leading form among the other forms of information and cultural 
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process.  

Thus, the Ukrainian liberal information culture continued its 

progressive development under systematic prohibitions in the second 

half of the XIX – early XX century. Therefore, it could not develop 

normally, because of its inherent evolutionary laws. It was necessary 

to overcome not only the internal contradictions and obstacles 

inherent in any culture, but also the great political pressure from the 

state Russian, German and Polish cultures. This fact suppressed the 

creative potential of Ukrainian liberals.  

The history of information culture of this period proves once 

again that the nation began to decline or continued its development 

through over-efforts without the absence of the state, without 

political, material and legal support of culture. It was a characteristic 

of the development of Ukrainian culture during this period. The 

establishment of ethnoculture of the Ukrainian people, which created 

the ground for the formation of Ukrainian statehood, can be 

considered as a main achievement of Ukrainian culture.  

 

 

3.2. Individual and collective beginning of 

liberal information culture 

 

Philosophical and anthropological paradigm in its comprehensive 

form involves both the universal existential characteristics of the 

audience and its diversity of psychophysiological properties. In this 

regard, it is possible to conclude that the ways and means of human 

life cannot be unified, because each person is an autonomous being, 

able to choose communication and knowledge of the world, and 

change their own existence through communication. 

A person can rely on fundamental phenomena in this case: the idea 

of freedom and tradition. Man is able to protect his existence and enrich 
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it with the help of both objectified epiphenomena of himself – science, 

literature, religion, art, philosophy, and the immediate process of life 

through self-knowledge. A person cannot become himself without 

communication with others. But every action, every act of 

communication is a risk that can put a person in a borderline situation, 

which threatens the loss of existence and being itself. At the same time, 

such a situation distinguishes the truth of this being [7, p. 100-110]. 

Most researchers try to summarize the essential achievements of 

Ukrainian liberal thought and then conclude that, it had a deeply 

humanistic orientation, based on faith in the historical future of the 

Ukrainian people in conditions of brutal anti-national oppression. The 

basic principles of the science of the history of Ukrainian culture were 

formulated due to liberal thought. Ukrainian scholars strongly 

advocated the need to democratize public life and criticized the 

aristocracy of spiritual values and the Marxist theory of class struggle. 

The period of the late XIX – early XX century has always 

increased attention among scientists in various fields of knowledge. 

However, due to the intensification of various scientific research, the 

interest in this stage of development of Ukrainian society is not only 

scientific and historical. The turn of these centuries is considered 

through the actualization of knowledge of figures of this time and the 

use of their experience in modern communication processes, because 

this period was indicative in the formation of political thought and the 

establishment of the consciousness of the Ukrainian people. If 

examine the functioning of Ukrainian liberal journalism in the context 

of information culture, it is necessary to consider the theme of its 

functional characteristics. 

Analyzing the main aspects of the development of Ukrainian 

information culture and the process of its entry into the European 

context of the late ХІХ – early ХХ century, it is possible to say 

confidently that the emergence, formation, dissemination of 

Ukrainian information culture took place in the mental field of 
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Ukrainian spiritual and material values. This takes place under the 

“guidance” of the spirit of the general national culture, in which the 

society works out a set of ideas, experiences, life attitudes of people, 

which determines their common vision of the world. After all, such a 

set is called a mentality  – a projection of the general world of culture 

on the psyche of people. 

The mentality of the individual largely depends on the 

communicative factors of society and is determined by: 

– the type of society where it exists, i.e. the characteristics of the 

socio-cultural world to which the society belongs; 

– the peculiarities of the national information culture; 

– the features of those forms of information culture that determine 

the mentality of certain social groups. 

Thus, the mentality of the audience, which is formed by 

information culture, should be considered at the following levels: 

– at the level of subcultures (different social groups are formed); 

– at the level of types of general culture and socio-cultural worlds 

(different national groups are formed); 

– at the level of own information culture (the phenomenon of 

personality mentality is formed).  

The end of the ХІХ – the beginning of the ХХ century is the 

period of establishment of Ukrainian information culture as a world-

class phenomenon. This period in the history of Ukrainian 

information culture is marked by great achievements that contributed 

to the establishment of the national identity of the Ukrainian people. 

This is evidenced by the analysis of the manifestation of 

individualism as a factor in the mental socio-cultural code.  

Individualism and collective ideas depend on the mentality of the 

community (which means both the population of the whole continent 

and individual peoples). Ethnos and national character influence the 

peculiarities of the worldview of individualism. Individualism as an 

idea has different meanings and levels of rational justification. The 
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meaning of individualism depends on the surrounding spiritual 

atmosphere and various interpretations of values. According to the 

competent opinion of E. Smith, individualism is a historically 

composed type of social and ideological, ideological and 

psychological, practical and behavioral life orientation,  The main 

emphasis in this irientation is made on the self-worth of the 

individual, his freedom and autonomy, right and real opportunity to 

determine his own interests and directions of his activity, 

responsibility for his destiny and well-being of his family, the ability 

of an individual to actively show independence, initiative and 

prudence. 

The main problem of individualism as an ideology of 

individuality is the problem of freedom and responsibility. There are 

two views on the problem of freedom: 

1) there is no freedom in the world, but it is necessary and in 

principle possible; 

2) freedom exists, but it is not a good, because it does not 

correspond to the essence of man. 

The main content of self-consciousness appears as an idea of the 

individual characteristics of “own” (“we”) and “foreign” (“they”) 

ethnic group. These features, however, may not be an adequate 

reflection of the real state of affairs, and are often refracted through 

the prism of imagination or exaggeration at the level of 

consciousness. The common origin and history, language, territory, 

religion, law, and moral virtues can be the defining features of a 

content that is interesting to a certain group of audiences. 

That is why the main criterion that determines the dichotomous 

opposite of “we” – “they” at certain stages of the development of 

ethnic, national consciousness (for example, [276, p. 38]) will be a 

specific number of fixed features. The boundaries of shared content are 

narrowed or expanded depending on this number. Thus, the analysis of 

the progress of liberal self-consciousness is actually reduced to the 
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study of the content of the relationship not of the categories “we” – 

“they”, but the concepts of “I” – “we.” 

Liberals, defending the right of Ukrainian culture to independent 

living, developed a thesis about the pluralism of national cultures, 

which were created as a result of various “life circumstances of the 

human race” [383, p. 30-31]. Ukrainian liberal thought tried to 

synthesize existing phenomena and phenomena of human activity. 

Unfavorable social and political conditions of Ukraine in the ХІХ 

century also had impact, when the main priority of political and 

national life was the struggle for survival and preservation of the main 

factors of self-awareness of the nation. A sharp awareness of the 

values of all Ukrainian, that was muffled for a long time not by 

prestige, but danger (later also reproduced in the “dialectical round”), 

manifested itself in the desire of liberal publicists to loudly “sound in 

Ukrainian” [587, p. 19]. 

It was necessary not only to fill the journalistic vacuum with facts 

and source material, but also to understand the patterns of 

development of the Ukrainian mentality, which found expression in 

various journalistic works of art and the rise of journalistic thought. 

The liberal direction of the Ukrainian humanitarian sphere became the 

leading one at the early stage of the formation of Ukrainian 

journalism. 

In fact, the Ukrainian liberal idea itself was formed at the time 

when the self-consciousness of the Ukrainian people was low. The 

role and place of the humanitarian sphere in general in human activity 

can be understood only on the basis that information culture, as a 

necessary element of social reproduction and an important 

characteristic of the subject, develops in unity with the reproductive 

process as a whole in all its historical specificity. The type of culture 

qualitatively changes in the process of transition from simple 

reproduction to intensive. 

Historically established human attitudes to their own production 
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activities in Ukraine were formed under conditions of simple 

reproduction. In this regard, the people (mostly peasants at that time) 

were dominated by the desire to adapt to natural rhythms, to the 

constant change of independent human cycles, in particular, changes 

of seasons and their own rhythms. If the change of needs took place, 

then it had more extensive than intense character.  

The growth of machine production and the working class led to 

the emergence and establishment of new values. The environment has 

become a source of real and potential means that could be used to 

meet utilitarian needs. This created the need for a new type of 

information culture, which was characterized by a significant increase 

in human activity. The society had a belief in the non-imposition of 

freedom on the environment with the ever-increasing power of 

intellectual activity. 

An idea of the complexities of the world appeared and formed at 

this stage, that needed for its understanding and development a new 

intellectual environment and a new information culture, i.e. a special 

form of human communication, aimed to form a system of subject 

knowledge. This type of information culture asserted the ability of 

man to develop and improve his own intellect, to approach the 

formation of increasingly improved forms of understanding of the 

world around him. 

Often, the results of creativity and intellectual activity of some 

people, associated with information culture, do not correspond to the 

content of the general concept of culture. Liberal information culture 

allows identificating the discrepancy between personal and objective 

elements of perception of the world, which is negative for society. 

Liberalization of the information space is a progressive process 

over time. After all, the tasks and functions of the content of 

messages expanded from one epoch to another, their intellectual level 

increased, new approaches, forms and methods of reflection realities 

in mass culture were formed. The evolution of this process is 
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characterized by certain irregularity – the periods of rising freedom of 

thought alternated with periods of decline or inertia due to the 

influence of socio-economic and political factors, irregularity of the 

development of the media. Liberal journalism was and remains true to 

its functional purpose symbol – the spread of progressive and 

uncensored knowledge among a wide audience [241, с. 85]. 

According to the liberalization of knowledge of science and its 

humanitarian profiles and directions, a popular science book became 

a kind of carrier of scientific information, because such publications 

have always occupied a special place in the cultural process of 

Ukraine. The first manuscripts (“Ruska Pravda” by Yaroslav Mudryi 

of the XI century; “Izbornyky Sviatoslava” of 1073 and 1076; 

“Kyievo-Pecherskyi pateryk” of the ХУШ century, and others) and 

books (Lviv's “Apostol” and “Bukvar” of 1574, “Chasoslovets” and 

“Oktoikh”) printed by Schweipolt Fiol in Krakow, contained certain 

scientific information and embodied the ideals of a humanistic 

syncretic source of human knowledge.  

Ukrainians tried to meet the aesthetic and practical needs of 

society, and as said M. Hrushevskyi “to influence the artistic content, 

elements of high beauty in the sphere and attributes of practical life, 

which marked the old Greeks” [157, p. 158]. Ukrainian liberal 

journalism is becoming multifunctional, because, in addition to its 

practical meanings, it had own metafunction in society. It 

demonstrated the level of development of the nation, aesthetic and 

cultural preferences of Ukrainians.  

It is very important to note that it is possible to identify the 

individual identity of the historical formation of Ukrainian 

information culture as a holistic phenomenon in specific historical 

conditions only in a certain and holistic relationship of the above 

general criteria. The question arises about the interaction of 

information and culture within the formation of information 

civilization in our millennium. 
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3.3. Information wars and liberal information culture 
 

 

The existence of social information is impossible without the use 

of any sign system. The sign, in turn, is a material carrier and 

substitute for objects and phenomena. The sign can save information 

as long as possible. In this case, the value of information means the 

knowledge accumulated by mankind about nature and society. In this 

aspect, the value of information is related to culture, which is “a form 

of communication and existence of individuals as personalities” [28, 

p. 142]. Laying communication to the foundation of society means 

the process of interaction of individuals and different cultures. In this 

case, the value of information culture means its dialectics and the 

possibility of contact with other people, eras and so on. 

The press is the most common social information carrier. The 

press grounded the origins of the formation of national consciousness 

and political thought of the Ukrainian people in the difficult history of 

Ukraine along with other media. A high level of information culture 

is a guarantee of a high level of knowledge about the essence of 

certain phenomena, worldview, social and political level of the 

audience, which allows forming the reader's ability to creative 

thinking and cognitive interest as a motive for their own 

communication practice. 

The existence of any society is possible only under the succession 

of generations, which is carried out through the preservation and 

transmission of socio-cultural traditions [110, p. 40]. Exactly the 

problem of consciousness is the degree indicator of ethical and moral 

principles and worldviews, which are reflected in the conceptual social 

discourse. In Europe it led to the formation of national churches and the 

transition to national languages [413, p. 506].  

But history, with its unique understanding of experience, “taught” 

the Ukrainian people its lessons. There was no even the talk about the 

formation of personality by the methods of communication for a long 



120 

 

time. Studying the genesis of personality formation, it is possible to say 

that the objective foundations of this process are laid in the depths of 

society itself. Society regulates human behavior, forms civic 

requirements for it and determines the method of its involvement in 

society [12, p. 145].  

The audience of liberal publications can be divided due to general 

education level. Exactly audience orientation gives grounds to assert 

the “multifaceted classification” of liberal journalism. This 

classification is based on a set of properties that characterize the most 

important aspects of the content, since the isolation of any one even 

very important property of a fact or event is arbitrary. The fact is that a 

large part of the content is subject to some processing, but it does not 

mean the adapting it to a wider audience. The very concept of 

liberalization necessarily implies not only a personal understanding of 

information, but also the application of this understanding to 

psychological aspects. 

Dissemination of knowledge is a broader phenomenon: not 

everything that is audience-oriented is related to its interests. There is 

a large group of mass media related to a person's private life (life, 

leisure, hobbies and various practical tips). But this means that the 

audience limits itself to this knowledge. Dissemination of knowledge 

is a key function of liberal journalism (not ideas). Knowledge related 

to a person's private life is spread in an audience with completely 

different social representation. Liberal journalism gives the audience 

a broad view of nature and society and forms a certain worldview in 

it. 

Information liberalism is not something invented today, it 

accompanies the entire history of mankind. It takes place in the 

struggle of civilizations, religions, confrontation of tribes, peoples and 

states. At the beginning of history, its influence on the outcome of the 

struggle was not very significant, but the importance of the liberal 

factor in the struggle increased with the development of information 
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technology. 

The ХХ century marked the isolation of information liberalism as 

a separate factor in the confrontation of states. Propaganda ministries 

appear in state apparatuses. Government officials are working to 

block information flows from hostile sources. The advent of radio 

broadcasting has led to a situation when it is impossible to complete 

overlap of the enemy information flow. It caused the need for greater 

differentiation of opinions in the information struggle. The advent of 

the Internet has created a situation when it is almost impossible to 

stop the spread of information. 

The information war of the third millennium is a struggle in the 

information space, which alone, without the use of other means of 

struggle, can lead to results that previously could be achieved only by 

armed means. 

It is worth mentioning, that the change of power in Yugoslavia is a 

clear example of a skillfully conducted information campaign. The 

similar situation took place in the Crimean events of 2014. 

Today, the world's leading countries cannot exist without units 

aimed to participate in the information war. The first unit of this type 

was the Psychological Operations Unit (PSYOPS) in the United 

States of America [682]. The PSYOPS units in this state are part of 

the land and air forces. Small units plan and perform limited 

operations within the Navy. Unlike other states, PSYOPS units and 

employees of all types of forces are prohibited from conducting 

operations in the USA. 

Germany established the Operational Information Center 

(Zentrum Operative Information) for similar purposes [688], which 

subordinates the 950 Operational Information Battalions. The 

battalion and the center are subordinated to the newly established 

Joint Support Service (Streitkraftebasis). In total, there are about a 

thousand employees in these units. German information warfare 

specialists lead NATO operations in Afghanistan and Kosovo. 
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The concept of “information warfare” in the literature was first 

introduced in China in 1985. Chinese experts in the field of 

information confrontation use the views of the ancient Chinese 

military figure Sun Tzu (V century BC), who was the first to argue 

the need for informational influence on the enemy. Sun Tzu noted in 

the treatise “The Art of War”: “To win a hundred victories in a 

hundred battles is not the pinnacle of superiority. To conquer an 

enemy army without battle is the real pinnacle of superiority” [309]. 

In the early 90's, the concept of “information warfare” appeared in 

the United States of America and actively entered the world practice 

[410, p. 113]. The Americans were the first to take full advantage of 

the latest features of the information space: “The Persian Gulf War 

can be defined as the first full-scale war of a new stage in the 

functioning of the military in terms of creating a global information 

space” [360, p. 112]. 

This country is also the most powerful in the modern information 

confrontation. The USA is the only one which carried out the full-

scale work in military-political circles for many years in this 

direction. The starting point of this activity is considered to be 

December 21, 1992, when the directive of the United States 

Department of Defense T 3600.1 appeared under the title 

“Information War.” In 1993, the directive of the Committee of Chiefs 

of Staff № 30 already set out the basic principles of information war, 

that were included in the Statute of the US Armed Forces FM 100-6 

(“Information Operations”) in 1995. In addition, certain aspects of 

information confrontation were regulated by the periodically renewed 

Statute of the US Armed Forces FM – 31 (“Psychological 

Operations”) [360, pp. 69-70].  

On October 9, 1998, the Committee of Chiefs of Staff of the 

United States Armed Forces issued a doctrine of information 

operations [642, p. 16]. The doctrine for the first time confirmed the 

fact of preparing Americans for offensive information operations. 

Earlier, the Pentagon stressed that US measures in the information 
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sphere would be purely defensive. 

The doctrine predicts probability of offensive information 

operations not only in wartime but also in peacetime. At the same 

time, the US representatives, commenting on these provisions, claim 

that the use of offensive information weapons will be carried out in 

full compliance with relevant international norms and agreements. 

But even today, such international agreements are either absent or are 

in the early stages of development. 

The doctrine of information operations in the USA distinguishes 

four main categories of use of information against human 

intelligence: 

1) operations against the will of the nation; 

2) operations against the enemy's command; 

3) operations against enemy troops; 

4) operations against national cultures. 

There are several centers in Russia which task is to carry out 

information activities on the territory of the former Soviet republics, 

in particular, in Ukraine. Each of them has a well-known leader in the 

circles of participants in information conflicts. The most famous 

Ukrainians are Gleb Pavlovskyi, an adviser of Putin's presidential 

administration, because he was an adviser of Ukrainian presidential 

candidate Viktor Yanukovych and drafted the campaign's news 

program during the Orange Revolution.  

The group of Gleb Pavlovskyi has several online publications 

discussing Russia's information strategy (and not only according to 

Ukraine). These are “Russkii Zhurnal” and “Kreml.org”.  

Previously, they were projects of the “Foundation for Effective 

Policy,” led by Gleb Pavlovskyi. Now the “Russkii Zhurnal” has 

become a project of the Russian Institute, an autonomous non-profit 

organization. This form of registration of structures involved in the 

information war is very convenient – the state is not legally 

responsible for the actions of non-governmental organizations, so the 
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objects of the information attack have limited diplomatic capabilities 

to counter. Gleb Pavlovskyi emphasized that he was a private 

individual, a consultant during his participation in the 2004 

presidential campaign, but not an adviser of the Presidential 

Administration of the Russian Federation. 

Besides the “Effective Policy Foundation,” there is another 

competitive center “The Agency of Political News” (APN). The head 

and central figure of this center is Stanislav Belkovskyi. Information 

that APN is a subsidiary of the Institute of National Strategy (INS) is 

posted on the webside apn.ru. The main goal of the project is to 

provide a politically active audience with exclusive information about 

political life in Russia and in the world: from the event “agenda” to 

analytical developments and subjective authorial impressions. The 

similar approach is seen in case when the state is not directly 

responsible for the activities of the center. 

However, there is a state structure that coordinates the activities 

of all these centers in relation to Ukraine and other former republics 

of the Soviet Union. This is the Office of the President of the Russian 

Federation for Interregional and Cultural Relations with Foreign 

Countries. The Office is part of the Administration of the President of 

Russia. According to the Administration's scheme, its status is 

equivalent to the Security Council or the Foreign Policy Office. 

In addition, there are other institutions in Russia that deal with 

problems close to the issues of information war, but their interests are 

limited by the academic study of the issue. They do not develop and 

implement information warfare plans. The overall goal of Russian 

information war concepts and plans is to create bridgeheads in 

Ukraine with a purpose to influence Ukrainian politics by promoting 

politicians who will carry out Russia's orders, or at least not oppose 

Russia in the event of a conflict of economic, political or diplomatic 

interests. As a result, the centers develop general concepts, then detail 

them, adapt to the current circumstances and implement by local 

performers. 
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There have been a number of analytical centers in Ukraine: 

Mykola Tomenko Institute of Politics, Oleksandr Razumkov 

Ukrainian Center for Economic and Political Studies, and Social and 

Humanitarian Consortium “Genesa” in Lviv. These institutions have a 

significant intellectual potential. However, these institutions in 

matters of information war are limited by analytical work or they plan 

information operations in the interests of Ukrainian political parties. 

Information can reach the target of information by various means. 

This information can change the behavior or decision (or remain 

inactive) of informationa war. The most common means used by 

Russia in the information war with Ukraine is television. Such choice 

was made due to the historical circumstances that emerged after the 

collapse of the Soviet Union and because the Russian side 

purposefully work to capture the Ukrainian television space. 

Television gives a possibility to work quickly with the broadest 

masses of the population, to influence both at the level of 

consciousness and subconscious (technology of “25th shot”), it covers 

almost the entire territory of Ukraine. 

Analyzing the list of means used by the parties in the information 

war, it is possible to conclude that Russia has an advantage in the 

media in the Ukrainian information space. This balance of power in a 

normal “hot” war gives a guaranteed victory to the stronger side. The 

reason that the Russians lost the election campaign of the information 

war in 2004, and failed to achieve the moral capitulation of the 

Ukrainians in the “gas” war, is explained by the action in the 

information confrontation of other factors. The information campaign 

of the Russians in the Ukrainian information field was not adapted to 

the Ukrainian environment. Therefore, the effectiveness of the use of 

Russian information developments was low, and the actions of 

Ukrainian information partisans in the field of SMS, stickers and wall 

slogans were extremely effective. 

It should be noted that the impact on the broad masses of the 
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population discussed in this paper – is not the only task of the 

participants of the information war. Operations against individuals 

and groups of the population are planned and carried out in the course 

of information operations. It is known, that Russia is also working in 

this direction: “The ineffective use of the methods of special 

information operations in Chechnya by the federal forces during the 

first Chechen campaign. As a result, a complete loss in informational 

terms forced Russia to take into account the negative experience, 

make qualitative adjustments in matters of information psychological 

activities. Now it is coordinated at the state level by the assistant of 

the President of the Russian Federation. These functions are entrusted 

to the first deputy chief of the General Staff of the Russian Armed 

Forces... 

Operations against decision-makers have recently become 

relevant. According to the leadership, the role of a political leader or a 

statesman is considered extremely important, so it needs to be studied 

in detail in order to influence his consciousness. Therefore, the 

activity of the center for creating psychological portraits of political 

leaders has been resumed in Russia on the basis of the Institute of 

World Economy and International Relations of the Russian Academy 

of Sciences. Information is analyzed in the following areas for this 

purpose: the concept of leadership, motivational sphere, system of 

political beliefs, style of political decision-making, style of 

interpersonal relationships and resi resistance to stress. Accordingly, 

the algorithm for making and implementing a decision on a specific 

person is being worked out.” 

An analysis of Russia's latest information operations against 

Estonia and Georgia, and especially against Ukraine, allows saying 

with confidence that Russia uses all areas of information war against its 

opponents, but it does not succeed everywhere. Sometimes, the results 

achieved by the Russian headquarters of the information war are not 

always acceptable or are failures, especially when the task is to 
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introduce a certain idea into the consciousness of a person or group of 

people or modify their behavior. In particular, the general result of the 

information war of the Georgian-Russian armed conflict is mostly a 

defeat for Russia. It does not mean that actions of the Russian brigades 

of information war in certain areas cannot be considered exceptionally 

successful. First of all, these are technical areas of war designed to 

destroy or suppress hostile means of information dissemination. 

However, Russian efforts have failed in modifying the behavior of 

Estonians, Georgians, or even individual statesmen in these countries. 

In Georgia, the actions of the Russians have led to the consolidation 

of politicians around the President, that was a purpose of Russia for a 

long time. However, the Russian Internet brigade's DDOS attack on 

Georgian Internet resources was very successful. In fact, the 

dissemination of official information from Tbilisi was blocked, and 

Georgians were forced to seek ways to communicate with the world 

outside their country. A similar attack in Estonia led to a partial 

paralysis of economic life – some banks stopped the online payment 

procedure. 

The same situation was seen in Ukraine during the Donbass events. 

Ukraine has to meke conclusions from information campaigns and take 

into account the experience of information attacks on Ukrainian 

information resources. 

According to the direction related to the manipulation of 

consciousness, the Georgian campaign revealed weaknesses even in 

those Ukrainian media that deliberately did not want to follow the rules 

of Kremlin, but in fact they did. After all, journalists are not trained to 

look for sources of alternative information on their own, and editors do 

not insist on the world's generally accepted format for submitting news 

from alternative sources. This situation was caused by the low level of 

education of Ukrainian journalists, ignorance of English or any other 

world languages of communication, except Russian. And the news in 

Russian was prepared in accordance with Russia's interests and tasks of 

the information war. As a result, a large part of the Ukrainian media 
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thoughtlessly copied Russian propaganda into the Ukrainian space. 

However, those editions that were aware of the destructive content 

of Russian information, found ways to obtain Russian-language 

information from at least neutral sources. In particular, the “Maidan” 

website widely used the information service of the Azerbaijan news 

agency day.az, which had its own sources of information in the conflict 

zone, and did not try to create the positive image for the Kremlin to put 

pressure on public opinion. 

There is no doubt that Russian information war brigades in the 

future conflict with Ukraine will try to create a favorable vision for 

them. For example, they can use the world public opinion with a 

purpose to change it in the right direction and influence the decisions 

of Ukrainian politicians. Part of this work will be done by thoughtless 

editors and journalists, who will simply and uncritically copy the 

service of Russian news agencies. 

There is a need to be ready for DDOS-attacks on Ukrainian 

government sites and leading information sites. The banking systems 

also must be ready for such attacks since Ukrainian banks have 

completely switched to servicing legal entities via the Internet. The 

experience of the Russian attack on the “Maidan” website (located in 

the American Internet zone) has shown that an attack on servers with 

domain names is very effective. It is possible that the entire “.ua” 

zone may be attacked. In this case, the Ukrainian Internet will have to 

be temporarily closed in order to maintain the stability of the 

Ukrainian financial system. In any case, if Russian Internet brigades 

did not stop even when a significant segment of the US-Canadian 

Internet collapsed by attacking a domain server, then why should they 

stop before the collapse of the entire .ua zone? 

Today, Crimea is the object of the information attack of Russia. 

Unfortunately, Ukrainian politicians do not care what information 

combinations are played out in this operation. Russia, having 

creatively comprehended the course of events in Kosovo, Abkhazia 

and Ossetia, is trying to build a scheme of the information operation 
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on the model of these already accomplished events. In all these cases, 

the process of rejection of the territory began with the abolition of 

autonomy. The problem of today's (and tomorrow's) events in Crimea 

is that the Russians have a scheme of events, know weak factors of 

this scheme, and adjust their actions according to the circumstances, 

and the Ukrainian side does not even analyze what is happening. 

Although, they should conduct a comparative analysis of 

developments in mentioned regions and Crimea, and draw their own 

conclusions about the Ukrainian way of solving the Crimean problem. 

In 1998, a well-known Ukrainian expert on information war, 

Professor Heorhii Pocheptsov concluded that special structures in this 

field should be created in Ukraine. “Information influence in the 

intensive mode today is an essential part of the professional work of a 

number of departments, including the Ministry of Emergencies, the 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the 

Security Service of Ukraine and the Ministry of Information. But no 

one is engaged in the methodology of processing information work, 

as a result Ukraine loses, for example, its “information wars” with 

Russia” [402, p. 34]. 

Political scientist Valentyn Lysenko agrees with Pocheptsov and 

states the next in the Internet publication “vybory.org”: “They need to 

create special units on the problems of information and psychological 

wars, which will protect the state interests, provide psychological 

protection of the national elite and the population. Their main task 

will be to identify and qualify information and psychological 

influences, determine the degree of threats, create a system of 

prejudice and counteraction to special information operations against 

the state, society, certain social groups or individuals. Also they have 

to develop mechanisms to eliminate consequences and restore 

damage during information and psychological attacks as well as the 

creation of appropriate structural units in the Ministry of Defense, 

special services and the formation of certain knowledge on 

information security at all levels in government, local authorities and 
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among law enforcement professionals.”  

Ukraine does not yet use Russia's weaknesses. The issue of 

transferring countermeasures to the information territory of Russia is 

not considered at all. Human rights issues and the problems of 

national minorities may be targeted by information attacks in Russia. 

In this case, Ukraine could rely on someone, because Russia has civil 

rights movement, societies of national revival of non-state ethnic 

groups. Operations on Russia's information territory would 

disorganize Russian actions in Ukraine and distract Russians from the 

Ukrainian information front. In addition, Ukrainian authorities should 

raise the issue of Russia's implementation of the Charter for National 

Minority Languages for Ukrainians since there is a large Ukrainian 

diaspora in Russia.  

The regulation of the situation in the information war with Russia 

can be real. Two things are needed: Ukraine's political elite must 

publicly acknowledge that Russia is waging an information war with 

Ukraine. Then this elite will be able to take the second step – to create 

structures responsible for the protection of Ukraine in the information 

space and create information legislation that would protect national 

security.  

The second necessity is that the Ukrainian elite have to prevail the 

national interests over narrow party ones. When Ukrainian politicians 

stop using the Russian factor to achieve their domestic political 

results, then Russia will lose a significant lever of influence on 

Ukrainian domestic policy and will not be able to use this lever in the 

information war on Ukrainian territory. Then Ukraine will become 

informationally equal to Russia, and the result of information war will 

be at least a draw. 
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Conclusions to the Chapter ІІІ 
 

 

The liberal model of functioning of information culture carriers 

reflects the key audience characteristics of information culture as a 

communicative phenomenon. At the same time, it is impossible to 

approach the audience load of this model in general. Therefore, we 

offer a generalized (both historically and functionally) distribution of 

audience characteristics of Ukrainian information culture carriers by 

industry. 

Applied industry (mass media and media markets) is characterized 

by the early establishment of press freedom similar to the democratic 

corporatist model (this tradition is particularly strong in the United 

States of America) and the emergence of the mass press, however, the 

circulation of newspapers in these countries is lower. The press is 

mostly local, and that’s why great attention in electronic media of 

information culture is traditionally paid to local news. The historical 

local character of local media, in particular, determined the specifics of 

journalistic professionalization.  

Political parallelism: neutral commercial information culture; 

information culture carriers focused on conveying information (rather 

than interpreting facts); internal pluralism; professional model of 

television and radio broadcasting management; formally autonomous 

system of information culture.  

Professionalization: strong professionalization; non-institutiona-

lized self-regulation (unlike countries of democratic corporatism); the 

tradition of “objective journalism,” which protects the information 

culture carriers from the dictates of the owners and prevents the 

instrumentalization of these carriers; the relative decline of 

“objectivity” under the influence of commercialization (a process that 

began in the late ХХ century).  

The role of the state: market dominance (except the strong public 

service broadcasting in the UK – the BBC as a model); high level of 
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commercialization of information culture carriers, which in the form of 

a certain normative model (together with “neutral professionalism”) 

increases its influence on other media systems; the increasing demands 

to limit the state in the functional dimension of information culture 

carriers and, at the same time, strengthening state’s role in the 

development of national (often associated with state and municipal) 

information culture carriers against the background of much more 

powerful media systems (USA and UK).  

Regarding the generalization of the audience factor of the practice 

of functioning of information culture carriers in the countries of the 

liberal model in general, it should be noted that they can be united in 

one group only on common features. For example, the powerful 

public service broadcasting systems of Great Britain and Canada are 

much closer to the Northern European model in terms of their impact 

on the audience than to the United States of America (however, 

commercial carriers of information culture in these countries as well 

as in the USA occupy a very big place at orientation on such groups 

of the audience which trust carriers a priori, who consider impartial 

representation of the facts, instead comments).  

Another notable feature of the liberal attitude to the audience is 

the protection of freedom of speech (stronger than all others) and non-

interference of the state in the affairs of information culture. The 

obvious positive consequences are combined with significant negative 

ones, in particular, the lack of protection of private information 

(especially compared to countries of democratic corporatism) and the 

possibility of manipulation public opinion through abuse of freedom 

of information culture. 
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CHAPTER ІV. 

THE AUTONOMY OF THE INDIVIDUAL MIND  

IN THE CONTEXT OF FUNCTIONING OF 

 LIBERAL INFORMATION CULTURE 
 
 
 
 

4.1. Information liberal culture of the Enlightenment  

as a factor in the heredity of liberal ideas  

 

Thomas Jefferson attached great public importance to the 

information culture, in particular, the press. He always wanted 

newspapers to express opposition to the government. T. Jefferson 

was actually the inspirer of media liberalism, but he bitterly 

remarked in the sixth year of his presidency: “Nothing can now be 

believed which is seen in a newspaper. Truth itself becomes 

suspicious by being put into that polluted vehicle” [685, p. 64]. 

It is interesting, that the term “subversive activity” appeared in that 

period in the American political lexicon, and referred to foreigners who 

immigrated to America because of persecution of their governments. 

And there is a paradox, because they criticized the American 

authorities! The USA federal government introduced the laws “On 

foreigners” and “On incitement to rebellion.” According to this, the 

publisher of the “Richmond Examiner” as well as the editors of some 

newspapers in New York and other cities were put in prison. The 

American pro-independence camp had significant differences between 

the “republicans,” whose leader was Thomas Jefferson, and the 

“federalists,” who were led by Alexander Hamilton.  

The “federalists” expressed the interests of the big trade 

bourgeoisie, bankers and land speculators. They advocated the 

strengthening of centralized federal power and the restriction of 

democratic freedoms in the political sphere. The “republicans” relied 

on a diverse bloc of farmers, rural entrepreneurs, the petty 

bourgeoisie and planters. They advocated for easier access to land for 
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farmers, democratization of the constitution and granting broad rights 

to states.  The “federalists” focused on Britain in foreign policy, and 

the “republicans” focused on revolutionary France. It should be noted, 

that the line between “federalists” and “republicans” was quite 

conditional: even the leaders of these currents were sometimes 

referred to one or another political and ideological camp. 

It is important that the speakers under the slogan “We must 

escape democracy!” had a very strong position in the press. The most 

important printed organ of the “federalists” was the first American 

newspaper “Gazette of United States.” It was created as a body of the 

federal government and was founded by the federal government on 

April 15, 1789 in New York, by “federalist” J. Fenno (electronic 

resource http: //en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gazette_of_the_United_States). 

This newspaper had a purpose to cover the activities of the 

Congress and the debates in the Congress, materials on major issues 

of government policy, events in the USA, international politics and 

literary issues. In October, the circulation of the “Gazette of United 

States” amounted to 600 copies, and it had 1400 copies in spring 

1790. The publication had about 1000 subscribers and the retail price 

was 2-3 pennies.   

The second president of the United States of America, John 

Adams first worked as a vice president (for eight years), and was in 

the shadow of the much-respected “father of the nation.” His 

presidency was marked by a number of important innovations, but 

they faded in the light of the glory of George Washington (electronic 

resource: http://backtoschool2.rru/spisok-prezidentiv-spoluchenix-sh-

tativ-ameriki-v-xronologich nomu-poryadku/). In 1786, John Adams 

got the largest number of votes in the presidential election. His 

inauguration is described in detail below. 

“The inauguration of John Adams, despite his inherent love of 

pomp, was extremely vague. The future president was brought to the 

Philadelphia Congress Hall by his own carriage only with two horses. 
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He was not accompanied by officials, he was not even met by a brass 

band. He had only one servant. The president wore a gray cloth coat 

that he bought the day before the ceremony. He had a hat in his hands 

and a sword on his side.  

T. Jefferson, who arrived a little earlier, was greeted with 

applause by numerous Republican supporters. He gave a short speech 

about J. Adams and modestly remembered himself. Then everyone 

followed him to the meeting room to the House of Representatives, 

where George Washington soon arrived with an honorary escort 

greeted by a standing ovation and cheers.  

People gathered, mostly to see the country's first president for the 

last time in an official setting, and everyone seemed to have forgotten 

the real reason of the meeting. Adam, who was already at the entrance 

to the hall, had to watch a demonstration of national love for his 

predecessor. Adams entered the hall without waiting for attention, and 

went to the stands with a gloomy face. He was not accompanied or 

introduced to the audience, although his appearance was greeted with 

applause and friendly shouts. Then he read a rather lengthy text of his 

inaugural speech. Adams took the solemn oath. He left the hall, and 

he went with his servant in a carriage to the inn, where he rented a 

room. 

No receptions or balls were held in honor of the new president. 

However, there was a grand banquet organized by local businessmen 

in honor of J. Washington that evening in Philadelphia. They did not 

consider even to invite Adams, so he was simply forgotten that 

evening” [193].  

In fact, the struggle between the “federalists” and the 

“republicans” continued during the reign of J. Adams. It was the 

Adams government that succeeded in passing the above-mentioned 

“On foreigners” and “On incitement to rebellion” laws. The Minister 

of Finance in the government of J. Adams was the federalist 

A. Hamilton, who pursued a policy of encouraging national industry 
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and trade by raising taxes and attracting foreign capital to the United 

States. The policy of the “federalists” met the resistance from the 

democratic forces, which were united around the “republicans.”  

T. Jefferson had to defend his position in a sharp political 

struggle. Two-fifths of all American newspapers were “federalists” 

even in the year of Jefferson's first victory in the presidential election 

(1800). At the initiative of T. Jefferson, who led the struggle against 

the “federalists,” the “National Intelligence” was founded in 1800. 

But this newspaper, which was published three times a week, became 

the official newspaper of the American government after T. Jefferson 

was elected president. At the same time, it received a monopoly right 

to publish official minutes of meetings of the American Congress, 

which were reprinted from it by all other newspapers.  

In 1834, when the USA government began to publish an official 

newspaper “Congressional Glob” and later “Congressional Records,” 

“National Intelligencer” has become a regular, non-governmental, 

daily newspaper (electronic resource: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki-

/National_Intelligencer).  

T. Jefferson's government repealed the laws of 1798 and took a 

number of progressive measures aimed at democratizastion of the 

country. The country's foreign policy was also reflected in the 

newspapers and magazines of that time. In 1808-1809, many 

newspapers wrote about the establishment of diplomatic relations 

with Russia and about differences with Britain. 

In 1828, the Democratic Party of the United States of America 

was formed, that initially united part of the slave-owning planters, 

farmers and part of the bourgeoisie. Their candidate Andrew Jackson 

won the presidential election in 1828. Jackson's government had to 

maneuver between slaveholders, the bourgeoisie, farmers and the 

nascent proletariat (electronic resource: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/-

United_States_presidential_election,_1828). As a result, several 

progressive laws took place. In this regard, Indian tribes lost their 

http://en.wikipedia.org/
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lands and moved beyound the Mississippi; 20 million acres of land of 

the American continent were taken from the natives.  

The era of liberalism and democracy in the USA, initiated by T. 

Jefferson, was frozen for many years.  

The philosophy of the Enlightenment (post-romanticism) 

considered that the liberal worldview sharply contrasted with any 

liberal theory of freedom of the press, and refused to substantiate 

natural human rights. In addition, a sign of frustration with liberal 

approaches in the theory of information culture was the classical 

belief in the rationality and essence of human freedom in the 

combination of harmony of interests and needs. Liberalism turned out 

to be nothing more than a transitional period between different epochs 

of attitude to the individual and his connection with big money, which 

began to be invested in the development of information culture.  

Enlightenment “crashed” into the problem of individual 

perception of information. The liberalism of the ХІХ – ХХ centuries 

is firmly rooted in the individualism of the liberal movement. But 

these doctrines were significant in the traditions of rationalism and 

legal change. 

John Stuart Mill, in the introductory part of his historical essay 

“On Freedom,” spoke rather sluggishly about democracy, emphasized 

that such phrases as “self-government” and “people's power over 

themselves” do not express the true state of affairs. Who are the 

“people,” who carry out powerful actions over other people? What is 

“self-government” when the government is not effective, but the 

people themselves are effective? Mill believes that the most valuable 

thing in practice is the activity achieved by the individual work of 

each active member of society; the active majority consists of 

individuals. Thus, the active majority is the power. However, this 

majority can become a factor of oppression, that’s why, the levers are 

needed to counteract this phenomenon. The “tyranny of the majority” 

is an evil against which a constant struggle must be waged [668]. 
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J. Mill writes that society is sick, and therefore it needs “strong 

natures.” Individuality should be a manifestation of a desire to do 

something, and such impulses to action should be encouraged. 

According to Mill, individual manifestations of the desire to do 

something “is one of the elements of human dignity as well as 

Christian self-denial” [668, p. 32]. Individual perceptions of the world 

and the desire to work on its improvement are doubly useful, because 

each person in the process of work becomes more valuable to himself, 

and can become more valuable to others [668, p. 34]. 

According to Mill’s ideas, the values of the state are vague, they 

ultimately nullify the desire of citizens to work, prevent the excellent 

physical condition of a person to make a great state. The state that does 

not help in the mental expansion and upliftment of its individual 

citizens, who are rather obedient tool in their hands, will find an 

opportunity to resist people, who want to work and do their job. There 

is no place for compromise. A person sacrifices everything, he has to 

use all opportunities, but he often has no power and inspiration to make 

life better. 

In contrast to T. Jefferson, who argued the priority of the need for a 

free press in a democratic society, J. Mill considered priority the 

principles of usefulness as a basis for theoretical justification of 

freedom of expression. The classical radical, like any classical liberal, 

considered free discussion of even good government as a correct factor. 

But J. Mill insisted that the idea of freedom of expression could not be 

interpreted as a personal right or even an abstract principle. He openly 

ignored the principles pursued by the “philosophical radicals.” Unlike 

Jefferson, he considered that a thought was the final stage in the 

creation of social values, even if these values were not natural. 

J. Mill’s arguments in his essay go far beyond the simple 

utilitarian defense of freedom. When the author argued that all 

humanity has no right to remain silent even if there is only one 

dissident in the world, he was sincere in it. Moreover, he could 
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protect any of the offended people, give them greater happiness that 

he felt himself. But the author really argued that everyone has the 

right to think, analyze and find new knowledge as moral attributes of 

inseparable from the dignity of intelligent beings. 

J. Mill's essay “On Freedom” is an attempt to answer the question 

how the relevant psychological superstructure makes sense within 

individual independence and social control. The author himself 

argued that his purpose was to prove that humanity should have a 

guarantee of individual or collective freedom, freedom of any action 

in any environment. The only purpose when the government can 

restrict rights is a preservation of a civilized community, it is the 

commission of some actions that threaten to this community, which 

are done against its will. Strength must be a warning to harm others. 

Thus, while J. Mill refers to the base that can confirm the 

philosophy of natural law, he actually believes that there is a sphere 

of individual freedom, and neither society nor government should 

have priority within and over it.  His concept of “tyranny of the 

majority” shows its attachment to the private interests of the 

individual. 

Therefore, the problem lies in the social factor of society. Good 

individuals make up the state; freedom of thought and action are 

necessary for the formation and development of a good individual. 

Therefore, freedom of speech and freedom of press are justified in 

order to make them absolutely necessary in creating the environment 

where a good individual is formed. 

According to Mill, the territory of personal freedom includes the 

following three elements: 

1) The full domain of consciousness in the broadest sense, 

freedom of thought and feeling, absolute freedom of thoughts and 

moods at all levels of perception. 

2) The freedom of tastes and free time. Understanding of what 
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should be done in connection with preferences, and what 

consequences these actions can have. 

3) The combination of freedom is formed from the freedom of 

every person, every word and action. Something whole is born within 

the combination of these freedoms, which should not harm others. 

Instead, Mill recognized the need for freedom of belief and 

freedom of expression on four grounds: 

1) If any thought forces the opponent to be silent, then this 

thought may be correct for someone, true for others, but it is 

inadmissible to impose one's own infallibility. 

2) Despite that keeping silence was a mistake, that very often 

does not mean that someone who was silent does not have the truth, 

but this can be understood only in a clash of opinions, that will not 

happen if someone is silent. 

3) Even if someone doubts the opponent's opinion, he has the 

right to intellectually challenge what he thinks necessary to challenge. 

4) Freedom will be in danger, lost or weakened, if the character 

and behavior of someone who prevents any real and sincere 

conviction is not taken into account. 

But, Mill complains, any association with real life in one's mind 

can be obtained only from reading and listening, comparing what one 

hears and what one wants to hear. At the same time, there is a need to 

be careful and teach yourself moderation in assessing other people's 

opinions, and flexibility in adapting these thoughts to own worldview. 

The boundless properties of communication make the audience’s 

possibilities to avoid unnecessary associations with opposing 

opinions less and less wary (for example, is there a need to listen to 

someone’s ideas that are better than mine) [682, p. 46]. 

The perception of information, truth and justice are the most 

important factors in understanding messages, so these two 

components of the information field of the individual are much more 
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important than the simple use of images and feelings. Thus, J. Mill, 

like T. Jefferson, advocates a certain restriction of freedom of 

expression, but only when the content of the message goes beyond 

decency and reason, acts as a basis for hostility in the process of clash 

of opinions. In addition, J. Mill writes that “even thoughts sometimes 

lose good sense, when the circumstances in which they are expressed 

represent the expression of the person” [692, p. 51]. 

J. Mill believed that the maximum for freedoms in society and 

communication are the following two circumstances: 

1) The individual does not bear any responsibility to society for 

the actions of society in the case when the interests of a person 

concern the society. 

2) The person is accountable for such actions that harm the 

interests of others, and may be subject to either social or legal 

punishment, if society believes that such actions are grounds for such 

punishment. 

The philosophy of J. Milton and T. Jefferson formed the basis of 

the Liberal theory of the press. In addition, these philosophical 

currents represent three stages of development of classical liberalism 

in historical time: 

– its origin from the depths of the Renaissance and Reformation; 

– its development in a new cosmology of the times of the 

conquest of Western Europe by liberalism during the Enlightenment; 

– its fragmentation in the XIX century under the influence of 

positivism, romanticism and collectivism. 

Liberal press theory is as much a part of the liberal worldview as 

the traditions of rationalism and individualism. And, quite naturally, 

liberal theory always finds both its bright supporters and ardent 

opponents. Historically, liberalism was the first political movement 

that was purposefully aimed at increasing the well-being of all people, 

not individual groups. Liberalism differs from socialism, and 
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socialism also calls for the struggle for the betterment of its people 

not by purpose, but by means of achieving this goal. 

 

 

4.2. The importance of the information culture of the past  

for the modern understanding of the relationship of liberal 

information culture 

 

The history of Ukraine is a testament to the indomitable spirit of 

the people, a manifestation of their self-determination and self-

awareness, a constant desire for aesthetic transformation of the 

environment and giving the world a harmonious and human character. 

Ukrainian people, despite the constant threat of destruction and 

assimilation, always developed a culture that was replenished and 

enriched. Ukrainians could create due to the experience inherited 

from their ancestors as well as inherited from other nations in the 

space of the world cultural process. V. Sheiko noted: “special 

openness, ability to perceive, apply and Ukrainianize various cultural 

influences, that are incompatible in other ethnocultural systems, is 

one of the strengths of national culture” [476, p. 3]. 

According to various documents and materials, the solution of most 

social problems in Ukraine took place within the framework of public 

discourse, which led to further consolidation of society. Researchers 

note that “a large role in this process is played by the large masses of 

people gathered for public works or military purposes, the creation of 

internal communications of all kinds, the transmission of information 

of a commanding nature and especially the development of literacy 

performs its information functions even in the case of illiteracy of the 

majority of the population” [16, p. 27]. 

All above is characteristic of the context of the problems of both 

the formation of information culture and the emergence, formation and 
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dissemination of Ukrainian liberal journalism – one of the factors in the 

formation of information culture. It is because the actual information 

function of culture provides the process of cultural continuity of 

intellectual existence. The transfer of information from era to era, from 

generation to generation, and the exchange of information within one 

generation take place in the information space. 

Modern analysis of culturological sources, monuments of history 

and culture of Ukraine gives grounds to conclude: there was a 

continuous change of numerous generations, each of which mastered 

and enjoyed all the achievements of predecessor cultures, contributed 

to the development of information culture. Thus, the Ukrainian lands 

were the scene of an offensive movement by various peoples during 

almost six centuries in the millennium BC. However, N. Polonska-

Vasylenko notes: “...no matter how horrible the captivity was, it did not 

exterminate the entire population. There was no moment when the 

connection between... the carriers of the old and the new culture was 

broken... from the neo-political Trypillia culture to the Ukrainian state” 

[407, p. 66]. 

Modernity is marked by the maximum drama of clearly defined 

problems. And there is a problem of identity of the information culture 

of the Ukrainian people. Most European nations went the way of 

asserting their identity in the XVIІІ – ХІХ centuries. However, it is 

really difficult to pave this path at the end of the XX – beginning of the 

XXI century, during the times of integration, in the boundless space of 

global challenges and imperatives. National self-understanding, the 

adequacy of which we do not have due to incomplete information self-

awareness, must be a compass on this path. 

The national information culture shows itself as a basic condition of 

national self-realization in general. Academician Ya. Isaievych notes 

that Western Europe from the XVI century became a model of 

economic, cultural and political progress, which was the result of a 

combination of favorable circumstances. According to this point of 
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view, “backwardness” is the rule, and “development” is the exception 

for most peoples and countries. On the other hand, no one should forget 

that Eastern Europe, including Ukraine, was a region that first followed 

all the social achievements of Western Europe. 

The formation of the Old Russian state did not lead to the final 

formation of the Ukrainian cultural ethnos. Tribal self-consciousness 

of tribes would be preserved for a long time [612, p. 22-24]. The 

peculiar features that became the basis of future peoples (Ukrainians, 

Russians, Belarusians) were formed in pre-Kyiv times, among the 

various groups of East Slavic tribes. As soon as the central 

government in the Kyiv state weakened at the end of the XII century, 

not only the separatist tendencies of separate principalities appeared, 

but also the grouping of tribal principalities due to the ethnocultural 

characteristics began. 

It is quite interesting to compare ethnography and communist 

studies from the point of view of ethnogenesis. Ethnographic science, 

by its nature, can significantly help to clarify the problem of 

ethnogenesis. There is an analysis of the phenomena of existence of 

people in the scientific arsenal. Having a relationship to the material 

and spiritual culture of the people, exploring their origin and 

development, ethnography thus penetrates into the sphere of existence 

of peoples in the long shade of their path. If one of the scientific 

features of ethnography is the ability to completely reconstruct the 

way of life of the people, having all aspects of their occupations, 

preferences, worldview, the whole range of knowledge, then 

communicative studies in its methodological arsenal has a 

retrospective vision of content of formation and a separate 

ethnographic phenomenon, and its author as the carrier of spiritual 

culture in general (from a mystical vision of the world and oneself to 

highly aesthetic rites and adequate knowledge of the environment) 

[392, p. 165]. 

This spectrum is not formed suddenly, it needs a long time to 
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synthesize the rites and customs of the people. It is the combination of 

spiritual and material spheres of life that forms the ethno-behavioral 

stereotype, which allows focusing on the content of ethnic self-

awareness. 

At the same time, self-awareness as a nation implies not only 

ethnocultural community, but also the expansion of unity in the 

sphere of communication. A similar process took place with 

ethnopsychology and ethnocultural crystallization, when there is a 

stable, unshakable understanding of own national “I.” It means, that   

own value that is different from another's is realized, own scale of 

evaluations, both spiritual and material, is developed. Self-awareness 

implies the emergence of the name or self-name of the human 

community as the main component in the process of becoming a 

nation. This is a deep inner instruction of conscious behavior. Any 

artificiality, aggression in the direction of changing the self-

consciousness or recognition of the self-name of the people fails and 

has no future [65, p. 18].  

Therefore, cohesion of the human team was realized in the 

process of constant movement, migration. However, self-awareness 

as a kind of human community appears after the permanent settlement 

of an area where cultural values have been acquired over the 

centuries. 

Ukrainian liberal information culture emerged as a generalized 

expression of the creative efforts of the people, their understanding of 

worldview, religion, morality, artistic thinking and science. Ukrainian 

liberal information culture played a crucial role in the formation of 

Ukrainian identity [109, p. 16]. The study of the genesis of the origin, 

formation, and spread of Ukrainian liberal information culture as a 

sociocultural phenomenon of the late ХІХ and early ХХ century has 

once again confirmed that communication space and man are two 

universal phenomena. They are mutually determined and do not exist 

without each other. A person is analyzed through the prism of his 



146 

 

national-ethnic and social affiliation exactly in this unity. 

The dismemberment of Ukraine’s ethnic territory between many 

states has made it impossible to consolidate intellectual ties. The 

process of transition from the stage of people as a mostly 

ethnocultural and ethnosocial phenomenon to the state of nation as an 

ethnopolitical organism, has been delayed for a long time. That is 

why, there are some difficulties in determination the period of 

formation of Ukrainian nation in Ukrainian history. There are reasons 

to consider XVI – XVII centuries as the period of nation formation. 

At that time, Ukraine had its own, albeit short, statehood. The entire 

ethnic territory, almost the entire Ukrainian ethnic group, was to some 

extent involved in the conscious struggle for humanitarian freedoms. 

Why do we single out this time period? The fact is that, a number 

of figures who determined the main features of Ukrainian liberalism 

at the theoretical and political levels for the first time appeared in the 

history of Ukraine. First of all, it is necessary to name Kostiantyn 

Ostrozkyi, Ivan Vyshenskyi, Gerasym Smotrytskyi, Christopher 

Filaret, Meletii Smotrytskyi, Zakharii Kopystianskyi and Kyryl 

Stavrovetskyi. 

Thus, another issue becomes relevant – information culture and 

national consciousness as invariable parametric features of the 

spirituality of the people. They get the status of a problem in the 

following conditions: when a need to reflect on the processes of 

cultural development appears in the society, it is a symptom of the 

existence of anomalies. Therefore, it is clear that critical, crisis 

periods in public life are accompanied by an explosion of various 

worldview problems. This drama is exacerbated if the social crisis 

affects all spheres of life: economics, politics, morality, and so on. 

After all, spirituality is an indicator of social harmony, and liberal 

information culture is the subject of special attention in times of crisis 

[461, p. 117-121]. 

The heterogeneity of interpretations of the essence of cultural and 
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information phenomena is caused by their complexity, diversity and 

virtual nature. This is the reason for the simplified approach to the 

problems of information culture: researchers mostly resort to a 

sociological approach to the interpretation of this phenomenon, or they 

psychologize it too much. The culturological approach, which is based 

on the connection between culture and consciousness, allows a more 

fruitful analysis of various events, processes and phenomena, 

associated with the cultural nature of life [159]. 

The development of certain forms of society with their inherent 

forms of collective consciousness in historical time is a process of 

collective subject-spiritual activity of people aimed to change natural 

things. A characteristic feature of such communities is the emergence 

of unique local cultures, that represent the sphere of identification of 

essential human forces in their specific, historically special form. It is 

clear that information and cultural activities of people at an early stage 

of society's existence were directly correlated with the natural and 

geographical conditions of their lives. 

 Information culture appears as a world of historical experience and 

human activity and, at the same time, as a spiritual phenomenon that 

contains potential development of the community, a kind of 

communication programs of material and spiritual activities of the 

community. The development of this potential in time gives separate 

modes: historical forms of information culture of the people, 

interconnected by established principles, which allows talking about a 

certain communication tradition in the development of culture. 

 Established principles form the core of information culture and 

ensure traditional development of it, allows identify the type of culture, 

i. e. such a communicative form of people’s life, which is primarily a 

sphere of self-awareness. The ethnic self-consciousness is reproduced 

in generations thanks to the information culture. 

The world of information culture is a world of socialization of the 

individual from the early stages to the conscious self-identification of 
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a person with the communication environment. This world “grows” to 

the individual, takes possession of him beyond his choice and will. 

This is possible due to the autonomy and self-sufficiency of the ethnic 

type of information culture and the corresponding human abilities, its 

connection and subjectivity. The nature of belonging to the 

“information culture” can be defined as organic ties of non-free 

affiliation” [103, p. 93]. 

 The individual, attached to the ethnic information and cultural 

community, does not stand out from the super-individual social and 

unified integrity. He acts as a carrier of the properties of the cultural 

world to which he belongs. The inner world of man reveals the 

measure of “humanity and freedom,” constituted by a certain type of 

information culture. Information culture is a convolution of symbols 

and meanings, which are transformed into meanings of one's own 

existence, into a way of one's own action. Human information culture 

is a set of value-colored stereotypes of action and thinking, which 

determine the strategy of human life, manifesting itself with varying 

intensity in different periods of his life [68]. 

It must be noted, that the stereotype of life is a kind of supra-

individual principle of coexistence of people. This principle ensures 

mutual recognition and understanding of its carriers, their 

communication. These functions of information culture form the 

spiritual boundaries of personal autonomy. It can be understood that 

violation of these boundaries is associated with a weakening of 

communication, embodied primarily in behavioral norms. Weakening 

does not mean rejection or the neglect of communication values, 

because the latter is tantamount to the destruction of personality. Here 

two obvious ways of development: 

1) the way of latent functioning of information culture with the 

final adaptation to foreign communication norms; 

2) a way of creation a synthetic communication world based on 

their own and other people's culture. 



149 

 

Ethnic consciousness as “an attribute of the real, which comes to 

man as the fact of his existence, and is transmitted as a certain natural 

state of understanding – orientation in the world in the specific 

situation of practical action and communication, in which the 

individual directly finds and reveals himself” – is the actualization of 

cultural meanings and values in the inner world of man [57, p. 226]. 

The individual's awareness of his own belonging to a certain 

community at the level of the dichotomous opposite “we – they” is 

beyond the reflexive antithesis of information culture. Man is capable 

of an immune response to foreign communication symbols and 

values. However, it is not enough to reflect own independence, 

awareness of own kinship with a certain information culture, as it is 

aimed only at distinction of two types of communication quality 

without the necessary degree of passion for any of them. 

Communicative self-identification and self-awareness become 

reflexive character, when the subject compares the “I – Essence” with 

the qualitative essence of its information and cultural system. This 

comparison goes beyond assessments and preferences. Its level is 

determined by the symbolic and semantic correspondence of the inner 

world of man and the qualitative essence of a certain type of thinking. 

Reflexive self-identification presupposes sufficiently developed 

structural forms of information culture, in comparison with traditional 

value stereotypes, characteristic of a rigid form of content expression. 

It becomes possible when the information culture expands, grows 

beyond the communicative functions and acquires polysemanticism. 

It is clear that this type of information culture is formed by 

change, complication of reality covered by the communication field. 

Information culture of a new type generates a new type of self-

consciousness – supra-ethnic. Its formation and functioning at the 

very beginning are conditioned by the processes of formation and 

functioning of information culture as a special type of culture, which 

absorbs content, but is not limited by it. Information culture is not an 
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integrative, but a synthetic type of culture, in which value-cultural 

stereotypes coexist and organically and mutually agree.  

Social stratification, based on economic processes, led to 

significant information and cultural differences between the lowest 

and highest socio-economic status of the social strata. In this case, the 

information and cultural affinity of the relevant audiences was felt. 

The need for communication always leads to the erosion of 

ethnocultural barriers, the convergence of language and conceptual 

systems and groups. 

The core of information culture, which is a certain invariant of 

further innovations, includes ethical and moral principles, worldviews 

and matrix languages. The formative factors in the development of 

information culture are the media. It is clear that the various forms of 

culture, the carriers of which are more conservative features, coexist 

at the level of information culture. They are the carriers of rather 

unambiguous, categorical ethical norms produced in society [18, p. 

37].  

It would be worthwhile to determine the interest to the analysis of 

the concept of “information and cultural environment.” Does it 

contain homogeneous and heterogeneous factors of communication 

influence? As a result, it is necessary to determine all the conditions 

of this concept and define this phenomenon.  

It is proposed to distinguish the concepts of information and 

cultural macro- and micro-environment. Information and cultural 

practice refers the macro-environment to the whole universe of 

information culture, it is the culture of an individual society. Micro-

environment is a category of information culture theory, which means 

the immediate environment of man, which is a powerful 

communicative factor in social relations.  

The boundaries of the information and cultural micro-

environment are determined by the degree of direct entry of a person 

into certain socio-cultural conditions: a family, a team, various social 
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associations. Thus, it becomes clear that the concept of information 

and cultural macro-environment is quite amorphous, multifaceted and 

abstract phenomenon, while the micro-environment is much more 

specific. 

 Information and cultural processes functionate in the center of 

these two phenomena, which are limited by the framework of such a 

concept as the audience environment. It, of course, includes the 

communicative aspects of human life. Information and cultural 

environment is a kind of specific cultural field in which a person, 

entering into certain communication relationships with other people, 

becomes a powerful socio-cultural phenomenon. 

Man as a socio-cultural phenomenon directly interacts with the 

environment, modifying it and own inner essence. The whole 

specificity of this dialectical process is that this phenomenon is not 

subject to regulation of management and external influence. The whole 

specificity of this process lies in its actual self-regulation. 

It is clear that the real information and cultural guidelines of 

communication practice are closely related to the psychological 

guidelines of the majority of the audience, and combine factors related 

to traditions as certain extreme “ideal types” of audience [567, pp. 137-

138]. However, due to well-known circumstances in the recent history 

of mankind (constant failed attempts to form independent states, 

extermination or assimilation of the social elite, oppression of 

Ukrainian professional culture), the gap between ethnographic-rural 

and urban cultures has become dominant in the world information 

culture. 

 M. Shlemkevych rightly pointed out, that in practice, this leads to 

the creation of a type “heroic man.” In addition, the pressure of 

totalitarian regimes, which repeatedly put even ethnic Ukrainians (and 

most other residents of the region) on the verge of physical survival, 

created the constant unique situation in the history of social 

communications for the audience [496].  
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The condition for the real development of information culture is its 

rationalization, focus on rational forms of worldview, in which content 

is not blurred, despite the tendency to unification of communication 

forms in a convergent world. In fact, content, as a manifestation of 

thinking and act, reflects the basic ethical principles that are embedded 

in the core of information culture. The specifics of information culture 

always unfold in the style of historical, scientific, artistic or political 

creativity. The content of activities in any field largely reflects the 

innovative contributions to the information culture. The style of activity 

determines its worldview [69, p. 32]. 

Its forms are dearchaized in the conditions of the developed 

information culture. Attempts to inhibit this phenomenon inevitably 

lead to inhibition of information and cultural development in general. 

At the same time, the actualization of content usually occurs during 

periods of excessive expansion by other cultures as a counterweight, a 

means of stimulating communication memory to resist excessive 

innovation. The media is a particularly sensitive area to such clashes. 

The information and cultural environment requires the creation of 

a certain type of audience – not an individual, but a person, not a part 

of the collective “we,” but a conscious subject of activity. However, 

the audience itself in this dimension is a contradictory phenomenon, 

since a conservative layer of information culture and the appropriate 

attitude of the audience remain there. The fact is that, the status of 

individual members of the audience and social groups in the 

information culture or in the field of communication product 

consumption is different. The nature of the connections of audience 

stratification groups, when they consume a communication product, is 

a form of organic affiliation.   

However, this degree of connections is precisely the stage of 

development of information culture, when such connections are 

destroyed due to cultural differentiation and audience stratification. 

As a result, the communication of the higher elite with the lower 
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strata of society weakens, and a kind of communication solidarity 

with the relevant circles of the audience appears. On the other hand, 

individuality or apersonality affirms in society, a person who is aware 

of his subjectivity and intrinsic value. It is clear that this level of self-

esteem was provided not only by communication mechanisms, but 

also by all other social factors. 

At least, such a picture is typical to the period of formation of the 

European information culture. Strengthening inter-communication 

ties at the level of elite circles was possible when everyone, who 

belonged to them, crossed the line of traditional communication and 

stepped on the ground between (again) “we” and “they.” In this area, 

a person in his contacts with other people was forced to rely not on 

the authority of the content provided, but on their own virtues and 

abilities. At the same time, the principles of communication were not 

rejected, but romanticized as objective sources of certain content. 

The field of information culture looks like a field of content 

selection, which is the right of an individual. The choice of content 

manifests itself as an act of creative self-affirmation of the individual, 

his worldview. The education of the audience is a key of the 

rationalization of the choice, which provides a practical form of 

content acquisition (practical thinking). In fact, the intellectual elite is 

the audience where content is born, where it functions and improves. 

It is caused by the very nature of practical thinking – its ability to 

synthesize worldview and knowledge of the world and its emotional 

experience. Rationally oriented consciousness is able to actualize and 

objectify the potentially existing meanings of any content, which 

operates information culture. 

Any totalitarian form of information culture was provided by the 

pressure of the object on the subject, the latter was a forced carrier of 

a particular ideology. And the liberal form of information culture 

realizes the subject's respect for the object: there is a comprehension 

of the content of subjective activity in the field of objectivity. In this 
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case, the activity of the subject is ensured by the freedom of 

conscious self-determination. So, is it correct to talk about the 

creative factors of the formation of liberal content, which is the 

essence of a rather contradictory phenomenon of liberal content in 

general? It is clear that this issue is the subject of heated debates, and 

this can be contrasted only with their indisputable clarity for the 

subjects of social practice, who lively operate with concepts with the 

addition of “liberal.” 

 

 

 

4.3. Cultural heritage in the context of intergenerational 

communication 
 

 

 The need to preserve and use the communication heritage of the 

past becomes especially important in the period of informatization. 

This fully applies to the history of Ukrainian information culture, the 

history of the media as an important component of information 

culture, which accumulates communication, technical and social 

achievements. Perhaps, one of the important tasks of the science of 

social communications is to study the achievements of Ukrainian 

information culture, which involves not only the establishment of its 

structure, but also determination of social and political conditions of 

origin, peculiarities of formation, identification of development 

trends. 

The phenomenon of information culture is defined as the totality 

of the acquisition of all communication products created during a 

specific chronological period in a specific area for a specific 

audience. Information culture is a universal source of information that 

can be used in research in various fields of knowledge.  

However, such an approach to define the concept of information 
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culture, based on general scientific principles, is legitimate, but 

insufficient for special communications, as it affects only one side of 

the phenomenon, it does not fully reveal its depth and diversity, in 

particular, in the context of ontologically defined existence, history of 

information culture. The information culture itself must be explored 

from the standpoint of an intra-discrete structure, through a dialectical 

relationship, when something, defining and specific to “I” as a person, 

can become the basis or the platform for uniting the internal 

connection of integrity. 

The form of content acts as “relevance,” “energy,” i.e. the 

generating force, or “entelechy” (according to Aristotle). This 

definition is important for clarifying the world of knowledge, 

understanding of facts, phenomena, nature, the individual mechanism 

of its reproduction in the media and cognition by the audience.  

The statement on understanding is interestingly covered in the 

paper “On the modern marasmus of Spain” by the famous Spanish 

culturologist M. Unamun. The author notes: “when they claim that 

there is something more than the total sum of characters in the 

collective spirit of the people, they claim that all the characters of all 

its representatives live in it in one way or another. They assert the 

existence of a collective halo, the bottomlessness of the universal 

soul, where all feelings, desires and aspirations that do not agree – 

exist and manifest.” Ultimately, according to the author, there is no 

individual thinking that is not reflected in the thinking of other, even 

opposite subjects. He considers that there is a true popular 

subconscious, a collective spirit. If it is alive, it is the mental essence 

of the connection between its carriers, which unites everything into 

one.   

Thus, the intra-deep basis of the content is to some extent 

invariably a priori. This property is also emphasized by the Ukrainian 

scientist V. Antonovych. He notes that it is impossible to change the 

inner type of a person by any forces [15, p. 24]. D. Chyzhevskyi 
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develops and deepens this position, and comes to the conclusion that 

the worldview is a superhistorical constant, caused by mental 

composition of the subject and it will be difficult to change it [85, p. 

17-23]. 

In general, most researchers of the problem of the specifics of 

Ukrainian information culture, consider romantisicm a decisive factor 

for the psyche of Ukrainians. By the way, the famous Dutch 

culturologist J. Huizinga in the fundamental work “Homo Ludens” 

indicates the following signs of romantic worldview: emotionality, 

sentimentality, the desire to live by the laws of feelings, and 

corresponding ideals [165 p. 216]. 

That’s why, it is possible to draw a special type of Ukrainian 

audience of introverted temperament, deepened in the inner world, 

which lives and is guided by feelings, heart, immediacy, not by 

rational-volitional guidelines. Particular emphasis is placed on its 

internal activity in the external presence (the main feature of the 

introvert). There is also an adequate attitude to objective reality, 

which is manifested in the behavior and actions of people, aimed not 

only at changing something in the external world, but also at adapting 

to it, because of the fear to disturb the established order of the world 

and nature. 

This introverted orientation and guidance in action is 

complemented by signs of melancholy temperament with its 

unbalanced mood, capable of suddenly falling into sadness with joy, 

and to feel the sweet torment that both depresses and pleases. 

Overflows of moods, feelings, emotionally colorful contradictory 

palette, where strangely combined laughter and tears, sorrow and joy, 

multi-rhythmic expression, where peace turns into nausea, coexists 

with intense thirst for spirit and activity, All mentioned facts testify 

the inner imperfection and conflict of the “Ukrainian soul,” its 

constant inner dissatisfaction and search for ways of self-

improvement. 
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Thus, the information-cultural environment is subjective-

essential and determining, it makes the information culture more 

uniqueness, keeps the audience whole in shape.  The audience itself 

acts as a synthesizing basis in the concept of “information culture,” 

because information culture is a work of people, the result of their 

efforts. Therefore, the question of the diversity and originality of 

Ukrainian information culture must be explored in the context of its 

interaction with other cultures.  

However, this approach is constantly complicated by political 

factors. Ukrainian culture in general has been leveled over the 

centuries. This led to numerous attempts of Ukrainian researchers to 

justify the uniqueness of Ukrainian culture as the culture of a nation, 

to prove its right to an independent place among the cultures of other 

nations. 

At the same time, this circumstance made it difficult to carry out 

a comparative analysis, to determine the identity of Ukrainian culture, 

and its kinship or similarity to other national cultures. The conditions 

for objective scientific research and implementation of comparative 

cultural studies as well as the study of information and cultural 

traditions of the Ukrainian people are created only today. There is a 

need to study the pervasiveness of the “spirit of culture,” which 

requires researchers to cover the full range of cultural phenomena. 

Today, the attention to the “spirit of culture” is a necessary 

moment in building a model of information and cultural space. Thus, 

the essence of the “spirit of culture” is its direct guiding, regulation of 

functions of human activity and society as a whole. This is a certain 

orientation, a vision of the world formed in the course of social 

development, that gives a specific color to the social life of the era, 

bringing us to the concept of spirituality. 

This concept is extremely rich, which can be briefly described as 

a manifestation of higher aspirations and impulses of man to realize 

the ideal needs for knowledge. Therefore, the understanding of 
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spirituality in relation to a certain historical epoch, can be concretized 

in the fullest way only by analyzing those typological patterns of 

communication, that prevailed between representatives of a certain 

historical society and were marked by the uniqueness of technology 

[152, p. 50]. 

Man's creative thinking has attracted attention at all times. “The 

Word was at the beginning” – one of the oldest books (translated into 

almost all languages of the world) begins with this words. The 

extraordinary power of the word and its incorruptibility disturbed and 

astonished. At the same time, words, like deeds, are different – fair 

and unfair. This view was a kind of response, a reaction to the 

understanding of knowledge and ideas initiated by ancient culture 

with its desire for impartiality and indifferent truth of mathematical 

constructions. 

The well-known Ukrainian historian Ya. Dashkevych had an 

interesting thought on the Ukrainian truth as a phenomenon of 

spiritual culture. Yes, the scientist believes, that there are several 

statements that are beyond doubt at least from the point of view of a 

normal person. He includes two: 

1) the history of the Ukrainian book, including a retrospective of 

the same book, is one of the sections of the history of Ukrainian 

spiritual culture; 

2) the Ukrainian book is a book in the Ukrainian language. 

According to the concept of “Ukrainian spiritual culture,” the 

scientist believes that two indisputable statements are the starting 

points: 

1) the Ukrainian spiritual culture is the spiritual culture of the 

Ukrainian ethnos, the Ukrainian ethnic (not political) nation; 

2) the Ukrainian book is a book in the Ukrainian language (in all 

its historical, territorial and dialectal varieties).  

The scholar believes that the principles that a separate language 

remains one of the main (if not defining) features of the nation as a 
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social category, despite the insistent pressure of nihilists in various 

fields. That is why the genealogical series is still inviolable: nation – 

language – literature – book.  

Even the most basic, narrow understanding of the connection 

between the word and information prevents the fact, that this 

connection is often not viewed from the standpoint of social 

information development as a large-scale process, that cannot be 

limited by one country, and where this connection is much deeper and 

more complex. V. Ivanov, in particular, wrote that each person first of 

all “recognizes own “I” and acts on his behalf. This “I” is present in 

every real action, deed, etc.” [174, p. 96]. In general, everything in the 

world is “justified as necessary –  human only as desirable, therefore, 

through the expression of will.” 

It is necessary to apply an informational approach to the word, 

that allows considering the phenomenon of information culture as a 

whole. The essence of this approach is that information culture should 

not be understood only as the basic unit of the content value, that 

carries certain information, which mean various data, news and so on. 

It should be understood as a factor of the thesaurus, the information 

culture has a possibility of constant accumulation of information, the 

substrate of the intellectual resource of the human race.  

The study of the emergence and formation of information culture 

causes the interest to the questions about the meaning and purpose of 

its representatives of different eras, their worldviews and prospects. It 

is a question of rethinking human existence in the dynamics of social 

time. This involves the analysis of projective determinants – ideals, 

dreams, hopes and expectations, created by communication and which 

help to determine the attitude to the present [152, p. 5]. 

Therefore, the problem of the specifics of the mechanism of 

liberal socio-cultural creativity, due to the socio-cultural needs of the 

audience, becomes especially relevant. These needs were embodied in 

all functional blocks of socio-cultural creativity.  
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The fact that the process of creation a modern Ukrainian nation 

took place synchronously with similar processes in Western Europe, 

adds even more confidence to the need to apply the general European 

communication tradition to Ukrainian history. Church movements and 

the Cossack wars of the XVI – XVII centuries are Ukrainian analogies 

of the general European process of emergence of a new form of 

collective identity – national consciousness, and the national revival of 

the XIX century – transformation in accordance with new conditions 

and the spread of this consciousness among the masses. This point of 

view is becoming increasingly popular in modern Ukrainian 

historiography [172, p. 61]. 

However, human abilities and capabilities are not necessarily 

realized in the life of each individual. The problem is not that the 

individual “does not assimilate” socially necessary socio-cultural 

heritage or they are alienated from it (although this may be the case). 

The fact is that – people are different. If the anthropological certainty of 

one is dominated by volitional factors, the other – by rational. If one 

seeks socio-cultural autonomy, the other – subordination, which gives 

the convenience of guarantees and comfort of the smoothness of 

existence. Some prefer to have support in spirituality, some in universal 

values, and some in skepticism. That is why, various concepts and 

ways of human existence have a real basis both in social reality and in 

the communication plane. Any attempt to “monologue,” to create a 

single and strictly rational concept of man and information culture 

encounters unresolved and non-harmonized contradictions in the 

interpretations of existence [302, p. 291-294]. 

On the other hand, the recognition of any theoretical concepts and 

practical ways of society and the existence of information culture as 

equal and compatible – encounters the same contradictions. It happens 

because any FACTS are reality, and real are certain norms of 

adaptation of this reality to those rules and norms of lives that are a 

priori natural for a given group of audience. Therefore, it is obvious 
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that the FACTUAL reality of human existence has its limit to the 

possibility and reality of another person's existence: “involved 

dialogue” (M. Bakhtin) and “loving struggle” (K. Jaspers) become 

determining factors of the social paradigm of information culture. 

Accordingly, philosophical comprehension must embrace man  

with other people in his communication, with his practice of individual 

life and the practice of organization into total and dynamic groups, with 

inclusion in social structures and autonomy not only spiritual, but also 

real. It should not be forgotten that man is capable not only to exist as a 

subject: subjectivity is an essential characteristic of man in a socio-

cultural context, at least in a context that communication does not 

destroy by totalitarian means. The subject is active and quite sovereign 

in its actions, and is responsible for them in certain circumstances. 

“Autonomy and self-realization are the key concepts for the practice, 

which contains its purpose, namely: the creation and reproduction of 

life worthy of man” [151, p. 65]. 

The social environment itself is a consequence of its formation due 

to social, material conditions of existence, the dominance of cultural 

and psychological climate, and has a decisive influence on the 

formation and development of personality [406, p. 460]. Because the 

social environment changes under the influence of human 

communication practice, the person changes too. Therefore, it becomes 

necessary to address to the socio-cultural space in which this 

communication is carried out. 

There is no doubt that the humanization of society, which has 

become particularly tangible in the ХХІ century, requires a 

reconsideration not only of its definition and scope, but also of its 

internal structuring. Despite the widespread popularity of the idea that 

the humanities are not exclusively the center of scientific research in 

nature, it is worth asking: is it a coincidence? And if liberal-journalistic 

views prevailed, would the science of social communications play a 

more prominent role?   
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A number of scientific studies, speeches at conferences in Ukraine 

and abroad have shown that groups of scientists and experts in the 

humanities believe that the issue of liberal journalism is very actual. 

Their arguments seem unquestionably valuable: it is important that 

knowledge of science is necessary for understanding the global 

communication processes and the causes of the disappearance of 

holistic clearly defined media, to understand how people have changed 

the seemingly natural course of evolution, understand what pathways in 

technologies will shape access to information and its carriers. 

It seems, that today, the most important answer is on the question: 

Is liberal doctrine in social communications a problem for the world 

humanitarian community, or an area of interest for individual 

scientists? We think, that the general background of the answer is the 

need to understand the efforts of most scholars to outline the 

importance of liberal journalism for “great science” and to highlight 

the consequences of its functioning for the public. Time needs serious 

research in the humanities and social sciences to assess the impact of 

liberal journalism on the individual, society and journalists 

themselves. 

It is extremely important to improve the ability to understand and 

critically evaluate scientific evidence and arguments in our 

ecologically and economically rapid scientific society, in our high-

tech world. There is one way to do this with the help of partnerships 

between representatives of various scientific fields of humanities and 

social sciences, such as journalism, management, sociology, political 

science. Together, they can develop the most modern meaning of the 

principles and technologies of communication, and this is the 

knowledge of technology in social communications. However, it is 

not easy to encourage these partnerships, if we state several 

conceptual barriers. Let's outline the most key of them. 

Barriers to cooperation. The most noticeable of these are the real 

or imaginary scattered scientific bases and applied journalism. The 
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humanities are often entangled in the construction of each of their 

fields, and the objects of their research are so closely intertwined. 

Logically, the humanities and social sciences feel threatened because 

they depend on the vagaries of the economy, grants, the number of 

one-time and short-term projects. 

Time barriers. Efforts are important to balance scientific work, 

and there is an imperative of specific publications. The humanities 

have additional responsibilities for managing specific proposals made 

by scientists in their research. These commitments can distract from 

mutual communication between scientists, and even colleagues from 

different countries (unfortunately, language barriers for Ukraine 

remain relevant problem). 

Barriers to individual sciences. They aim to increase the 

encouragement of scientists who promote their science, but not in the 

broad sense of the term of popularization, but within the internal 

scientific discourse. However, modern internal science culture is 

expanding due to positive self-assessments, but these assessments 

may repel scientists from related fields. Scientists in humanities and 

social sciences sometimes believe that work with those who need 

mathematically verified evidence and evaluations of the information – 

is not their job. 

All these barriers are counterproductive. Scholars in the 

humanities and social sciences should pay less attention to what 

separates them, and more to the creation of specific scientific 

communities. These communities should be grouped around 

supporters with a purpose to study evidence and a general desire to 

see public discourse on important issues that need to be studied more 

responsibly. 

Modern humanities provides the skills to critically assess both the 

informativeness of research content and their source base, and, 

consequently, specifies the phenomenon of relevance of the 
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humanities and social sciences. At the time when reading, thought, 

and discussion are the hallmarks of the humanities as intellectual 

preludes to effective action, the scientists in humanities are poorly 

equipped to adequately perceive the world without a solid grounding 

in statistics, computer science, interdisciplinary knowledge of 

scientific methods and in general technical literacy.  

Total political crises and the difficulties in funding science and 

specific research have jeopardized the future of our industry. These 

problems cannot be solved only by scientists. There is a need for 

consolidated and reality-based public reaction, which can, in turn, 

influence public policy. It is necessary to take into account all the 

problems in making responsible decisions based on the evaluation of 

scientific data, to motivate these decisions to go beyond the 

discussion and search for scientifically sound solutions.  

Such a strategy of scientific conglomeration quite clearly 

demonstrates a certain difference between classical philosophical 

approaches and liberal democracy, shows the unbalanced and 

materialistic concept of primitivism of demoliberal approaches to 

scientific research. After all, there is an urgent need to bring the 

scientifically correct conclusions about the “state of individuals” 

beyond the fear and challenges, that are a necessary background of a 

totalitarian society to scientific community. 

Of course, some argument in favor of excessive differences 

between the classical vision of certain totalitarian principles of the 

functioning of the media as a certain community, based on the 

“extreme need of the supreme power,” may exist. Meanwhile, none of 

the representatives of classical totalitarian journalism excludes the 

“monarchy” of the semantic field of the media, but (at least in theory) 

each of them does not consider the structure of the media as 

something related to “communication tyranny,” as a variant of the 

“non-republican” form of informing, as a “regime” of total content. 
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This happens for the simple reason: the conglomeration of Greek and 

Roman communication schools distinguish traditional (totalitarian) 

communication [378, pp. 196-197]. 

In reality, any totalitarianism contradicts the letter and spirit of 

any text of the author, and makes a completely unexpected turn in 

understanding the potential interpretation of this text by the audience. 

It indicates that there must be some rehabilitation of meaning, and the 

text itself must be a polite “rehabilitator” of analogies and 

assimilations through the categories of personal (liberal) 

understanding of civic virtues. Each of the representatives of the 

audience makes himself sure that the need for understanding “begins 

to crumble due to the growing number of grounds for liberalism” 

[686, p. 88]. 

In principle, it can be said that both totalitarian and liberal 

journalism in its purest form are naive illusions! Classical liberal 

journalism in the modern media world is somewhat reminiscent of the 

pathetic demands of classical liberals (like Guido De Rudiero) to 

opponents, so that they are kind enough to move a little and allow 

liberals to say something there... 

The concessions of these liberal currents are purely rhetorical and 

have no effect on reality. Liberal journalism (albeit in different 

proportions) will always be accompanied by a “mixed” context and 

separated from a certain array of elite morality in relation to Aristotle 

“slaves by nature.” Demoliberalism has no possibility of assimilation 

to the virtues in the content of the mass media: each of these virtues 

will inevitably dissolve into our own materialism. 

If we ever question the truth of politics, the premise will be that 

liberal democracy is a utopia, and its ashes are thrown into the 

deepest hole of the ocean [385, p. 181]. Instead, liberal journalism is 

legitimate even within the traditional Catholic monarchy, limited by 

the laws of God, it is treated as a political friend and ally (which is 
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worth the RISU information portal [401]). As a paradoxical result, the 

content becomes similar to the traditional, ideal field of classical 

journalism. 
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Conclusions to the Chapter ІV 
 

 

The problem of uniting individual and social will as a model of 

society, which at the same time, would be the embodiment of the 

autonomy of its individual members, i.e. the essence of the problem 

of civil society, existed during the ХІХ century. However, according 

to the critical analysis of K. Marx – the development of the capitalist 

economy of European societies, including the Ukrainian one, and the 

growth of socialist movements in these societies, led to changes in the 

formulation of these problems in the second half of the ХІХ century. 

Such changes took place even if the problems themselves remain. 

Thus, the interest in civil society decreased, but attention to the 

idea of citizenship increased in the second half of the ХІХ century. 

The definition and meaning of citizenship, during this period, 

replaced the problem of civil society as a concentration of social 

conflict and interest in all European countries, especially in the 

Austro-Hungarian Empire. 

Citizenship and the importance of membership and participation 

in collective life became a new model for understanding the 

importance of both autonomy and interdependence within the borders 

of the ethnic state at that time. The great struggle in the ХІХ century 

on issues of civic identity was, in fact, a struggle on participation in 

civil society. The challenge in this struggle posed by the socialist 

movement to the traditions of civil society was very important, and 

was the basis of the liberal information culture. 

The emergence of the socialist movement in Europe and Ukraine 

led to attempts to expand the boundaries of civil society. The current 

“agenda” of the socialist movement included liberalization of 

processes that took place within the nation state, that caused certain 

contradictions, the essence of which determined the content of liberal 

currents in political thought and information culture of the XIX 

century. The main problem of the liberal direction of information 
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culture of this period was: the contradiction between freedom and 

equality, between the autonomous individual and the interdependence 

that exists between individuals, and between the conditions of justice 

and social solidarity. This problem should be considered in different 

aspects (historical, sociological and philosophical) in order to assess 

their role in the problems of any modern principled analysis of the 

idea of liberalism. These problems were at the core of the idea of civil 

society. It is not surprising, that exactly these conflicts were in the 

struggle of liberal and nationally forming currents that formed the 

content of the entire information culture of the second half of the ХІХ 

– early ХХ century. 

The analyzed period gave Ukrainians who lived in the Austro-

Hungarian Empire many rights – union rights, freedom of speech, 

freedom of the press, freedom of assembly, freedom of movement. 

This gave rise to certain associations in society and, most importantly, 

the right to organize legitimate organizational structures whose 

activities could be freely discussed. Such social practice has become a 

significant way to increase the degree of individual participation in 

collective life. 

Such unpunished individual rights to organize collectives as 

interest groups within society were one of the fundamental demands 

of the liberal movement and, without a doubt, a specific liberal 

“realization” of civil society within the same society. In fact, 

liberalism as a widespread practice of the possibility of the 

embodiment of the individual mind, in fact, characterized socialist 

policy until the beginning of the First World War. Thanks to the 

liberal practice of functioning of society in the late ХІХ – early ХХ 

century, the rather narrow, but steady, strong field of definition of 

citizenship is steadily kept. Also there is a definition of those social 

and communicative features of individual liberal equality, which 

constituted membership in society and, thus, made it a liberal, 

individual, and, consequently, a truly civil society. 
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CHAPTER V. 

UKRAINIAN LIBERAL INFORMATION CULTURE AS A 

FACTOR OF INTERACTION OF MATERIAL AND 

INFORMATION PRACTICE OF HUMAN ACTIVITY   

 

 

5.1. Ukrainian liberal information culture as a basis for effective 

communication 
  

Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late ХІХ – early ХХ 

century created an information field, which was and still is one of the 

ways of existence of liberalism. After all, the set of information that 

was objectively needed for informing the ethnic community of that 

time is contained in the form of materialized human thought. In fact, 

the unity and originality of the information field of that time, created 

by Ukrainian liberal publications, sought to ensure its integrity. 

The development of any knowledge has always been 

accompanied by its popularization. The reason is that intellectual 

image of the epoch is formed from a set of books that were written, 

read and processed in it. It is significant that a popular place in the 

general repertoire of phenomena of mass culture was occupied by 

popular types of mass media from the very beginning of the existence 

of information culture. Exactly this type of communication functioned 

in society and performed its information functions, and was a means 

of communication that disseminated theoretical and applied 

knowledge, experience of the science and technology (including at 

the interdisciplinary level) with a purpose to enhance communication 

processes in any audience environment. 

O. Konovets drew attention to this function of mass 

communication [243, p. 1-2]. Occasionally, he identified two other 

functions of communicative support of knowledge: philosophical and 

ideological and cultural. He thought that the first one was 

accompanied by the popularization of those ideas and knowledge that 
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have the potential to influence the formation of a worldview that 

meets the new needs of the thinking style of society as a whole. The 

second was the transmission of new spiritual traditions, moral and 

aesthetic values and moral ideals of previous generations as well as 

the involvement of the mass reader in the aesthetics of life's quest. 

In fact, the very history of the liberalization of knowledge is the 

history of the centuries-old struggle of the advanced people of their 

time for the opportunity to dispose the acquired complex of 

knowledge against ignorance and enslavement [440, p. 15]. 

Practically everything we call the human beginning of existence 

appears as a certain confrontation and balance of something natural 

and normative-social in an individual. This moment is fundamentally 

important for the philosophical understanding of an individual. He 

has gained a clear expression in the problem of liberalization of 

information culture. 

Today, it is one of the most acute problems in social and 

humanitarian sciences: philosophy, sociology, psychology, 

culturology.  

First of all, it was connected with to the significant complication 

of socio-historical processes in the late ХІХ century, when an 

increase in social communication took place due to the intensification 

of economic life. It is even possible to speak about a certain 

internationalization of communication [457]. In fact, separate and 

isolated regions have disappeared from the Earth, and all humanity 

has been involved in a single process of communication. 

Secondly, there was a certain mixing of different cultures, peoples 

and ethnic groups as a result of the intensification of social and 

historical processes. A crisis of the position of Eurocentrism was the 

result of it [438, p. 92-101]. Until then, Europeans considered their 

culture the only one worthy of recognition, the most correct and 

developed. Accordingly, any other culture deserved attention only if it 
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was similar to European culture. But, it turned out that there are 

cultures that are not similar to the European, but those that perfectly 

perform their human-forming function. Moreover, these cultures 

sometimes look even more attractive than the European ones [300, p. 

82-97].  

Thirdly, the outstanding achievements of European culture could 

be turned against a man in the ХХ century. It was about the 

achievements of European science, which were embodied in military 

technology and aimed at the unprecedented mass extermination of 

man. This moment was even more horrific during the Second World 

War, when officers, who trained students at the best European 

universities, could send tens and thousands of innocent people to their 

deaths. It is well known, that not only the military but also the civilian 

population was exterminated, and certain ethnic groups were 

generally destroyed in this war. 

The key features of information culture as a socio-historical 

phenomenon make it possible to understand that the information 

culture itself is created by human personalities, inscribed in the 

context of a certain community, historical epoch or social process. 

But, the formation and development of culture includes the same 

trends that he development of cognition and human personality has. 

When the essence of such a phenomenon as information culture is 

realized by society, then culture already exists as a significant 

influential factor in social life. 

Attempts of conscious thinking intellectuals to inform the public 

about various events led to the organization of the publication of 

newspapers and books under the most unfavorable conditions. After 

all, information culture as a sphere where communication features 

and human potentials are revealed, appears as a set of human socio-

historical and cultural values. It expresses the most important things 

for a person. That’s why, certain values cause the struggle between 
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the old and new, real and pseudo-information culture. Certain new 

tasks, new orientations put forward a new generation of workers, 

which “calmed the storm in our national life,” “revived the pulse of 

people's lives,” – wrote I. Franko. He gave the name “young Ukraine” 

to these workers of the “solid era in the future of our nation” [120, p. 

512].  

The true values of information culture orient the development of 

society towards the intellectual enrichment of man. But it is 

sometimes extremely difficult to find out what really corresponds to 

intellectual values in the specific conditions of social life. 

T. Gundarova points that the active development of Ukrainian liberal 

information culture as a leading form of socio-cultural process of the 

late XIX – early XX century, was a reproduction of a full-fledged 

national organism, the establishment of the modern Ukrainian nation, 

the movement for awakening the people, the struggle for modern 

Ukrainian society [166, pp. 108-113]. Ukrainian nation went from the 

large ethnographic mass of the people, suitable for “assimilation work 

of other nations” (Ivan  Franko) to the development of political tactics 

of the Ukrainian movement, to the conscious political activity of the 

Ukrainian nation as “a social cultural organism that is capable to 

independent cultural and political life” [120, p. 404]. 

Familiarity with the spread of liberal ideas in the early ХХ 

century, as one of the pages of Ukrainian information culture, shows 

that any phenomena are not immutable. On the contrary, there are 

many factors under the influence of which the fact changes as a type 

of public information. After all, the fact in the information culture is 

encoded by external structures in relation to its human perception.  

The individual expresses thoughts and ideas in man-made sign 

systems, and in a result he objectifies them. This means that the 

thoughts acquire an independent, non-personal existence. They 

become social information, which carrier is the whole social culture. 
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Social information reflected in sign systems is non-genetic. 

Unlike the biological base, it does not disappear with the death of the 

individual. Information culture forms a specifically human 

mechanism of its imitation – information heredity. Due to the 

information culture in society, it becomes possible to historically 

accumulate and increase the information available to man as a generic 

being. 

Information is a repository of the spiritual heritage of those who 

created and disseminated it. This confirms the opinion of J. Lotman 

and B. Uspenskyi that “culture is a device to produce information”  

[289, p. 5-8]. Information culture is also a device to remember events. 

The current situation may argue that the information culture of the 

Ukrainian people has a memory, and its relevant element is the social 

memory, which preserves the spiritual heritage of our predecessors. 

Liberal information culture does not contain algorithms, but 

programs of human behavior that reflect the experience of many 

generations of people. It can be noted that the liberal information 

culture is a kind of information support of society. Thus, according to 

the information-semiotic point of view, the world of culture appears 

in three main aspects: 

1) the world of phenomena; 

2) the world of meanings; 

3) the world of signs. 

There is a need to mention the words of Ivan Franko: the demand 

for Ukrainian books was caused by the revival of national feeling as 

well as a significant rise in literature, diversity of its content, because 

the literary process was enriched by new talents that “sought new 

roads and new horizons” [121, p. 153]. Therefore, the analysis of the 

spectrum of liberal Ukrainian communication of the late ХІХ – early 

ХХ century makes it clear that communication policy was based on 

the understanding that social interaction can be implemented through 
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various forms of social communication. 

However, the information culture in the world of communication 

is fundamental. The advanced intelligentsia of the late ХІХ – early 

ХХ century understood that language is a mental phenomenon that 

acts as an unconditional core of any kind of communication. The 

language encodes the knowledge of man, his idea of the world as a 

whole, individual life experience, a holistic picture of the world of 

society. The speaker in the process of communication directs the 

listener to certain information stored in his head, which is structured 

and organized into a global picture of the world. 

There is no doubt that changes of the moral and aesthetic values 

of society are reflected within the functioning of information culture.  

It seems impossible to understand information culture as a complex of 

verbal and nonverbal information without information about these 

values and basic ideas that form a conceptual picture of the world of 

society. 

Significant changes take place in the subject of information 

culture of the end of the XIX century. Although, the main place is 

occupied by spiritual, theological phenomena, works of fiction of low 

artistic level and various calendars. The number of publications of 

scientific, popular science and reference literature, school textbooks 

are significantly increasing. Despite censorship, the issue of socio-

political literature is growing significantly. It is also important that the 

philosophy of the Ukrainian liberal idea, the factual theoretical self-

consciousness of the Ukrainian cultural revival of the end of the XIX 

– early XX century, pervasive for our spiritual culture and developed 

from the Cyril and Methodius Brotherhood to the “executed 

Renaissance” of the 20s. Its last heuristic manifestation became the 

so-called “literary discussion” [586, p. 13-24]. 

The world of information culture is a world of human 

socialization from the early stages to the conscious self-identification 



175 

 

of man with the cultural environment. At the beginning, this world 

“grows into the individual, takes possession of him beyond his choice 

and will.” This becomes possible due to the autonomy and self-

sufficiency of the ethnic type of culture and the corresponding human 

abilities, its connection and subjectivity in culture. The nature of 

belonging to “culture can be defined as organic ties of free co-

belonging” [35, p. 93]. 

 The individual, attached to the ethnic information-historical 

community, does not stand out above the individual social and unified 

integrity. He is the carrier of the key properties of the information and 

cultural world. The inner world of man reveals the measure of the 

“humanity of freedom.” The posture of the individual in culture is 

pre-active and pre-subjective in its development, that exceeds the 

level of its capabilities and subjectivity. He perceives it as a 

convolution of symbols and meanings that carry the experience of the 

existence of the whole society, turns it into the meanings of its own 

existence, into a way of its own action. 

Information and cultural existence of man is the hope of value-

colored stereotypes of action and thinking, which determine the 

strategy of human life, that appear with varying intensity in different 

periods of his life. Information and cultural stereotype of life is a kind 

of individual principle of coexistence of people, which provides 

mutual recognition and understanding of its carriers and their 

symbolic communication. These functions of information culture 

form the spiritual boundaries of the autonomy of freedoms. Violation 

of these boundaries, the individual’s exit beyond them, is associated 

with the weakening of communication specifics, embodied primarily 

in behavioral norms. Weakening does not mean the rejection or 

neglect of cultural values, because the latter is tantamount to the 

destruction of the individual. There are two obvious ways: 

1) the way of mental functioning of information culture with 
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complete adaptation to foreign cultural norms; 

2) the way to create a synthetic cultural world based on their own 

and others' information culture. 

Information consciousness as “an attribute of the real, that comes 

to man as directly as the fact of its existence, is transmitted as a 

certain natural state of worldview – orientation in the world in the 

specific situation of practical action and communication, where 

individual finds and reveals himself” [569, p. 220]. The whole 

complex of cultural phenomena connected with the creation of the 

Ukrainian liberal information culture allows us to state that self-

awareness acquires self-sufficient character when the subject 

compares “I – Essence” with qualitative essence of one of 

information and cultural systems. This comparison goes beyond 

assessments and preferences. Its level is determined by the symbolic 

and semantic correspondence of the inner world of man and the 

qualitative essence of a certain type of information culture.  

Today, it is known that the traditional policy of destroying the 

Ukrainian word by the Russian Empire was transferred to the entire 

Ukrainian information culture, which was an extremely difficult 

factor of humiliation. For example, Ye. Chykalenko in his “Diary” 

wrote about the tax collection of the newspaper “Rada”: “Our 

editorial office was shaken and fined so many times that I already lost 

count...  Thus, on January 13, 1909, the editorial office was visited by 

the police who confiscated letters, a notebook with songs that 

Chykalenko had collected in his youth. Well, it’s good that the 

“Dairy” was hidden in time. The same day, Olena Pchilka and Leonid 

Pakharevskyi, the publishers of “Ridnyi Krai,” were shaken too. On 

February 20, 1909, the editorial office of “Rada” was fined 30 rubles 

because of S. Yefremov's editorial. Chykalenko noted in “Diary” on 

March 22, 1910: “Yesterday our editor M. I. Pavlovskyi was 

imprisoned for 2 months on the verdict of the court under Yefremov's 
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article about the higher clergy.” May 31, 1910: “Today we have been 

fined two hundred rubles because of an insignificant article dedicated 

to the destruction of autonomy in Finland written by S. Yefremov. 

Such situation took place until 1914, when the newspaper was totally 

closed” [222, p. 87-89]. 

However, as soon as favorable conditions arose, the phenomena 

of Ukrainian information culture found their way to readers. Thus, 

after the first revolution in 1905, the number of books in the 

Ukrainian language significantly increased.  

The Note of the Imperial Academy of Sciences “On the abolition 

of the Little Russian printed word” [325, p. 6] stated that it cannot 

“fail to recognize that the censorship restraints of the Little Russian 

printed word, that started only in 1863, were not caused by any 

threatening aspirations of the Little Russian people or its intelligentsia 

for the unity of Russia.” 

According to the officials of the Academy, these prohibitions 

caused the “unnatural growth of Little Russian literature in Galicia.” 

In addition, the same document later stated that “these governmental 

orders violate the interests of the rural population of Little Russia; the 

distribution of books of spiritual, moral, educational, general 

educational content is delayed partly by complete unfamiliarity, partly 

by insufficient acquaintance of Little Russia with the Great Russian 

literary language. This has a very unfavorable effect on the interests 

of the entire Russian people” [288, p. 7]. 

The officials of the Academy of Sciences, among other reasons 

for lifting the ban on the printed Ukrainian word, drew attention to the 

fact that the Economic Council of the Chernihiv Zemstvo in 1902 

pointed to the need to distribute brochures and other publications of 

agricultural content in the local language. Representatives of the 

agricultural committees of Poltava and Yekaterinoslav provinces 

expressed the same opinion. 
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That’s why, the officials of the Academy of Sciences wrote that 

the abolition of censorship bans is especially important due to the fact 

that “Little Russia hardly understands the Great Russian books. But, 

not in vain the Little Russians use “native language” to express their 

thoughts and feelings.” 

It must be mentioned, that this period was marked by the 

legalization and intensification of the Ukrainian national liberation 

movement, which was especially evident in publishing. According to 

the events of 1905, the Ukrainian self-consciousness in the East 

acquired the features of a materialized socio-political force, which 

both enemies and friends were forced to reckon with [325, p. 7]. The 

Ukrainian movement captured representatives of all strata in various 

forms. There is an attempt to institutionalize, consolidate the 

normative and legislative ground, Ukrainianize education, the church, 

the press, and develop a cooperative movement. 

Cooperation greatly contributed to the economic and social 

development of society in Ukraine and other non-state peoples of the 

Russian Empire. Cooperation was almost the only legal form of 

opposition during the reaction of 1907-1914. The history of Ukrainian 

cooperation, in particular, rural cooperation, is also the history of 

Ukrainian culture, press, popular science books and history of the 

national revival of the Ukrainian people. Conscious Ukrainian 

intelligentsia took part in the creation of Ukrainian cooperation. 

Cooperative activists understood the need for a cooperative press, 

where it would be possible to promote the experience, receive 

recommendations and advice. Therefore, cooperatives began to 

engage in publishing. According to the number of cooperatives, the 

number of their members and the proportion of the cooperative 

population, Right-Bank Ukraine took the first place in the Russian 

Empire [350, p. 100]. 

It must be mentioned, that consciously thinking people at their 
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own expense expanded the scope of liberal information culture both 

in the XІX and XX centuries. The education of such rich intelligent 

Ukrainian consumers on the best European examples has the right to 

expect from the native literature of a wide field of analytics on 

philosophical, social, psychological, historical and other themes. 

It is worth focusing on the interaction of material and 

communication practices of information culture. Most often, this 

practice is defined as a type of activity, transformation of the 

environment by people, or as a conscious, purposeful and historically 

determined impact on reality [550, p. 131-133]. Scientists in many 

fields outside Ukraine (for example, Russia) are interested in issues 

on the question what scope of information and cultural practice from 

the point of view of this definition is correct in terms of activities in 

science, art, education, ideology, etc. [57, pp. 27-29]. 

The question on the examination of the emergence, formation and 

dissemination of Ukrainian liberal information culture in the late ХІХ 

and early ХХ century can be clarified by distinguishing between two 

types of communication practices that correspond to two types of 

processes: 

1) material and energy – a variety of transformations and 

movements of material bodies; 

2) communication – a transfer, receipt, accumulation, conversion 

and transmission of information. 

The first type, i. e. material practice, is a material and energy 

impact on the surrounding reality. The second type, i. e. information 

practice, is the influence of information.  

Even today, all branches of the economy belong to material 

practice: industry, agriculture, trade, transport, and energy. 

Information practice includes communication activity. When 

communication phenomena reach the audience, they are marketed as 

information needed by society, they begin to influence listeners and 
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readers, give them new information and emotions, change their 

psyche. 

 

 

5.2. Formation of society and personality by the carriers 

of the Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late 

XIX – early XX century 
 

 

 The normative condition of the principle of communicativeness 

is clearly traced in the communicative phenomena of Ukrainian 

liberal information culture. It determines that social information as a 

result of content reflection of social activity in public and individual 

consciousness, and later as a means of language, literature, books and 

others, can neither arise nor exist outside the activities of society in 

the system of social communication [129, p. 29-31]. 

There is a need to remember that the main reason for the abolition 

of censorship in 1910 were the bans due to the conclusions of a 

document, that “violate the interests of the rural population of Little 

Russia; the distribution of books of spiritual, moral, educational, 

general educational content is delayed partly by complete or partly 

insufficient acquaintance of Little Russians with the Great Russian 

book language. This has a very disadvantageous effect on the interests 

of the entire Russian people.” 

 The Committee of Ministers of Russia noted even in its journal 

(December 1904) that the ban on the Ukrainian language made it very 

difficult to disseminate useful information to the Little Russia 

population with the help of books publishing in a language 

understandable to the peasants.  

Since the late 1960s, the Ukrainian communication movement has 

been closely monitored by Russian censors. According to the report 

of the commission on the abolition of the “constrained Little Russian 
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printed word” (chaired by O. Korsh, members: academicians 

V. Zalenskyi, A. Lappo-Danilevskyi, S. Oldenburg, A. Famintsch, 

F. Fortunatov, A. Shakhmatov) – Ukrainian mass communication was 

described by the censors of that time in a such a way, that today this 

description can be used to study the development (as its actual 

prohibition) of Ukrainian materialized thoughts.  

So, according to the report, information about the unprecedented 

revival of Ukrainian mass communication was forced to reach 

Moscow, because, communication phenomena in the Ukrainian 

language of various contents began to appear not only in Ukraine, but 

also in Moscow, Saratov and Saint Petersburg. In 1857, the first 

novels by M. Vovchok that reflected the sad situation of the 

Ukrainian peasantry and serfs appeared; took place dramatic works by 

Vashchenko-Zakharchenko, collection “Vzhynok ridnoho kraiu [The 

Harvest of the Native Field]” by M. Gatsukh, printed in Moscow in 

Matkov's printing house. The historical Great Russian novel “Chorna 

Rada [Black Council]” by Kulish was published in Little Russia in 

1859, when D. Mordovtsev's “Little Russian Literary Collection” was 

published in the same style. 

According to the report of the commission, exactly liberal context 

of communication phenomena produced in the native language and 

frightened the authorities the most. According to the above list of 

publications in the native language, the conclusion was: “Kulish was 

officially instructed to translate the Regulations on the Peasants into 

the Little Russian language in 1861. One could expect the full 

flowering of the Little Russian language and writing in all genera, the 

development of a single Little Russian literary language, a 

meaningful initial education of the Little Russian common people 

through their native speech.” 

The whole “scientific community” after the abolition of the 

constraints of the Little Russian printed word wanted only one thing 
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that “Little Russian literature remained Russian” in all its 

composition. Although, they understood the positive side of the use of 

books in their native Ukrainian language: “The abolition of the 

constraints of the Little Russian printed word will have an impact not 

only on the rise of knowledge among the people, through the 

dissemination of popular scientific publications among the Little 

Russians, but also on the general rise in the cultural image of the 

people. It must be admitted, that a disdainful attitude towards the 

native speech entails a negative attitude towards the family, native 

environment. This cannot, but affect the moral makeup of the rural 

population of Little Russia in the saddest way” [581, p. 10]. 

Another interesting document is “The Note on the Ukrainian 

movement for 1914-1916,” with a brief outline of the history of this 

movement as a separatist-revolutionary movement among the 

population of Little Russia [581, p. 2]. The preface stated: “the 

content of this note is a summary of the history of the Ukrainian 

movement among more than 30 million people of Little Russia before 

the war of Russia with Austria and Germany, and a description of the 

facts of more or less definite manifestations of this movement during 

the war on the basis of information of printed publications and other 

materials, collected by the Police Department. 

“Southern Russian separatism” meant attempts to weaken or sever 

ties that united the “Little Russian tribe” with the Russian. It was 

further noted that the “Ukrainian partisans,” in particular, the activists 

of the Union for the Liberation of Ukraine, brought a special 

developed Ukrainian literary language to Russia in 1905 [581, p. 1]. 

There are several reviews of literature for different years, made by 

I. Kalynovych among the materials of V. Stefanyk Lviv Scientific 

Library of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, which relate 

to the creative activity of this outstanding Ukrainian publisher. Each 

of these documents traces the author's great desire to prove that each 
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person who studies “the works of Kotliarevskyi, Kvitka, Shashkevych 

and Metlinskyi” and “fighting himself” [132] acquires the ideas of 

Ukrainian liberalism. After all, exactly liberal communication 

phenomena in the native language, among other means of the 

Ukrainian word, remain the most expressive and effective factor in 

education the consciousness of the Ukrainian people and development 

their political thought and political thinking. Thus, I. Kalynovych 

wrote in his diary in September 1909: “How I like to work and study 

so much, but it is too late... Eh! If only I had studied at the 

gymnasium, maybe I would have been different... And what now?” 

Three years later, he analyzed the Ukrainian publishing 

movement in February 1911 and said: “How Ukrainian literature and 

science can develop, when citizenship is indifferent to it. The society 

is not only interested in scientific works, but also neglected poetry, 

because it is worthless (novel, drama, etc.). They consider the whole 

literature as something insignificant in life. They can live without it, 

because it is enough to be just a patriot-Ukrainian to be respected and 

have the influence on the average Ukrainian public. I thought it is 

necessary to say this, because many times I had heard from our home-

grown critics the outright nonsense about the works of this or that 

writer, whose books were never seen by the respected critic. I. 

Kalynovych emphasized in the review of publications of Ukrainian 

literature in 1911, that Ukrainian poetry is developing in the direction 

of individualization, as a protest of free spirit against such a life that 

society has created over the past decade. The Ukrainian story 

remained at the level of last year; Ukrainian drama does not show any 

signs of creative thoughts that could put it on the European level; 

Ukrainian science, despite numerous scientific investigations and 

popular science articles, is still in its infancy.” 

What was the fault of this situation? I. Kalynovych 

uncompromisingly answers: “We must admit that few people are not 
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as interested in science or literature as we Ukrainians are. Magazine 

editors complain about us, publishers spend money in vain; writers 

are discouraged, because there is no need to write when no one reads 

these works. Is it normal for Ukrainian books to stand on bookstore 

shelves for years?? It's not right, when only one in a hundred 

Ukrainians will buy a Ukrainian book only because of patriotic duty 

rather than curiosity, and he won't read it anyway.” 

He thinks that it cannot be the case anymore... “Everyone, who 

still has a sensitive heart to the sound of the native word, who cares 

about the development of our spiritual life, who wants to spread 

Ukrainian culture... must raise a call: buy Ukrainian books and read 

them. Only such way can indirectly contribute to the spread of 

Ukrainian books, and to the development of our literature.” 

I. Kalynovych in another review of the Ukrainian literary 

movement of 1916 wrote with pain about this time of great historical 

upheavals, international conflicts, states competitions and national 

disputes. Then he continued: “Just a prostration of spirit took over the 

Galician-Ukrainian citizenship, which considers servile servitude on 

all sides as a political practicality, apathetic day to day living, and just 

a hiding place behind a traditional Ukrainian stove in order to secretly 

wait for future of the Ukrainian wave in Europe. Most of our citizens 

took such a favorable position of “waiting”, defining the safe 

principle of a formalist, who decided that if the Ukrainian movement 

is destined to develop, it would move forward; if the Ukrainian case is 

going to be lost, so there is no need to engage.”  

I. Kalynovych emphasized the chaos of Ukrainian communication 

in general and products publication of this time. He made a 

conclusion that the existing “writings” do not describe “quite strongly 

and completely the whole pain and patience of the Ukrainian people 

since then, they do not represent in detail the general ruin of 

thousands of innocent victims, they do not know consistently enough 
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about the whole bohemian torment experienced by the Ukrainian 

soul, which still has a spark of changing hope.” 

However, he thinks that journalism is still in the first place in 

1916, because it has an information and propaganda direction and 

popular science intelligence, which in essence is not as much 

scientific material. But “mostly it is historical material of the great 

epoch.” However, according to the rather small distribution of 

Ukrainian printed publications in Ukraine, I. Kalynovych sees no 

reason for the war itself. Because “Ukrainian citizenship, which is not 

at all interested in native literature or Ukrainian books, considering all 

literature as something insignificant in life,” is guilty for the 

formation of such situation. 

According to I. Kalynovych, only a purposeful printed word can 

give a person all the guidelines in the education of both national 

consciousness and political thought. He referred to the literature of 

the “wartime” in the work “Shcho i yak chytaty? [What and how to 

read?],” and stressed that it is difficult to express an opinion about the 

writers of this time, it is only possible to talk about individual authors 

or their works. Unfortunately, only a few of our writers conquered 

their native field under the shots and cracking grenades, prepared 

themselves for the despair and apathy of Ukrainian citizenship. The 

sounds of funeral bells have not yet rung after the great loss of the 

artists of the word such as Mykhailo Kotsiubynskyi, Lesia Ukrainka, 

and we had to bury the prince of Ukrainian poetry – Ivan Franko and 

wonderful individualist and artist – Les Martovych. The old 

luminaries of Ukrainian literature have departed from us, they left no 

worthy successors. And even famous writers Vynnychenko, 

Kobylianska, Stefanyk, Khotkevych, Oles, Voronyi, Filianskyi and 

Chuprynka had to be mostly silent (because of a habit, or they were 

told to be silent). Shakespeare said in “King Lear” that “death is the 

end,” but those words can be understood only now, when people went 
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to war, armed with the achievements of modern culture, when the 

field of bloody competition was commanded not only by technology, 

chemistry, mathematics and politics, but also by modern philosophy, 

religion and poetry. The matter is that every person becomes the 

author and actor of his own life tragedy. 

In general, according to P. Stebnytskyi, the liberal thought of 

Ukrainian society crystallized in three directions: 

1) social reform; 

2) national aspirations; 

3) democratic radicalism.  

But all three currents converged in the main national postulates 

under the influence of the real requirements of the moment. They 

united the whole intelligentsia of Ukraine with a purpose to defend 

the national rights of the Ukrainian people from enemy oppression 

and find ways to improve their national life [79, p. 89]. 

The second half of the XIX century was marked by the fact that 

Ukrainian liberal information culture entered the all-Slavic and world 

cultural processes. The period of 1890-1910 was considered as the 

establishment of Ukrainian liberal information culture as a world-

class culture. After all, this period in the history of Ukrainian culture 

is marked by great achievements that contributed to the establishment 

of the national consciousness of the Ukrainian people. 

At the same time, the processes of individual entry into society 

and culture of that time are denoted by the concepts of “inculturation” 

and “socialization,” which complement each other in content. They 

mean the development of elements of their sociocultural environment: 

technology, functional objects, cultural space of time, interaction, 

symbolic cultures of communication and cultural norms. For 

example, the influence of external factors, first of all, manifested 

itself in the personal thesaurus of knowledge and ideas about the 

external environment as well as the nature of the meaningful 
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boundaries of this knowledge and ideas. These phenomena affected 

the “information field” or “information content of information 

culture,” because an individual, as a carrier and creator of 

information, is a system organized by the external environment. 

The conscious, creative intelligentsia, which quite often risks its 

own privileges, had to bring profound changes in all spheres of public 

life of European countries to the Ukrainian people by means of open 

and sincere communicative carriers. After all, there was an idea of the 

enormous possibilities of technology in the spiritual life of the society 

of that time, which gave rise to the habit of constant change, the idea 

of the variability of the world and the dynamism of the surrounding 

reality.  

In fact, the intellectual potential of society increased at the end of 

the XIX century. The liberal Ukrainian information culture of the end 

of the XIX – early XX century is one of the concepts of social 

memory for modern researchers. Its communication carriers are 

valuable monuments of knowledge of the past life and a necessary 

element of modern information culture. Discussions, both public and 

personal, reviews in contemporary publications, correspondence of 

cultural and political figures give reason to believe that liberal carriers 

made an invaluable contribution to the interaction of material and 

information practices of contemporary human activity, the formation 

of personality and its role in creating culture and information.  

Nowadays, these developments primarily focus on the personal 

approach developed in culturology. The essence of this approach is: 

culture must be considered in the individual dimension and 

characterized by the inner, spiritual world. The human actions in 

culture itself are spontaneous operators of the ratio of the components 

of the cognitive universe regulated by concepts. That is why a person 

must be an element of the world. 

Thus, the essence of a person during the formation of the history 

of Ukrainian liberal information culture was determined by him 
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through the relationship of concepts of own “global” functions, 

“capabilities” and potentials with the concepts of status and role of 

objects of the environment. According to the context of our study, the 

liberal Ukrainian information culture is closly connected with the 

development and improvement of national culture, and it tries to take 

it to the spheres of highly spiritual culture not only of the society of 

that time, but also of the world community. After all, the liberal 

Ukrainian information culture of that time is an intellectual culture 

conditioned by the socio-economic and spiritual state of society in a 

certain historical period and historically defined area, which combines 

trends of centralization and decentralization of worldview, political 

and spiritual life. 

At the beginning of the XX century the main components of the 

liberal Ukrainian information culture were: 

 theoretical knowledge (the level of assimilation of the basic 

ideas, that predecessors developed, by the intelligentsia and other 

strata of the people) with communication carriers that were the 

subject of the study; 

 communication carriers themselves; liberal Ukrainian 

information culture gave impetus to the development and 

continuation of Ukrainian culture in general through the will of time 

and circumstances; 

 people who formed the liberal Ukrainian information culture.  

In fact, the analysis of functioning of liberal Ukrainian 

information culture and its interaction with the material practice of 

contemporary society helps to better understand the problem of 

ontology and existence in the analysis of information used in modern 

society in analytical activities. It becomes more important to 

understand the concept of information space of information culture, if 

an illustrative “communication chain” (“cognition – a practical 

solution”) is taken into account on the example of our study. The 
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point is that the transmission of information from generation to 

generation depends on both internal factors of public life and external 

influences on it. The information arsenal of the liberal community 

contains information about the past, present and forecast for the 

future. 

In addition, culturology is gradually put in a prominent place in 

the last decade in the study of various forms of spiritual culture. 

Culturology is largely based on information theory. The objective 

processes in modern society caused all this, because the production of 

information with its various ways of storage and development took an 

important place. 

Naturally, the study of information processes (also in the 

historical development of the state) is often carried out in society by 

methods of information theory, which synthesizes various 

mathematical, linguistic, structural, psychological and sociological 

methods of scientific research. In addition, this is the prerogative of 

information theory, that the object of its study is not a separate object 

and subject of perception or activity, but the process of their 

interaction, that is seen in the example of the emergence and spread of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late ХІХ – early ХХ 

century.  

Finally, the social information embedded in these patterns has 

become a major determinant of social change. It becomes possible to 

formulate a functional definition of the social factor of Ukrainian 

liberal information culture i. e. a system of aggregate data 

(information), which indicates both the goal and determinants of 

social transformation in the case, when the information meets the 

expectations of the subject of social action and contains necessary and 

sufficient material to realize its needs. 

The social information in the samples of Ukrainian liberal 

information culture must meet four key crystallized requirements: 
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1) Information must reach the subject, so the information must 

circulate the channels which are available for the subject. 

2) Information must be noticed and highlighted by the subject 

from the whole flow of information available to him, so, social 

information must attract attention.  

3) Information must be internalized by the subject, i. e. it must be 

unambiguously interpreted by him with the help of the accumulated 

information about reality, which he already has. Finally, social 

information as a factor of Ukrainian liberal information culture should 

motivate the subject to social action, i. e. contain (explicitly or 

implicitly) a motive. 

4) Information with the need and availability is realized only in 

the process of organizational and transformational activities of the 

entity. Information can perform secondary functions outside the social 

factor. 

Cultural memory leaves a significant “space of choice” to each 

generation, because knowledge about the outside world and the 

spiritual world of man himself is always historical. The memory of 

the Ukrainian liberal information culture helps to reveal the role of 

contradictions as a driving force of development against the 

background of rapid changes in lifestyle, with the new social barriers 

between people. Nowadays, information about the Ukrainian liberal 

information culture of the late ХІХ – early ХХ century is relevant to 

replenish knowledge about the integrity of the development of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



191 

 

5.3. The problem of the value of the Ukrainian liberal  

information culture of the late XIX – early XX century 
 

 

The period of the late XIX – early XX century has already entered 

the scope of scientific research as an era of cultural and national 

revival. Therefore, despite the diversity of understandings and 

definitions of information and cultural world of human existence, the 

approaches to it, as the universe of meanings of human existence, 

vastness of human life, combination of the socio-individual past, 

present and future in the tradition and innovations, remain the most 

important. The world of information culture appears (at least in its 

ideal model) as a complex structured communication universe that 

has a certain integrity and relatively autonomous elements of 

development. Also it is a system of relations of real subjects (people, 

communities) with each other, quasi-subjects (cultural phenomena) 

and objects (not only in the form of things, but also people in certain 

situations reduced to an object function). Such a world is based on 

certain ontological foundations and values, which are “own” 

(rationally or irrationally mastered) for man and become the 

guidelines of his life [29, p. 27-28].  

This approach to the late XIX –early XX century leaves two 

popular opposing paradigms of information culture out of the field of 

view: the so-called project of Modernism and the project of 

Postmodernism. According to the prescriptions of the first, there are 

certain general ontological bases of universal unity of things, people, 

events and messages about them, therefore, universal criteria of 

estimation and interpretations of all being. The information and 

cultural world in this sense acts as a universe of all possible meanings 

and guidelines of human existence transmitted to man at any point in 

time and space. Accordingly, information culture is a local 

manifestation of the universal foundations of human culture in 

general. Any information culture carrier is based on the existence of 
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fundamentally different information and cultural anthologies, which 

can be in constant communication conflict based on special ethno-

national life worlds of certain communities, which are combined with 

information factors.  

It seems that both projects in their pure form are only theoretical 

abstractions that describe the extreme (polar) versions of information 

and cultural life, which is almost impossible to reduce to a certain, 

even perfect construction. So, obviously, a “synthetic” or 

“intermediate” concept can be taken as a working hypothesis with the 

features of both projects, which are actually interdependent factors of 

the modern information world. 

The social development of the late XIX –  early XX century was 

characterized by profound changes in all spheres of life: the industrial 

revolution is coming to the end in European countries, there is not 

only quantitative growth of production and world trade, but also 

qualitative changes in technology and industrial structure. The 

thought about the great possibilities of technology, which creates a 

habit of constant change, the idea of the variability of the world, the 

dynamism of the surrounding reality, are leading in the spiritual life. 

A new stage in the development of Ukrainian information culture 

has begun. Despite the ХІХ century or “lost time” for Ukrainians 

(determinatd by M. Drahomanov), the phenomenon of national 

consciousness is formed, the national idea, that unites subcultures of 

different social strata and layers into a general national cultural flow, 

becomes more pronounced. 

T. Shevchenko became the leading figure of the past epoch. His 

poetic and prose works are full of philosophical and cultural ideas, 

and issues such as: the problems of Ukraine as an existential state of 

being, the problems of freedom of will, life, death, violence, 

philosophy of tragedy, attitude to religion. In fact, Taras 

Shevchenko’s work really united all Ukrainian lands, called for a 

national breakthrough from a state of hopelessness and despair to 
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freedom of the national spirit and life. On this basis, Ukrainian culture 

acquired national features, its structure became more developed, and 

its professional level was formed. 

However, the intelligentsia becomes more mature and cohesive in 

the second half of the XIX century, which put forward a new 

principle of journalism – “return to the people,” which provided for 

spiritual and later political self-determination.  The main criterion in a 

functional approach to the study of liberal media is their social 

purpose. Even modern functional communication studies consider a 

promising idea of the systemic nature of creative activity. It analyzes 

the supply of content as a holistic system, all components of which 

are connected and conditioned by a single functional principle. And 

the type of mass media is determined by the unity of such concepts as 

subject content, purpose and reader's address. 

This approach seems to be productive. The content and its 

purpose, and the reader's address are considered in isolation until a 

certain time in communicative studies. Thus, the formation of the 

analysis of the liberal factor of Ukrainian journalism was formed 

gradually, under the influence of social needs. Each historical epoch 

has left its mark not only on the structure of liberal information 

culture carriers as a whole, but also on the nature of their individual 

species. 

According to the historical aspect of our problem and to the 

Ukrainian market of liberal press of the XIX – early XX century, the 

criterion of high circulation and low price (based on the ideas of this 

time) was not basic for this category of information product. Today, it 

is the indisputable fact, that Ukrainian publicists in their works have 

demonstrated both the futility of realities isolation from the people 

and the blind idolatry of the desires and aspirations of the illiterate 

masses. 

Leading Ukrainian liberal publicists stressed the need to combine 

culture with life, and outlined the direction of Ukrainian journalism to 
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to serve democracy and social progress as universal values. They 

defended patriotism from any one-sided ideological values. And 

considered national journalism as an important factor in the people's 

struggle for social and national liberation, they actively defended the 

development of diverse democratic content of the Ukrainian 

humanitarian sphere, in particular, in contrast to the declining currents 

[612, p. 248-257].  

Investigating the formation of Ukrainian liberal journalism in the 

late ХІХ – early ХХ century as a socio-cultural phenomenon, we are 

deeply convinced that its creative potential contains a picture of the 

originality and uniqueness of Ukrainian information culture, which 

will greatly complement the modern information space. After all, the 

information field of Ukraine is one of the ways of existence of 

information culture, that’s why Ukraine itself cannot exist without it. 

Media practice is a universal characteristic of many human 

activities. It concentrates not only the totality of material and 

spiritual possessions, but also the “second nature” that man creates 

in it. An individual as a factor of information culture is an indicator 

of the spiritualization of various aspects of human existence, a 

measure of the ratio of earth and heaven in man himself. 

The genesis of Ukrainian liberal journalism was modeled under 

occupation geopolitical needs for a long time, and that’s why the 

material was dosed and censored at the same time. Despite all 

obstacles, new scientific ideas were sometimes manifested in a 

veiled form, and basic postulates of ethnogenesis were affirmed. At 

least, according to J. Bromley, there was an accumulation of 

empirical material. “Ethnos is represented only by that cultural 

community of people, who have realized themselves as such and 

distinguished themselves from other similar communities” [62, p. 

31]. According to the modern English nationalist Anthony D. Smith, 

national identity rules for the resistance of the relentless movement 

for the sovereignty of the people and democracy. 
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At the beginning of this movement, the level of development of 

the social state must be fixed: the final stage of its formation should 

probably be seen in social ideology. National consciousness follows 

from traditions, literature, art, morality, religion, and then the 

channel expands to political and state self-determination based on 

liberalism. Together with the national psyche, the very liberal 

beginning of mass communication forms the phenomenon of the 

intellectual basis of the ethnos. Analyzing the role of Ukrainian 

liberal communication of the late XIX – early XX century in the 

context of the problems of that time, it is impossible to ignore its 

information and cultural phenomenon. Because only it containes the 

moments of reincarnation, cognition and evaluation.  

So, it took place in the form of communication. The specificity 

of communication in the process of socio-cultural creativity of the 

late XIX – early XX century was most fully manifested in the 

abilities and individual characteristics of the intelligentsia. They   

formed readers' attitudes to the world, developed a system of moral 

and aesthetic values by publishing and distributing books and 

magazines. In fact, the personal and characterological qualities of 

the individual were formed under the influence of this socio-cultural 

creativity. Also, the internal mechanism of self-regulation of the 

individual in contemporary society was constantly formed, and the 

assimilation and transmission of moral and aesthetic values were 

carried out from one generation to another.  

According to the professor Ya. Hrytsak, the Ukrainian lands 

generously supplied human resources for the agricultural 

colonization of the Russian Empire. Thus, according to his research, 

Poltava region in 1897-1917, for example, was the first in the list of 

provinces, whose citizens left to develop new lands. About 2 million 

Ukrainian peasants moved to the eastern regions of the Russian 

Empire before the First World War. Emigration together with 

Russification became the main factors in reducing the share of 
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Ukrainians among the population of the nine Ukrainian provinces 

from 98.1% in 1795 to 81.1% in 1894 [161, p. 60-61]. 

It is clear that, the situation in Ukraine was seriously affected by 

social reasons. It was impossible to be able to read and write if 

every day rural life did not involve the constant use of this skills. 

The Ukrainian peasant could rarely afford to buy a book or 

subscribe to a newspaper because of poverty. Education was not the 

number one family priority. Income from small businesses was 

barely enough to live on. The children were forced to go to work in 

at early age. In addition, poverty and the associated poor sanitation 

provoked the spread of infectious diseases among children, which 

was another reason why they could not attend school regularly. 

In the XIX century, liberal journalism in Ukraine has mainly 

educational character, as it helped the mass reader to comprehend 

his daily life, establish his role and connection with the logic of 

being. However, the liberal current in journalism is beginning to 

take shape as a kind; the society is dominated by forced syncretism 

in the submission of newspaper materials, caused by censorship 

bans. 

S. Yefremov wrote about forced syncretism: “The fate of the 

Ukrainian book is entirely connected with two moments that acted 

equally throughout its history... The first is the demands of modern 

times, which caused the revival of Ukrainian literature in the end of 

the XIX century, and respectfully led to the expansion of the 

boundaries of writing and book products. The second is a kind of 

policy of the Moscow government, which also... made the attempts 

to revive and narrow those boundaries... In fact, the struggle of these 

forces makes up the whole history of Ukrainian books and the fate 

of writing and books in general” [167, p. 3-5]. 

Ivan Franko in the work “Z ostannikh desiatylit XIX v. [From the 

last decades of the XIX century]” aptly described the socio-political 

background in Ukraine, which slowed down any development of the 
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Ukrainian printed word. And, perhaps, no one in general could not 

describe this phenomenon of Ukrainian liberal journalism in the 

context of Polish story better than I. Franko [119, p. 512]. 

In general, the development of Ukrainian information culture in 

the second half of the XIX century, as mentioned above, took place 

under the great influence of the work of Taras Shevchenko. In fact, 

Shevchenko's model of information culture had a huge charge of folk 

moral, ethical and spiritual values, which allowed the Ukrainian 

people to withstand the most difficult trials. Having lost the 

Hetmanate, the Ukrainian nation in the conditions of political and 

social captivity of the XIX century developed precisely as a state 

nation, consistently and steadfastly affirming its catholicity in the 

realm of spirit. 

However, in order to refrain from assimilation, national leaders 

had to work diligently to consolidate all the intellectual capabilities of 

the people. During this period, the development of Ukrainian 

information culture was repeatedly artificially interrupted, as the East 

Slavic peoples of the Russian Empire were incorporated into the 

“single Russian people.” During the 70s and 80s of the ХІХ century, 

the idea of national revival continued to develop, based on the 

historical realities of the development of the Ukrainian people before 

and after the reform of the 60s and 70s in Russia.  

It became obvious that Ukrainians could not defend their rights 

not only because of the lack of a strong national feeling and lack of 

national consciousness, but because of faith in the ultimate success. 

The new conditions required to defend the interests of the people 

again and again, to prove its origins to the whole world, to give 

proper status to the Ukrainian language. 

Of course, the fierce struggle, discussions about the origins of 

Ukrainians and their language did not subside during the late XIX – 

early XX century. Ivan Franko, analyzing the “South Russian 

literature” of the mentioned period, noted that the last years of the 
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XIX and the beginning of the XX century were a time of significant 

rise and revival, because there was a number of young, European 

educated and organized workers who expanded horizon of literary 

and journalistic interests. Also special organizations for scientific and 

literary work were created and censorship was eased [119, p. 152]. 

As a positive phenomenon, the writer described the fact that a 

series of popular publications appear in Chernihiv, Kharkiv (at the 

initiative of Hnat Khotkevych), Cherkasy and Kyiv. But Saint 

Petersburg Charitable Society has published a well-developed 

“Bdzhilnytstvo [Beekeeping]” of Nemolovskyi, meteorology of 

Rusov and a significant number of other popular books. 

The Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late ХІХ – early 

XX century not only existed in the system of other related 

components of social communications, but also permeated them with 

its main quality of a carrier and disseminator of information. It was 

present in all spheres of spiritual culture of the society of that time. It 

was a synthesizing component of the cultural system of the era and 

the most universal means of communication of transmission and 

accumulation of information. 

After all, the solution of the vast majority of social issues took 

place within the framework of discussions that led to further social 

development. According to researchers, a very important role in the 

formation of the Ukrainian nation “is played by the large masses of 

people gathered for public works or military purposes, the creation of 

internal communications of all types of writing, which performs its 

information functions even in the case of illiteracy of the majority of 

the population” [19, p. 27]. 

Ukrainian liberal journalism of the second half of the ХІХ century 

outlines two periods: the 50s and 70s; the 80s and 90s. The first 

perion can be called a time of uniting intellectual forces in search of 

the most effective means of preserving and raising national identity, 

the second – the revival of information culture, its introduction into 
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the Slavic and world spiritual development. 

“Khlopomanstvo [nationalists]” played a well-known role among 

students of Kyiv University in the public life of Ukraine in the early 

60's of the XIX century [300, p. 395]. These young people not only 

wore national clothes, but also promoted Ukrainian culture, provoked 

fierce opposition from the Russian authorities. The process of 

development of Ukrainian national culture during the 60-70s of the 

XIX century was artificially interrupted by anti-national measures of 

the Russian government. Ukrainian culture in such conditions showed 

amazing viability, as it was an integral part of liberal intellectual 

progress. 

A key feature of the development of Ukrainian information 

culture in the second half of the XIX century is that certain patterns 

inherent to many peoples of Europe are emerging. At the same time, 

if the first half of the XIX century, dedicated to the search for ways of 

evolution of national culture, was based primarily on the national 

past, its idealization (especially the Cossack-Hetman era), the second 

half of the same century was marked by a transformation of 

information culture into a liberal movement, which task was to solve 

the range of political problems – up to the creation of the 

infrastructure of Ukrainian information culture.  
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Conclusions to the Chapter V 
 

 

The principle of communicativeness requires any carrier of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture to be considered as a factor in 

the sign system of a special kind of modeling in the form of a certain 

triangle. Thus, this principle will explain the objective conditions for 

the formation of carriers of Ukrainian liberal information culture as a 

specific social reality. Informational activity both culturally and 

historically arises and develops in the interaction of trinity: content 

(social information), symbolic (language) and material-constructive 

(paper code) forms. Ukrainian liberal information activity can carry 

out its communicative function only in this trinity, it becomes both 

the goal and the result of a specific social activity – social 

communications. 

The basis of any content is the intention (communicative goal), 

motive and concept (communicative meaning). The communicative 

goal is understood as the author's desire to provoke certain reactions 

in the audience with the help of the text. It is closely related to the 

author's idea, which is an imaginary result of the author's textual 

activity. 

The specificity of any social information processes is that, no 

matter how complex, large-scale and intensive are the information 

communications, information resources or information flows, their 

matrix must be commensurated with the individual human 

consciousness, its capabilities and parameters measured by social 

characteristics. No matter how complex transformations are carried 

out with information, no matter how it is archived in various 

repositories, but the complexity of its recording, volume, encoding 

and decoding methods at the entrance and exit of any information 

systems face a complex barrier – the need to maintain proportionality 

of a person as a generator and heir of information. At the same time it 

is necessary to take into account the possibilities of individual human 
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consciousness to perceive, process, assimilate, use and transmit 

information. 

The history of information culture exactly in this sense is a 

holistic history of the creation, dissemination, use of certain 

information culture carriers, which is a complex of spiritual and 

material factors of content. Society, as a factor in the interaction of 

material and informational practice of human activity, is at the heart 

of the study of the role of Ukrainian liberal information culture of the 

late ХІХ – early ХІХ century. Therefore, there is an information 

culture in this society. Information culture always acts as a system of 

material and spiritual values, and value is something that makes sense 

to man. That’s why, information culture as a spiritual and material 

conglomerate is a world filled with the meaning of human existence. 

Information culture determines the extent of the human values in an 

individual and society through meaningful human activity.   
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CONCLUSIONS 
 

 

The changes in Ukraine take place due to the transition to a new 

level of development. It is characterized by the formation of a 

network society, when each socio-cultural unit of society can be 

associated with any other social unit or their combination. The 

primary role in this global process belongs to information technology, 

that make it possible to unite all the disparate and diverse social 

elements into a single whole. In order to understand the nature and 

features of these social and informational-cultural processes, a 

slightly different view in the field of scientific knowledge is needed. 

The subject principle of the formation of scientific knowledge, 

which is the basis of traditional scientific disciplines (political 

science, jurisprudence, sociology, culturology, etc.), does not give a 

holistic vision of social processes and phenomena and their dynamics 

in the socio-cultural environment. That is why, there was a need for 

the formation of a new scientific direction – “social 

communications,” which is based on another principles. This research 

area is based on the study of social processes related to the exchange 

of information between the subjects of social interaction.  

Thus, the subject of knowledge is selected on the so-called 

“process” basis. The scientific approach to cognition uses the 

information-communicative principle. The information process as an 

object of cognition, and the information approach as a scientific 

method of cognition have a general scientific status, therefore the 

scientific direction under consideration is based on language of 

metascientific significance. This specificity allows considering any 

social phenomenon both on the scale of global integrity and 

individual uniqueness. 

The study of the role of the Ukrainian liberal information 

culture in the information environment of that time in the context of 

the scientific direction “Social Communications” allowed analyzing 
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its development, formation and dissemination in terms of heuristic 

value. In a result, the basic information parameters were taken into 

account in our analysis of the object, and this allows us to 

reproduce not only its statistical, but also dynamic model. Such 

completeness was ensured due to the high information capacity of 

all existing models of cognition that exist today. 

This approach allowed us to draw some conclusions in this 

study. 

Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late ХІХ – early ХX 

century began to revive in the conditions, when the first 

manifestations of national revival began, and the Ukrainian 

ethnolinguistic territory was within two multinational empires – 

Russian and Austrian. Therefore, the precondition for the 

emergence of this type of cultural communication was the social 

need of society for an instrument of social communication, and an 

effective factor of cultural and social change. Therefore, the 

functional value of the Ukrainian liberal information culture as a 

real historical phenomenon lies in its meaning – it satisfied the 

information needs of the society of that time without limits (except 

censorship) in space and time. 

The materials used in the study show that the choice of genres in 

the presentation of materials has not yet significantly influenced the 

formation of Ukrainian liberal information culture as a type of mass 

communication. In the conditions of censorship bans and 

intermediate “thaws,” the subject of liberal content in this form was 

everything that could make up the concept of “everything from 

itself”, could read, provide information and comment on them. In 

other words, such information about the real world, which could be 

easily perceived by the audience of that time: from pragmatic 

explanations of a domestic nature to the explanation of basic 

knowledge of economics, morality, law, politics and social history. 

At the same time, a new type of Ukrainian reader, a consciously 
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thinking citizen of the state, was formed in this progressive 

movement to a new type of information culture in everyday life. 

The presentation of the content of communication carriers of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture of the late XIX – early XX 

century (quite often disguised as journalism or fiction in general) 

carried complementarity of worldview, applied and cognitive goals 

in the interpretation of knowledge, thus providing aesthetic needs of 

society. Accordingly, the integrative indicators of the effectiveness 

of individual participation in socio-cultural were: 

 changes that took place in its inner spiritual world and value 

orientations; 

 degree of its socio-cultural influence at various levels of the 

micro-society. 

Thus, socio-cultural creativity has become one of the important 

means of realizing the essential forces of the liberal intelligentsia and 

optimization of socio-cultural environment that surrounded it. 

Liberalization of knowledge was widespread in Ukraine in the 

XVIII century as a means of enlightening certain segments of the 

people. But, in general the process of liberalization was progressive 

over time, it expanded tasks and functions of liberalization from one 

era to another, increased its intellectual level, formed new 

approaches, forms and methods of reflecting realities in the mass 

consciousness of the Ukrainian people.  

Throughout the history of its existence, the Ukrainian liberal 

information culture has remained faithful to its rather broad functional 

purpose  dissemination and promotion of political and social 

knowledge among the general public. It also performed the function 

of social significance at the same time. It was a tool of social 

information management, performed a number of specific functions. 

At the same time, the Ukrainian liberal information culture reflected 

the whole range of opinions in relation to the current social problems 
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of that time, and contained an assessment given by various subjects to 

one or another aspect of reality that worried them. Finally, social 

information, embedded in the models of Ukrainian liberal information 

culture, has become the main determinant of social change. 

Having a freedom-loving character, the carriers of Ukrainian 

liberal information culture helped the mass readers to comprehend 

their daily life, establish their role and connection with the productive 

activities of all mankind, help to improve their work, develop a 

holistic worldview of their own and foreign cultures. There is an 

ideological struggle for integrity as a condition for the security of 

information culture (which later had to be embodied in practice). 

Integrity could be violated by the following factors: the risk of late 

information and cultural development, loss of information and 

cultural identity, reduction of the role of information flows.  

The emergence of a new Ukrainian intelligentsia, associated with 

the socio-economic conditions in the 1840s, was due to the idea of 

nationality, which forced this new intelligentsia to “bring” its own 

people out of the state of socio-political stagnation. That is why, 

Ukrainian liberal information culture in the late ХІХ – early ХХ 

century reflected the dynamics of social relations, on the one hand, 

under its influence, on the other hand, actively affects it through the 

usual and traditional forms. 

Ukrainian liberal information culture has always been a 

phenomenon, which historical conditions of origin, formation and 

distribution outlined the following main components of the 

information culture: 

 the set of knowledge, skills and abilities necessary for the 

existence of information in the world; 

  the way of human life in the information society; 

  the operation method of existing types of information; 

  the methodology and worldview of the information society. 
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According to the scientific situation in the ХІХ and ХХ centuries, 

the themes of scientific problems, that most attracted the society of 

that time and later required a multifaceted and multi-genre 

communication embodiment, Ukrainian liberal information culture is 

syncretic and multifunctional at the same time. The content of its 

carriers contained elements of agitational character regarding the 

separateness of one's own state by the end of the ХІХ century and 

especially at the beginning of the ХХ century. Being a complex, 

deeply psychological phenomenon, the Ukrainian liberal information 

culture adequately complements the historical and cultural process of 

state development. In fact, the method of “information production,” 

with its method of implementation and dissemination, naturally fits 

into today's science – information theory, which synthesizes 

mathematical, linguistic, structural, psychological, sociological and 

other methods of scientific research. 

In addition, a very important priority of modern information 

theory  is that Ukrainian liberal information culture is not a separate 

form of intellectual, organizational or technical activity, but is a 

process of their interaction. 

Ukrainian liberal information culture in the late ХІХ – early ХІХ 

century began to revive due to the practical and social needs of 

society. After all, it can be considered as multifunctional culture, 

because it contained a free interpretation of facts, taught and gave 

advice on practical content and nature, demonstrated the level of 

freedoms in Ukraine, its compliance with aesthetic needs, tastes, 

preferences, cultural guidelines of its time. 

It must be noted, that the carriers of liberal information culture are 

often intertwined with the observance and even cultivation of verism 

– a worldview information direction, which had a literary origin 

(short stories of Veryha). It and brought quite definite and specific 

creative features to the Ukrainian information space of 70-80-s of the 

XIX century. These feagures were manifested in passion, passionate 
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and sensitive contexts, soft smoothness of personal feelings, direct 

harmony of own view of the problem, emphasized personalization of 

the color of one's own self, the variety of manifestations of 

opportunities for direct participation in discussions, the clear 

predominance of local flavor with stormy, gloomy, cruel stories from 

the lives of various (but, as a rule, the poorest) strata of society.  

The study of the history of the origin and spread of Ukrainian 

liberal information culture proves that spiritual communication plays 

a special role in terms of functionality. It accumulates the information 

result of other areas – social practice, cognition, education, and acts 

as a kind of feedback due to them. Thus, it expands and forms the 

functions of the information culture itself: social-transforming, ethno-

forming, cognitive, worldview, orientation-regulatory, axiological (or 

value), semiotic (or symbolic), communicative and integrative 

functions. 

The defeat of the Russian power in the ХХ century opened up for 

the Ukrainian people the prospect of the revival and development of 

statehood, the possibility of free spiritual development of their own 

culture. Therefore, the problems and issues of raising the mental and 

cultural level of the Ukrainian people by spreading the 

communication carriers of the Ukrainian liberal information culture 

began to acquire special significance and urgency. 

In fact, another modern problem of information culture becomes 

obvious – the problem of social imitation in the information society. 

After all, its existence is possible only if there is a succession of 

generations, which is carried out by means of preservation and 

transmission of socio-cultural traditions. The meaning of the concept 

of tradition is due to its direct relation to the process of inheriting 

socially significant information. Each new social system establishes 

the production of its own specific social information, which 

corresponds only to this social organism. The example is the 

emergence and formation of the Ukrainian liberal information culture 
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of the late XIX – early XX century. Acording to the language of 

modern science, the information system organically includes blocks 

of information developed within the framework of previous societies 

and fixed by social memory. 

Representatives of the liberal Ukrainian intelligentsia used the 

existing experience of their predecessors in their communication 

models, and his fact is also relevant today. The implementation of the 

Ukrainian liberal information culture required an appropriate program 

that would help to develop self-education and self-awareness of the 

Ukrainian people. Therefore, the spread of national education would 

not possible without knowledge of the native language. Exactly the 

periods of Ukrainian statehood, the activities of its political leaders, 

leading political groups and conscious intellectuals created the 

necessary opportunities to solve these problems (as soon as socio-

political conditions allowed) in the context of that cultural space and 

causal chain: needs – activities. The results of the study show that the 

information and cultural space and an individual are two universal 

phenomena that are interdependent and interconnected. However, as 

soon as the analysis of human activity passes through the prism of its 

national, ethnic and social affiliation, then the narrowing of the 

geographical framework of the concept of information and cultural 

space takes place. It is limited by national and ethnic types and types 

of social affiliation of people. In this case, the concept of 

“information and cultural space” is limited by the concept of 

“information and cultural environment.” In fact, the Ukrainian liberal 

information culture of the late XIX – early XX century arose, formed 

and expanded in the conditions of micro- and macro information 

environments. 

The spread of Ukrainian liberal information culture of the 

Ukrainian People's Republic (UPR), the Hetmanate and the Directory 

of the UPR is impossible without studying the specific 

communication carriers of many branches, societies, organizations, 
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publishing concerns, and without a full understanding of the stages of 

development, means, ways and driving forces of the Ukrainian liberal 

spirit. The Ukrainian liberal movement in general and the Ukrainian 

liberal information culture, in particular, received unique 

opportunities for their progressive development in the above periods. 

Messages of the samples of Ukrainian liberal information culture 

of the analyzed period, as the content of consciousness and activity of 

a free man, received at least three main ways of their existence: 

1) Speech way in the results of practical, material-transforming 

activities;  

2) Ideal way (sensual and mental); 

3) Symbolic way still remains decisive for all social activity. 

Because the social activity consciously does not exist without the 

corresponding material and ideal symbolic reproduction. 

Despite the rather different political and social orientations 

professed by the founders of the new Ukraine, the problems of 

formation of the Ukrainian liberal information culture remained among 

the priority directions of their policy. The analysis allowed reproducing 

the solution of the issues of embodiment of individualism as a 

manifestation of the mental socio-cultural code. After all, the Ukrainian 

liberal information culture influences the peculiarities of the 

manifestation of the worldview of individualism. 

The most common components of individualism are freedom of 

choice, individual responsibility and individual improvement. The 

individuality is manifested in affairs, if a person acts at least 

independently. The meaning and value of human individuality is 

determined by the way out into the world, its actions in this world. So, 

the similarity of different philosophies is evidenced by the results of the 

study. Only the world order and the process of its entering are 

considered differently. 

Reflecting the content and dynamics of social relations of that 

time, the carriers of Ukrainian liberal information culture are 
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characterized by increased intensity. These carriers became 

increasingly popular in society as soon as socio-political conditions 

allowed. Various sources of information suggest that the carriers of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture have reached unprecedented 

popularity only during the period of the activity of Ukrainian 

governments in unfavorable conditions for both economic and 

cultural development. Thus, we, contemporaries, have a worthy 

information and cultural heritage, which has its value in the context of 

communication between generations. 

According to the results of the study, information and cultural 

heritage includes not only the books themselves, but also traditions, 

moral principles, customs and rituals, other “petrified behaviors” that 

characterize the life of an individual, social group and the entire 

Ukrainian people. People are more interested in information culture, 

its values, and therefore, it remains undeniable that the “novelty” of 

our days cannot be realized without going back to the past. 

The main attention of Ukrainian intellectuals in the strategy of 

Ukrainian liberal information culture was focused on the self-

education of the people. At that time, the carriers represented 

systematized knowledge of the essence of certain phenomena of 

objective life. They carefully selected mainly information with a 

worldview, socio-political or economic significance, that allowed 

forming the society’s ability to think creatively and cognitive interest 

as a motive for activities. According to the results of the research 

materials, the ontology and existence in the analysis of information, 

related to the development of social relations, preserved. 

Factors of conveying materialized thought to the masses became a 

key parameter of reflection of ontology and existence in the analysis 

of information. Any product of analysis often warns of a set of real 

events, which are predicted and existentially significant. This product 

provides feedback to the analyst, and, consequently, to the result of 

the analysis. In this regard, it is extremely important to characterize 
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the features of the analyst, his worldview, personal attitudes and 

moral qualities. These parameters are no less (if not more) important 

for the implementation of analytical activity, which in fact is the art of 

wisdom at the present stage, which has a historical and cultural 

connection, its traditions and canons. 

The structure of the carriers of Ukrainian liberal information 

culture quite often shows tendencies to spread its educational 

functions and general democratization, that were manifested in the 

models designed for mass Ukrainian society and broad sections of the 

Ukrainian people in the cultural heritage of mankind. The Ukrainian 

liberal information culture of the end of the late XIX – early XX 

century, as inherited materialized information, acquired the status of a 

“document” of its time – a complex material and spiritual object of 

intellectual life. According to these patterns, the past is divided in two 

parts: the past, that existed and then has disappeared; and the past, 

that is still a factor for us today. This second past, which exists in the 

memory of the present, is a completely different past, that was 

reproduced and subjected to a creative act, and then introduced into 

the present. 

Information and cultural policy is an activity (in ideal and 

material forms) aimed to maximally ensure the full spiritual life of 

society and the individual, preserve the national identity of the people 

and affirm its benefits. Ukrainian liberal information culture 

centralizes the person, his needs and interests, promotes the full 

realization of his ancestral essence. The solution of such a task is 

provided by reliance on freedom of thought, freedom of speech, 

personal assessment, professionalism and competence of those, who 

develop and implement it. 

The results of our study on the Ukrainian liberal information 

culture of the late ХІХ – early ХX century provide grounds for such 

delineation of culturogenesis:  

– it is a complex integrative process that is constantly developing 
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and is capable of self-reproduction, creation of new forms and their 

integration into social practice;  

– it is a process that has its own immanent features, but develops 

on a common foundation, that was built in a result of the formation of 

information and its culture. 
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