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similarities

. DIFFERENCES

The Poles and the Ukrainians are culturally close
nations, and in many respects similarities can be seen
between them. In everyday relations, however, there
are situations when the behaviour of a “culturally
different neighbour” seems incomprehensible and
can sometimes be misinterpreted perceived

as strange.

‘4

In order to understand the differences and similarities between repre-
sentatives of these two nations living side b}f side and with each other,
it Is parricularl}r important to point out that the migrants from Eastern Eu-
rope residing in Poland consist of a few different groups. The Ukrainians
coming to Poland after 2014 were predominantly men (EWL 2022).
The most common motive for their migration was the desire to work
or srud}f in Poland. That was a plam]ed decision, often preceded by pre-
parations. As a result, representatives of this group often spoke Polish to
some degree alread}? at the beginning of their stay or were highl}f motivated
quickl}f to learn the languag&. Many of them came from Western Ukraine,
which is c:ulturall}f and hismricall}r closer to Poland. After Februar}? 2022,
however, it was mainl}? women and children who came to Poland, and fhE}?

were generall}f c:t:}mpelled to migrate, unprepared for it and speaking Polish

pc}mrl}a if at all. There was also a higher proportion of peﬂ__::-le from Eastern

and Central Ukraine than before (EWL 2022).!

VInformation cited based on ,Special Report. Refugees from Ulkraine in Poland”. The contemporary division
of Ukraine into five regions (Centre, South, North, East and West) used in the report is often used for statistical
purposes, also in Ukrainian studies. According to this division, Western Ukraine consists of Chernivisi, Ivano-

-Frankivsk, Khmelnytskyi, Lviv, Rivne, Ternopil, Volyn and Zakarpattia oblasts.

[ns.t}fmr Praw I"n.-'ligmméw

These differences result in a large internal diversiry of the Ukrainian com-
munity in Poland, which Poles sometimes incc}rrectl}? perceive as hﬂmc}ge—
neous. lhe differences between the representatives of this group (regiml,
age, class, languag& etc.) are of great importance for the way rlle}r function
in their new environment and the shape of the relations rhe}? enter with

other inhabitants of Poland, whether of Ukrainian, Polish or other origin.

It is therefore important to bear in mind that this srud}? concerns
the entire pﬂpularimn, without accounting for its internal diversiry. Indi-
vidual attitudes, beliefs and values may differ signiﬁcanﬂ}f due to gender,
age, education, pla-::e of origin or other factors. Ukrainians, like Poles,
are a regionally diverse nation. The views of a person from Western Ukra-
ine may differ from those of a person from Eastern Ukraine, just as pe-
ople from Lower Silesia often differ from the inhabitants of Lesser Po-
land or Podlasie. The ﬁndings on the basis of which we will describe the
similarities and differences between Poles and Ukrainians relate to entire
communities and present the dominant, but not the {Jnl}f existing, system
of values, beliefs, attitudes and behaviours prevailing in these two nations.
In addition, it is likelj,f" that the war will bring (or has alread}f bmughr)
a re-evaluation of some beliefs, both among Ukrainians and among Poles,

while the srud}f is p-rimzlril}? based on data from 2020.

5
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A COMPARISON OF UKRAINIAN
AND POLISH CULTURES

IN THE FOUR DIMENSIONS
PROPOSED BY GEERT
HOFSTEDE

One of the most popular typologies of cultural
dimensions was proposed by Geert Hofstede (2000).
It makes it possible to compare the cultures

of different countries in selected aspects using

a scale from O to 100 points. Therefore, it is possible
to determine the position of one culture in relation

to another, taking five dimensions into account:

power distance,

collectivism and individualism,
femininity and masculinity,
uncertainty avoidance,

long-term and short-term orientation.

%, we will point out cultural differences between

Using selected dimensions
representatives of Ukrainian and Polish culture, which may affect daﬂ}f
intercultural experiences. Such kn{jwledge allows for better mutual under-

standing, but also develﬂping mechanisms useful in overcoming passible

difficulties.

2 The study omits the dimension of uncertainty avoidance in which the two cultures ave very similar. Poland and
Ukraine have very high levels of uncertainty avoidance (93 and 95 points respectively).

ok Insf}rtut Praw Migrantow

Ukrainians have a higher le-
vel of power distance than
Poles

Ukrainians are more likely than Poles to:

accept a hierarchical social structure,

accept subordinates’ dependence on supervisors and expect
central management,

recognise the authority of older people,

recognise the authority of teachers, attach importance

to education, including higher education,

accept dependence on and submission to state authority.

Both cultures are characterised by a high distance to authority, which most
generall}? means that their representatives accept the hierarch}f of the so-
cial structure. Authmrit}? is an impﬂrranr element in social life and has the

prlvﬂege of determining what is right and wrong. Individuals occupying

different pc-s.itimns. in the hierarchical social structure accept this fact :ﬂmng

with the resulting consequences, such as privileges or the lack thereof. Ho-
wever, Ukrainian soclety is characterised b}f a very high power distance,
close to the end of the scale, much higher than Polish society.

In practice, a higher tolerance of breaking various rules of the workplace
can be expected among Ukrainians, as long as the violations are ac::eptfrd
by those in a higher professional or informal position. This effect may
be enhanced by a greater motivation, resulting from the migrant’s po-
sition, to have or to keep a job (which may also result in taking on jobs
below one’s qualifications, accepting tasks that are not part of one’s job
1‘65pmlﬂibiliri€5_, etc.). A higher acceptance of social inequalir}? and hierar-
chical order than in Polish culture may also be relevant in relations with

colleagues at work, neighbours or landlords. The high power distance may

also result in passivity or reluctance to take the initiative, because reform
is expected to begin from above.

The greater power distance in the famil}? is manifested by S{]Cialiﬂillg
children into obedience to their parents and assigning the latter the role
of superiors. At school, the central ﬁgure is the teacher, not the pupiL
At work, subordinates expect clear instructions - a gmc-d superlor is so-
meone who takes 1‘4E;=.pa::zrn:?.il‘»ilit}_f_1 initiative and control of the whole pro-

~
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cess. In the authﬂrir}r—cirizen relarimlship? the distance manifests itself
in the acceptance and preservation of a state of division into the rulers
and the ruled. This is related to social order, in which everyone should
“know their place”. It generates a sense of security for both the authorities
and the citizens, but also legitimare expectations towards the authorities
(fulfilment of social needs b}? state 1nstitutions ”pmgrammedﬁ to do so).
A lower value of power distance is rypical for cultures that are more demo-
cratic and open to public consultation, while a high value is characteristic
of cultures that prefer “hard handed rule”. On the other hand, it is re-
asonable to h}?pt:}rhesize that when the state does not fulfil its duties and
does not meet the expectations of citizens, rhe}f may, despire their high
power distance, {Jpenl}? EXPIess their dissatisfaction. This happened twice

in the 21st century Ukraine - during the Orange Revolution of 2003-2004

and the Revolution of Dignity in 2013-2014.

Ukrainians have alower
level of individualism
than Poles

Ukrainians are more likely than Poles to:

» seek support and a sense of security among loved ones, in the
family (the glory, but also the humiliation of individual concerns
to those of the family),

* avoid conflicts and confrontations in interpersonal relationships,

* treat members of one’s own group better than others,

* consider the good or interests of the group as more important
than the good of the individual (less commitment to respecting
humanrights),

* prioritize intergroup relations over achieving goals,

* recognize and expect the dominant role of the state in the
economy,

* recognize the superiority of the ideology of equality over the
ideology of personal freedom.

8
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The second important difference is the collectivism of Ukrainian socie-
ty and the individualism of Polish society. This dimension describes the
aspect of culture that structures the relatic}nships between peﬂple - collec-
tivist cultures locate the individual in a network of pEﬂplE who p-mvide
for his or her well-being, whereas in individualist cultures the self-centred
individual looks after themselves first and foremost.

In practice, these differences between the generall}f more collectivist Ukra-
inians and the more individualist Poles may result in misinterpretations
of each others actions and intentions. For e:{ample, some individualist
behaviour may be perceiv&d as unkind and selfish, while collectivist beha-
viour may as cumbersome and non-transparent. This may manifest itself
in difficulties with a meritocratic (cmnperenceabased) appmach to pI’DfES‘
sional and state relations or in tolerance of nepotism.

In the ﬁlmil}f, the collectivist appmac:h is about building a community,
a sense of “we’. The factors regularing famil}f life are harmm]}r:, esteem
and shame. In the field of education, there is a strong belief that school
is for the young to learn how to behave. At work, standards and values may
differ rhmuglmur teams. A bﬂundzlr}r between familiariry and alienation
is created between groups. The state is seen as an institution that [_‘:l]_‘{]“‘a,*'id_ES
citizens with adequare living conditions, which may translate into the be-
lief that respmlsibiliry for the economic well—being of community mem-
bers lies more within state institutions (emplc}}?menr pﬂlicies and a labour
market Eldj usted to the economic conditions, income levels, price srabilir}f,
etc.) than with individual choices and actions. The state is also e:{pected

to ensure economic, social and pﬂlitical equaliry between p-et:}ple.

,
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Ukrainians have lower
levels of masculinity
than Poles

b1

Ukrainians are more likely than Poles to:

10

equal treatment regardless of gender,

agree that one works to live, not lives to work,

criticize those who stand out above the average, dominant
behaviour may come from the boss but not from peers,

recognize the need for state institutions to support those in need,
expect the implementation of the idea of the welfare state.

attach importance to relationships with others and quality of life,
more than to career and earnings,

Another cultural feature that differentiates the two societies is the division
between male and female roles. Feminine cultures emphasise the mutual
dependence of the sexes and the ﬂexibiliry of roles rradiri-::}nall}r associated
with each of them.

In practice, feminine cultures are characterised, for e:{ample, b}r a greater
concern for SGlidariry and qualir}? of life and the belief that those in higher
positions in the hierarch}-; in addition to being in c:harge, are also respon-
sible for ensuring a gc}ﬂd social climate.

During the socialisation process families in feminine cultures place more
emphasis on building social networks, unity and SGIViI]g pmblems bj,f WOr-
king out compromises in negotiations. At school, it is accepred to be an
average student. Evaluation is based more on the efforts, not the outcomes,
so failures are not E:{pc}ﬂed. At work, the emphasis 1s on q_ualiry of life,
prideful attitudes are not accepted, unlike for example the use of intuition.
In the citizen-state relatimlﬂhip, expectations are formulated to support
those in need thr-::}ugh institutions, to ensure well—being in a spirit of so-
lidarirj,f with the ecc}m}mically weaker members of soclety (concern for
others and their q_ualir}r of lite). There is a general consensus on the imple—
mentation of leicies that guarantee €conomic security for all (sarisfying

basic needs rhmugh social benefits, subsidies, social funds etc.).

[ns.t}fmr Praw I"n.-'ligmnni-w

Ukrainians have a higher
level of long-term
orientation than Poles

Ukrainians are more likely than Poles to:

pursue goals slowly and systematically (achievements that
will come in a few years are important),

believe in the need for mothers to look after their children

(and not necessarily kindergartens),

save and invest (e.g. in real estate),

treat the past pragmatically rather than normatively - its
iInterpretation depends on the situation, the context and the time.

This dimension of culture describes the wvalorisation of the past, pre-
sent and future. Those with a short-term orientation are more focused
on the past and present, spending a signiﬁcanr effort on understanding
it and ﬁnding the truth, while those with a lc}ng—rerm orlientation are more
future-oriented and believe that the answer to the question “wh}? rhings

daI'c l'hE way l'héll' l'llE}T ElI'iiﬂ D‘ﬁ'EI] dEpEHdS 01 l'llE context.

11
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II PERSONAL
SPHERE

RELIGIOUS VALUES

towards permissivism

» Godisless importantin the lives of Ukrainians than in the lives
of Poles, | |
* Participation in masses s ritualistic for Ukrainians, they usually
do it on major religious holidays, while Poles do so on a weekly
basis, Rl
« Ukrainians declare themselves religious less often than Pnles,:
although both nations are predominantly rellglnus

'''''''

LEVELOFTRUSTTO THE ® Poland
RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS W Ubraine
[ completely trust them = ; s 0
I sometimes trust 7 S O .
[ rather mistrust them s ; ~ ©
[ completely mistrust & e
them
10 20 30 40

reiponse share [in %]

IN TERMS OF RELIGION YOU CONSIDER YOURSELF:

religious

nﬂnareligicms

atheist

difficult to say/

Nno answer
20 40 60 80

response share [in %]

NOT INCLUDING WEDDINGS, BAPTISMS AND
FUNERALS,HOW OFTEN DO YOU ATTEND A MASS?

more than once a week

once a week

once a month

only on religious holidays

once a year

less frequently than once
a year

never or almost never

difficult to say or no
ANSWCr

10 20 30 40
reiponse share [in %]

HOW IMPORTANT IS GOD IN YOUR LIFE? (scale 1-10)?
difhicult

1i2 3i4 516 7i8 9110 to say

completely
irrelevant

very
im portant

20 | 40 | 60 | 80 100
response share [in %]

13
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PERSONAL MORALITY Differences are also evident in the sphere of morals related to human sexu-

o ality in the broadest sense. Poles are less likely to accept sex work, occasio-
towards permissivism y y p :

nal sexual intercourse and divorce. The beliefs identified in the research are

reflected in higher divorce rates in Ukraine.

* Ukrainians perceive the protection of life less strictly
than Poles (they are more likely to justify capital
punishment, euthanasia and abortion),

« Ukrainians perceive divorce and sexuality less strictly DIVORCES PER 1000 INHABITANTS (2007-2021) —m— Ukraine

—@— Poland

than Poles (they are more likely to justify sex work and
occasional sexual intercourse).

A System Df HlDI'E]l norims Elﬂd VﬂlLlES can bE llﬂkﬂd Lo l'hE I'-Eligi{]llﬂ SPllﬁI’E.

Phenomena, which in Polish public discourse are generall}? associated to
the protection of life, are ac-:epred somewhat differentl}f in Ukrainian so-
ciety. Ukrainians are more likely than Poles to express acceptance of the de-
ath penalt}?, abortion and euthanasia. Of the phenc}mena cnmpared, {]I‘ll}?’
suicide is slightl}? more accepted by Poles, althﬂugh 1t 1s relativelj,? least
accepted for both nationalities. Restrictions on the zwailabiliry of abortion

in Poland often come as a surprise to Ukrainian women. Differences in

divorces per 1000 inhabitants

value systems also result in slightl}? different customs, which may SLlrprise

Or cause disappﬂinrment on both sides.

I o emsa e TS R e
2007 2010 2013 2016 2018 2021
mora{ oa lu€£ source: our own analysys of data of the State Statistics
LIFE PHOTECTION FAMILY AND SEXUALITY Service of Ukraine and Statistics Poland
Can we justify:
capital . E providing PL ‘ o
punishment? ya -3 E sexual UA The lesser moral rigour of Ukrainians may make them feel more comforta-
g i 2 p . . . . . . w .
g TEN — Akt XL ble in the less conservative communities of large Polish cities than in other
3 L : parts of the country. However, in the perspective of the country as a whole,
suicide? ik ‘ E pccasmnal th it can be said that Poles still subscribe to the ,Catholic morality trend”
UA ‘ E lnterCDurSEE UA j “ ‘ . ' ' .'lz ; N ‘ i ) [—Y‘ ?
| | - | while Ukrainians subscribe to the ,liberal morality trend” (Kicinski 2005).
The permissiveness of Ukrainians in the private sphere, encompassing re-
149 i 1 ? ;7 S . : : 5
euthanasia PL -3“3“ ﬁ divorce: PL llgmn, famlly and se}{uallt}?, which in the Polish context resonate stmngly
UA 1 E UA . i . . i
: B — with each other, shows that there can be mlsundersmndmgs in this field.
0 | s 100 A phenc}menc}n of surrogacy, present in the legal and cultural system of
abﬂftiﬂﬂ:‘ PL ‘%— i - respanse share [in %] Ul{ . . -
: raine, may arouse surprise or even opposition among more culturaﬂy
vA ‘? E scale conservative Poles.
response share [in %] 1 2-6 7-10
14 15
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WHAT SHOULD BE THE MOST IMPORTANT ® Poland
PUBLIC FOR THE STATE? B [erine
1 1 1 SPHERE e . -

economic M
growth
i mainraining B o .
Cultural differences are also noticed in the pulah-’ " order ' ' ?
to the opinions and experiences regardln"'* . y | | ;
& greater influence of citizens — : ; o
state, the role it should play in relatl_!j}:ltnai gt Smporsmudedfions —m |
attitude of citizens to the laws regulatir of the government
state and the Dlltlca” cnnstltut‘ d col : 5 o 5
‘ y : o fighting — 5 o
inflation ' 5 '
defence - ® 0
capability ’ 5
''''' greater opportunities g .
for the citizens to decide ' . '
for themselves ’
E O
protection of —m ;
free speech ?
cfforts to make citics and ~ [—g°
villages prettier
difhcult to say/ —@
110 dIISWETL
20 40 60

response share [in %]

The Importance of material safety among Ukrainians is also visible
in terms of economical expectations to the demncracy as a system and
to the government. Ukrainians more often than Poles think that the most
Important state gnals should be the protection of income Equaliry, taxing
the rich to support the poor and public support for the unemplﬂyed. They

therefore opt for Egalitarianism and for the “demﬂcracy of equal life con-

ditions~ (Ziétkowski 2006).

17
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IN YOUR OPINION, ARE THE FOLLOWING ISSUES © Poland ECONOMIC VIEWS

IMPORTANT FEATURES OF DEMOCRACY? W Ukraine
protection of equal income | _; = ; i -: Opinions on the welftare-related role of the state:
by the state f f : f PL
: 5 : : : : : : 5,58
T : - : : The state should be more LT — People should take
LAEIDE TETICEL L0 ST PPOTT : : : : . . responsible for providing o e : more responsibility
h : ; ; : " A Thd P "
the pool | 5 5 5 welfare to all citizens 0 i 10 for themselves
E E E : ' : 4,44
public help for the : : S
unemployed '- f ' f : _ ol
2 H & oA The share of ownership should be increased:
response share (in %] PL

in the private domain in the public domain

Oﬂﬂ Df I'hE HSPECTS Df thE ﬂ}{[_'}ECtélti{]I]S l'EJWE]I'dS thﬂ state to pI'E}l'ECl'

the citizens are declarations of economic needs, which should be satished Cﬂmpetiﬂﬂn is:

by the state. Ukrainians are more likely to believe that the state should 367

increase 1Its respnnsibilit}? for ensuring the Well—being of all citizens and g

that the share of pnblic property should be increased. Ukrainians less 0

frequentl}? support free market regulatinns. ThE}F' are more likel}r to believe 413
that competition is bad, which can be related to their greater affiliation Incomes should:
to collectivism. They more often think that the incomes should be equal

rather than stem from “individual merit’. It can therefore be said that be equal

neoliberalism has not become as Widel}r established in Ukraine as it has
in Poland. It is worth pointing out rhnugh, that penple‘s declared views
on particular values do not alwaj,rs go hand in hand with electoral beha-
viour or pnlicy—preferences. This is no different in the case of Poland and
Ukraine. Election results and pnlitical decisions are the prnduct of many

EVALUATION OF THE PERSONAL INCOME LEVEL

factors, and the persnnal values of individual voters is nnl}f one of them.

low meditm big}'%
The above ﬁndings demonstrate that Ukrainians attach great iI‘ﬂle‘faH‘

ce to a sense of security, prirnarilj,? in an economic sense, and are con-

sequentl}? oriented towards respectiv& values. Economic secnrir}? is linked

to the assessment of one’s standard of living and economic conditions,

as well as the need to protect it (and the social position associated with

it). This is suppnrted b}? the declarations of Ukrainians in terms of asses-
sing their own income, because thej,? described their income as high half 0 >0 100
response share [in %]

as frequentlj,? as Poles. Of course, we should bear in mind the nbjecrive and

signiﬁcant difference between income and purchasing power in Poland

and Ukraine.

18 19
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[t can be assumed that in relation to socio-economic values, Ukrainians
are more likely to follow compensatory and weltare logic, not free market
logic (Zidtkowski 2006). The latter approach is more visible among Poles.
Ukrainians also value the economic order linked to a concept of a solida-
rity state rather than a liberal state. In particular, they demand economic
protection from the state and are reluctant to take individual I'ESF:-DI]Sibilil’}f
for their own fate (Zidtkowski 2006). Government is therefore understood
as a guarantor of saﬂfry and basic needs. To some extent, the government
should also take responsibility for the fate of the citizens. Therefore, they
are less inclined to show initiative or to participate in free market compe-

tition, where individual and not collective achievements matter.

Ukrainians more often than Poles tend to agree, that the state

should have right to take actions described as fostering increased
public security, such as:

* video-monitoring in public places,

* access to emails and other information available online,

* collecting information on citizens without their knowledge.

Ensuring economic safery is not the Dnl}f task which Ukrainians expect

from the state. A feeling of physical saﬁir}r in public spaces is equall}f im-
portant for them, even at the cost of inrerﬁiring with privacy. Ukrainians
agree more frequentlj,f than Poles that the state should be able to conduct
Videﬂ—mm]imring in the p-ubli-: places, collect information about citizens
without their knc}wledge and have access to emails and other information

available online.

20
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SHOULD THE STATE HAVE THE RIGHT TO CONDUCT
VIDEO-MONITORING IN PUBLIC SPACES?

definitely yes ©

somewhat yes : ©

@ Polund
M [ Jbraine

somewhat no f ]

definitely no o

difhcult to say/ M _
no answer 10 20

SHOULD THE STATE HAVE ACCESS TO EMAILS
AND OTHER INFORMATION SHARED ONLINE?

definitely yes

somewhat yes »

somewhat no : N

30 40

response sharve [in %]

dehinitely no

dithcult to say/ o
Nno answer 10 20 30 40

50 60

response share [in %/

SHOULD THE STATE HAVE THE RIGHT TO COLLECT INFORMATION

ONITS RESIDENTS WITHOUT THEIR KNOWLEDGE?

g A
definitely yes A
—& :
somewhat yes :
i : N
somewhat no _ —H -
, : o
definitely no 0
—9 5
difficult to say/ . . .
no answer 10 20 30 40 50 60
response share [in %]
21
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postmaterialists - 26%

The indications of the role of the state are suppt:}rteci b}r certain values and
related gﬂsis. One of the most prLLiElI’ measures of this aspect of culture
is the so-called sttmsrsrisiism index. Expectations of the state provi-
ding citizens with a sense of economic and ph}rsicsl security are described
as materialistic (oriented towards satisfying the basic needs). Demands
to create opportunities for citizens ssif—espressimn, success, individual de-
veiﬂpment, or care for the environment, on the other hand, are values
cmiisctivei}? described as stt—msrsrisiist (oriented towards the fulfilment
of higher—t:}rcier needs). Pmmng Ukrainians, the share of peﬂpie oriented
towards materialistic values is more than twice as high as among Poles,
while the share of penpie for whom pﬂstmsterisiistic values are important

is five times lower.?

POSTMATERIALISM INDEX (2020)

postmaterialists - 5%

people with mixed
E——— views - 49%

- people with mixed

views - 58%

materialists - 16%

Ukrainians more often than Poles think that the important
features of democracy are:

* subordination

to the rulers and superiors,

* independent interpretation of law by religious

institutions,

* seizure of power by the army in case of government
iIncompetence

22
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3 This definition of materialism differs significantly from the meaning of the word in everyday language. When
using the term, it is therefore necessary to pay particular attention to which meaning should apply in a given case.

Materialistic and pﬂsrmsrsrisiisric values can be translated into atctitudes
towards pnlitics. The highsr the level of satisfaction of basic needs, the hi-
gher the acceptance of democratic solutions (Siemieriska 2004). The need
to ensure the ﬁseiing of ssﬁst}? among citizens declared b}r many Ukra-
Inians impacts their vision of dsmc}crscy - the principles of the pﬂiiricsi
system and civil rights. Ukrainians much more often than Poles think that
an important part of demmcrsc:}? is subordination to the rulers and supe-
riors. Ths}r are also more inclined to accept miiirsr}r government, if the ci-
vic government turns out to be incompetent. The airesd}f—identiﬁed levels
of power distance Espisin the more frsqusnt acceptance for inciep-.sncienr
interpretation of law b}? reiigimis institutions. At the same time, it should
be noted that, with the exception of the first of the above issues (submis-
sion to superiors and rulers), which is related to the power distance di-
scussed in the first chspter, the differences in the perception of demﬂcrscy
between Poles and Ukrainians are small and in this respect the two cultures

are reistivei}? similar.

SHOULD THE FOLLOWING ISSUES BE IMPORTANT ® Poland
FEATURES OF DEMOCRACY? B Ukraine

materialists - 46%

equal rights of men and
women

appointing of leaders by
people through free
elections

civil rights protecting
from the oppression of
the state

subordination to the
superiors and rulers

seizure of power by the
army in case of
incompetence of the

government

independent
interpretation of law by
religious institutions

210

40

G0

80
response share [in %]
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CIVIC MORALITY
TOWARDS PERMISSIVISM

* Ukrainians more often than Poles declare the possibility

of justifying violations against rules related to the civic sphere,
the state and the law (using public transport without a ticket,
accepting a bribe, evading taxes, unjustified collection

of benefits),

 Ukrainians more often than Poles indicate that corruption is a big
problem in their country.

Ukrainian persc}nal eﬂ%cacy,, acknﬂwledgemenr of the necessity or legitima—
cy of cmmplj.fing with it, does not result in particular strictness in respecting
the norms regulating the citizen-state relatic}nship. Ukrainians more than
Poles are inclined to justify violations against the norms related to the civic
sphere - against the state and the law. They’ declare less frequenrl}r, that
it 1s not ac:cepmble for government officials to take bribes, to evade taxes,
to use violence in pﬂlitical struggle, to recelve unjustiﬁed social benefits,
and to use public transport without a rticket. The greater rigor in Po-
land in terms of civic m-::}raliry Is a consequence of pﬂlitical socialization,
the recognition of norms that protect the common gﬂc}d and interests
of the collective. It is the result, as Jasinska-Kania (2007) wrote, of the

socialization of moral consciousness.

moral values
STATE AND LAW

Can you justity

using violence
in a political
.ﬂ:rrngglﬁ?

using public
transport witho-
ut a ticker?

taking bribes

by a government
ofhcial?
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The matter of civic IH{]I’&].HI'.}T is connected to the pmblem of corruption.
Ukrainians more often than Poles indicate that corruption is a big pro-
blem in their country. The informal transfer of gﬂmds and money in dif-
ferent spheres of public: life (pﬂlirics, administration of justice, healthcare,
uniformed services), results in a lack of trust to the public institutions
- disregard of legaliry of their ﬂlnctimning, and the perceived inefﬁciency
of actions in terms of satis[:ying social needs. Cc}rruprion, as a “burden-
some norm’ (Szczepaniski 2006), is attached to a beliet that a moral obli-
gation to integrity is limited Gnl}f to ones closest contacts. This so called
“amoral familism” means: “maximize the temporary benefits for your fa-

mil}f, assuming that everyone acts the same waj,r” (Banfiled, after: Nowa-

kowski 1996).

THE MAJORITY OF UKRAINIAN CITIZENS CONSIDER
THAT CORRUPTION IS A MAJOR PROBLEM (2017)

44 %
corruption is the most serious problem in Ukraine !
. - . ) ) . bl 3{‘:!”.-"'&!
corruption is quite a serious problem, .
but there are more relevant problems
1 2%
the problem of corruption exists, but it is not that serious L
_ . . 2%
the problem of corruption is quite far-fetched -
* O
difficult to say 5%
source: our own analysis of the flko Kucheriv Democratic Initiatives Foundation
IS CORRUPTIONIN POLAND AMAJOROR A MINORPROBLEM?
u ..............................................................................................................................................................................................................................
R0 y —a— MAJOR
- —— SOMEWHAT MAJOR
| By
ﬁuﬁ_}f“ ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................
)y wooemeeererere e ‘l ..................................... VT R ERTITITTRITRPPPRPY
................................................................................ B
>
E[}% ||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||
Y XI1 II IV IV VI X1 Y X
2004 2005 2006 20089 2010 2013 2013 2017 2021
source: our own analysis of the CBOS za Markowski 2021
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Source for the figures in Chapter I: our own analysis of Hofstede Insights

Sources for the figures in Chapters II and III (unless otherwise indicated): our own
analysis of data of the World Values Survey 2020 and the Ukrainian Centre for Eu-

ropean Policy (ukr. Ykpaiucekuii Llentp €Bponeiicbkoi [lomitiku, Ukraiinskyi

Tsentr Yevropeyskoii Polityky)
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Institute of Migrant Rights
ul. Ruska 46/202, 50-079 Wroclaw
Wroctaw 2023

The Institute of Migrant Rights prevides free assistance to migrants in the form of:

* consultations:
- general (in person, telephone and email),
- legal (with a solicitor, legal adviser and an inspector
of the State Labour Inspectorate),
- with a career counsellor,
- with an entrepreneurship speeialist,

- psychological,

* specialised training on social integration of migrants.

Contact

tel. +48 510 011 846, +48 571 330 203

e-mail:

registration for consultations and trainings: zapisy@instytutpm.eu

in other matters: biuro@instytutpm.eu

Website: instytutpm.eu
Facebook: facebook.com/Instytutpm
Instagram: @ ipm_wroclaw

Twitter: @Instytutipm
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