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PUBLIC DIPLOMACY OF UKRAINE

Jst popmyBanHs Mozeneii myOuiuHOT quruioMatii kpaiH cBiTy OyB 3aCTOCOBaHMIT eMITipUYHO-aHANITHYHUI MeTox. s
BUSIBIICHHS CHIUIBHMX 1 BIIMIHHUX PHUC Di3HHX (DOPM 30BHIIIHBONONITUYHOI KOMYHIKalii OyB 3acCTOCOBaHMH METO
MOPiBHAHHS, NPAKTHKU IyOJiuHOI IMIIoMarii pi3HMX KpaiH CBiTY — KOMIApaTMBHHMH MeETOJ JOCHiKeHHA. B OcHOBI
PO3pOOKH peKOMEHALLIH Ul YKpaiHU JIEKUTh METOJL €KCIIEPTHOI OLLIHKH.

VY crarTi BUKOpUCTaHI KIIOYOBI eleMeHTH i chepu peamizawii AepikaBHOI AMIIOMATII Cy0'€KTiB MiIXHApOZHUX
BIZIHOCHH Ha OCHOBI aHali3y JOCATHEHb KpaiH 3 J100pe po3BHUHEHOIO INpakTukoroo (Hampukian, CIIA), mixHapomHHX
opraHizauii (Hampuxiax, €C) 1 gepkaB 3 TNEpexifHOI (GParMEeHTOBAHOIO IONITHYHOIO KyJIBTYpOIO (HaNpHUKIAI,
Kuraiiceka Haponna PecnyGunika Ta Pociiicbka ®enepauis). Byno nocnimxeHo icHylo4y NpakTHKy YKpaiHu B cdepi
IyOnigHOi AUIUIOMATii, 3 MOJANBIIOK PO3POOKO0 PEeKOMEHIALIN SK MOJIMIIMTH 30BHILIHI MOJMITHYHI 3B'SI3KM YKpaiHU
4epes MmyOJIiYHy JUINIOMATIIO.

Po3pobieHo pexoMeHallil NepeneKTHBHOI MoeNi YKpaiHChKOT IMyOIigHOI JUIIIOMATil, B CHCTEMI 30BHILIHBOIOIITHIHOL
Ta CYCHIJIBHOI KOMYHiKallii.

IMpakTHyHa 3HAYMMICTH JAHUX PE3YIbTATiB MOJIATAE B MOMJIMBOCTI IX 3aCTOCYBaHHS [UIsl HOIVIMOJICHHS IOJAJIBIIMX
HAYKOBHX JIOCII/DKEHb B cpepl 30BHIIIHBOI MOJITHYHOI KOMYHIKalii, a TAKOX B MPOLEC] 3AiHCHEHHS Iep)KaBHOI ITOJITHKH B
uiii cepi. Pesynbrati gocnimkeHHs MOXKYTh OyTM BHKOPHCTaHI B IPAKTHYHIA AisuibHOCTI MiHicTepcTBa 3aKOPIOHHHX
crpaB Ykpainu, 30kpema, JlemapraMeHTOM MiKHApOAHO! iH(opMauii i AMIUIOMATHYHMX MICiH 32 KOpPIIOHOM, a TaKOX
IHIINMH YpSAOBUMH YCTAHOBaMHU, SIKi O€pYyTh y4acTh B iHO3EMHil MOTITHYHIN KOMYHIKAL1.

Krouosi cioBa: nyOniuna aumomaris, M'iKa cuia, Ky/lbTYpHAa JUIUIOMATIS, IONITHYHA JUILIOMATis, MIPKHApPOJHI
BIJHOCHHU.

Formulation of the problem. The problem of public diplomacy in the system of foreign
policy and effective application of this instrument in translation of own political culture and
ideology, improvement of understanding of political culture of other countries is extremely
current for Ukraine. Significant quantity of global states, namely USA, Great Britain, German,
Japan, Canada, China, Russian Federation, are proceeding to search the most attractive model of
public diplomacy passing way of capturing by this tool of foreign policy through its critical
rethinking to pragmatic application. "Soft" power in general and the use of public diplomacy in
particular allows to get more influence on the international arena than it is conditioned solely by
military, political and economic power of the state. The building of effective public diplomacy
will significantly contribute to ambitious objectives of Ukrainian foreign policy, while the
fluctuation of its targeted development will only convert the country to the object of initiatives of
other actors of international relations.

The degree of scientific development of the subject. The theoretical basis of the study are, first
of all scientific works that reveal the essence of the changes in the environment of mass
communications and their impact on international relations and instruments of foreign policy of states,
the concept of "soft" power, its forms and tools such as public diplomacy, studying the ratio of public
diplomacy of "hard" power, the efficiency of its use. Such scholars should be distinguished as M.
Ruzkova,

A. Shunkaryka, E. Makarenko, E. Tuhomurovoi, O. Shevchenko, E. Julion, A. Hoffman, J. Nymol,
G. Rownsly, D. Rotkopf, M. Leonard, N. Snow, R. Zaharna, B. Gregory, E. Jilboa, S. Anholt,
Y. Melissen, P. van Hann, D. Ebshir, K. Edelman, J. Meloun, S. Riordan, R. Ermitezh.

The purpose and task of the investigation. The purpose of this investigation is determination of
place and role of public diplomacy in the system of foreign policy as a form of expression and the
means of translation of political culture and ideology, and development of effective model of public
diplomacy of Ukraine.

The main material research. The last decades are characterized by rapid changes of the modern
world and reformation of international relations environment. The changes affect all fields, including
political, economic, social, cultural, informational ones. The tendency that affects all areas of
development is globalization. It is closely related to the democratization of domestic political life of
many countries as well as of international scope, increase of the number and role of intergovernmental
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and non-governmental members on the international arena, convergence of global culture and
development of transnational standards of behavior, the increasing the importance of public opinion
and the impact of the latter on the formation and functioning of state political institutions,
development of domestic and foreign policy etc. Significant changes of international processes are
also caused by the development of information and communication technologies that facilitate to
create new opportunities for communication and interaction between people worldwide, causing
gradual erosion of the boundaries between internal and external policies. The role of media and
international information flows significantly grows, especially of news flows.

These trends are closely related to changes in the content of the power of actors of international
relations as an ability of the country to use its real or potential resources to affect the lives and
behavior of other states. Along with the military-political and economic power ("hard") appears "soft"
power
[1, c. 81-95]. As the ability of a member of international relations, state in particular, to influence the
behavior or interests of other actors. There is a growing need to develop not only military and
economic power of the state, but also to promote its own political culture, values, ideology, building of
a dialogue with the leadership and the people of other countries, increase of its own attractiveness for
them [2, c. 74-94]. As a result, the approaches to the implementation of foreign policy of states
change, when along with traditional diplomacy the diplomacy aimed at a wider audience of people of
other countries, especially public diplomacy appears.

The purpose implies solution of the following tasks:

o Systemizing of theoretical provisions and conclusions of foreign public and political science
on public diplomacy matters.

It is shown the evolution of foreign scientific thought in studying of public diplomacy and
summarized the approaches to this notion; it was proved that public diplomacy reflects and
translates the political culture and ideology of a state and is an instrument of state foreign political
public communication [3].

e Defining the place and role of public diplomacy in the system of foreign political public
communication of the state.

It is defined that public diplomacy as well as cultural diplomacy, state branding and propaganda, is
a part of the system of foreign political communication of states with different influence on the
international arena (big, middle, small). It was developed the combined ideal model of public
diplomacy of the state within which there is a task relied upon it not only to achieve a positive
perception of the country by overseas public and building a dialogue with it, but also to broadcast the
political culture, values guides up to ensure the change in the political culture of communication object
according to the foreign policy goals of the subject [4, c. 229-231].

o Clarification of principal differences between public diplomacy and foreign political
propaganda and state branding.

It was analyzed the approaches, purposes and tools of public diplomacy and foreign political
propaganda state branding. It was found that public diplomacy is continuous effective instrument of
foreign political communication due to the bilateral dialog and establishment of relations of mutual
belief with the subject and the object of communication, extended possibilities for mutual transmission
of political culture of the actors of international relations, that is absent in practice of propaganda as
well as in practice of state branding.

o Summarizing of effective approaches and spheres of application of public diplomacy as an
instrument to transmit political culture by the means of analysis of public diplomacy in the system of
foreign policy of influential states with steady practice in this sphere (according to the example of
United States of America).

It was fully investigated the evolution of public diplomacy of the United States of America. It was
defined that the factors of non-efficiency of public diplomacy of the USA is mainly propagandistic nature
of communication and non-coordination of the key notifications with real foreign policy of the state. It was
demonstrated that public diplomacy of the United States is directed also to promote political culture and
dominating ideologies of the USA. It was shown that public diplomacy is included to the system of foreign
policy of the state and in case of non-efficiency may be substituted by force [5, c. 28-32].
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o Clarification of special features of the process of building the public diplomacy of
international communities and organizations (according to the example of the European Union).

It is clarified that the key particularity of European Union public diplomacy is increased
complexity of such foreign political communication given non-developed political culture of EU as a
community and the presence of several heterogeneous groups of target audiences. It is shown that the
typical tooling of state public diplomacy may be applied effectively on the level of international
communities and vice versa [6, c. 77-79].

o Analysis of special features of public diplomacy development in the countries with transitional
political culture (according to the example of China and Russian Federation).

On the basis of comparative analysis of China and Russian Federation public diplomacy building it
was found that foreign political communications of states of transitional political culture and
totalitarian past is fragmented having such special features as non-coordination of communication
between internal and external audiences, control over information flow, inclination to unilateral
communication that decreases the efficiency of public diplomacy of such states in countries which
political culture differs significantly from the political culture of China and Russia [7].

o Investigation of current practices of Ukraine in the field of public diplomacy including
summarizing of Ukrainian experience in the sphere of international cultural and educational
exchanges.

The Ukrainian practice in the field of public and cultural diplomacy was integrally studied and
presented. It was shown that Ukraine has a broad range of initiatives in this sphere under the low
quality of performance.

It was demonstrated that the potential of such instrument as international cultural and educational
exchanges are not used by the state sufficiently. It was proved the necessity of development of the
state public diplomacy system beginning from the basic level.

e The development of recommendations regarding perspective model of Ukrainian public
diplomacy in the system of foreign political public communication.

On the basis of investigation of the experience in the sphere of public diplomacy of other actors of
international relations and investigation of expert opinion of Ukrainian specialists it was prioritized the
list of initiatives recommended for implementation by Ukraine, and proposed the perspective model of
public diplomacy of Ukraine [8].

Conclusion. Public diplomacy is the important factor of political development of the state that
provides possibility of free development of foreign-policy communications and advancement of
political culture. The offered measures of perfection of public diplomacy envisage the complex going
near the decision of their basic problems and increase of her efficiency.

In a prospect it is expedient to deepen the practical aspects of introduction of these measures
on the reformatting of environment of international relations predetermine the necessity of
development of foreign-policy communications of the state in accordance with requirements of
our time.
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Myonmmynas quniomaTust YKpanHbl

B.B. [lybac

Jnst popMupoBaHus Mozjeneil MyONMYHOW AMIUIOMaTHM CTPaH Mupa ObUI NPHMEHEH SMIMPUYECKH-aHAIUTHYECKHI
Mmetoa. s BeISBICHHS OOIIMX M OTJIMYUTEIBHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH Pa3iIMyHBIX ()OPM BHEIIHETIOIUTHYECKOH KOMMYHHKAIUK
ObLI IPUMEHEH METOJl CPaBHEHUs, IPAKTUKH ITyOJMYHOW NUIUIOMAaTHH DPa3HBIX CTPaH MHpa — KOMIIAPATUBHBIA METOI
uccienoBaHus. B ocHoBe pa3paboTKK peKOMEHAALMH Ul Y KPauHBI JISKHUT METO]] SKCIIEPTHON OLCHKH.

B cratbe HCIONB30BaHBI KIIOYEBBIE BIEMEHTHI U C(epbl pealM3alliil TOCYAapCTBEHHOW IMILIOMaTUH CyOBEKTOB
MEX/[yHapPOJHbIX OTHOIICHUH HAa OCHOBE aHAIM3a NOCTMIKEHHH CTPaH ¢ XOPOLIO pa3BUTOI npakTukoi (Hampumep, CIIIA),
MEXI[yHapoIHbIX opranmsauuid (Hanpumep, EC) u rocynapcrB ¢ mnepexoqHoil ()parMEHTHPOBAaHHOH IOJIUTHYECKOI
KyabTypoii (Hanpumep Kurait n Poccuiickas @enepannst). Bouto uccneioBaHo CyIecTBYIONIYIO IPAKTUKY Y KpauHEL B cepe
IMyOJIMYHON TUIIOMATHH, C IOCIeAyHoLel pa3paboTKoi peKOMEHIAIMil Kak yIydIIUTh BHEIIHHE IIOJIUTHYECKHE CBS3U
VKpauHsl C IOMOLIBIO ITyOIUYHON JTUIUIOMATHH.

Pa3paGoraHo pekOMEHJAlMKM MEPCIeKTUBHOM MOJENM YKPAaMHCKOM IyONMYHOM JIUIUIOMATHM, B  CHUCTEME
BHEIIHETIOJIMTHYECKON U 00IECTBEHHOH KOMMYHHUKAIUH.

IpakTHyeckass LEHHOCTb IAHHBIX DPE3YIbTATOB 3aKIIOYACTCS B BOSMOXKHOCTH MX IPUMEHEHMs Ui yriyOuieHus
JATbHEHIIMX HAYYHBIX MCCIENOBaHMH B cdepe BHEHIHEH MOIMTHYECKOM KOMMYHMKAllMM, a TakkKe B IIpolecce
OCYILLECTBJICHHS! TOCYapCTBEHHON MHOJIMTHKU B 3TOH cdepe. PesynbraThl HMccnenoBaHus MOTYT ObITh HCHOJIB30BaHbBI B
MPaKTHYECKOH AeATeIbHOCTH MHHHCTEPCTBA MHOCTPAHHBIX JI€1 YKPauHbl, B YaCTHOCTH, JlermapTaMeHTOM MekXIyHapOoaHOI
UHGOPMALMY U AUIUIOMATHYECKUX MHCCHH 3a pyOEeKOM, a TakKe JPYrMMH IPABUTEIILCTBEHHBIMU YUPEXKICHUAMHU, KOTOPbIC
Y4YacTBYIOT B HHOCTPAHHOM MOJIMTHYECKOH KOMMYHHUKALIUH.

KiroueBbie ciioBa: myOnuyHas IMIUIOMATHS, MSATKas CHiIa, KyJIbTYpHAs JIMIUIOMATHsA, IOIMTHYECKas IUIUIOMATHS,
MEKIyHAPOIHBIE OTHOILECHUSL.

Public diplomacy of Ukraine

V. Dubas

Methodological and theoretical bases of the article are scientific researches of domestic and foreign scientists and the
results of author. For forming the models of world countries public diplomacy the empiric-analytical method was applied.
For revealing of common and distinct features of foreign political communication form, comparing of public diplomacy
practice of different world countries the comparative method of investigation was applied. In the basis of development of
recommendations for Ukraine there is a method of expert evaluation.

The article used key elements and implementation areas of the public diplomacy of the actors of international relations is
defined based on the analyses of achievements of the countries with the well-developed practice (example of the USA),
international organizations (example of the EU) and states with the fragmented transitional political culture (examples of the
People Republic of China and Russian Federation). The current practices of Ukraine in the area of public diplomacy were
studied, followed by the development of the recommendations on how to improve the external political communications of
Ukraine through the public diplomacy.

Development of recommendations regarding perspective model of Ukrainian public diplomacy in the system of foreign
political public communication.

Practical significance of the given results consists in a possibility of their application for deepening of further scientific
investigations on the sphere of foreign political communication as well as in the process of exercising of state policy in this
sphere. The results of the investigation may be used in practical activity of the Ministry of foreign affairs of Ukraine,
particularly, by the Department of international information and diplomatic missions abroad, as well as by other government
institutions involved to the foreign political communication.

Key words: public diplomacy, soft power, cultural diplomacy, political public, international relation.
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