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The article attempts to rethink active citizenship both from the point of view of social practice 
and scientific perspective and from the standpoint of modern social philosophy. It is shown that 
globalization is one of the most used terms of modern socio-humanitarian discourse but simultaneously 
one of the most difficult to define. Any research related to the global is also related to the national 
because the reception of global influences is different in different cultures. From the perspective of 
2022, the research shows a globalization crisis in the classical sense of the word. It is about the crisis 
of real and nominal political power, which are often incompatible with each other. In many countries, 
the desire for “strong statehood” is even stronger. It has been proven that the impact of globalization 
on society is actively mediated by civil society. In a philosophical sense, a developed civil society as 
a completed form of morally determined life is almost an ideal product of the history of civilization. 
The first trend of active citizenship transformation is economic liberalization. The second feature that 
determines changes in active citizenship is political pluralism. Active citizens control the basis of the 
activity of the modern state. In these conditions, the control function of the institution of citizenship 
becomes extremely important for the stable existence of political regimes and for achieving political 
stability. Another trend in the transformation of active citizenship is the growing role of the state in 
global processes. It was possible to distinguish two levels of transformation of active citizenship in the 
era of globalization. The first is interiorization, and the second is exteriorization. It has been proven 
that active citizenship is not only a social connection of people but also a way of existence characteristic 
of any civilized human community.
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Introduction

In the conditions of globalization, the institution of citizenship is experiencing a crisis, 
which determines the relevance of the following questions: what is the role of cultural and 
political tradition in the emergence of the institution of citizenship; what is citizenship 
in today’s globalized world; how, under the conditions of globalization, the institution of 
citizenship becomes a real force of active citizens; what are the signs of democratization of 
the institution of citizenship and how to determine them in practice; what distinguishes the 
modern model of active citizenship from historical models and how these differences relate 
to the socio-cultural reality of the West and the East. The study of the problem can lead to 
the design of the concept of the institution of active citizenship as a complex of elements of 
civic values, civic participation and lead to a re-thinking of the principles of civil society in 
general. For this, it is worth using the experience of social philosophy, sociology, cultural 
studies, social anthropology, history, and political analysis. 

Active citizenship should be understood not only from the point of view of practice or 
social perspective but also in the philosophical space, which can represent a broad public 
interest. The principle of active citizenship is based on the classic “system dyad”: subject and 
object. The question naturally arises: how can the principle of active citizenship be studied 
in the philosophical space? Can it be understood, given that human activity has no objective 
boundaries? First of all, the problem will be that we do not take into account the essential 
circumstance: there are no objective borders, but there are conditional, relative borders. A 
person, as a “socio-historical product,” is free to choose certain social characteristics for 
oneself since all human practices are social, but the criteria of social belonging must be set 
in advance. This postulate is currently the central problem of active citizenship in social 
philosophy.

Many past and present researchers have paid attention to the issue of citizenship in general 
and active citizenship in particular. One of the first problems of the relationship between man 
and the state was raised by the outstanding Chinese philosopher Confucius, who believed 
that proper civic education is an important factor in the development of the state because 
each person must know one’s role in society, be responsible to one’s fellow citizens, obey the 
state, but at the same time have high-level self-organization (Confucius, 1997). Confucius 
can be considered the founder of the Eastern tradition in understanding citizenship. On the 
other hand, there is a Western (classical European) tradition of understanding citizenship, 
the founder of which can be considered Plato. Among the classical works, we note Plato’s 
Republic, where the philosopher puts forward personal courage, and self-sufficiency as the 
central virtue of a citizen (Plato, 2007). Thus, we see that the Eastern tradition appeals to a 
collective, and the Western tradition appeals to an individualistic interpretation of citizenship.

Among modern Western researchers, we should mention Paul Magnette. He analyzes the 
metamorphoses in the thought of such classics as Machiavelli, Locke, Rousseau, etc., and 
discusses Marx’s ambiguous attitude to the ideal of equal citizenship (Magnette, 2005). It 
should also be noted in Harpaz Yossi’s “Citizenship 2.0. Dual Nationality as a Global Asset”, 
where the author reveals the problem of active citizenship in the context of dual and multiple 
citizenships (Yossi, 2019). In the article “Global citizenship education and peace education: 
toward a postcritical praxis” Kevin Kester shows the validity of the criticism of active and 
global citizenship framed as crucial pillars of the liberal world (Kester, 2022). Gershon 
Shafir explores the problem of actual citizenship beyond its emotional resonance and cultural 
ramifications (Shafir, 1998). Bryony Hoskins and Massimiliano Mascherini define active 
citizenship in the European context as a modern wide range of social participation based on 
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values (Hoskins & Mascherini, 2009). Omar Acha criticizes the inability of the analytical 
possibilities provided by postmodernism to explain what is happening in society, using the 
concept of “global citizenship” for analysis (Acha, 2018). Adrian Favell emphasizes that 
citizenship as a theoretical concept has gone far beyond its conceptual meaning and should 
now be considered in symbolic, affective, and moral dimensions (Favell, 2010). Alejandro 
Roberto Alba-Meraz defines citizenship as a complex phenomenon and recognizes the 
presence of a deep global logic in the processes of civic identity (Alba-Meraz, 2018). Per 
Gustafson examines the problem of dual citizenship in the example of Sweden and argues that 
dual citizenship can represent a “new Swedish identity” through the inclusion of immigrants, 
and also shows the connection between official citizenship(s) and social construction of self-
identity (Gustafson, 2002).

Thus, the article aims to identify the trends of transformation of the phenomenon of active 
citizenship in the era of globalization in the conditions of competition between national and 
globalization discourses of active citizenship.

Globalization as a metaphor and research tool

First of all, it is necessary to deal with the concept of globalization because it is one of 
the most used terms of modern socio-humanitarian discourse, but at the same time, one of 
the most difficult to define. Many researchers agree that globalization, as it exists today, 
arose at the end of the 20th – beginning of the 21st centuries (Robertson, 2000; Beck, 2000; 
Alba-Meraz, 2018). This is true because at each historical turn, the integration of countries 
and regions of the world grew until, at the end of the 20th century, the number of these 
relationships changed to a new quality.

According to Lukas von Ramin: “It has become difficult to escape the concept of 
globalization. Not only does it consistently shape the media and academic discourse – our 
lives are also directly affected by the consequences of globalization. However, more detailed 
inquiries reveal that the phenomena to which globalization relates vary widely. This is true 
for everyday use, as well as for scientific use: a uniform definition of globalization does not 
exist” (Ramin, 2018: 379). We agree that there cannot be a single definition of globalization, 
as this phenomenon has different manifestations in different social spheres and different 
regions of the world.

Nevertheless, globalization is one of the most popular concepts in the modern socio-
humanitarian discourse: “In philosophy, approaches to globalization are formulated 
primarily from the point of view of ethics. The existing philosophical theory of globalization 
predominantly consists of a critique of modern globalization, which is based on a theory 
of equal distribution of goods and guided by universal ethical principles” (Heilgendorff, 
2018: 47). Indeed, the ethical component is one of the key dimensions of globalization 
processes because they change the scale of moral dilemmas in politics, business, culture, 
mass media, education, etc. What could previously be considered from the standpoint of the 
local experience of a specific culture, and, accordingly, at the same level receive an ethical 
evaluation, from now on has access to the planetary level, which means it must be evaluated 
from the standpoint of universal human values.

Any research related to the global is also related to the national because the reception of 
global influences is different in different cultures. Therefore, global and national interact as 
a totality and individuality. Omar Acha writes: “With globalization, theoretical ‘actuality’ 
reaches a new challenge because we can understand, in the face of the failure of the analytical 
capacities provided by postmodernism to account for what is happening, the need for a re-
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composition of an understanding to which totality and particularity do not constitute an 
irreducible opposition” (Acha, 2018: 97). 

At the end of the 20th century, in some places, one could find the opinion that globalization 
is not a new phenomenon. But over time, the voices of skeptics of globalization gradually 
subsided. Back in 2000, the famous sociologist Ulrich Beck clearly denied that globalization 
does not bring anything new to the already integrated (at that time) world. The author writes: 
“What is new is not only the everyday life and interaction across national frontiers, in dense 
networks wish a high degree of mutual dependence and obligation” (Beck , 2000: 12). It is 
worth emphasizing that the modern economy and social relations are increasingly changing 
and radically different from those that existed in the 19th or 20th centuries.

In contrast to the last century, today’s society is experiencing severe social upheavals. It 
is under increasing pressure from those forces who have long understood that power cannot 
be built based on exclusively national elements but must be based on a global “agenda.” In 
the same context, the well-known globalization researcher Robert Robertson emphasizes the 
following: “Globalization as a concept refers both to the compression of the world and the 
intensification of consciousness of the world as a whole. The processes and actions to which 
the concept of globalization now refers have been proceeding, with some interruptions, for 
many centuries, but the main focus of the discussion of globalization is on relatively recent 
times” (Robertson, 2000). 

Since its appearance, the concept of globalization has been accompanied by many myths 
and prejudices. One of the common myths is that the concentration of world power in the 
hands of the USA and other rich countries is one of the main ideas of globalization. Under 
the influence of this myth, there is a change in the internal “trend” in different countries, 
and the interests of not so many ordinary people are affected, but those who are connected 
to and have access to power. This creates the illusion of danger to the centuries-old social 
order, but the “concentration of power” itself provides only a simulacrum of the state. We 
agree with the following approach: “The global world that exists in the mass consciousness 
is the G7 countries, and then “with a stretch.” There is another world that is only on the path 
of globalization, or even going in the opposite direction” (Terepyshchyi & Kostenko, 2021: 
134).

In 2022, we can talk about the crisis of the globalization of order in the modern sense 
of the word, but its main characteristics are repeated to some extent. First, it is about the 
crisis of real and nominal political power, which are often incompatible. Secondly, the 
desire for “statehood” is even more vital in many countries. In many countries, the so-called 
“traditional authoritarianism” has emerged and strengthened, i.e., a regime in which a weak 
government seeks society’s agreement with the existing order by creating certain laws and 
principles (quite often, this works even against the wishes of society). This aspect is related 
to the need to support a particular political course. However, even traditional societies cannot 
avoid changes. Thus, the famous futurologist Francis Fukuyama, analyzing the future of such 
countries as Libya, Turkey, Brazil, Tunisia, and Egypt, writes: “The survival of the political 
systems of all these countries will depend critically on the degree to which they can adapt 
to new social landscape created by economic growth” (Fukuyama, 2014: 6). In our opinion, 
he is talking about both the economic and political consequences of globalization, which 
inevitably determine the fate of the political systems of many almost all the national states.
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Active citizenship concept through the lens  
of the global / national contradictions

As we can see, the impact of globalization on society is mediated by civil society, and in 
the prism of research optics, theoretical problems related to active citizenship rightly arise. 
In a philosophical sense, a developed civil society as a complete, legal form of morally 
determined life is almost the ideal product of the history of civilization. We see that human 
rights in a civilized society gradually move from the sphere of law to the sphere of ethics 
and become a factor affecting morality. Therefore, active citizenship becomes necessary to 
develop a new quality of social life, and its adequacy to the spirit of the times. This concept 
contains the full range of civil and socio-cultural qualities of an individual. A natural question 
arises about how active citizenship is transformed in the past and modern globalization era. 
And if they are different, what transformation trends can we distinguish right now?

First, let’s turn to the normative definition of the basic concept and note that the European 
Commission understands active citizenship as follows: “Active citizenship is an umbrella 
term for the acquisition and exercise of rights for civic and political participation. As such, it 
includes citizenship and residence, membership in (political) organisations, voting, running 
for office, volunteering or participation in political protest” (European Commission, 2022). 

Let’s remember that the most common form of an individual’s social status is the place 
of work and activity. But work itself creates a personality. At the same time, in practice, 
the nature of a person’s activity can be formal, ideal, optional, opportunistic, etc. This 
question is the basis for a conversation about the role of an active citizen. According to 
this approach, it turns out that a citizen’s most important social status is the economic role. 
This role is manifested in certain actions and attitudes performed by a person in accordance 
with the spirit of the times. A truly active citizen at every level of life is the bearer of one’s 
economic role in society. One can conduct it unconsciously or consciously and speak and 
act accordingly. All this is quite complicated, but we are discussing not violating the laws 
regulating the economy. And although the bearer of any socio-economic situation is always 
an individual, no one can be it arbitrarily. Therefore, economic liberalization is the first trend 
in the transformation of active citizenship.

The second feature that determines changes in active citizenship is political pluralism. 
Here, citizenship is not only a theoretical concept but also has symbolic, affective, and 
moral dimensions: “Academics for their part have reflected this growing political interest 
by rediscovering citizenship as a theoretical concept, going well beyond its formal legal 
meaning into discussions about its symbolic, affective and moral dimensions: citizenship 
as membership or belonging; citizenship as participation or duty” (Favell, 2010: 173). 
Therefore, citizenship is not only a formal legal status; it belongs to a community, active 
participation in its life, and fulfilling a duty to the community, for example, defending the 
state against aggression.

A person is influenced by the social system in which he lives and works, and if a tough, 
indomitable person comes to power, it is not difficult to imagine who will then come to the 
forefront of life. These are adaptations, unable to defend either their interests or social rights. 
Therefore, we cannot unequivocally call them citizens due to personal interest, will, faith, 
personal creative attitude to life, etc. On the other hand, an active citizen who has a formed 
system of values   and usual rules of life is very useful for society. But working normally in a 
new place was enough to become an expert in the chosen field of activity. For this, it is still 
necessary to learn to bear social responsibility. 
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It follows from this that an active citizen is a minority, which in some forms of the state 
should be provided with rights corresponding to the conditions of such a regime. On the one 
hand, an active citizen is, first of all, an individual with a job, a salary and a financial situation 
capable of ensuring the realization of his goal – to be useful to society and defend his rights. 
On the other hand, an active citizen is an active person who manages to convince himself that 
he can do anything if he clearly adheres to one’s values and attitudes, takes into account the 
interests of others, and fulfills one’s obligations to oneself. As active citizens become part of 
the ruling class, their scope of freedom increases.

We solidarize with Alejandro Roberto Alba-Meraz’s approach: “Citizenship as a complex 
phenomenon on admits the presence of a deep global logic in identity processes – besides the 
meanings generated by transnational and imaginative political practices” (Alba-Meraz, 2018: 
24). Indeed, active citizenship not only recognizes the presence of global logic but in many 
ways shapes it. The identity is born of meanings that are translated by international economic 
and national political practices.

Active citizens control the basis of the activity of the modern state. In these conditions, 
the control function of the institution of citizenship becomes extremely important for the 
stable existence of political regimes and for achieving political stability. But this is only 
one aspect of the problem arising from the state’s and citizens’ political interaction. In this 
context, like any expansion of the limits of human freedom, globalization inevitably turns 
society into a hyperdynamic system that lives according to its own laws. 

But the very fact of the existence of “partial globalization” already gives a person a wide 
choice. In the end, activities aimed at expanding its powers and obtaining the greatest benefit 
from possessing those resources controlled by its subject are outside the sphere of control 
of institutional, ideological, historical, and other regulators. An active citizen under the 
conditions of globalization is forced to rely only on oneself since public authority, legislation, 
different social norms, and the nation-state organization prevent him from acting freely as the 
“sovereign” of his life. In this context, Per Gustafson notes: “The nation-state is at the same 
time too small and too big: too small as its political power and legitimacy are undermined 
by global economic forces, and as increasing human mobility reduces the importance of 
national belonging and national identification; too big as it cannot adequately represent the 
ethnic, cultural and regional diversity often present within national boundaries” (Gustafson, 
2002: 463).

In general terms, the values of a globalized society can be formulated as follows: 
freedom, justice, equality, and human dignity, non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
countries and peoples, free exchange of capital and information. In addition, globalization 
assumes that its primary goal is the preservation and development of the diversity of human 
culture. But at the same time, with this goal in globalization, the development of a single 
“civilizational platform” is underway. This does not mean that globalization should become a 
means of ideological construction of national history. Instead, it is a cultural task to be solved 
jointly with other cultures in general. Globalization will inevitably affect the economic and 
demographic aspects of national life. And at the same time, many aspects of national life 
will not be able to be controlled entirely or successfully. They will rather be directed against 
the trends of globalization. The role of active citizenship in this process cannot be assigned 
to governments or parliaments, depending on the size of the contribution of these states to 
the development of the globalized world. But the participation of active citizens in these 
processes is not possible in the whole without the involvement of the state authorities. On 
the one hand, state power is already used in a familiar territory, where national structures are 
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equal. On the other hand, this management, which coordinates processes of a global nature, 
must be supplemented by state control over them.

It follows that another trend in the transformation of active citizenship is the growing 
role of the state in global processes. All international organizations and institutions are 
coordinated and controlled within the framework of state constitutions, the governmental 
role becomes more essential, and the development of democracy and freedom becomes 
more and more relevant. In addition, an active citizen participates in economic exchange, 
which in itself is a component of globalization. This is manifested in the growth of the 
country’s financial resources, as well as in the expansion of consumption, the growth of 
production, and the improvement of the quality of life.

In our opinion, two different approaches to the problem of protecting freedom should 
not be confused: human freedom and freedom of citizens. In the first case, we are talking 
about the system of state institutions and individuals who are responsible for observing 
the agreement and implementing its terms. The second refers to a highly organized set of 
political and social institutions which can relate to one’s territory and way of life. The real 
difference between these two positions is that, according to the first approach, freedom is 
achieved by agreement between all people. In the second case, freedom is achieved due 
to the delegation of political power in a hierarchical or another way. Therefore, we are in 
solidarity with Per Gustafson’s opinion that is: “The real as well as symbolic importance of 
national citizenship today may differ very much between countries, depending on past and 
present migration, policies of naturalisation, rights and obligations associated with national 
citizenship, notions of national culture, and geopolitical situation” (Gustafson, 2002: 478).

These ideas give the grounds for distinguishing two levels of transformation of active 
citizenship in the era of globalization. The first one is interiorization, and the second is 
exteriorization. The goal achieved at the first level is, on the one hand, ensuring each 
person’s personal freedom; on the other hand, establishing such an order in society under 
which it can function and perform its functions without interfering with other people’s 
lives. At the second level, the social action of active citizens is mediated by political, 
social, and economic necessity. However, political and economic necessity makes political 
problems and solving economic contradictions necessary for citizens and society. From the 
standpoint of social philosophy, there is a direct parallel between norms and regulation. 
This does not mean that they are completely identical and that social control is the same 
social sign. Norms enabling social control are not the same as norms ensuring it. First of 
all, concepts express attitudes toward other people. Therefore, active citizenship is not only 
a social connection of people but also a way of existence characteristic of any civilized 
human community.

Conclusions

Having considered the trends of transformation of the phenomenon of active citizenship 
under the influence of globalization, it is shown that active citizenship becomes necessary to 
develop a new quality of social life and its adequacy to the spirit of the times. In the conditions 
of political pluralism, active citizenship is not only an intuitive status: it is belonging to a 
community, active participation in its life, and fulfilling a duty to the community, for example, 
in the matter of defense against military aggression.

Although an active citizen is a minority in society, active citizenship not only recognizes 
the presence of a global logic but, in many ways, shapes it because identity is born from 
meanings broadcasted by international economic and national political practices. An active 
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citizen under the conditions of globalization is forced to rely only on oneself since public 
authority, legislation, other social norms, and the organization of society prevent him from 
acting freely as a “sovereign” of his life. Participation of active citizens in these processes is 
not possible to the full extent without the involvement of state power. Therefore, one of the 
key trends in the transformation of active citizenship is the growth of the role of the state in 
processes of a global nature.

In our opinion, two different approaches to the problem of protecting freedom should not 
be confused: human freedom and freedom of citizens. In the first case, we are talking about 
the system of state institutions and individuals responsible for observing the agreement and 
implementing its terms. The second refers to a complexly organized set of political and social 
institutions that can relate to one’s territory and way of life.

Therefore, we identified two levels of active citizenship transformation in the globalization 
era. The first is interiorization (directed inward), and the second is exteriorization (directed 
outward). The goal achieved at the first level is, on the one hand, ensuring each person’s 
personal freedom; on the other hand, establishing such an order in society under which it 
can function and perform its functions without interfering with other people’s lives. At the 
second level, the social action of active citizens is mediated by political, social, and economic 
necessity.

In our opinion, active citizenship is a mechanism for preserving human freedom in 
conditions of economic inequality and specialization in the realities of globalization. In 
a more general form, globalization is a way of overcoming large countries’ institutional 
alienation. It is called the “Western way of life” or liberalization. Although Western society 
also acts as an instrument for protecting human freedom, it is still different from the most 
organized part of society, the traditional East.
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