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Purpose. This article aims to analyse the ways of free communicative solution of civil society problems as a ba-
sis for the development of deliberative democracy on the example of the activities of volunteer organisations. Theo-
retical basis. The conceptual basis of the study is Immanuel Kant’s philosophical understanding of individual obli-
gations as the basis for the institutionalisation of social communication. This concept is developed by Jurgen Ha-
bermas in the direction of deliberative democracy. Max Weber, Quentin Skinner, and other theorists give a special
status to language communication in the functioning of social institutions. Contemporary Ukrainian researchers ana-
lyse the volunteer movement as the basis for the communicative implementation of human freedom. Originality.
Practices of political performance in society contribute to the specific and contextual solution of the tasks of com-
munication theory and provide answers to questions about sustainable human needs, on the one hand, and, on the
other hand, contribute to solving the political problems of everyday life. Grassroots socio-political movements, and
especially volunteer movements, practice free discussion of various social problems, which is the basis of the delib-
erative democracy. Conclusions. Overcoming value differences between members of society is more effective in
deliberative practices as the core of social communication in a democratic society. The substantive way to find new
forms of communication is to use deliberative practices of implementing freedom to improve the functioning of so-
cial institutions. The formal way is aimed at attracting the experience of volunteer organisations in using the mini-
mum necessary forms of bureaucratisation of social institutions in a democratic society.

Keywords: human freedom; political communication; deliberative democracy; volunteer organisations; social in-
stitutions

Introduction

The classics of modern political theory recognise the communicative nature of man as the
natural basis of democracy, and democracy itself, with all its partial shortcomings, is seen as the
most adequate political form of meeting the needs of the communicative nature of man (Pateman
& Smith, 2019). Thus, the question of the success of democracy’s political practices receives its
philosophical and anthropological justification, focused not on technocratic solutions to social
problems, but on their humanistic analysis (M. I. Boichenko, 2021).

Immanuel Kant (1788) called for a public justification of institutional forms of democracy
and outlined in his philosophy the distinction between the formal and substantive sides of the
motivation for political commitment. The formal side represents a categorical imperative for an
individual, and public law for society. In the communicative philosophy of Karl-Otto Apel and
Jurgen Habermas, both the formal and substantive aspects of motivating people to fulfil their ob-
ligations are rethought. Both provide a philosophical and anthropological justification for this
pragmatic situation: Apel (1988) — in the line of transcendental pragmatics, which sets the limits
of meaningfulness of human communication, and Habermas — in the mode of "historical a pri-
ori", revealing the fundamental grounds of procedural possibilities of using reason. The funda-
mental plurality of practical embodiments of reason is that anthropological basis on which Ha-
bermas (1992) studies communication: "a worldview in which the particular is immediately en-
meshed with the particular, one is mirrored in the other” (p. 118). Habermas is referring here not
only to different individuals, but also to different social practices that can not only coexist within
the same worldview, but are based on very different and possibly very contradictory values.
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The Ukrainian researcher Maria Zakharchenko (2014) has already analysed the evolution of
philosophical arguments used by philosophers to justify the deliberative nature of modern de-
mocracy. The Ukrainian philosopher Denys Kiryukhin (2020) has studied how these philoso-
phers used the theory of deliberative democracy to explain and resolve situations of disagree-
ment in order to reach consensus. The Ukrainian philosopher Natalia Fialko (2022) analysed the
importance of deliberation for the legitimation of social institutions.

However, these authors did not show the essential connection between the communicative
dimension of human freedom and deliberative democracy.

Purpose

The purpose of this article is to analyse, on the example of the activities of volunteer organi-
sations, the ways of free communicative solution of civil society problems as a basis for the de-
velopment of deliberative democracy.

Statement of basic materials

Formalisation of deliberative procedures in communicative philosophy

First of all, the founders of communicative philosophy emphasise the much more formal na-
ture of the correctness of following the procedure for reaching consensus, compared to Kant’s
philosophy, and, accordingly, they often consider it not only conditionally independent of the
ethical views of an individual (Apel), but also institutionally independent (Habermas).

In the former case, an individual must submit to a rationally justified and jointly agreed deci-
sion, even if he or she is not satisfied with it in some way, provided that he or she has participat-
ed fully in the discussion and has not found or proposed a better alternative. Here, Apel puts
forward a somewhat idealised demand that all basic institutional norms should be tested in such
an open discourse — all of them without exception. This is an attempt to carry out a communica-
tive restructuring of all social institutions. Even if this does not happen immediately and not in
everything, it is worthwhile to base their functioning on the decisions made by an ideal commu-
nicative community (Apel, 1988). Thus, Apel, on the basis of communicative theory, seeks to
apply all the foundations of Kant’s idea of the fulfilment of individual obligations.

In the second case, individual citizens find themselves more and more distanced from the
functioning of the main formal institutions of society, which Habermas defines as money and
administrative power — what constitutes the basis of systemic integration of society. Citizens are
left with only the possibility of influencing social integrations that grow on the basis of social
solidarity. It is to the study of such solidarity and the possibility of institutionalising its commu-
nicative practices that Habermas devotes his main works.

The normative implications are obvious: the integrative force of solidari-
ty, which can no longer be drawn solely from sources of communicative
action, should develop through widely expanded autonomous public

spheres as well as through legally institutionalized procedures of demo-
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cratic deliberation and decision making and gain sufficient strength to
hold its own against the other two social forces — money and administra-
tive power. (Habermas, 1998, p. 249)

What are these "widely expanded autonomous public spheres™ in which, according to Haber-
mas, changes should take place simultaneously with "legally institutionalized procedures of
democratic deliberation and decision-making™"? These are the spheres of collective and commu-
nicative implementation of freedom, in contrast to liberal ideas about its individual implementa-
tion. Here, too, a certain minimum and specific level of formalisation of communication is re-
quired.

The problem of freedom in the modern theory of deliberative democracy

The British researcher Marit Hammond (2019) draws attention to the significant conceptual
influence of the critical theory of the Frankfurt School of Social Research on the emergence of
the concept of deliberative democracy (it is not a coincidence that one of the key representatives
of this concept is Jirgen Habermas), but at the same time notes the opposite influence of this
concept on the development of the Frankfurt School itself, which rethinks "the necessity for crit-
ical activism to be emancipatory in way that is enabling rather than imposing, and inclusive ra-
ther than 'enlightened™. From this point of view, Hammond proposes to consider the very con-
cept of deliberative democracy in its communicative embodiment as a democratic critical prac-
tice — first of all, self-critical, reflective and inclusive, open to constant change.

Thus, turning to the classic theme of personal emancipation in critical theory opens the way
to rethinking the problems of freedom in the context of communicative possibilities for ensuring
the freedom of citizens in a deliberative democracy.

These ideas are confirmed by researchers of contemporary political communication practices:
in an interview with Selen A. Ercan, the German political scientist André Béchtiger testifies that
not only the role of the concept of deliberative democracy is growing in modern democracy theo-
ry, but also the importance of "deliberative practice within and beyond parliaments" is increasing
in political communication itself, and the concept of deliberativeness can be used to both pro-
mote political populism and oppose it (Ercan & Bé&chtiger, 2019, p. 97).

Indeed, freedom in its political dimension implies both possibilities — the use of freedom for
the public good and for its detriment. Freedom alone is neither a panacea, nor deliberateness.
Only their combination provides better opportunities for a common position to gradually prevail
in a free discourse, and for negotiations not to turn into a dictatorship of a stronger minority over
a weaker majority.

The fewer obstacles to negotiations, the more free they are, the more likely it is that every
point of view will be taken into account and the voice of the less wealthy, powerful and knowl-
edgeable will not be ignored (Ercan & Dryzek, 2015). And vice versa: the more we trust negotia-
tions, the more we tend to be inclusive, respectful of the individual, his or her rights and free-
doms — because only a free person can fully express his or her cognitive, value and volitional
potential in a discourse.

The British political scientist Jonathan Benson (2019) emphasises the political power of lan-
guage, which is best implemented in discourse, because "deliberative democracy gives a privi-
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leged position to linguistic communication and therefore excludes tacit forms of knowledge
which cannot be expressed propositionally” (p. 76). This researcher emphasises the need to de-
fend the autonomy of the political from the encroachments of the market, and recommends op-
posing the tacit pressure of material interests with the power of trust in testimony.

Indeed, it is difficult to overestimate the importance of honesty of all participants in political
communication, but the issue here should also be broader — political responsibility for false tes-
timony. This aspect was once studied by the German sociologist, philosopher and political theo-
rist Max Weber (1926). However, it seems no less appropriate to complement the concept of
honest testimony in the concept of deliberative democracy with the doctrine of the importance of
eloquence for successful political communication, which was studied by the British political phi-
losopher Quentin Skinner (2018) on the example of early Renaissance democracies.

All of these expectations of free forms of communication, as opposed to administrative and
strictly regulated forms of communication, are most easily seen in the volunteer movement and
its organisations.

Implementation of communicative freedom in the activities of volunteer organisations

On the one hand, many features of the volunteer movement can be easily observed in the ac-
tivities of most youth organisations (R. G. Drapushko & N. A. Drapushko, 2022; Gorinov &
R. Drapushko, 2022b). In Ukraine, even within the activities of the relevant Ministry, a signifi-
cant diversity of youth behaviour is recognised:

Youth policy is characterized by diversity, which covers various spheres
of society’s life and is within the competence of the Ministry of Youth
and Sports of Ukraine, which determines its relationship to politics, tak-
ing into account certain strategies, directions, priorities that are responsi-
ble for its implementation. (Gorinov & R. Drapushko, 20223, p. 166)

On the other hand, it is in volunteer organisations that new forms of communication are often
born, and in any case, it is here that they receive the best conditions for their free development
(Mliuk, 2023; Osadcha, 2022; Sokalska, 2019). In times of war, it is volunteer movements that
prove to be the most flexible, both in revealing multiple identities (Shevchenko & Fialko, 2022),
when a person volunteers in parallel with work or study, and in applying them to extremely
complex tasks, including rescuing the wounded (N. M. Boichenko & Fialko, 2023).

Volunteer organisations have minimal membership requirements and therefore give free rein
to both personal and communicative freedom.

Originality

The study of the activities of volunteer organisations leads from the development of a general
concept of communication to field research of specific practices of political performance in soci-
ety, which is a contextual solution to everyday political problems and a pragmatic response to
persistent human demands. Deliberative democracy manifests itself not so much in political de-
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bates and the search for coalition agreements between political parties as in grassroots social and
political movements that freely discuss acute social problems. The most promising of these
movements is the volunteer movement.

Conclusions

Deliberative practices as the core of social communication can help communication partici-
pants gradually but steadily overcome any value differences. The search for new deliberative
forms of communication has two main ways: substantive and formal. The substantive way is to
use deliberative practices of exercising freedom to transform existing social institutions in socie-
ty in the direction of their greater communicative efficiency. The formal way is to use the exam-
ple of volunteer organisations to identify and engage the minimum necessary formal parameters
that can be applied to most social institutions in a democratic society.
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KomynikaTuBHUH BUMip ¢BOOOAH JIIOAUHY 32 Je/1i0epaTHBHOI AeMOKpATIl

Meta. V miif ctaTTi nependadeHo MpoaHalli3yBaTH CITIOCOOW BiTbHOTO KOMYHIKaTHBHOTO BHPIIICHHS MPoOIeM
TPOMASTHCBKOTO CYCIIBCTBA SIK OCHOBH PO3BUTKY JemiOepaTWBHOI JeMOKpaTii Ha TPHUKIAL JiSUTBHOCTI
BOJIOHTEpChKHX opraHizamiil. Teoperuunuii 6a3uc. KoHIENTyalsHOIO OCHOBOIO JOCHIIKEHHS € (imocodcrke
po3yminust IMmanyinom Kantom 3000B’s13aHb 0COOMCTOCTI SIK OCHOBH IHCTUTYasi3aMii coniaibHOT KoMyHikarii. Lo
KoHLenuito po3suBae IOpren ["abepmac y Hanpsimi nenibepatuBHOi aeMokparii. Makc Bebep, Ksenrin Ckinep Ta
IHIII TEOPETUKH Ha/JAl0Th OCOOJMBOrO CTaTycy MOBHIM KOMyHiKauii y (yHKI[IOHYBaHHI COIL[iaJJbHUX IHCTHTYTIB.
CyuacHi yKpaiHCBKI JOCITIIHMKHM aHaJi3ylOThb BOJIOHTEPCHKHH PyX SK OCHOBY KOMYHIKQTHBHOI IMIUIEMEHTAIlil
JMOIMHOI0 cBo€i cBoOOoan. HaykoBa HoBu3Ha. [IpakTuky mojiTh4HOro nmeppopMaHcy B CYCHUIBCTBI CIPHSIOTH
KOHKPETHOMY 1 KOHTEKCTYaJlbHOMY BHPIIICHHIO 3aBJIaHb TEOPii KOMYHIKAIli i HAJArOTh BIJAMOBIJAI HA 3alHUTaHHS
IIOZ0 CTIHKWX 3alHTIB JIIOAWHHU, 3 OTHOTO OOKYy, a 3 IHIIOTO — CIPHSAIOTH PO3B’SI3aHHIO TOJITHYHHUX 3aBIaHb
MoBCAKIeHH. HU30Bi1 COIiaIbHO-TIOMITHYHI PyXH, i 0COOIHBO — BOJIOHTEPCHKI, IIPAKTHKYIOTH BiIbHE 0OrOBOPEHHS
pO3MaiTHX CYCHIIBHHX MNpoOJieM, IO CKIaJae OCHOBY jelibepatuBHOi aeMmokpatii. BucHoBku. IlomonanHs
HiHHICHAX PO301KHOCTEH MiXK WJICHaMH COLIyMY BiOyBaeThcs OUTBII e()eKTUBHO B AETMiOCPAaTUBHUX MPAKTHKAX K
SIIPi coLiabHOT KOMYHIKAMIi B AEMOKPAaTHYHOMY CYCIIUITBCTBI. 3MiCTOBHHH NUIAX MOMIYKY HOBHX (POpPM KOMYHIKaIIi1
MOJISITa€ Y BUKOPHCTaHHI AeNiOepaTHBHUX MPAKTUK IMITIEMEHTAIl cBOOOIN LTS BAOCKOHAJICHHSA (YHKIIOHYBaHHSI
couianbHUX 1HCTUTYTIB. DOopMaTbHUN LLISAX CHPSAMOBAHWI Ha 3aJy4eHHs JIOCBiYy BOJIOHTEPCHKUX OpraHizaii y
BUKOPHCTaHHI MiHIMaJIbHO HeoOXinHUX (GopMm OropokpartH3alii podOTH COLiaNbHUX IHCTUTYTIB Y IEMOKPATHYHOMY
CYCITIBCTBI.

Kniouosi cnosa: cobojma JIONMHM; TOJITHYHA KOMYHIKallis; aeiibepaTMBHA JEMOKpaTisi; BOJOHTEPCHKI
oprasisailii; couianbHi IHCTUTYTH
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