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The reasons for persistence of authoritarianism in contemporary Ukrainian society, special 
features of its impact on the values of tolerance are studying. The factors of pressure of 
authoritarian consciousness on culture of tolerance are analyzing. 

 Keywords: authoritarianism, consciousness, politics, tolerance, intolerance. 
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The article deals with the phenomenon of national identity, and analyzes its role in the 

formation of a new post-Soviet space. 
Keywords: identification, national identity, the post-Soviet space, supranational entity. 
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