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Abstract
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INTRODUCTION

As a result of elections in the United States and Ukraine, in which there
was a rise to power of political populists, there was a complex and extremely
ambiguous problem. Namely, how to explain the victories of showman politicians
in extremely difficult and competitive elections. The answer to this problem can
help shed light on what tectonic shifts are taking place in societies at the present
stage. The process of selecting leaders must promote democracy so that
everything goes well (Pandiangan 2018). Democracy can be implemented with its
cause in a state society that will produce a satisfied society. The involvement of
voter behavior is strongly influenced by the atmosphere of existing political life.
The politics of democracy and sosio-cultural life with its growth and deveploment
(Fauzi 2019).

This study expands the knowledge of the contemporary political and
cultural landscape of Ukraine and the United States by examining the extent to
which protest moods, namely the reflection of economic anxieties and uncertainty
about the future, as well as the thirst for justice, become a source of desire for
radical change. So that it gives birth to participants who work together in
achieving leaders who meet the needs of the state (Praveen 2020). This leads to
such a phenomenon, when the party "Servant of the people” is absent, and the
rating present. We emphasize that the problem of winning by unexpected
candidates from the world of show business gives additional complexity to the
impossibility of using standard methods of explanation, so we should use another
methodology.

In the framework of this study, we rely on a sample of a survey of citizens
of Ukraine in Cherkasy, conducted shortly after the elections in the summer of
2019, which covered the question of choosing a vote in favor of V. Zelensky. As a
result, we can take a closer look at how and in which way, along with other
factors, economic uncertainty signals a real voting choice. In addition, while other
sources of quantitative data after the election included limited measures reflecting
opinion more about other political forces, our questions focused only on
Zelensky's electorate. As our data also contains details in relation to gender issues,
immigrants, and economic discontent, we are better able to distinguish between

some of the independent consequences that lead to political change.
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Structurally, this work consists of several sections. Introduction, where we

briefly reveal the essence of the problem. In the second section we have methods,
in which there is a description of the logic of building a survey. Then we logically
follow the results, in which the statistics of the answers are revealed. The novelty,
in the discussion section, we will answer the question of why voters are so ready
to believe the man from the TV screen, who has not yet shown himself in politics.
The last section we have conclusions, which will generalize the results. This is
also related to population growth in 4.0, which brings participants to think about

their future.

METHOD

According to the generally accepted theory of elections, the behavior of
the voter in any country can be predicted by having information about his/her
eight main characteristics (Mucciaroni 1992; Norris and Inglehart 2019):
a. age
b. sex

financial position

a o

marital status
education
point of view on topical political problems,

assessment of the current state of affairs in the country

o Q —Hh o

assessment of the current government.

We proceeded from the fact that it is necessary to supplement this data
with questions about the attitude to the family and marriage, as well as purely
economic issues. Also, it was important for us to find out how long their memory
is. Therefore after standard questions there was a qualitative interview that would
define more precisely a vital picture of V. Zelensky’s voter. The aim of the
empirical study was to identify the motives for voting for Zelensky. It could be
that the leadership model is seen from the context of the speech text. Second, why
this speech text can be produced can be seen from its cognition and social context
(Chakim 2018, Farida, Indah 2018).
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Data collection was carried out using a combination of quantitative and
qualitative methods. In the first case, a questionnaire (100 questionnaires) was
used, in which people who had reached the voting age and voted for Zelensky and
his party in the elections participated, followed by an in-depth interview. In order
to capture the many views of voters on the social and economic causes of voting
in a major city of Ukraine, a qualitative study design with semi-structured
interviews was used.

Technically, a qualitative research interview is semi-structured, since it is
not a free conversation, but it is not a highly structured questionnaire either. It
follows a set pattern, focuses on specific topics, and may include specific
recommended questions (Kvale 2006). To ensure the representativeness of the
sample, the study participants were recruited from different districts of the city of
Cherkasy. A total of 100 interviews were conducted: 59 of them with women aged
18 to 47 years, the average age of the study participants is 32.7 years and 41
interviews with men aged 41 to 56 years, the average age of the study participants
is 49.8 years. Selection criteria: people who have reached the voting age and voted
in the elections for Zelensky and his party. Participants expect from Zelensky and
D Trump for an agreement related to responsibilities and obligations as leaders of
the country (Dzikirrullah 2018).

To obtain complete and in-depth descriptions of the different views of the
study participants, qualitative content analysis was chosen as an analytical
method. Qualitative content analysis aims to identify the content and messages in
texts, a process that involves multiple readings of the text and identifying
elements of meanings or episodes according to the objectives of the study. The
meaning elements and episodes were compressed and further reduced to codes,
which were finally grouped into categories and subcategories based on similarities
in the content said in the interview (Finfgeld-Connett 2014). Time and
geographical scope of sociological research: August 2019 Cherkassy.

Our sample allows us to draw certain conclusions, since it is assumed to be
homogeneous. As classic sociology states, a conclusion about the state of health
can be made by a few drops of blood analyzed in a laboratory. This method is
based on the assumption that the circulating blood is always well mixed and each
drop carries the same information. This is exactly the logic we had when forming

the sample. We limited the respondents to residents of Cherkashchenya, which
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allowed us to summarize faster, for less cost and within shorter time than with
other inputs. The presence of support from each of these Presidential candidates
was motivated by the proximity of members and regional similarities (Setiawan
dan Khotimah 2018).

According to the theory, sample surveys have a wider scope and provide a
greater opportunity to obtain information of a very diverse nature. Therefore, a
sample survey can provide more reliable information than a corresponding full
survey. On the other hand, if accurate information about small groups in the
original population is desired, the sample size required may be so large that a
complete census is preferable.

Major figures of classical sociology of the twentieth century note that
sample research can be conditionally divided into two types: descriptive and
analytical. The purpose of a descriptive survey is simply to obtain information
about some large groups, such as the number of men, women, and children who,
for example, watch a particular television program. The analytical one compares
the various subgroups of a population in order to establish whether there are
differences between them that would allow us to construct or test hypotheses
about the nature of the forces acting in a given population, so we have more
analytical than descriptive. At the same time, the main thing is that the population
from which the selection is made (the surveyed population) coincides with the
population about which we want to collect information (the studied population).

At the same time, we note that the results of sample surveys are always
somewhat uncertain. This happens because only a part of the entire population is
examined and measurements are made with acceptable errors. For samples of the
size that is usually found in practice, there is often every reason to believe that the
sample estimates have an approximately normal distribution. For normally
distributed estimates, the frequency distribution is fully known if the mean and

standard deviation (or variance) are known.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSSION
The first thing we have established is that the priorities and attitudes of the
electorate of V. Zelenskyare connected with the modern egalitarian model of

justice based on:



430 | The Journal of Society and Media 4(2)

a. fair, proportional division of responsibilities between the bodies of the
institutions of power (87 %);

b. interchangeability of politicians in solving social and economic
problems (76 %);

c. collective discussion of the main problems and joint adoption of
important decisions for the state (87 %);

d. equal contribution to the replenishment of the state budget (56 %) and
its order (63 %).

Table 1
Distribution Of Respondents' Answers To The Question
“Who In The State Should Perform Certain Roles And Responsibilities?”, %

Family roles, responsibilities, Local

No functions State % authority % Shared, %
1  Defense - 24 76

2 Minor repairs 1 88- 11

3 Replenishment of the state budget 41 3 56

4 Disposal of the state budget 17 18 65

5  Bringing back the territory 88 1 11

6  Taking care of refugees - - 100

Secondly, among the electorate of V. Zelensky, attitudes to creative,
constructive family values that contribute to the achievement of universal values,
as well as those values of the family, which in this culture are considered

generally accepted, prevail:

the love of spouses (78 %);
love for children (99 %);
mutual understanding (100 %);
loyalty (78 %);

responsibility (64 %);

o o

a o

@

f. good and warm relations of relatives (34 %);

g. family comfort (89 %).
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Table 2

Distribution Of Respondents’ Answers Regarding Family Values, %

Ne Variant of answers _the Degree of %

n/n importance of

1 Childbearing 1 14%

5 Value qf health and healthy lifestyle of 5 13%
the family

3 E)%lslng children in an atmosphere of 3 1206

4 Love and understanding between spouses 4 11%

5 The \_/alqe of intra family 5 11%
communications

6 Support the life of family members 6 10%

7 \(alues availability of relatives (brothers, 7 10%
sisters)

8 Many children 8 9%

9 Value of equality of spouses 9 6%

10 Family based on legal marriage 10 4%

Thirdly, among the supporters of V. Zelensky there is a lack of knowledge
about the powers of state officials and political culture, which creates
contradictions in political orientations, reflecting the contradictions between
knowledge and behavioral attitudes. Thus, the knowledge in the issues of the
separation of power of the Cabinet of Ministers and the office of the President is
shallow or absent, which indicates the demand and closer attention of specialists
to this problem. According to the results of the study, the problematic issues on
which the Zelensky's electorate is missing knowledge or this knowledge is
shallow are: budget awareness; issues of rights and obligations in public
administration; issues of constructive conflict resolution in public authorities and
others.

Fourth, the desire to build a career, to acquire financial independence and
independence, uncertainty about the future affect the choice for V. Zelensky.
Thus, 56 % of respondents noted that the optimal candidate for a politician is
someone who is young, successful, recognizable and has never been in politics.

Further after this question there was a qualitative interview. A common

reason for choosing to vote for V. Zelensokgo, both for men and women, is the
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economic failure of the authorities, their inability to provide material support for
the citizen. The transformation period and the economic crisis have exacerbated
this problem for men now aged 50 and over, as they received vocational education
and first work experience in the specialty during the Soviet Union era, then many
were unable to adapt to the new conditions and as a result do not have a
permanent job and stable earnings. Study participants from among men over the
age of 50 often pointed out this problem.

“We have always lived hard. Socially, we have changed the
relationship between generations of people. The world has changed,
and adults have remained with their concepts, we began to live in an
era of change. The changes are very strong, terrible, very unpleasant.
Many people did not survive in this situation”.

“After the collapse of the USSR, when the factories and plants in
Cherkasy collapsed, a lot of young people, skilled workers who
worked there, were left without work. Many have not been able to
settle well, now where are they? Trade in the market or wash
dishes”.

“We have no crisis because there is no crisis anywhere in the world,
we have uncertainty. Mess in the economy. The economic crisis is
when there is production, when there is commodity and material
values, but when something does not go. We have nothing. Cherkasy
used to be an industrial city. | worked in a factory, it's a textile
factory. What did they do with such a powerful plant - put a trading
house”.

The understanding of responsibility and conscious choice for V. Zelensky
was noted by the data on their life goals: voters associate their future with
children, aim to raise and provide financially for their children without forced
immigration, take care of grandchildren. Most of the study participants did not
mention personal achievements, personal growth goals, personal life structure,

career growth.
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“l want to raise my son, buy him a house and a car. My future is just
that, | don't think about anything else. I'm thinking of getting him
married, buying a house for him. I'll look after my grandchildren
myself”.

“The meaning of life is in children. The Kazakhs say if you have no
children, then the fate did not work out, you were left alone, and you
will die alone, and after the death of such a person did not leave
offspring”.

“l don't want to make a career. Only child. The most important thing
for me is to raise a child and that's all”.

“To a greater extent, | want to dedicate my life to the child. At this
time, all I have in mind is that my child will get an education and
create a family”.

Supporters of V. Zelensky do not want to go to immigration because they
fear that they will have to choose between family and work. That also speaks of
self-restraint in the realization of personal family well-being. As a result of

constant self-restraint, voters.

“The strongest deterrent is fear, neither money nor time. Fear in
general. | used to live with a sense that | was wrong. And if it's good
- I'm scared of it. Sometimes, it seems, it is better to let it be as it is. |
understand that a lot is imposed on me from my parents, | absorb
like a sponge everything from society, a lot is imposed on me from
my own wrong judgments. Fear is there, it needs to be analyzed and
killed”.

Many study participants expressed the opinion that they are not protected
socially, that working people do not need the state - no benefits, no compensation,
no public assistance, "there is at least some social support, to feel that you are a
citizen of this society and that there is support from the state for you." Thus,
especially those with lower levels of education and fewer skills continue to face
precarious employment, low wages and high levels of poverty. The results of our
study also showed that V. Zelenskiy’s voters are people with a low level of
education, who do not have professional education, do not have a stable job, and
earn through temporary part-time or casual earnings. Often, such employment is

not formalized by an employment contract, which leads to infringement of rights.
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“Now it has become more difficult to find a job, people are less
asking to make repairs. Accordingly, this affects me and my work.
Beats on pocket. We have to look for different part-time jobs”.

“Constantly thinking where to get money, where to earn money,
save money”.

On the basis of our survey, we can draw conclusions about country
features. For example, Trump made the main emphasis on domestic policy also
because there was a consolidation of the new conservative majority (Oliver and
Rahn 2016), which we cannot see in Ukraine. However, the common feature for
both the United States and Ukraine is not the properties of political cycles, but the
evolution of the composition of legislative bodies.

The 2016 - 2020 elections showed that the central voter was missing in
both countries (Kennedy et al. 2018; Pierson 2017). One of the side effects of the
President's broad electoral base in both Ukraine and the United States is that
voters are often very different ideologically even within the same social group.
The only thing they have in common is a protest vote (De la Torre 2017). Thus,
we can assume that such politicians as D. Trump and V. Zelensky can win only in
conditions of electoral fragmentation.

Voters of such a politician like to watch fascinating but pseudo-politics no
matter what awaits them (Hall, Goldstein, and Ingram 2016). The content and
meaning of political statements to voters are not very important, as they are
judged by changes on the ground. It is important for them to make their views
intelligible and a strong, unambiguous, sharp and distinct expression of the
political position. In most democratic countries, citizens vote voters have the
opportunity to vote them for several political offices (Fauzi 2018). A strategy is
needed by presidential candidates to attract public participation (Fauzi 2018).

The importance of this political element leads us to the conclusion that
under showman politicians, voters who are at the center of public policy are
clearly not the most benevolent people. It is on the basis of their views that state
priorities and the political agenda are formed, which makes the political line of
politicians unyielding.

At the same time, one should not lose contact with such a voter, at least
because he has a short memory, and therefore politicians of the populist era retain

the same style of behavior as they did during the election campaign. It is this
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practical consideration that can explain that the manners of D. Trump remain in
the White House, and V. Zelensky immediately conducts one electoral campaign
after another. This tactic consists in messages full of optimism and patriotism,
designed for a wide range of voters and able to give faith in themselves to any
member of the social grassroots. Including in politics, the existence of Political
Branding some of which were made in a positive jargon, but some are made with
negativity, the second aimed to create negative effects for political opponents
(Fauzi 2016).

The main motive for voters in Ukraine and the United States is economic
problems. If we take the classics of American social thought, namely the Radical
Right: A Problem for American Democracy Seymour Martin Lipset (Lipset
1955), he noted that the increased competition for good, sustainable jobs in an era
of shrinking middle class creates relentless pressure on the white working class,
which boldly begins to struggle with the violation of family norms and lower
wages. Only in 1955 were blacks a threat, and now it's nonwhites and non-
Christians (Whitehead, Perry, and Baker 2018), especially Mexicans and
Muslims. In Ukraine, the economic fears associated not so much with
immigration, but how much with the need to become immigrants themselves.

At the same time, we can fix the differences. Sociologists describe a
typical Trump follower as a white male who is typically engaged in manual labor
with hourly pay (Wang et al. 2017). One study found that Trump won the support
of 50 percent of voters who earn less than $50,000. But it's a fact: trump has very
often won in districts where, by all measures, the median income was at least $
72000, higher than the average than Clinton ($ 56,000) and higher than Sanders ($
61,000) (Hochschild 2016). This completely negates the theory that only social
outsiders vote for him.

In this case, the question arises: since he unites such different groups of
voters, what is the secret of such a politician? Maybe the secret to success is that
specifically Trump, behind his guise of a clown and a hypocrite, simultaneously
raises important questions? For example, should the federal government really
help everyone? Anyone? Firms or just people? Should modern white Americans
pay the price for racial discrimination of the 60s? Should they be strangers on

their own land?
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Major expert on Trump supporters Arlie Russell Hochschild argues that
we are witnessing a very broad reformatting of the Republican party, where angry
people have created within one party a group that will fiercely defend their
interests (Hochschild 2016). D. Trump for the voter is a Big Deal, or to put it in
scientific language, Trump offers himself as a personal messenger in the power of
his followers. Its electoral base is cross-social, i.e. one that is not characteristic of
a single social group. Just as fans of Kim Kardashian are among the rich and
among the poor, just as voters of D. Trump are among the rich and among the
poor.

That is why a TV star (in fact, there are a lot of people who came from the
screen to the world of American politics (for example, ex-senator Scott Brown)),
and a billionaire (the second case in the history of the United States), who says
clearly not the most expected things from Americans, became President. At the
same time, he has an abnormally high level of support among Americans. It was
candidate, who set records for the number of donations to campaign activities
among Republicans. This is especially surprising in light of the polls, according to
which his electorate is not inclined to give money to other people purely for
ideological reasons.

Some political scientists, such as, for example, a lecturer at Yale
University and at the same time a columnist for the New York Times, David
Brooks, argue that Trump's support is a direct consequence of economic decline,
especially among working-class white Americans (Brooks 2018). We believe that
this assumption is consistent with social reality, the essence of which will be
explained below.

Most illegal immigrants do not pay income taxes, resulting in billions in
deficits. The taxes that will be paid will go to the federal budget, not to the local
one. This is an important point, as the main funding for police, fire services,
schools and hospitals comes from local budgets. The problem of social
dependency is poorly understood by foreign commentators and well understood
by conservative residents of the South of the United States, whose interests are
expressed by D. Trump, trying to build a wall (Pettigrew 2017).

Among other things, the flow of illegal immigrants reduces wages in the
manufacturing and construction business. However, this does not have a positive

economic effect for the average American, since the fall in wages is good only for
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the export economy, but not for the US, which imports itself (Dixon, Johnson, and
Rimmer 2011).

The next social fact: illegal immigrants do not work on jobs, on which
Americans do not work. Under U.S. law, workers must adhere to the same wages
and labor laws. When cheap labor dominates the market, wages go down for
everyone regardless of nationality.

We should emphasize this factor. When wages fall, American workers and
the poorest suffer first, because the poverty gap increases precisely because of the
wage gap. This decline of the working class leads to the fact that people are
willing to vote for someone who will simply voice what they see on the ground
(Olney 2018).

The views of white workers are reflected in Trump's rhetoric, if you
carefully read his statements to voters, not to the press. This is where his first
message — the level of real production in the United States is not growing for 15
years. Hence the second message — according to Trump, the US government is
deceiving ordinary workers by allowing TNCs to earn on cheap China, and that is
why all senior staff of the presidential administration will have to sign a contract
according to which they will not be able to work in private companies for 5 years
from the moment of dismissal.

The next reason for Trump's popularity, the authors call people's anger at
the policies of the existing political liberal establishment, which rejects the
traditional way of life (Faber et al. 2017). If economic policy is a real threat to the
redistribution of resources among US social groups, the rejection of traditional
policies is a symbolic threat to “white American values”. This is a very important
point, as before for decades it was believed that white concerns about their status
is not important for politics in the United States, but clearly not now.

More than 150 years before, the white fear factor about their position did
not play a key role in elections. The last time was before the civil war. Lyndon
Jones's policies cannot be cited as an example, because there was no tendency for
whites to decline back then.

Such a shift in views according to socio-psychological theories of identity
and intergroup relations forces voters to support more conservative political

positions and will bring to the agenda with the rhetoric of such a politician as we
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see in D. Trump. Since he was the most active in words and actions towards
Muslims and illegal immigrants from Latin America (i.e. he considered the status
characteristics of people), then became especially attractive to all those who are
concerned about the decline of the position of whites in American society and
who often perceive "reverse discrimination” too painful.

Rhetoric with a ton of criticism and without political correctness makes D.
Trump a particularly attractive candidate for people who are uncertain about the
future.

If the strength of a leader's appeal lies in the need of those who have
reached out to him, then we also, following Arlie Russell Hochschild (Hochschild
2018), believe that one of the foundations of Trump's success is that he has
become the leader of these social groups.

Unlike D. Trump, V. Zelensky got a huge, free, unoccupied political niche
of ordinary people who are tired of political hysteria and confrontation. They as
well as D. Trump's electorate are cross-social i.e. such which are not characteristic
for any unique social group, or an explicit geographical location.

The most paradoxical thing is that within the framework of the vote, an
unprecedented alliance of electoral groups of moderate political views emerged
for Ukrainian politics. The process of social choice in which the voter has to make
a strange path in his head from rejection of the authorities to the decision to
support the actor, and for example, not to come to the polls, requires a separate
study.

One of the side effects of Zelensky's broad electoral base is that his voters
often differ very much ideologically and in many assessments of current issues do
not overlap. However, at the same time, each group of voters manages to see
something of their own in it and at the same time something not to see point-
blank.

Due to the fact that V. Zelensky was not perceived as a real candidate for a
long time, he avoided reputational attacks (Peisakhin and Rozenas 2018). As a
result, he had no alternative in the role of "non-politician”, also departed the
voices of all those who are tired of the rhetoric of Poroshenko, Tymoshenko and
all the fragments of the former party of regions and considers Zelensky as the

closest to himself of all the real candidates.
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This stage in the social development of Ukraine will lead to a complete

reset of the political system, which cannot be stated in the United States
(Wellman, Hyde, and Hall 2018). We can note that within the framework of
American political processes, the system of checks and balances, as well as a
higher level of institutional development, were able to prevent the development of
crisis trends. During the reign of V. Zelensky, the constitutional crisis came on the

first day.

CONCLUSION

The arrival of new forces is a reflection of the change in the structure of
productive forces in Ukraine. If in 2013 the society of Ukraine had a relatively
stable polarized structure and a clear geographical stratification, after 2013 came
fragmentation, which made the country an international donor of commodities and
human potential.

Such a society is no longer interested in the articulation of interests, which
can be called "representatives of the Maidan". The change in values has made
voters more concerned about poverty than corruption, personal development than
national interests, high prices and expensive tariffs rather than the complexity of
integration. The past agenda causes either apathy or rejection, thus the pattern of
voters has changed from an emphasis on program postulates to an emphasis on
purely personal qualities.

Thus, if policy in the U.S. - a process through which selective core current
president is determined by the relationship between the directions of expenditure
of the state in terms of existing resources, in Ukraine a new round of transition
from the soviet legacy to more modern forms of operation.

Also, if you follow this logic, the elections of 2016 in the United States
and 2019 in Ukraine — a milestone in social development, which will lay new

factors in the policy of countries, regardless of what happens next.
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