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ABSTRACT 

This article presents the civilizational basic principles of democracy in the 

modern world and the conceptual underpinnings of its application to public 

administration. In the context of different aspects, the role of the citizen in the 

development and institutionalization of democracy is presented. Special reference is 

made to the various theories of democracy and the peculiarities of democratization 

by states.  

In particular, all details and challenges for the creation of own democracy 

brand are described by using specific resources and opportunities.  

At the same time, the potential of young citizens to be valued in the future of 

knowledge-based society formation and civil society development is being valued. 
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In the modern world, man creates various civilizational values, systems of 

state administration, and concepts of coexistence of society. Aimed at ensuring the 

advancement of humanity, they have been evolving for many years, or have been 

expelled prematurely from the spheres of human life. Since ancient times (Ancient 

Greece and Ancient Rome), humanity has created democracy as a form of government 

aimed at improving state governance mechanisms and contributing to the interests 

of society. In our day, democracy has accumulated enormous development and 

practical experience in terms of research and public administration practice. There 
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are various theories of democracy and democratization that interpret the issues of 

state governance and the formation of a harmonious society in their own way. In 

international relations, states are actively campaigning and competing for a more 

democratic state. However, current political processes show that the struggle for 

democracy in many countries is more formal rather than its essence. Studying the 

general statistics of the states that have chosen the path of democratization seems 

to give the impression that democracy is in theoretical focus, and that our social and 

political perceptions of democracy are embodied in the context of good and evil. 

Despite people’s perceptions of democracy, the concept of “democracy” and 

“democratic state” are not amorphous and are characterized by many concepts. Of 

course, democracy is hard to define in professional research so far, but states that 

have chosen the democratic path on the importance of many pillars of democracy 

(separation of powers, free, fair and transparent elections, human rights, etc.) agree. 

It is different matter that our perceptions of democracy remain purely formal, with no 

practical application by states. Below I will try to present the main issues related to 

the conceptual crisis of democracy and its human-based security solutions. 

One of the pillars of democracy is human rights advocacy, but when we talk 

about democratic regimes today, it automatically aligns with the rights of the citizen. 

And it is no coincidence that R. Nader noted that there can be no democracy without 

everyday citizenship. The important thing in this process is to ensure the physiological 

transformation of the human being to the citizen’s status, which should ensure the 

peaceful resolution of the problems that arise in the socialization of the human being 

and the exclusion of radical approaches in it. In short, this implies a transition from 

the capable human being (Homo habilis)to the status of the thinking man (Homo 

sapiens) . The formation of the human-citizen should be a substantive process 

designed to instill in the person with physiological or natural inclinations a legal 

responsibility, a high civic consciousness, which will motivate him/her to see the 

realization of theirself- interests not in the state of plunder or radical crime, but in a 

legitimate and rational way guaranteeing the empowerment of one’s own state as a 

guarantee of one’s own well-being. At the same time, this will help the citizen 

understand that it is not only through military or nonconformist opposition that 

interests can be secured, that there are many cooperative mechanisms for their 
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realization. The key to the effective functioning of democracy is to have a conscious 

citizen in civil society, where the state is not robbed of its wealth, but contributes to 

the empowering the capacity of the state. 

When it comes to forming the status of a citizen, we must play a vital role in 

education and science. The role of knowledge is an important precondition for raising 

human-citizen consciousness, forming identity and fulfilling one’s interests. 

Education should not be an end in itself, but a direct contribution to the upbringing of 

people, the acquisition of civic knowledge, and the conduct of scientific research. The 

knowledge-based society pursues not only the goals of identity building but also the 

strengthening of civil society. The scientific-educational factor of the human-citizen 

is also important from the point of view of the individual’s interests and its 

perspective. And the main way to realize the interests of the individual is the 

realization of beneficial relations between the individual, society and the state on a 

hierarchical basis. 

The only aspiration to be called a democratic state is still very little, not only to 

have conscious citizens, to choose their own model of democracy, but also to form 

their own brand of democracy. In this sense, if the perceptions of democracy were 

previously expressed in the form of Greek agora, in today’s world there are a 

thousands of scientific research approaches and theories that clearly represent the 

problems of democracy, each focusing on the solution of any issue. American political 

scientists, for example, American political scientist R. Dahl proposed the theory of 

polyarchy as an effective approach by the elites to state governance. Around the same 

time, American political scientistsA. Lijphart proposed a theory of consociationalism, 

which aimed at ensuring the dissemination of power within the multiracial society and 

for joint decision-making. Therefore, in order to have good governance, a comparative 

analysis should be conducted not only between political regimes (authoritarian, 

totalitarian or democratic), but also to determine the adequacy of different theories 

(Consociationalism, Polyarchy, Participatory, Westminster, etc.) within democracy. 

In building a democratic state, state-builders must be clear that they do not 

become a democratic state by merely constitutional stipulation; instead, practical 

steps should be taken not to present themselves to the world as “democratic” but to 

express a clear will that becoming a democratic state is your systematic basis and is 
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in the interests of the development of the state. In general, the process of 

democratization should be seen as an effective state governance regime, whose 

substantial and consistent implementation by the elite contributes to the development 

of the state. And if states constitutionally declare themselves democratic states, it 

still means nothing, especially when we have misinterpretations of democratic values 

and governance practices. The main issue is that democracy seems to be a “business 

card” for positive relations in international relations, while states often overlook 

constitutional obligations arising from the content of democracy. This means that 

state separation of powers, free, fair, transparent elections, protection of human 

rights and other fundamental values of democracy are becoming more formal. At the 

same time, we should not perceive democracy as social corrupt, mainly if we do not 

see democracy in meaningful constructive action, it does not yet mean that it is 

essentially about breakdown of process. It is necessary to raise the level of public 

awareness and act in the realm of real perceptions of democracy. 

The next issue concerns the choice of a particular model of democracy. There 

are straightforward, representative and hybrid types of democracy. In order to 

achieve direct democracy, state representatives need to express, not everywhere, 

that there is such a lack of democracy in the world (for example, Switzerland), and 

why we cannot be, but show practical ways. As a result, the level of civic and legal 

awareness of citizens needs to be raised, the demographic and geographical location 

of the country being examined in detail, and new conclusions about whether direct 

democracy can be an effective example for Armenia, and how we can calculate the 

possible security risks and challenges of the state in case of direct democracy. The 

widespread approach that the people exercise in power is, of course, true only if one 

must also understand whether the same people have the appropriate civic 

consciousness on the basis of which they can make effective decisions for their 

future. In general, it can be said that it is desirable to avoid overtly democratic and 

straightforward transitions to explicit and groundless transitions. In fact, such formal 

processes are largely the result of foreign propaganda and can be vulnerable to 

public security by contributing to the formation of an occlusal environment. 

When discussing the essential issues of democracy, it is necessary to 

distinguish between two different and at the same time interdependent concepts: 
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democracy as a valuing system and democracy as a political regime. Political practice 

has often shown that they are identified from the point of view of good governance, 

while we know that the state can have a democratic regime but not be a bearer of 

democratic values. For example, North Korea, where the official name of the state is 

called the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea(DPRK), but the state has a more 

authoritarian regime, and democratic values are second only. Moreover, adherence 

to democratic values does not yet mean that the form of public administration is also 

democratic at the institutional level. In the case of the democratization of institutions 

in the system of public administration, we are dealing with a real democratic state, 

where the separation of the branches of power must be clear, the elections should 

be free, fair and transparent and the state will be protected by human rights. It is quite 

clear, when we talk about established democracies, we are dealing with the 

combination of these two components, when the state that has chosen to have 

democratic governance has an appropriate political culture. 

Today’s democratic developments in the world come to prove the thesis that it 

is very difficult to say which state is more democratic than the US, Poland or Armenia. 

For a clearer understanding of the problem, let’s quote Larry Diamond’s definition of 

democracy, where he states that “democracy is more a quantitative than a qualitative 

phenomenon”. And this means that the status of democracy of the “x” state may be 

substantially different from that of other independent world-famous think-tanks. 

However, in international affairs, organizations conducting measurements and 

analyzes of democracy, democratization (such as Freedom in the World, Freedom 

house, The Democracy Index, Reports without Boarders etc.) regularly publish data 

assessing, for example, the level of democracy in a “y” country. It should be noted 

here that, of course, the increase in the level of state democracy is important, but it 

is not necessary to accept the research of these private organizations as absolutely 

true guidelines for the state’s democratic development. Especially since many of 

these organizations are funded by the great powers, and it is not excluded that they 

pursue political goals and pursue biased activities. 

The role of democracy is important in both interpersonal and interstate 

conflicts. In general, the difference between democracy and other regimes 

(totalitarian, authoritarian) is that democracy attaches great importance to the 
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protection of the individual’s rights by the state and all mechanisms are aimed at 

ensuring the progress of humanity through the individual-society-state trio. At the 

same time, the essence of democracy is in freedom of speech, self-actualization, 

when people have critical thinking and their grounded approaches to various 

developments. At the same time, this does not mean self-sovereignty; on the 

contrary, under the rule of law, the state must contribute to the harmonious 

development of public labeling. There are many mechanisms for interstate conflict 

relations developed by the progressive Western scientific community. There are 

fundamental studies of different concepts of conflict resolution, transformation, 

settlement, and other issues of conflict study. Unlike other regimes, democratic 

states give priority to developing cooperative relations. However, this does not mean 

that unless there are other options for resolving the problem, democratic states 

cannot fight or it is wrong. It is different matter when everything is done to reconcile 

mutual interests and resolve conflicts in the most demilitarized way possible. 

The role of youth is particularly important as a dynamic potential that enables 

intercultural communication through the implementation of various programs and 

attempts to find solutions to the underlying security issues. The issue primarily 

concerns the delivery and dissemination of democratic values. Of course, this cannot 

be artificial and for this reason, for example, the EU provides huge funding for youth 

intercultural interaction, interpersonal communication, and subsequently for the 

public welfare. Today, young people from all over the world are regularly discussing 

issues related to civil society empowerment, conflict management, human rights, 

elections and other core values of non-formal education programs. Therefore, it is 

not accidental and pointless to invest heavily in democratic states to spread their own 

values and to involve young people in future public affairs 
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