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In the article interpretation of concept "political opposition" is given as to the institute of the 

democratic political system, the aim of that is an articulation of interests and values that is not presented 
in activity of the ruling mode. Chronology of the stages of forming of home political opposition is 
specified. Factors that limit efficiency of parliamentary opposition in Ukraine and interfere with 
adjusting of structural relations between power and opposition are certain. 

Keywords: oppositionness, parliamentary opposition, democracy, political institute, political 
system. 
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. 
 
Populist methods of political activity as the instruments and forms of political activity are 

analyzed in the article. 
Keywords: populism, political activity, political leader, masses of the people. 
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