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INSTITUTIONAL TRAPS IN POLITICAL PRACTICE
OF POST-COMMUNIST COUNTRIES: CASE OF UKRAINE

Political protest in Ukraine on winter 2013-2014 in its type is unconventional, so is as well as
spontaneous and unpredictable. However unconventional political participation can have a
devastating effect on the political process more than a change of power in unconventional ways.
Neglect and failure to eliminate the causes of unconventional behavior on the part of public
authorities to cause further escalation of the political crisis, threatening the existence of the state as
a whole. This article aims to analyze the causes, characteristics and manifestations of
unconventional political participation in the Ukraine, and to author try to formulate opinions and
concerns about further political process.
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When I applied for the participation in the congress and named the topic of the presentation, |
thought I would limit my address by the issue of inefficiency of the system of political institutions
in Ukraine. But now it became clear that the issue resulted in huge political crisis, which started as
the «revolution of dignity» and grew up into de facto Ukrainian-Russian war conducted by guerilla
armies on the territory of Ukraine. Thus, I’ll focus on the essence of «institutional traps» in Ukraine
and main traits of current political conflict, which is a logical consequence of the inefficiency of the
system of the state power.

Political regime in Ukraine and the whole process of political development during the post-
communist period are characterized by significant instability and fluidity (even in comparison with
other post-soviet republics). During the last 23 years Ukraine went through several cycles of
development, which could be separated into the four following:

1. Hybrid state with authoritarian regime of competitiveness (1996-2004).

2. Hybrid state with electoral regime of competitiveness (2005-2010).

3. Hybrid state with authoritarian regime of competitiveness (2010-2014).

4. Since 2014 — hybrid state with electoral regime of competitiveness.

The latter period started in Ukraine after the tragic shooting of peaceful protesters at Maidan
Nezaleznosti in February 2014, flight of the President Yanukovych, the following reformation of
the government and return to the constitutional model of 2004 according to which Ukraine became
a parliamentary-presidential republic. Considering social demand for broadening instruments of
political and social participation, which is accompanied by «institutionalization of protest» (new
civic organizations, political parties, numerous social movements are being created) — there are
grounds to state that current period will be more qualitative and substantial then previous ones, as it
starts with the huge consolidation of society based on the idea of national state and democratic
values, — i.e. principles, which formed the ground of the «revolution of dignity» 2013-2014.

Prerequisites and causes of the conflict 2013-2014.

There are multiple ways to explain current political conflict in Ukraine (the deepest and the
most dramatic in its modern history so far). Probably the main version among discussed is
geopolitical, according to which it is the conflict between the West and Russia, where Ukraine is
just unlucky enough to become the battle field due to its geographical location. Anyways, the
conflict cannot burst without internal reasons, social base and moving forces.

If to apply theoretic concepts of Political Conflict Resolution Studies to Ukrainian realities,
we can state that hypothetically current political conflict has had «being prepared» by the system of
state power during all years of independence. As for me, the main issue lies in the fact that the
power did not create efficient mechanisms of interaction between society and political class. Indeed,
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if we look at the conditions of the democratization process, we will see that in comparison with
other post-communist states Ukraine had rather favorable «point of departure». At the same time,
having high level of industrial development, fifth biggest GDP among soviet republics, high
scientific potential and qualitative human resources, absence of foreign debt (for comparison Poland
had 47 bin USD of foreign debt), favorable geopolitical location, Ukrainian leadership failed to
bring the country to satisfactory level of development. Together with general growing GDP we had
unacceptably low economic growth. During 2012-2013 among post-soviet republics only Moldova
was developing more slowly. Ukraine was the second worst with the economic decay (95 % GDP in
comparison to 2012) despite the favorable foreign-economic environment [1, p. 6].

If we look at sociological data, we’ll see that since 2011 growth of political tensions was
observed in Ukraine. Since that time indexes of conflict potential of society were reaching 4.2
points from 5 maximum points. We should mention that during the «Orange revolution» this index
was hitting 4.4-4.5. Normally mass protests start when the index reaches 4.6. Ukraine has been
balancing on the edge of the conflict for a long time. Sociologists and political scientists were
warning the public on the matter for a long period. Nevertheless, considering the traits of Ukrainian
society, which is highly tolerant and is characterized by electoral negativism and political
absenteeism on the one hand (these qualities evolved historically) and is also very passive (as the
consequence of life under conditions of soviet totalitarian regime), only highly cynical policy of
power and enormous corruption could have led to mass protests. Despite official statements by the
government of Mykola Azarov on «gradual improvement», standards of living of population were
decreasing and it coincided with shrinking of democracy. However, economic reasons are
secondary for the evolution of political turmoil of winter 2013-2014.

Based on sociological surveys, the same reasons as in earlier conflicts made people go out to
Maidan and settle there. First of all it was about repressions towards protesters (61 %), then general
motive «to improve life in Ukraine» (51 %, was — 36 % during the first weeks of protest). As earlier
refusal of Victor Yanukovych to sign the Association Agreement with the EU (47 %) and desire to
change power in Ukraine (46 %) were perceived as sound reasons of protests to go out to the
streets [2]. Thus, the reason of protest was in values. This speaks for the fact that political protest in
Ukraine went out to the new level (when values are more important, than ordinary decisions, or
decrees of power) and its resolution is almost impossible by the existing Parliament of the outdated
format. Weak coordination of protest movements on Maidan by political opposition could be
explained by general political alienation. This can be proved by sociological surveys. According to
the data only 3 % of protesters came out to the streets because they were called by opposition.
Percentage of those who joined protest because of usual desire of revenge for the deeds of power
elite was not higher than usual 10 %. At the same time absolute majority of protesters named certain
requests to politicians as the reason of participation in Maidan. Among such requests: resignation of
Yanukovych and early presidential elections (85 %) freeing of arrested participants of peaceful
protest and stop of repressions (82 %) [2].

Lack of popular belief in instrumental abilities of democracy is one of the reasons, which
explains patterns and causes of escalation of political conflict in Ukraine. Crisis, which started from
the conflict of interests in autumn 2013 grew up into conflict of values, when protesters could have
being satisfied only by the change of the rules of the game in political decision-making and public
policy as such. Demand to come back to the constitutional model of 2004, according to which
Ukraine was parliament-presidential republic with following anti-corruption policy, was perceived
as necessary change of the rules. The main problem of Ukraine was in the fact that instruments of
democracy, which proved to be efficient in stable democracies, provided very limited opportunities
in our country. Any civic activity was blocked by the backwardness of the system. Citizens
preferred massive disobedience to the state voluntarism. There just was no other way to be heard by
the state.

Another peculiarity of political conflict during winter 2013-2014 in Ukraine is the fact that
citizens did not associate themselves with the opposition, as it was not considered to be the force
able to represent interests of protesters in the Parliament. Thus, the conflict of values in
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contemporary Ukraine lies in imperfection of the political process formed as the result of
inadequate development of political institutions. Many years of disregard to the processes of socio-
political development could not have led to other outcome.

Moreover, current political protest has not been a conflict between the power and opposition
from the very beginning. The moving force of the protest was citizens of various social
backgrounds and geographical regions. Sociological researches conducted by the Foundation
Democratic initiatives named after Ilko Kucheriv in December 2013 demonstrated that protesters
consisted half rom Kyiv dwellers, half from people from the provinces. The majority of people, who
came from provinces (92 %) stated that they had come on their own and only 6 % came in groups
organized by social movements, only 2 % — by political parties. Absolute majority of Maidan
participants (92 %) were not members of any political party, or civic organization. Average age of
Maidan participant was 36 years (38 % in the age of 15 — 29 years, 49 % — 30-54 years, 13 % — 55
years and elder). People with higher education dominated at Maidan (64 %), 22 % had general and
specialized education, 13 % — university students, less than 1 % did not graduated from secondary
school. Speaking about professions, the largest group 40 % were specialists with higher education,
12 % — students, 9 % — entrepreneurs, 9 % — pensioners, 8 % — senior managers, 7 % — workers [2].
Social and political structure of protesters evidences that this conflict was not a conflict between
government and opposition, but a conflict between society and political class, which explains low
level of support of opposition by Maidan participants.

Nevertheless, politically unreasonable flight of president Yanukovych posed the problem of
the legitimization of change of government. In fact, opposition, which was not supported by
protesters, picked the power, which was not controlled by anybody. That led to the period of lack of
authority, which was used by Russia to start occupation of Ukrainian territory using the argument of
protection of ethnic Russians.

Political conflict of winter 2013-2014 grew up into separatist movements in Crimea and in
Eastern oblasts of Ukraine and resulted into annexing of Crimea and creation of war zone in Eastern
oblasts. It should be noted that sociological studies show that indigenous separatist movements are
not that radical to lead to the consequences, which we observe currently. This point to certain
artificial character of Ukrainian separatism, which developed only thanks to efforts of Russia. It
should be noted that in Crimea 40 % of population were proponents of integration with Russia. At
the same time, the level of support of the idea of separatism in Eastern Ukraine is high, but not
sufficient for dissolution of the country. Moreover, according to the survey conducted in March
2014, the total majority (89 %) of population perceive Ukraine as their motherland — from 97 % in
Western Ukraine to 89 % in Donbass. the idea of the separation of particular oblast (region) from
Ukraine and union with other country was supported by 8 % of surveyed (maximum in Donbass —
18 %, minimum in Western oblasts — 0,5 %). The idea of creation of independent state based on
Eastern and Southern oblasts is in general supported by 11 % of population (10 % of population in
South, 10 % in East (18 % — Donbas) . The idea of separation of Southern and Eastern oblasts from
Ukraine and their joining Russia is supported by 9,5 % of population in South, 11 % of population
in East and 27 % of population in Donbass. Only 6 % wanted their oblasts to become separate from
Ukraine and create their own independent states. The highest percentage is in Donbass (17 %), the
smallest percentage is in West (2 %) [1]. This data proves fraud at so called referendums on
independence of Crimea and on independence of so called Donetsk and Lugansk peoples republics.

At the same time, the fact that population of Donbass do not accept new Ukrainian
government should not be disregarded. Population of Donbass perceived win of Maidan as their
personal defeat. Thus, the main task of new government is to overcome difference between regions
and consolidation of the country. It is not a secret that significant part of the population (32 %)
believes that there are deep political contradictions, as well as cultural differences and economic
disproportions between eastern and western regions of the country, which can lead to the
dissolution of the country. In general such view is supported by 58 % of population in Donbass,
48 % in South, 20 % in central and western Ukraine [1].
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It should be acknowledged that such perceptions have certain ground. All sociological
researches support the thesis on mental and economic difference between regions of Ukraine.
People living in East have more paternalistic attitudes. We think it can be explained by the structure
of economic production in the Eastern regions, which has not changed much since Soviet times.
Accordingly, differences in political identity lead to different types of political behavior of the
representatives of different regions. Social behavior of inhabitants of Western and Central Ukraine
is more active. 19.7 % of people living in western and 17.6 % in central regions believe that they
can influence socio-political processes. But only 7.6 % of population in East and 10.9 % of
population of south consider they can influence socio-political processes. Respectfully 81.9 % and
78.9 % of population in these oblasts don’t think they are able to change anything in politics, or
social life. [3]. This is reflected in the level of political activity of the inhabitants of these regions.
During the recent months 47.4 % of people in Western Ukraine took part in protests, 23.9 % — of
inhabitants of central regions protested. Percentage of people from the East and South who took part
in protests is minimal — 10.3 % and 8.2 % accordingly [8, p. 12].

Although Ukrainians recognize the difference between regions, they don’t perceive such
difference as the threat to existence of Ukraine. 72 % of citizens believe that there are considerable
threats to unity of Ukraine. Among such threats they name seizure of the territory of Ukraine (or its
part) by other states (48 %), dissolution of Ukraine into several parts (43 %) economic decay
(42 %). It should be noted, that Ukrainian citizens see the threat of seizure of the territory coming
only from Russia [8].

The threat of military intervention of Russia became a factor of consolidation of the views of
Ukrainians on foreign policy. The level of support of joining Customs Union and integration with
Russia decreased significantly. This is worth mentioning that the overall level of support of this idea
decreased due to the change of the mood in Eastern oblasts. According to the data provided by Kyiv
international institute of sociology, the number of supporters of joining Customs Union in Eastern
Ukraine decreased to 55 % (in February 2014 the percentage was 72 %).In Southern oblasts the
level of support decreased to 32 % (from 56 % in February). The level of support of EU integration
in eastern and southern oblasts increased almost two times and reached 61 % average in Ukraine. It
is worth mentioning that in 2013 the idea of joining Customs Union was supported by 45 % of
population, idea of joining the EU — 41.6 % [8, p. 8]. Only one year ago, in 2013 48 % of
Ukrainians considered Russia and CIS states to be the main ally of Ukraine for the following 5
years. Only 2.4 % surveyed believed the main ally was USA, — 29.6 % — the EU [8, p. 465].
Aggressive policy of Russia led to the fact that the percentage of supporters of the integration with
the Customs Union decreased to 19 % in Luganska and 21 % in Donetska oblasts. In December
2014 the level of support of integration with the Customs union reached 37 % in these oblasts [1,
p. 92].

Thus, aggressive policy of Moscow led to the negative political consolidation of Ukrainian
society and became one of the important factors of forming of political nation and national identity
of the citizens of Ukraine. Thus, according to the data provided by the sociologists 83 % of the
population of Ukraine condemned decision of the Union of Federation which allowed Putin to send
military forces to the territory of Ukraine (93 % in West against 4 % who supported it and 68 % in
East against 15 % who supported). After the military intervention the percentage of people who say
that Ukraine is their motherland grew up to 88 % in South and to 99 % in West (average 95 %) [5].

The dynamics of such perceptions is more than positive. If we compare the data of the surveys
conducted in 2008, percentage of Ukrainians who considered themselves to be Europeans grew on
9 % and percentage of those who don’t think so decreased on 15 % (from 70 % to 55 %). This
indicator creates favorable social preconditions for realization of pro-European policy by
authorities. Ukrainians first of all associate European with the standard of living (59 %). Other
indicators are related to democratic values and standards — 40.5 % think that the feeling of being
protected by the law is important, 32 % — respect to the human rights and democracy [1].

I’d like to underline that the statements voiced by Russian politicians and V.Putin on the
negative attitude of Ukrainians toward Russians and genocide of Russian-speaking population in
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Ukraine are overestimated. According to the results of the research conducted by the Razumkov
center, citizens of Ukraine make difference between Russian propaganda in media, Russian politics
aimed at preserving Ukraine in the sphere of Russian influence on one side, and Russian people on
the other side. In particular, 70.8 % of surveyed Ukrainians have negative attitude to the president
of the Russian Federation V. Putin, 67.6 % surveyed have negative attitude towards the government
of RF, 66.6 % — to Duma (and only 10-11 % surveyed have positive perception and 14.6 % —
neutral). At the same time 44.9 % of Ukrainians have positive attitude to the citizens of Russia, only
16.6 % surveyed have negative attitude, 32.5 % neutral. The negative perception appeared due to
the aggressive politics of Russia and seizure of Crimea. In particular, 67.1 % of Ukrainians
confirmed that their attitude towards Russia worsened after the annexing of Crimea (2.3 % —
improved, 21.7 % — did not change) [9].

It is also obvious that citizens of Ukraine don’t consider armed conflict in Donbas to be a
result of struggle between internal political forces, or civil war. Ukrainians consciously call the
conflict a result of clash of geopolitical interests of Russia and the West. According to the
sociological surveys the influence of the government of Ukraine is comparable with the influence of
Russian leadership headed by V.Putin (77 % each) and is coming close to the influence of the USA
and the EU (65 % each). It is important to mention that despite all external and internal threats total
majority of Ukrainians (63 %) believe that Ukraine can presume its unity as the state. Only 12 % of
surveyed think that Ukraine is too different and people inhabiting it cannot live in one state [7].

In current circumstances political passivity of the citizens of the eastern regions of Ukraine,
their traditional unwillingness to fight for their interests is favorable for Ukraine and limits potential
of guerrilla armies brought from Russia. It is not a secret (and we mentioned this earlier) that there
is significant potential and social base for separatist movements due to the high percentage of ethnic
Russians living there, as well as «revolution of dignity» was not well received by the population of
the eastern Ukraine. But traditional ignorance and passive behavior of the eastern population does
not allow them to stand for their pro-Russian beliefs. Majority of population actively supporting
integration with Russia limited their protest by participation in so called referendum for
independence of Lugansk and Donetsk republics. It gives ground for the assumption that if the
border with Russia was closed, separatist movements would soon fade away as they just do not
have enough active supporters among local population.

Speaking about the possible scenarios of the future conflict development in Ukraine, I will
mention several factors, which will work for the decrease of current political confrontation.
According to the sociological surveys, currently belief of Ukrainians in instrumental opportunities
of democracy is growing. This means that there is a popular demand for institutionalization of the
forms of protest, which dominated during the recent months in times of so called «revolution of
dignity». It is also evident that the level of political absenteeism is decreasing, which makes it easier
for the government to institutionalize the protest and conduct reforms. In particular, the level of
skepticism towards elections as an instrument of democracy decreased. Percentage of citizens who
believe that upcoming parliament elections will be fair and transparent increased. New government
demonstrates openness and readiness to the change, which increases trust to the conventional forms
of political participation and decreases protest potential of society.

At the same time the factor, which decreases potential for political protest of inhabitants of all
regions of Ukraine is attitude to the future of the country. Percentage of those who believe that the
situation in the country develops in the wrong direction decreased from 73 % in March 2012 to
52 % in March 2014. Percentage of those who believe that the situation is changing in the right
direction grew from 13 % in March 2012 to 30 % in March 2014 [1, p. 85]. Unfortunately the
situation in regions does not look so bright. If in western regions and in the center the situation is
evaluated as positive by 42 % 54 % respectfully, in south and east on the country 77 % and 72 %
evaluate situation as the development in the wrong direction [1, p. 86]. Expectations of the
population in regards to the economic situation are also worrying. When answering the
question »During the following 12 month you would expect the economy of Ukraine to develop
towards... ?» only 12 % answer for the better (in September 2013 this number was 14 %), and 61 %
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is expecting worsening of the situation (in September 2013 it was only 46 %). Worsening of the
situation is expected by 77 % of population in the south and 73 % of population in the east. In
western regions and central Ukraine this indicator reaches 46 % and 49 % respectfully [1, p. 89].

It is also worth mentioning that overthrowing of Yanukovych regime is perceived by majority
of Ukrainians (42 %) as the factor, which turned the situation in the country for the better. 37 % of
surveyed believe that this event only worsened the situation [1, p. 109].

Mentioned facts support the statement that Maidan as the instrument of articulation of the
popular demands was supported by the majority of population, however as the form of protest
(violence, seizure of public buildings, clashes on the streets) it is not supported by the majority of
population. Thus, the problem of decreasing intensity of public protest is not as sharp as it seems to
be and it requires just time to be solved. The real problem is the need to integrate extremist
organizations into normal political process and shifting from the practices of revenge, to the legal
sphere and unification of the efforts around solution of common problems.

What can unite Ukraine?

Sociological surveys suggest that 50 % of citizens consider anticorruption legislation as the priority
reform, 24 % — provision of security, 24 % — social protection, 22 % — economic development,
21 % — improvement of public administration, 19 % — improvement of healthcare, 17 % — provision
of citizens’ rights, 14 % — lustration, 13 % — decentralization [1, p. 119]. Solution of these problems
is perceived as the priority in all regions of Ukraine. Also, the majority of citizens support
democracy as the most desired type of political regime for Ukraine (51 %), 20.5 % of population
prefer authoritarian regime, 12 % do not care [1, p. 120].

Ukrainian sociologist Iryna Bekeshkina stated that there is definite list of problems, solution
of which unites all regions of Ukraine. In the list of 35 problems — 12-13 are the same for all
population. They are — standard of living, jobs, education, medicine, fighting corruption, solution of
social problems [3].

It is surprising but population of Ukraine has single view on the form of government. The
majority of population does not support federalization of Ukraine. According to the survey
conducted on March 14-26, 2014 by the «Raiting» Group 64 % of people believe that Ukraine
should preserve unitary form of government; only 14 % of surveyed are proponents of federal state.
Even in east and southern regions of Ukraine despite promoted in Russian political discourse idea,
federalization is supported only by 26 % of population and 45 % of surveyed support unitary
state [7].

It is also important to mention that even in times of language based confrontation in 2013,
language was named as unifying factor only by each 10th Ukrainian (10-e place among 14 unifying
factors), which proves that language problem is not so pressing for Ukrainians, who in their
majority are bilingual and freely use both Ukrainian and Russian in duly communication.

Summing up all abovementioned, we can state the following. Ukraine, despite the dominating
in Russia opinion, has become a state. However, inefficiency of institutional development created
so called institutional traps, which lay in the gap between formal and real functions of political
institutes, which led to dysfunction of the whole system of public administration. Now it led to the
problem of the preservation (rebuilding) of the state sovereignty in the borders of 1991, i.e
including Crimea.

Together with this, revolutionary cycles of 2004 and 2013-2014 evidence substantial progress
in development of political nation in Ukraine and its movement to consolidated democracy. As
these revolutionary events developed as the reaction to authoritarian trends and deterioration of
democratic procedures, growth of corruption, they prove of qualitative development of Ukrainian
society. This gives grounds for the statement that the next window of opportunity for the
development of Ukrainian state is opened and gives ground for optimism in relation to the future
destiny of Ukraine as the European state.
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3enenvko I'. 1. Incmumyyiiini nacmku 6 NOAMUYHIN NPAKMUYT NOCMKOMYHICIMUYHUX KPAIH.
6unaook Ykpainu

Tonimuunuti npomecm 3umu 2013-2014 poxie 6 Ykpaini 3a c60im munom € HeKOH8EHYILHOIO,
a momy cmuxiinum i Henepeobauysanum. OOHAK HEKOHBEHYIUHOIO NOIIMUYHA YHACMb MOXCEe MAMU
Oinvbw PYUHIBHI HACTIOKU OJIsl NOAIMUYHO20 NPOYECY, HINC Cam Gakm 3MIHU 61A0U HEKOHBEHYIUHOIO
cnocobom. 3Hegaza i HeyCYHeHHS NPUYUH HEKOHBEHYIIHO20 NOBeJIHKU 3 OOKY Op2aHié 0epicasHoi
811A0U 3A2POIAHCYE NOOANLULOIO eCKANAYIEI NOIIMUYHO20 KOHPIIKMY, CMBOPIOE 3a2PO3U iCHYBAHHIO
oepocasu 6 yinomy. Y cmammi cmagumscs 3a mMemy npoaHanizyeamu nPUdUHU, XapakmepHi pucu
ma nposeu HEeKOHBEHYINHO20 noaimuyHoi yuacmi 6 VYkpaiui, cghopmynosamu 6ucHosku i
3acmepesicer s w000 NOOAIbULO20 NOTIMUYHO20 NPOYEC).

Knrouosi cnosa: nonimuuna yuacms, NOIimMuyHULl RPOMecm, HeKOHBEHYIUHOI NOBEOIHKY.

3enenvko I. H.  Hucmumyyuonanvhvle — J106YWKU 6  NOAUMUYECKOU  Npakmukxe
NOCMKOMMYHUCMUYECKUX CIMPAH. CYy4ail YKpauHvl

THonumuueckuii npomecm 3umvr 2013-2014 20006 6 Vkpaumne no ceoemy muny A611emcs
HEKOHBEHYUOHHbIM, a4 NOMOMY CMUXUUHbIM U HenpeockazyemviM. OOHAKO HEKOHEEHYUOHHOe
noaumuyeckoe  yyacmue Modcem —umems  0Oolee  paspyuwiumenvHvie  NOCIeOCmeus  0JA
NOIUMUYECKo20 npoyeccd, yYem CcaMm @QaKkm CMeHbl 61acmu HeKOHBEHYUOHHBIM CNOCOOOM.
IIpenebpesicenue u neycmpanenus npuduH HEKOHBEHYUOHHO20 NOBEOEHUsl CO CMOPOHbI OP2aAHO8
20Cy0apCcmeenHoll  6IACMU  4peeamo  OdanbHeuulell dCKaiayuell NOoIumu4ecko20 KOH@aukma,
coz0aem yepo3vl CYWeCcmeosanuio 2ocyoapcmea 6 yenom. B cmamve cmasumca yenvio
NPOAHANU3UPOBAMb  NPUYUHDLL,  XAPAKMEPHble 4epmbl U  NPOAGNEeHUs  HEKOHBEHYUOHHO20
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noAUMuUYecKko2o yyacmus 8 YVkpauwe, chopmynuposame 6616006l U NPEOOCEPEHCCHUS
OMHOCUMENbHO OANbHElUe20 NOTUMUYECKO20 NPoYeccd.

Kniouesvie cnosa: noaumuueckoe yuacmue, NOAUMUYECKUL NPOMECM, HEKOHBECHYUOHHOE
noseoetue.

VIK: 321:351
Hoeaxoea O. B.

JIAHAMIKA TEMOKPATUYHOI PEIIECIi B CYUACHOMY CBITI

Ilpoananizosano mendenyii  demoxkpamuunoco pozeumky y XXI cmonimmi, tiozo
npobnemuicms ma cynepeunugy ouramixy. OOIPYHMOBAHO KINbKICHI mMa AKICHI NOKA3ZHUKU
0eMOKpamuy4Hoi peyecii, KA BUABTACMbCA 8 320PMAHHI MA BUKPUBTIEHHT 8I0N0BIOHUX NEPemEopeHb
V nepexioHux Kpainax, 00OMedCeHHI O0eMOKPAMUYHUX C80000 ma npas JaOUHU, NIOCUTIEHHI
ABMOPUMAPHUX BNUBIE MA BHYMPIUHbOOEPHCABHOI U MINCHAPOOHOT KoHu@nixmHuocmi. Haubinbu
8a20MOI0 NPUYUHOIO 2ANbMYBAHHS MA BUKPUBTEHHS OEeMOKPAMUYHUX Nepemeopensb SUCHYNAE
HeopeauiuHull Xapakmep yux npoyecis, Hesionogionicms Gopmu Odemoxpamii ma ii cymuocmi.
Iliokpecneno, wo cyyacHi nonimuuti a8uuja ma NPoyecu BUX00SMb 3a MeXNCi KIACUUHUX VSBTIEeHb |
HAyKosux nioxoodis, pyuHylomuv JNiHiliHe YA6leHHs npo icmopit moocmea. Bionogiowo 3pocmae
8ANCIUBICMb  HOBUX  KOMNIJIEKCHUX —00CNi0dCeHb npobiem opmyeaHus, CmMAaHo8lIeHHs ma
KOHCOMIOayii NONTMUYHUX PeHcCUMi8, iX MoOughikayii nio 6nI1u6oM NOMYAICHUX BUKIUKIE CYHACHOCHI.

Kntouosi cnosa: nonimuynuil npoyec, 0eMOKpamudHuii po3euUmox, 0eMOKpamuiHa peyecis,
NOMIMUYHUL PENHCUM.

IMocTtanoBka npodiaemu. [TounHaroun 3 KiHISE XX CTOJITTSA JEMOKpATisl PO3IISAAETHCS 5K
OCHOBHHM OPI€EHTHP PO3BUTKY JJIsl OLIBIIOCTI JIep)KaB CBITY, He3alepedHuid KpUTepiili mporpecy y
BHYTpPIIIHIA 1 30BHIMIHIA momiTUIl. Pa3oM 3 TUM, akTyadbHUW JOCBIJ OCTAaHHIX JECATUPIY
JEMOHCTPY€ CYINEpEewINBy NWHAMIKy SK CTaHOBIECHHS «MOJIONUX JIEMOKpaTiid», Tak i
¢dbyHKIIOHYBaHHA 11 «KJIacMYHHMX 3pas3kiBy. llepebir TpaHchopMmamiiHuX MpoIeciB, sKi
XapaKTepPU3YIOThCSl 0araTOBEKTOPHICTIO Ta PI3HOMAHITHICTIO, TNPHU3BOAUTH 10 PpPYyHHYBaHHS
TPAAUIIIHHUX 1€pApXIYHUX 3B’SI3KiB, MIJBUIIECHHS BIAKPUTOCTI Ta B3a€EMO3AJICKHOCTI MOJITUYHUX
CHCTEM, PO3BUTKY THCKY Ta IMpPOTECTHOI aKTMBHOCTI Mac, fKi pilllyuye BHUMAararoTb MOJITHYHHX
pedopm Ta SKiICHUX COIlaIbHUX 3MiH. TaKUM YWHOM, BUHUKAIOTH TIOJITUYHI SBHINA Ta MPOIIECH, 1110
BUXOJSITh 32 MEXI1 KJIIACHYHUX YSABJICHb Ta HAYKOBHX IIJIXOMIB, 1 pyHHYIOTh JIiHIHHE YSIBICHHS NP0
ICTOpIIO JIFOACTBA. BiAmoBigHO 3pOcTae BaKIMBICTh HOBUX KOMILUIEKCHHUX JOCIIKEHb MPOOJieM
(dhopMyBaHHS, CTAHOBIICHHSI Ta KOHCOJIAAII] MOMITUYHUX PEXKUMIB, iX Momudikarii mia BILUTHBOM
MOTYXHUX BUKJIUKIB Cy4aCHOCTI.

AHaJi3 ocTaHHIX JAocaiIKeHb i myOmikanii B miioMy TiATBEPIKY€E HENIHIMHUN, [IMKIIYHO-
XBUJLOBUW XapaKTep TPOILECiB JAeMOKparu3ailli. BuBUEHHIO pI3HOMAHITHHX AacIeKTiB Il€l
npobnematuku npucesueHi npani K. bnonnens, JI. Haiimonma, I'. O’/lonnemnna, T. Kaposepca,
X. Jlinma, A. ITmeBopcekoro, JI. Pactoy, A.Cremana, C. Xantinrrona, . IlImitepa Ta iH.
[Ipobnemu cyTHOCTI Ta cHeHU(IKH JAEMOKPATHYHOTO NEpPEeXoAy BHCBITIIOIOTHCS B PoOOTax
BiTum3HsAHUX BueHMX O. baOkinoi, B.Top6arenka, I 3emenpko, O. Kingpareup, II. Kyrtyena,
O. Kynenko, M. Muxansuaenka, O. Pomanroka, O. @icyna, ®@. Pyauua Ta in. Pazom 3 mum 1ie He
chopMmyBanacs yCTaJeHa TIIO3WIIS MO0 CYyYacHOTO eTamy JEMOKPAaTHYHOTO —PO3BUTKY,
ocoOnMMBOCTEl HOro BHSIBICHHS B PI3HHUX TIpymnax KpaiH, HampsMKiB MoOyloBH e(eKTHBHOTO
JIEMOKPATUYHOTO YIPABIIHHA CYCHUIBCTBOM. BUXOISYM 3 1bOTO, 3aBJAHHAM [aHOI CTATTi €
XapaKkTEepPUCTUKA CyYacHOI TPOOJIEeMATUKH JEMOKPATUYHOTO PO3BHUTKY KpaiH, BU3HAYCHHS
crienii()iky CTAHOBJICHHS PEKHUMIB TOJITUYHOT BIAIM Yy TIEPEXITHUX KpaiHaX.

OcHoBHi noJ10:keHHs1 cTatTTi. BinnosinHo 1o konuentii C. XaHTIHITOHA, SKH OOTPYHTYBaB
XBUJILOBY TApaJNTMy PO3BHUTKY, HAPHUKIHIN XX CTOpiuYsl moyajgacs TPETs XBUISA JIeMOKpaTH3aIlii,
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