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In article the tendency of distributions technologies of consumer is considered during 

carrying out of campaigns of delegitimation of power, the reasons of non-legitimation of traditional 
institutes of the power and effects of realisation of delegitimational activity are defined. 

Keywords: political consumerism, delegitimation of the political power, traditional 
(conventional) forms of political activity, factors of delegitimation of institutes of the political 
power, technology of delegitimation of power. 
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This article researches the relationship power – civic society – local self-government in the 

context of subsidiarity doctrine. It investigates possibilities of using subsidiarity on the three stages 
of Jeffery C. Alexander’s civic society development, which are considered suitable for periodization 
of local self-government development.  

Key words : subsidiarity, civic society, local self-government. 
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