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LEGITIMIZING POLITICAL REGIME , THIRD WAVE” DEMOCRAT IZATION

Dramatic dispersion of regime outcomes after atiahtransition to competitive regimes has
occurred in many parts of the world in the thirddafourth waves of democratization. Many
transitions to competitive regimes failed, resgtim a burgeoning number of competitive
authoritarian regimes that sponsor controlled eless. Some regimes have status hybrid
regimes. Freedom House’s monitoring shows that lhkrés hybrid regime. Political system of
Ukraine is very instability and fragile under extat factor. This article is devoted to analysis of
some features of political institutions. Permangalitical crisis during several years increases
potential risks for Ukrainian independent and auttasian tendencies.
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"HIalIOBa.JIeHKO M.B.
JET'TTUMANISA ITOJITHYHUX PE)KHMIB , TPETHOI XBUJII"
JAEMOKPATU3AIII

Ilpakmuka ocmauHix decamunims C8IOYUMb, WO HAUOINbWL 8PATUBUMU 3 MEXAHIZMU Mda
YUHHUKU Jle2imumayii HO8UX NOAIMUYHUX THCIMUMYMI8 6 KpPAiHax, 8 AKUX NOYalucs npoyecu
demokpamuzayii 6HACIIO0K mpemvboi ma uemeepmoi ,xeunv’ mpaucgopmayii. bacamo
0eMOKpAMU4YHUX Nepexo0ie NposGuULU YimKi meHOeHYii 00 3MEeHUEHHs 6NIUBY 0eMOKPAMUYHUX
[HCMuUmMymie Ha NONIMUKY ma 3pOCMAaHHA NPUBAbIUBOCMI A8MOPUMAPUIMY 8 0UAX HACETIeHHS.
3a pesyromamamu monimopuney Freedom Hous€Ykpaina éionocumscs 0o kpain ,, 2i6puonum”
DEANCUMOM.

Kntouoei cnosa: necimumuicmo, 1ecimumayis, nOIMUYHUL percum, KOHCOIIOAYIS PEHCUM) .

I_Hvanosanemco M. B.
JEIT'NTUMALMSA HIOJIUTUYECKUX PEZXKUMOB , TPETBEU BOJIHBI”
JEMOKPATHU3AIIUA

IIpaxmuxa nocneonux Oecamunemutl ceuoemenbcmeyem o0 mom, Ymo Haubonee YA36UMbIMU
AGNAIOMCS MEXAHUIMBL U (PAKMOPbL 1eUMUMAYUU HOBbIX NOTUMUYECKUX UHCIMUMYMO8, 8 KOMOPbIX
HAYANUCL  Npoyecchl  OeMOKpamu3ayuu  6cieocmeue  mpemvell U 4emeepmoi  ,, OIH"
mpancgopmayuu. Muoue Oemokpamuyeckue nepexoovl NPOAGUIU HemKUue MeHOCHYuu K
VMEHbUIEHUIO  GNUAHUSL  OeMOKPAMUYECKUX — UHCMUMYMO8 HA — NOIUMUKY U YCUleHue
npugieKamenbHoCmy  agmopumapusma 6 2nazax Hacenenus. Ilo pezynomamam MOHUMOpUHeA
Freedom Housé&Ykpauna omnoumcs k cmpanam c ,, 2u6puonsim” pexcumom’”.

Kntouesvie cnosa. necumumuocmo, aecumumayisl, NOIUMUYECKUL DENHCUM, KOHCOMUOAYUS
pexcuma

For the post-communist transformation remaindetermining patterns of change in this area.
stableand effective existence of political Attention is drawn to the fact that it can lead to

institutions as important challenge. The main® successful democratization of the political

parameters of the capacity of the political SYStem. —and that, and  conversely,
system is the quality of the institutions of dedemocratization factors in this process. In the

democracy  (democratization, dedemokraty-nat'onal political science literature, the problem

zation) and the degree of strength of state®f sustainability and legitimization of political

institutions. Theories of political dynamics and INstitutions of newly political regime to some
political regime underscore the complexity of ~ €Xtent found its mark. Interesting in this regard
are the articles and monographs of scientists
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O. Romaniuk, O.Fisun and other. Moderninternational organizations and the world
theorists on democracy transitions including,community. In the history of any state there
A.Melvil, V.Lamentovych, K.Makfol using were situations when the leader was unpopular
S. Huntington’s theory of democratization at home and enjoyed a very low support and
.wave" in the world, carried by modern post- confidence of the population, but have
communist countries to the so-called .fourth international credibility and appropriate support.
wave" of demo-cratization. Democratic transit, Definitely need the support of democracy, and
which took place in the former Soviet Union is the country's leadership, declaring their
unique. Political regimes in these countries arecommitment to democratic values, must
hybrid, and hence their potential legitimization continually legitimize itself. However, only the
should be subject to detailed analysis becauselectoral mechanism  demonstrates the
the political process is not linear and constantlycredibility of the main political institutions
moving to authoritarian democracy. (leaders, political parties, public authorities),
Legitimation can be defined as a process ofand the degree of support for democratic values.
explanation and justification of an institutional Undemocratic regimes are less dependent on
order. Thus it consists of normative and public support and may not have this, but they
cognitive parts that includes both the formationare also in need. Therefore, the definition of
of knowledge institutions and the formation of legitimacy can be used mostly only in relation
values. Knowledge of institutions involves the to democratic states.
formation and distribution of rolls that define Typology of legitimacy Weber in the
right and wrong actions of some predefinedmodern world is of little use, because good
institutional framework. Legitimization first examples of traditional legitimacy today is
explains why an individual should do so and notalmost gone, charismatic legitimacy, in terms of
otherwise, and then makes it clear why the ordeM. Dogan, in the twentieth century. Also
of things is the way it is. virtually non-existent, because most often it is
Consolidating democracy is impossible the official policy of either the product or
without both legitimacy belief that the creativity biographers (eg, charismatic Nasser).
leadership of this country competently andEven Mussolini and Stalin can not be
citizens must obey its decisions. This classicconsidered charismatic leaders. Rational- legal
approach to the definition of ,legitimacy” and legitimacy is, in terms of M. Dogan, in the
Jlegitimized” as a process of constant modern world is presented in several very
reproduction rights to political power was different groups of countries:
developed by Max Weber. From his point of « development of a pluralistic democracy ( there
view, the process of legitimizing power occursis a stable democracy for over 20 years);
constantly provided political faith main e authoritarian bureaucratic system in which
participants in these relationships and value<ivil liberties are respected and partly they have
rational untie their mutual actions and motives.support among some of the population, and the
»1he legitimacy of the order can be guaranteedquestion here is not whether or not to have the
only internally ...” [1,c.639]. In this definition, legitimacy they have, and the question is how
there are two key points — the subordination anddiffuse support” (D. Easton) they have.
the right to control. Willingness to obey the Rational - legal legitimacy is, in terms of M.
decisions made manifest in trust, faith, loyalty Dogan , in the modern world is presented in
and support. In this regard, S. Lipset legitimacyseveral very different groups of countries:

gave the following definition: ,the ability of the
system argue that it is these political institusion

are the most adequate (acceptable) given

society” [2,p.77]. H. Linz suggested minimalist
definition: legitimacy — is ,the belief that,

» development of a pluralistic democracy
(there is a stable democracy for over 20
years);

* authoritarian bureaucratic system in which
civil liberties are respected and partly they

despite the mistakes and failures, these political
institutions are better than any other that could
be installed and need to obey” [8,65]. In
modern literature, identify different types of
legitimacy: traditional, charismatic, legal-
rational, eudemonic (conducive to happiness), e totalitarian and dictatorial regimes, which
officially nationalistic, traditional. For some may not have support, but at the same time
types of legitimacy are important such external the leaders of these powers can be
(primarily international) factors, such as the charismatic. Lack of revolution does not
formal recognition or informal support from

have support among some of the population,
and the question here is not whether or not
to have the legitimacy they have, and the
question is how ,diffuse support’
(D. Easton) they have
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indicate legitimacy of the regime , and is As noted by S. Lipset, people with

tantamount to rebellion social suicide. incredible ease lose confidence in the

.Third World" in Asia, Africa and Latin institutions representatives, but not by the
America, with respect to which all the institutions. Therefore it is necessary to
arguments about the legitimacy of a completelydistinguish the legitimacy of the political
pointless, because these societies not beegime, the credibility of its institutions and the
adequately structured and differentiated, powelpopularity or confidence in its leaders.
is perceived as divine or natural given, but theMismatches unpopularity leaders and the
absence of violence does not says that there ikgitimacy of the political system. Democratic
legitimacy. Therefore, from the point of view of regime can not break up, because there is no
some scholars, typology Weber is actually anbetter alternative to democracy than its
anachronism, since its inception p461]. democratically improve [6.69].

English political philosopher D. Held offers Therefore, we can say that there is a
the following typology of legitimacy [5.182]:  significant ,gap” between confidence in the
no choice, due to the established order or thenstitutions as such and trust in their
threat of violence; We can not choose the wayepresentatives. Widespread penetration (born
due to the tradition; apathy; pragmatic ubiquity) of this ,gap" between trust in
submission (though we do not like the situation,institutions and individuals in all pluralistic
but we can not imagine things differently, and democracies actualizes the problem of
perceive the regime as fate); instrumentalrepresentation functions mediative institutions,
adoption (despite the dissatisfaction with theetc. [6, p.416-423].
existing order, we believe that the regime will Legitimacy based on ,ignorance” people
eventually enable us to obtain certain benefitsunconscious acceptance of prevailing values
and advantages); o regulatory consent, as thiand attitudes. Under ,ignorance” means
order is correct and adequate, then we musincomplete, distorted, mystified knowledge that
obey him; o-ideal normative agreement — all theenables legitimization of their own power. The
knowledge that we might Ilike, all the very power is exercised through the structures
possibilities that we could uncover, we accept(political parties, interest groups, decision-
as relevant to our standards and expectationsnaking centers — legislative, executive and
they are normally political regime does not havejudicial branches of government) and the
a 100% support, so it is necessary to introduceggregation process, articulating interests,
indicators that would allow to judge the degreecollection and storage of information,
of support for the regime. D.Easton suggestecevaluation of resources, decision-making and
as indicators to measure the extent of thepolicy-making [7, p. 79-83].
political legitimacy of the use of violence and This, in turn, can not be achieved without
expressions of defiance, dimensions of thesocialization and recruitment of new actors of
dissident movement, the funds allocated by thehe political process. Constant criticism by
government for security, which can serve as aropposition forces official policy contributes to
indicator of support [4, p.163]. the improvement and correction of the political

But quite difficult to measure the degree of system, integrates into the legitimate political
violation of the law, the scope of the dissidentsystem, any potential anti-systemic effect,
movement, etc. undertaken political regimescontributing to the stability and soundness of
attempt to manipulate public opinion — to individual political institutions and the political
influence the sympathy / antipathy towards thesystem as a whole.
leaders or the policies they rate - may not Incomplete policy and group structuring
coincide with the actual attitude of policy. Ukrainian society can turn green light for rapid
There is an important degree of confidence toestablishment of authoritarian structures in the
the different political institutions and future without much stress dispose of the
personalities. But quite difficult to measure the burden of democratic demands and restraining
degree of violation of the law , the scope of themechanisms. Even nowadays there are some
dissident movement, etc. undertaken politicalhazards. These include, in particular, the
regimes attempt to manipulate public opinion —merging of state bureaucracy into a single anti-
to influence the sympathy / antipathy towardsdemocratic force, representing various branches
the leaders or the policies they rate — may nobf government. This political party frequently
coincide with the actual attitude towards provides political decision to bypass the
policies. There is an important degree ofconstitutionally enshrined procedures leads to
confidence to the different political institutions the chaotic nature of the legislation, which
and personalities. manifests itself in adopting imperfect laws, a
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VJIK 329 Baacenko T. T.

XapkiBChbKUH HAIIOHATBHHN MTEIaroTiaHui
yHiBepcureT imeHi ['.C.CxoBopoaun

IAEOJOI'TYHI CUMYJISIKPHU AK IHCTPYMEHT MOBLIIBALIL TPOMAISTH
(YKPAIHCBKHNH KOHTEKCT)

Pozensioaemoca npobrema cmeopenns i (PYHKYIOHYBAHHA CUMYIAKPIE 6 YKPAIHCbKOMY
RONIMUYHOMY OUCKYPCI. AHANI3YEMbCA MEXAHIZM BUKOPUCMAHHS [0€0]I02IYHUX CUMYIAKDIE 8 AKOCI
IHCmpymenmy — MoOinizayii  2pomMadsiH, 30Kpemd, PpO32AA0AEMbC  GNAUS  CUMYIAKPI6  HA
nepegopmamysanns noaimuyHux peanii 6 Yxpaiui. Jlocniodcyemvcs 8UpoOHUYMEO CUMBONIE i
CUMYTIAKPIB 8 YMOBAX KpU3U NOJNIMUYHOI 610U

Knrouoei cnoea: 3uax,ioeonozis, imimayis, Mooinizayis, CUMEOJ, CUMYTAKD, CUMYAAYIS

Baacenxko T. T.
NAEOJOTUYECKHUE CHUMYVYJIAKPBI KAK HﬁCTPYMEHT MOBHMJIN3AIINA
I'PAXKIAH (YKPAMHCKHUU KOHTEKCT)

Paccmampusaemcs npobnema  co30anusi U YHKYUOHUPOBAHUA — CUMYIAKPOE 8
VKPAUHCKOMAOIUMUYECKOM OUCKYypce. AHAnu3upyemcs Mexanusm Ucnoib308aHusl UOe0102ULeCKUX
CUMYTIAKPOB 8 Kauecmee UHCMPYMEeHma MOOUIU3AYUYU 2paicoar, 8 YacmHoCmu, paccmampueaemcs
BIUAHUE CUMYTAKPOS HA nepedhopmamuposanue noaumudeckux peanui 6 Ykpaume. Mccnedyemcs
nPOU3800CMBO CUMBOI08 U CUMYIAKPOE 8 YCI0GUAX KPUSUCA NOTUMULECKOU 8IACTU.

Knrwouesvie cnosa: 3nax, udeonocus, umumayus, MOOUIU3AYUSL, CUMBOT, CUMYIAKD , CUMYAAYUS
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