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THREATS TO DEMOCRACY: THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

The article analyzes views of foreign and domestic scholars on the issue of threat to
democracy («distortion of democracyy, «non-fulfillment of promises of democracy», «threats to
democracy», «fragility of modern democratic regimes»). The author defines contemporary threats
to democracy and the main threats to democracy in Ukraine which are: incomplete administrative
reform; absence of a functioning system of distribution of power for three branches; collisions in
legislation; low social mobility; low level of economic development; inability to influence the
government; low effectiveness of democratic mechanisms to select elites and elected government
institutions, social apathy, «syndrome of uncertainty».

3ATPO3H JJEMOKPATIi: TEOPETUYHUM AHAJII3

Ilpoananizoeano ocHoBHI meopemuuHi niOXO00U 3apyOIdCHUX Ma BIMYUSHAHUX GYEHUX
BIOHOCHO NpoblieMU 3a2po3u 0eMOKpamii («nepekpyyy8aHus 0emMoKpamii», « HeBUKOHAHHS 0OIYSHOK
demMoKkpamii», «3a2po3u  0eMOKpamii», «KPUXKICMb CYYACHUX OEMOKPAMUYHUX —PEeHCUMIB).
Busnaueno cyuachi 3aeposu demoxpamii, makoic 00 OCHOBHUX 3a2p03 0eMoKpamii 6 Ykpaini cuio
BIOHeCmuU: He3a8epuieHicmb AOMIHICMPAmueHoi pegopmu, 8i0cymHicmb 0i€30amHOi  cucmemu
PO3NOOLY MPbOX 2INOK, KOMI3Il y 3aKOHOOAB8CMEI, HU3bKA COYIaNbHA MOOILIbHICMb, HU3LKULL PIBEHb
PO3BUMKY — eKOHOMIKU, HEeCHNPOMOJCHICMb  6NAUGAMU HA  61A0Y;, HU3bKA  eQeKmusHicmo
0eMOKpAMUYHUX MeXauizmie 8iobopy enim ma 6UOOPHUX THCMUmMymie 61aou, COYialbHa anamis,
«CUHOPOM HEBUSHAYEHOCMI).

YI'PO3bI JEMOKPATUA: TEOPETUUYECKHI AHAJIN3
IIpoananusuposanvl 0CHOBHbIE MeopemuyecKue NoO0X00bl 3apyOedCHbIX U OmedecmEeHHbIX
VUEHbIX  OMHOCUMENbHO  NpobieMvl  Y2po3vl  0eMOKpaAmuu  (KUCKAMNCEHUs — OeMOKpamuuy,
«HegbInoIHeHUe 00ewanuti 0eMOoKpamuuy, «yeposbl O0eMOKPAMUUY, «XPYNKOCMb COBDEMEHHbIX
deMoKpamu4eckux pexcumosy). Onpeoeneno, 4mo K OCHOBHbIM yepo3am O0eMoKkpamuu 6 Ykpaume
cledyem — OMHeCMU.  He3a8epPUIeHHOCIb — AOMUHUCMPAMUBHOU — pedhopmbl;,  KOLIUUU 8
3aKOHOOamenbCemee, HU3KASL COYUANbHAA MOOUTbHOCMb, HUSKULL YPOGEeHb DPA3GUMUS IKOHOMUKU,
HecnocoOHOCMb GIUAMb HA G1ACMb, HU3KASA IPDeKmusHocms 0eMOKpAMU4ecKUx MexaHusmos

omoOoOpa UHCMUMYmMOo8 61ACMU, COYUANbHAS ANAMUSL, « CUHOPOM HEeONpeoeleHHOCIUY.

Modern political processes are characterized by democratic transformations in most countries,
which, in turn, are characterized by development with particular problems. Of particular note is the
problem of threats to democracy. This problem received relevance for our country after 2010, when
the question of possible return of Ukrainian political regime to authoritarianism arose. Primarily,
this is caused by a significant gap between the aim, objectives and possibilities of reforming society
and its democratization.

The need to study threats to democracy is particularly important in current conditions of
globalization, as far as democratic transition helps a state to find its place and role in the
international community and will enable Ukraine to ensure further democratization of society and to
build a developed European state.

Threats to democracy were studied by next foreign and domestic scientists: J. Beshler,
F. Schmitter, S. Eisenstadt, A. Tocqueville, N. Baranov, R. Biliichuk, O. Myhailovska,
O. Nikandrov, I. Pohorska, D. Lakishyk and others.

These authors consider a range of issues: from the essence and meaning of concepts
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«democracy», «democratization» to the major threats to democratic regime.

The aim of the article is to determine the main threats to democracy.

At the present stage of social development issue of threats to democracy remains relevant in
many countries. J. Beshler introduced the concept «deficit of democracy» into scientific use, which
means shortcomings inherent to democracy and problems arising in the course of democracy. By
these, the author divided deficits into two types: 1) arise as a result of inconsistency between ideal
and reality (economic problems); 2) related to objective circumstances that prevent approaching the
ideal of democracy (power, prestige, wealth) [2, p. 168]. J. Beshler distinguishes three types of
«distortionsy - political, ideological and moral.

Under political distortions he understands political market - exchange (between private and
public spheres), distribution and search. Private interests act as a part in the exchange and offer
votes and support to partner during elections. Their partners are politicians who need votes and
support of citizens to be elected in authorities. Thus appears a contradiction of democracy.

The author considers that false interpretation of basic democratic principles is the reason of
ideological distortions, what leads to ideological conclusions that may adversely affect
democratization [2].

To moral distortions J. Beshler includes abuse of freedom, which in most countries that hold
democratic course is alleviated by guarantee of civil liberties and separation of public and private
spheres. According to O. Myhailovska main deficiencies of Ukrainian democracy are «disregard of
laws and absence of effective Constitution» [6, p. 66].

J. Beshler identified threats to democracy, based on retrospective trends and ratio between
social expectations and political decisions; F. Schmitter, in his turn, focused on the study of political
regimes in transitive period. The author determined two reasons of threats to democracy:
«ideological hegemony of democracy may be depleted with the growth of frustration of new
democracies in real results; the possibility that democracy will move forward without satisfying
expectations of its citizens and without establishing acceptable and predictable set of rules for
political competition and cooperation is low»[11].

According to F. Schmitter there are two ways of development in countries with democratic
changes: 1) creation of a hybrid regime; 2) formation of a stable unconsolidated democracy [11].
The author notes that most countries of South America, Eastern Europe and Asia will not be able to
form a stable government that would become acceptable to society [11].

F. Schmitter describes internal dilemmas to characterize modern democracy, regardless spatial
and temporal factors and external dilemmas that challenge the compatibility of new democratic
rules and practices with existing social, cultural and economic conditions.

Among internal dilemmas the author considers oligarchy; self-withdrawal, characterized by
the lack of rational incentives for citizens to participate actively in political life that leads to
political deprivation; «cycles in policy» which is caused by uneven distribution of costs and benefits
among social groups that creates unstable majority formed by temporary coalitions; functional
autonomy (accountability of undemocratic institutions of a state to citizens and experts);
interdependence of national leaders with other democracies and some autocracies associated with
limited ability to control decisions of multinational corporations, the spread of ideas, movement of
individuals across borders ad so on, which indicates limitation of their power within a state [11].

External dilemmas are characterized by «collective choice between alternative institutional
arrangements compatible with existing socio-economic structures and cultural realities» [11]. The
author does not agree that historical experience provides adequate and optimal institutional
compliance. Over the past twenty years democratic processes involved states without former
democratic experience, including Ukraine. These countries, as a rule, rely on foreign experience.

S. Eisenstadt believes that as a result of ideological and institutional history of modern
political systems, fragility and instability inherent to any constitutional-democratic regimes. The
author believes that the basis for these statements is openness of political process in constitutional
democracies and accompanying trend to constant reassessment of the political sphere. «This
openness is the main reason for fragility of modern democratic regimes, but the paradox is that it
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ensures the continuity of their existence» [12, p. 67]. The author notes that if a political system is
characterized by openness, it testifies about its ability to adapt to contemporary social and political
processes and to form an idea of politics as a «game» without zero sum, when gainings of one party
do not tantamount to losing of another [12] .

Among the main «contradictions» S. Eisenstadt names: «contradictions between an emphasis
on human autonomy and powerful, severe control; contradictions between creativity, which
internally inherent to images created by the ideas of the Renaissance, the Enlightenment and the
great revolutions and the blurring of these images, frustration due to routine and bureaucracy of the
modern world; contradictions between the complete picture of the modern world, that fills its with
meaning, and crushing of this meaning due to increasing institutional autonomy of such spheres as
economics, politics and culture; contradictions between the tendency to self-determination and
establishment of independent political units and the growth of international forces that are outside
of the control of these units» [1, quote: 12, p. 71].

Threats to democracy may also come from the masses and from the elite. N. Baranov stressed
that democracy is best ensured by increasing participation of the masses in politics. However, in the
twentieth century the masses became the most susceptible before the temptations of totalitarianism
[1].

In his work «The Future of Democracy» N. Bobbio identified three obstacles to the
development of democracy: technocracy, bureaucracy and the problem of «unmanageable»
democracy [8, p. 89].

A. Tocqueville identified «two major threats to democracy: complete dependence of
legislature on the wishes of voters, concentration of all other forms of government in the legislative
bodies» [10, p. 158]. Also, «exercising democracy a number of real threats to democracy should be
taken into account, e.g. a representative institution, absenteeism, manipulation by the will of people,
«the tyranny of masses». Only civil society with a high level of civic democratic culture can
confront such threats» [5].

R. Biliichuk among threats to democracy in Ukraine identifies «syndrome of uncertainty
inherent both to government and society. Stereotype of the Soviet authorities entrenched in the
minds of society; power acted by the scheme a leader - the party - people, and all decisions were
taken «from above». In the context of democratic development, society takes a lot of decisions
independently, and therefore temptation to return to well-known and simple scheme is more acute;
patronizing and clientelistic model of political elite; oligarchic-corporate type of Ukrainian political
system, where representatives of the richest population groups and forensic groups have huge
impact on power solutions [3].

I. Pohorska, D. Lakishyk in their work determined conditions and trends that threaten
democratic transformation, which deserve support, «the growth among supporters of extreme forms
of nationalism, religious intolerance and theocratic aspirations, terrorism and criminal violence, the
crisis of the modern model of socio-political system that dominates in most developed countries, the
increasing role of advertising specialists and consultants in the media in politics, the lack of interest
of citizens in public affairs when it does not concern their specific interests» [9].

M. Boichuk proposed the most appropriate classification of threats to democracy in Ukraine
into political and social, with which we actually agree.

The threats of the first type are: «incompleteness of administrative reform; absence of
effective system of separation of powers; internal legislative collisions; absence of a strong middle
class; low social mobility; low level of economic development; absence of fully-fledged private
property; immaturity of basic institutions of civil society in Ukraine; absence of a formed political
nation; tendency to form several types of identities at once. A number of authors consider one of the
main threats within the procedural factors the regressive trend of democratization, namely the fact
that by many signs Ukrainian form of democracy falls under the definition of imitation of
democracy or controlled democracy. The social threats to Ukraine's democratic development should
include those that appear in the overall public assessment of a state of democracy in Ukraine, in
evaluation of the ability to influence the government by society itself, in evaluation of the
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effectiveness of democratic mechanisms in selection of elites and institutions of government, in
evaluation of the situation with the rights and freedoms and general dynamics of assessments on
availability of democracy in Ukraine» [4, p. 20].

Thus, after analyzing different views regarding threats to democratic changes in general and
in Ukraine in particular, we believe that current trends are characterized by democratic institutions
that may peacefully and effectively resolve problems that arise between society and government by
changing the ruling elite during the elections.

Summarizing the abovementioned, we conclude that democratic changes in modern
conditions are characterized by complexity and ambiguity. As M. Nazarov correctly notes «the
immaturity of the political elite, political corruption, clannishness and orientation solely on a leader
of a political party, the loss of connection between political forces and voters in the absence of
political, economic and social reforms led to prolonged political and economic crisis in the country.
The use of democratic slogans by elites in undemocratic struggle for power, became the causative
factor for the growth of demands for a politician, which with «a strong hand» establishes order in
Ukrainian society» [7].
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KOHTEKCTHI OCOBJINBOCTI CTAHOBJIEHHA NOJITUYHUX CUCTEM
MOCTPAJISTHCbKHUX KPATH

B cmammi na ocuogi kKnacuunux nioxodi6 00 KOHYenmy NONIMUYHOI cucmemu
PO32180aromsbcs cneyupiuni pucu nOCMpaosHCbKUX NOAIMUYHUX cucmem. Aemop npudinse ysazy
ROAIMUYHITL KYIbMYPL Ma COYIAIbHIL NCUXONI02T] PAOIHCHKO20 MA NOCMPAOIHCHKO20 CYCHIIbCMEA.
Pobumuvcs cnpoba 3po3ymimu 0epaicagomeopuy 102Ky NOCMPAOSIHCHKUX elim.

Knrwouosi cnosa: nonimuuna cucmema, nNoaimudHUil npoyec, 0epicasa, Menmaiimem, eiima,
NOCMPAOSHCLKUL NPOCMIP.

KOHTEKCTHBIE OCOBEHHOCTH CTAHOBJIEHHUSA ITOJIUTUYECKHUX
CUCTEM ITIOCTCOBETCKUX I'OCYJAPCTB.

B cmamve na ocnosanuu Kiaccuueckux nooxo008 K KOHYEnmy NOAUMUYecKou CUcmembl
paccmampusaomes cneyuguieckue uepmovl NOCHCOBEMCKUX NOAUMUYECKUX cucmem. Aemop
yoensiem GHUMAHUE HNONUMUYECKOU KYIbMype U COYUANbHOU HNCUXONO2UU COBEMCKO20 U
nocmcogemcko20 obwecmea. Jlenaemcs nonvimka NOHAMb 20CY0aApCmMEO0OPaA3VIoOuyI0 J102UKY
NOCMCOBEMCKUX INUM.

Kniwowueswvie cnoea: nonumuueckas cucmema, NOIUMUYECKULl npoyecc, 20Cy0apcmeo,
MeHmanumem, 31uma, NOCMCOBEMCKOe NPOCMPAHCMEO.

THE CONTEXT FEATURES OF ESTABLISHING THE POLITICAL SYSTEMS OF
POST-SOVIET COUNTRIES.

In the article on the basis of the classic concepts of the political system the specific features
of the post-soviet political systems are being examined. The author pays attention to political
culture and social psychology of soviet and post-soviet society. An attempt to understand the
statehood logic of post-soviet elites is done.

Keywords: political system, political process, state, mentality, elite, post-soviet space.

IHoctanoBka mnpodjaemu. TpamuiiiiHo, AOCTIUKEHHS MOJITHYHOI CHCTEMH mepeadayae
BUBYEHHSI 1HCTUTYLINMHUX CTPYKTyp J€p>KaBU 1 CYCHUIbCTBA, a TAKOXK XapaKTepy B3aEMHH 1
B3aeMoii MK HUMHM. [lonmiTHUHA cuUcTeMa MpHU3HAYEHA [Vl PeryaroBaHHs CYCHUIbHO-TIONITHYHUX
MPOIIECIB B paMKax JEepiKaBU 1 CYCIUIbCTBA uYepe3 3A1MCHEeHHs BiIaaHuX (QyHKIHA. [omoBHe B
MOJITUYHIN CHCTEMI - 1€ IOCSATHEHHs CTabiIbHOCTI B CYCHUIBCTBI HA OCHOBI PO3BMHEHOI MPAaBOBOT
0a3u, Ha TUX 3aKOHaX, SIKI PErylroloTh NomiTHUHUN mponec. [lomiTuyHa cucrema BigoOpaxae,
HacamIiepe], CyTHICTb C(pOPMOBAHOTO CYCHUIBCTBA, CYCHUIBHUX BiJIHOCHH, Bi0Opa)kae IHTEpecH
KJIaciB, COIIAJIbHUX TPYII.

JUis mocTpaAsHCbKMX KpaiH MOJITHYHA cucTeMa cTaia (opMyBaTHCh BIAMOBITHO 3 TIEO
MIOJIITHKOIO, SIKA 31MCHIOBAIACh B KOXKHIN 3 X KpaiH. [licns posnagy Pagsucekoro Coro3y KoxkHa
3 pecmyONiK ONUWHWIACh B CKJIAIHOMY cTaHOBMII. TepuropiayibHi NpeTeH3ii, MiKHaliOHAJIbHI
MIPOTUCTOSIHHS, €KOHOMIYHI 1HTEpeCHM — BC€ 1€ BHMMarajo DpilllEeHHS BXE B paMKax HOBHX
HAI[IOHAJIBHUX TOJITUYHUX CHCTEM, OCOOIMBOCTI CTAaHOBJIEHHS SKMX € CaMOCTIHOIO HayKOBOIO
po0IeMOI0.
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