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The article examines the process of political
choice, its features and components in the post-
Soviet domain, the role of the political choice in
two interrelated dimensions of political interac-
tion: politics and policy. Firstly, in the struggle of
individual and collective political actors for votes
in the electoral process. Secondly, in the pro-
cess of public administration, where the choice
is an important component of political decision-
making. It is noted that the post-Soviet model
of political choice is characterized by certain
pathologies originating from the Soviet period:
formation of the “party of power”, centraliza-
tion, orientation of the informational influence
“top — down”, lack of the dialogue and traditions
of parliamentary debate, populism. Among the
newest political choice pathologies the media-
tization of politics and the emergence and de-
velopment of mediacracy are observed. In the
globalized environment the informational space
becomes an arena of political infighting and the
mediatization of politics threatens the subordi-
nation of political debate and the broad political
dialogue in visual media format, especially — TV.
Itis well-reasoned that one of the possible ways
of overcoming the political choice pathologies
is rationalization of the electoral process and
public administration. Using the theory of pub-
lic choice, the recipes of facilitating of rational
choice model formation in the public domain are
stipulated. The rationalization recipes include:
the necessity of debate implementation as the
element of the parliamentary activity and the
electoral process, the determination of its rules
based on the scientific model of argumentative
discussion and the transfer of these rules to the
media space and everyday lives of citizens.
Key words: political choice, post-Soviet poli-
tics, mediatization, political debates, rational-
ization of choice.

Y cmammi posanisidaembcs npoyec noaimuy-
Ho20 Bubopy, lio20 ocobnusocmi ma Komro-
HEeHmMU 8 NOCMPAOSIHCLKOMY [POCMOpI, Po/ib
1oAIMuUYHO20 BUGOPY B OBOX B3EMOIOB’A3aHUX
acriekmax nosimuyHoi 83aeMoaii: nosimonoaii
ma nonimuku. Mo-nepwe, y 6opoms6i iHAUBIOY-
&/TbHUX | KOJIEKMUBHUX MO/IIMUYHUX Cy6'ekmis
07159 eosiocis y Bubop4omy rpoyeci. 1o-dpyee,
Y NpOYeCi OepxasHO20 YrpasAiHHS, Y KoMy
BUOGIP € BX/IUBUM KOMIOHEHMOM MpulHImMmsi
oAIMUYHUX pilueHb. Bapmo 3a3Hasumu, wo
rocmpadsiHcbka MOO€e/Tb Mo/IMUYHO20 BUGOPY
XapakmepusyembCsi NEBHUMU  11amo/io2isimu,
SIKi NOX00sIMb Bi0 padsHCbKO20 repiody: ¢hop-
MyBaHHsIM «napmii 1aodu», yeHmpasizayjeto,
opieHmavyjieto iHghopmayitiHoeo Br/auBy «38ep-
Xy — BHU3», BiocymHicmio diasoay U mpaduyil
napiameHmcbKux 0ebamis, nornysnismom. Ce-
ped HosimHIX namoyioeili noAimu4YHo20 8UGOPY
MOXeMOo Ha3gamu Mediamu3auyito MosIimukKu,
rosigy (i po3sumok Mediakpamii. B ymosax as10-
6anisayii iHghopmayitiHuli npocmip cmae ape-
HOK nosimuyHoi 6opoms6bu, momy Mediamu-
3ayisi Mo/IMUKU 3a2POXYeE MiornopsioKyBaHHSIM
roslimuYHoI dUCKycii i LWUPOKO20 NoIMUYHO20
diasioay y 8i3yasibHOMy ¢hopmami 3acobamu Ma-
€oB0I" iHghopmayji, 0co6/1UB0 MmenebayeHHsIM.

Takum 4YUHOM, OOHUM i3 MOX/TUBUX W/IsXIB MO-
0os1aHHS rMosIimu4Ho20 BUGOPY namosioeili € pa-
yioHasizayisi BU60PHO20 npoyecy ma oepxas-
HO20 ynpas/iiHHsI. BUKOPUCMOBYHYU MEopito
CyCMi/IbHO20 BUGOPY, MepedbadyaemMo W/IsXu
ro/1e2wWeHHs1 payioHa/IbHo20 (hopMyBaHHSI BU-
60py mModesii B8 cycriibHOMy HadbaHHi. LLsixu
payioHanisayii BkoYaroms y cebe Heobxio-
Hicmb BripoBacxeHHs 0ebamis sK efleMeHma
nap/iameHmecbKoi Oisi/lbHOCMi ma  8UG0pPY020
MPOYECY, BU3HAYEHHS IX Mnpasu/si, 3acCHOBaHUX
Ha Haykosili Mmodeni apaymeHmauii 062080peH-
Hs1 U nepedadi yux rpasusa y media-npocmopi
ma roscsIKOEHHOMY XUMMI 2DOMAaOosIH.
KntouoBi cnoBa: nosiimu4Hul subip, nocmpa-
0sIHCbKa rosiimosioais, Mediamu3ayisi, no/i-
muyHi debamu, payioHasizayis 8U6GOPY.

B cmambe paccmampusaemcsi npoyecc ro-
JUMUYecKo20 Bblbopa, €20 0CobeHHocmu U
KOMIMOHEHMbI B8 [OCMCOBEMCKOM MPOCMpaH-
cmse, po/ib MoAUMUYECKO20 BbI6Opa 8 0BYX
B3aUMOCBSI3aHHbIX acrnekmax nosumu4yecKo20
83aumModelicmasusi:  1oAUMO/I02UU U O/IUMU-
Ku. Bo-nepsbix, 8 60pbbe UHOUBUOYa/IbHLIX U
KO/IIEKMUBHBIX  MO/IUMUYECKUX  CYyObeKmos
0719 20/10C08 B U3GUPaMesIbHOM Mpoyecce.
Bo-8mopekix, 8 npoyecce 20CyO0apCmBeHHO20
yripag/ieHusi, 8 KOMopoM BbIGOP SB/ISIEMCST BaX-
HbIM KOMIMOHEHMOM MPUHSIMUST MOUMUYECKUX
peweHrull. Credyem ommemums, 4Ymo nocm-
cosemckas MoOe/lb MO/IUMUYECKo20 Bbibopa
Xapakmepusyemcsi 0orpeoesieHHbIMU  1iamosio-
2usMU, MPOUCX00SILYUMU OM COBEMCKO20 I1e-
puoda: ¢hopmuposaHueM «napmuu  81acmu»,
yeHmpasuzayuel, opueHmayueli UHopma-
YUOHHO20 B/IUSIHUST «CBEPXY — BHU3», OMCym-
cmBuem duasioza U mpaduyuu napramMeHmeKux
debamos, nony/usmom. Cpedu Hoselwux na-
monoauli Mo/IUMUYECcKo20 BblIbopa MOXHO Ha-
38amb Meduamusayuro Mo/IUMUKU, rosiseHue
u passumue meduakpamuu. B ycrosusix ano-
basusayuu UHGhoOpMayUOHHOe MPOCMPaHCMBO
cmaHosumcsi apeHol rnosiumuyeckoll 60pb6bl,
roamomy meduamusayusi No/IUMUKU yepoxaem
ModYUHeHUEM rosiumuYyeckoll duckyccuu U Wu-
[POKO20 MO/IUMUYECKO20 duasioaa 8 BU3Ya/IbHOM
hopmame cpedcmsamMu Maccosoll UHghopma-
yuu, 0cobeHHo mesesudeHueM. Takum obpa-
30M, OOHUM U3 BO3MOXHbIX ymel rpeodosieHust
Mo/1UMUYecKo20 Bblbopa namovioaull siesiemcsi
payuoHasuzayusi  u3bupamesibHo20 rpoyecca
U 20cy0apCmseHHO20 yrpas/eHust. Vicronb3ys
meoputo  0buecmseHHo20 BbI6opa, pedyc-
mMampusaeMm mymu 0671e24eHusi PayuoHa/IbHO-
20 hopmuposaHusi Bblbopa Modesu 8 obuje-
cmseHHoM docmosiHuU. [Tymu payuoHausayuu
BK/IIO4arOM B Ce6s1 HEOBXOOUMOCMb BHEOPEHUST
debamos kak anemeHma nap/aMeHmckol oe-
AAMe/IbHOCMU U U3bUpame/ibHo20 npoyecca,
onpedesieHue ux rpasusl, OCHOBaHHbIX Ha Hayy-
Holl Modenu apaymeHmayuu 06cyaoeHust U ne-
pedadyu amux rpasus 8 Medua-fpocmparHcmse
U 1oBcedHeBHOU XU3HU 2paxoaH.

KntoueBble cnoBa: nosumuyeckuli 8b160p,
rocmcosemckasi no/umosioausi, Meduamusa-
yusi, nosiumuyeckue oebamel, payuoHaiu3a-
yusi BbI6Opa.
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In the discourse of national political science a well-
developed system of rational argumentation for the
implementation of the ambitious project —the transition
from the post-Soviet politics to the democratic political
interaction — was formed. Mainstream political actors
publically call themselves democrats, under the idea
of democracy almost all the political parties, projects
and organizations are placed, except explicit fringes.
But democracy, paraphrasing Soviet propagandists,
is still “on the horizon” it remains the matter of faith.

The study of political choice in this article is focused
on two processes: electoral and administrative. In the
case of electoral choice the main actor is a citizen,
and in public politics — government officials, who are
organized, able to determine the agenda of public
life, legal and procedural terms of political choice,
including the electoral one.

During the political changes of the last decades
in the political framework well-organized groups that
have access to power, economic, informational and
political resources of impact and try to monopolize
this framework, were formed. Such groups have
no rational reasons to consider the thoughts of
unorganized or less organized social groups and the
society as the whole. In this respect, the choice of
an autocrat is not much different from choosing an
oligarchic form of administration. The logic of the
autocrat, like the oligarchy, involves neglecting public
interest, concerns about the retention of power (in
the context of autocracy, it also applies to solving the
problem of inheritance) and maximization of its own
resources.

The interconnection of the electoral process
and the governance is especially apprehensible for
countries that are at the stage of democratization.
Election campaigns really enhance the increase of
legitimacy of the public administration, but not always
ensure the efficiency in solving social problems.
Permanent changes in the electoral legislation, the
opaque financing of election campaign, the use of the
administrative resource etc. prevent the consolidation
of democracy, the trust in government institutions and
the consolidation of Ukrainian society.

In political theory two basic approaches to the
interpretation of the phenomenon of political choice
are developed: “existential” and “marketing”. The
first one relates to the philosophical tradition of
existentialism and connects choice with freedom (the
freedom of choice), responsibility (the responsibility
for selection), suffering and fear. The situation of
choosing is the time of the highest tension of spiritual
and physical forces of an individual, which happens
several times during his life (or does not take place
at all), has a fundamental moral character and means
“either ... or". The second approach, on the contrary,
emphasizes the “commonplace” and triviality of the
phenomenon of choice, which is primarily associated
with the needs of an individual, services and goods.
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The choice in this case moves to a public domain,
appears as an important part of public administration,
decision-making in management, realization of
political interests.

In the contemporary political discourse, the image
of “Knight at the Crossroads”, which illustrated the
situation of choice, is changed to the model of “Man
with a remote control” (or another gadget) who “turns
over” channels, websites, computer games, services,
goods, parties, leaders, ideologies. A modern citizen
has a lot of choice options o that can either be
alternative or can not.

One of the major controversies related to political
choice is that the topics, which draw people’s attention
during an election campaign, are usually different
from the variety of problems which must be solved
in the process of public administration. This creates
the conditions for the emergence of pathologies that
are defined as “ugly, abnormal deviation from the
norm” [5]. As post-Soviet political process convincingly
demonstrates, the pathologies of political choice are
often quite well “disguised” under the norm, as in the
post-Soviet societies there was no public discussion
and reflection of latent individual and collective
attitudes, desires and expectations, which constitute
the basis for public legitimating of power.

The discrepancy between electoral and post-
electoral logic in the actions of politicians leads to the
loss of voters’ trust, the public attitude to politics as a
“dirty business”. But from the functional point of view —
to the percentage fall in citizens’ turnout to the polls
that during five parliamentary election campaigns has
fallen by almost 13% (from 70,8% in 1998 to 57,9%
in 2012).

H. Kolbech notes that regarding public politics there
are two fundamentally different points of view both in
the scientific literature and in the working knowledge of
experts: the first one deals with the authorized choice,
while the second one — the structured interaction.
The approach of the authorized choice means that
politics is really “government decision-making” and is
focused on such decisions. The questions are asked
about the problem, which the government are trying
to solve, the options that are offered, the way in which
the decision will be made and what the result is.
The approach of the structured interaction does not
involve one person, who makes a decision, for solving
an exact problem of politics: it focuses on the range of
participants in the game, the diversity of their situation
and problem understanding, the ways of interacting
with each other and the results of this interaction [6].

For political science the research of the post-
Soviet choice phenomenon of a citizen at the polling
station, an official at the bureau, an experienced
parliamentarian — a lobbyist or an ambitious young
politician at a crowded meeting is a fundamental thing.
Indeed, the process of political science formation
included such a direction as “political science of post-
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communism” and was at the phases of opposition and
deconstruction towards Soviet social science.

D. Stone opposes academic logic to political
methods. She confirms that when they talk about
politics or gossip about it in the academic circles,
one cannot ignore the categorical denial of political
methods in the name of rational analysis. Moreover,
in the academic circles it is contemptuously believed
that political methods prevent the right policy [24].
The political analysis, according to D. Stone, would
not care about the objectivity and established rules,
but to see political demands in analytical concepts,
formulation of problems and policy instruments [24].
It was well understood in the Soviet times by the
representatives of the endless departments of
“Scientific Communism?”, “Historical Materialism” and
“History of the Communist Party”. By its destructive
force the army of “social scientists” was not inferior
to Soviet economists. Let us recall an old Soviet
joke. L. Brezhnev on the Red Square inspects the
parade and after all the tanks, armored vehicles,
aircrafts and missiles a battered truck with a dozen
of feeble men and middle-aged women in glasses
and raincoats starts moving. L. Brezhnev is asked
about what these civilians of strange appearance are
doing among the grand military parade. L. Brezhnev
says: “Theses are our economists. You cannot even
imagine what harm they can do”.

According to A. Sharp, “the choice of an economic
system is not a choice to have or not have decision
making and planning; rather, the particular economic
system selected simply indicates who will make
resource-use decisions and plans. In the market
economy, the consumer is king. That is, consumers
decide what allocation of resources between
competing production processes maximizes their
well-being. Markets then coordinate this information
and bring about any needed reallocation. None of this
applies in the command economy...” [22, p. 46].

But not only these politological and political
factors make the political choice difficult. The
logic of democratic elections itself foresees the
alternativeness: a politician should be chosen between
different candidates. An alternative necessarily
implies a difference; in viable (democratic) elections
it is a competitive difference.

The logic of political actions is aimed not just at
defending a particular position or own principles (of
the party program) of social development, but also in
competition with other politicians who are competitors
in the political domain. On the one hand, the political
battle in the election campaign is an open sphere of
interactive symbolic communication of political actors
towards power, getting of which allows to focus on
serving the public benefit.

On the other hand, the assurance of the
government legitimacy allows to distinguish the
“trap of free elections”, “unreliability of the choice

factor” that can lead to the phenomenon common
to the citizens of all the post-communist countries —
disappointment in the elections. For the participants
of the democratic transit L. Diamond’s idea about
the existence of a significant difference between the
“electoral” and “liberal” democracy becomes apparent:
“The latter is not limited to the system of democratic
elections. It also possesses such features as control
over executive power; independent judicial power
that enforces the abidance of the law supremacy;
protection of the freedom rights of an individual,
speech, meetings, conscience, the right to choose
and to be chosen; protection of minorities’ rights <...>
no censorship. In case of electoral democracy there
exist a system of government and administration,
formed as a result of relatively free and fair elections,
but there are no guarantees of many other rights or
freedoms that exist in liberal democracies” [16].

The condition of regular and free elections is
necessary but not sufficient to ensure an effective
(“good”) administration.

The complex of interrelated problems of legal,
economic (the structure of ministries and departments,
which remain Soviet basing on their organizational
and sectoral characteristics), political and cultural
nature complicates the performance of functions
appropriate for a modern democratic administration
by the post-Soviet state.

K. Minogue confirms that “the echo of the past
always illuminates. Cui bono? The Romans used to
ask. Who benefits? In an egalitarian world, everyone
is equal, except perhaps the managers of equality.
And certainly in the foreseeable future, there will be
endless and not unprofitable work for those whose
business it is to spell out in ever greater detail the
rules of the game of life, and to adjudicate conflict, and
to teach the benighted what thoughts a just society
requires. Politics will have died, but everything will be
politics” [20, p. 111].

The centralization of power and the concentration of
authority in the condition of an uncertain responsibility
of individual and collective government actors lead to
the abstraction of administration decisions from society
(administration entities). The state apparatus and the
nomenclature are perceived by society (perhaps
we could say the same about self-identity) as a self-
reliant system that is not interested in cooperation with
community and does not require feedback for selection,
approval and implementation of political decisions.

Georg Sorensen in his “Democracy, Dictatorship
and Development. Consequences for Economic
Development of Different Forms of Regime in the
Third World” notices that “<...> the restructuring of
the economy meant that there was room for improved
welfare as well as for auto-centric growth” [23, p. 13].
Moreover, “the original argument was that democratic
regimeswerelessableto curb consumptiontothe benefit
of accumulation and economic growth” [23, p. 11].
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The problem of citizen’s political choice in the
voting booth is to elect the best among all other
candidates according to specific criteria. Defining the
selection criteria is a personal decision of every voter
or a group of voters united by certain social (age,
ideological, gender etc.) features.

In the “Post-Communism Political Science” [3]
it is noted that “pathologies” of post-Soviet politics
and “sociopathies” of post-totalitarian society are
“the ambivalence of political consciousness with
conformist-nihilistic orientation, deprofessionalisation
and vague of status-prestigious criteria of human
interaction, deactualization of values. Sociopathies
as a specific pathology of post-communist society
can destroy the “social organism” or restrain its
democratic development. The formation of society
and individual's self-esteem, without which, after
all, you can create in one single country anything
except a civilized state, which would arise among
the civilized international community respect and
interest in its further development is connected with
the overcoming of these pathologies”.

The pathologies of post-Soviet political choice
include such phenomena as populism, moralization
and paternalism. According to E. Bystrytsky “The
essence and the risk of populism is that it deliberately
avoids the complex reality of interests of different
groups of people. A populist appeals to each of us
individually. He divides people into social atoms and
leaves them alone in order to promise to satisfy each
one separately and all together at the same time” [2].
But the greatest threat to democracy is “tradition,
rather wait for the benefits from a good, but fair
leader than fight for independence from the chief for
free labor in your favor. It is traditionally a different
self-understanding than that, which in the West is
truth-written: an individual does not receive rights
from the state, he, according to his own nature, has
indispensable and undeniable rights which no one in
the world can deprive of” [2].

One of the main challenges to rational political
choice in post-Soviet politics is the organization of
interaction of large social groups on Republican
basis: “Rationality is an action according to the rules;
but only rationality of rules and goals themselves,
the achievement of which should serve their
implementation — is quite another matter” [13].

Analyzing the processes of politics democratization
in Ukraine on the edge of 80s — 90s of the last
century, the researchers of post-communism called
the changes, which took place during that period,
“epochal”, wrote about the need for rationalization
of political action and the need to examine the
fundamental assumptions, concepts and theories of
political science, its attempts to determine the nature
of political choice and its pathologies again.

These objectives remain relevant to modern
political discourse after new scheduled “crucial”, in
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terms of democratic governance and preservation
of the country’s integrity, elections in 2014, and not
less epochal changes that have occurred during this
time and are associated with the democratization
of Ukrainian society, external and internal political
challenges for Independence.

In modern cognitive conditions the belief in the
omnipotence of human mind, the decline of the
“spirit of Enlightenment”, which in due time provided
a theoretical grounding for the priority of economic
goal-rationality, are rethought and criticized.

Like everything else in life, politics is about hard
choices, and the nicest thing to do with a hard choice
is to evade it. Semantic abracadabra helps. A quite
new sense of ‘politics’ has emerged to do this work,
and unless we keep track of it we are all at sea in
understanding the modern world. The essence of this
new meaning is that ‘politics’ is made to cover every
small detail of life. It is a semantic drift which happens
quite unselfconsciously [20, p. 107].

In political theory quite a skeptical attitude towards
the theory of rational choice, in the form it was
represented in the model Homo ekonomicus, was
formed. It is rather inclined to talk about the choice
on the principle of limited rationality. This approach
allows treating the understanding of political choice
principles more critically: form the electoral choice to
the choice of optimal constitutional and institutional
policy. Democratization, from the standpoint of the
theory of public choice, is interpreted not as a result
of natural, free from interference structuring, but as a
result of planning and creating the appropriate legal
framework and political institutions.

Ifindividualsrespondtoincentives, theyarerational,
and thus the basic explanatory principles of political
theory should be the principles of rational individual
choice: individuals make choice (or act) rationally if
their actions are determined by their preferences,
which are rational themselves. Preferences are
rational if they are complete and transitive, i.e. take
into account and rate all the alternatives.

It is fully concerned the political choice which
takes punches on all the sides in the post-Soviet time:
the formulation of the “overall” interest (M. Olson),
the emergence of the post-Soviet “maximizers” of
economic and political benefit, profits and resources,
partial constraint of civil rights and freedoms.

If the concept of modernity, as manifested in the
ideologies of liberalism, conservatism and socialism,
is out of dominance of goal-rationality (instrumental
mind). Post-Soviet society should solve the problems
arising from the socialist model of modernization
and the traditional sources of solidarity should be
replaced by the reflexive construction of political
relations and regulatory agreements. Rationality
serves one of the fundamentals of modern era
establishment, democratic political institutions.
Without rationalization it is impossible to imagine the
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processes of secularization (according to Max Weber —
“disenchantment” of political field), liberalization of
economic, political and media spaces, pluralization,
formation and development of the law-governed
state and civil society, professional administration
(bureaucracy), public policy, science and education,
technological progress.

Understanding a linear model of progress, which
provided a powerful impetus to a “Soviet man” and was
based on universality of rationality, was changing in
the process of post-Soviet and post-modern societies
formation. Accordingly, reflections are also changing
with respect to the rationalization of political choice.

In the post-Soviet conditions instead of market
rationalization of costs a different political game
take place, in which politics and economics require
permanent ‘“loans” from the past. Two political
pathologies of choice are directly related to the post-
Soviet politics. First of all, the erosion of institutional
line between the state and the market: the state is
divided into administratively-political and commercial
sectors, and the “party of power” controls them.
Secondly, the permanent reallocation of capital and
property without an effective mechanism for saving
and capital accumulation.

The research of sources, subjects and pathologies
of variable choice domain are found in the works of
members of the theory of rational choice and the
public choice theory, the “agenda setting” theory, the
theory of information society and globalization, and
so on. The representatives of the rational choice
theory and the public choice theory K. Arrow, J.
Buchanan, M. Friedman, J. Waldvogel, H. de Soto,
G. Tullock, M. Olson et al. believe that a rational
political choice involves the formulation of goals of
social development, the search for the most effective
means of its achievement, the calculation of costs
and benefits from implementing a certain strategy,
taking into account the behavior of other actors and
the evaluation of the overall situation.

However, after unsuccessful attempts of rational
choice expansion to theory and practice of democratic
reforms in the 90s of the twentieth century, the “first
wave” of public policy studies from the standpoint of
rational choice theory in post-Soviet countries was
asleep.

Nevertheless, the landscape of political science
in Ukraine has changed. A wide range of Ukrainian
scholars’'workswrittenwiththe use oftheelementsofthe
rational choice theory concerning the democratization
of political cooperation, the establishment of civil
society institutes, political technologies, mass
media, gender politics, neopatrimonializm, elites and
leadership, political coalitions, political argumentation
and discourse testify to the total consensus in terms
of the heuristic potential of the public choice theory.

Apolitical theory takes into account the limitation of
the provisions of rational choice based on the model of

selfish maximizer of benefit — Homo ekonomicus. The
difficulties that arise in the process of transformation
of individual rational decisions and collective action
are essential. K. Arrow, M. Olson and their followers
claim that the transfer from individual to collective
rationality is unattainable.

In the early 1950s, the economist Kenneth Arrow
(subsequently a Nobel Prize winner) wrote down
a list of reasonable requirements for a democratic
voting procedure. Then Arrow set out to find all of
those voting procedures that meet the requirements.
It turns out that there aren’t many. Arrow was
able to prove with the inexorable force of pure
mathematics — that the only way to satisfy all of the
requirements is to select one voter and give him
all the votes. The only “democratic” procedure that
meets the minimal requirements for democracy is to
anoint a dictator! [18, p. 53].

In the Ukrainian scientific discourse a wide range
of issues related to electoral choice has always
attracted much attention of politicians, citizens,
experts and mass media. Predominantly, discussions
are focused on the critical analysis of the negative
effects of electoral process. The application of public
choice theory to study the conditions and pathologies
of choice in Ukraine is due to the emergence of new
non-standardized situations in the post-Soviet politics
that require appropriate means to analyze and
improve the efficiency of public policy.

In the meantime, the issues of “positive”
construction of political choice democratic domain in
general (not just the interaction of political actors) are
paid much less attention. Perhaps it is considered that
in the circumstances where administrative resources
and other illegal means of political campaigns will
not be used, the election campaigns in Ukraine will
automatically meet the criteria of openness and
become democratic.

The political choice of the last decades has
created an alternative to the political development
of post-Soviet era: from the “media show”, with
meaning-playing, or government's censorship, to
the possibilities of political action aimed at achieving
compromise and consensus.

The domain of choice in post-Soviet politics
because of unstable rules requires the constant
determination of current state affairs, which is formed
in the process of interpreting and reinterpreting the
actions of others. In this regard, the requirements
concerning rational political actions in all areas
of post-communist transformation, of society is
extremely relevant to present-day Ukraine, for politics
of which you can apply the name “crisis”, last but not
least, because of the lack of reasonable solutions.

At the same time, at the process of political
interaction nowadays, the new challenges to
rational choice appear. One of these challenges —
mediatization of politics (G. Oberreuter et al.), which
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presents a potential threat to the emergence of a new
form of totalitarianism — informational (A. Solovyov),
the second one — the Soviet political heritage, based
on the “party of power”, the third one — permanent
changes in the electoral model and constitutional
“reverses”.

In post-Soviet politics the principle formulated in
“The Armchair Economist: Economics and Everyday
Life”; “Instead of asking, “What social institutions led
to such irrational behavior?” It is necessary to ask:
“Why is this behavior rational?” [18, p. 16].

The main contradictioninthe process of determining
the optimal electoral system is to choose between a
full representation and a structured parliament.

The Proportional distribution of votes in
parliamentary elections provides a clear and relatively
stable parliamentary structure — these are the main
advantages of the proportional system. In addition, the
proportional system enables the society to identify the
political history of each party, its effectiveness in creating
coalitions and its results in administration participation.
Mutual impact of the electoral system and processes
of the political system development in general and the
structuring of parliament in particular were studied in
the works M. Duverger, G. Sartori, J. Elster, J. Linz,
D. Horowitz, S. Mainwaring, A. Lijphart et al.

The proportional system gives rise to the role
and weight of political parties, which are gradually
transformed into an effective institution that provides
an interaction between government and citizens.
Introduced in 2006 and 2007, the proportional electoral
system has demonstrated its shortcomings (mainly
refers to the “closed” list that prevents rational choice
of citizens and does not facilitate the formation of a
strong regional policy, and also leads to an increase
in the role of party bureaucracy).

In the conditions of parliamentary-presidential
model the proportional system of representative
authorities formation creates the problems of stability
of the executive branch functioning, because none of
the political parties cannot obtain an absolute majority
of votes (although, of course, this goal exists), and
therefore — unable to create a one-party government.
However, in this case, it is better not to talk about the
coalition, but the quota government, where a special
guota of positions belongs to the President.

The opponents of proportional system in the
form in which it is implemented and used in Ukraine,
namely the system of closed party lists in a single
state multi-mandate constituency, give strong
arguments of narrowing the electoral rights of the
citizens who, not being members of political parties,
are actually deprived of the opportunity to participate
in the nomination of candidates for deputies.

The proportional system requires the formation
of stable factions and coalitions of factions that take
responsibility for voting and acting of the government
and the opposition. The effectiveness of actions can
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be evaluated, and each voter is able to rationalize his
choice based on the political history of a party or bloc.

Inits turn it promotes the growth and the enhancing
the role of political parties in society, which in the long
run will contribute to carrying political struggle in the
dimension of ideological competition. The future of
political parties will be determined in the ideological
field and will not so much be dependent on the image
technologies.

Despite the fact that a relatively short time
period separates two election campaigns under the
proportional system (which is likely to explain the
financial and organizational unwillingness of one third
of parties and blocs to participate in the elections in
2007), these election campaigns showed a number of
general trends that lay the groundwork for the (possibly
critical) analysis of implementation of proportional
system in our country. Not fundamentally changing
the proportion of forces and factions in the Parliament,
they led to changes in the government coalition and the
personal composition of the government. Comparing
the results of the election campaign to the Verkhovna
Rada of Ukraine, 1998, 2002, 2006, 2007 and 2012,
we can specify the following trends in political choice:

— reduce of voters’ turnout (respectively 70,8%,
69,3%, 67,8%, 62%, 57,99%);

— reduce of the parties and blocs number that
overcome the electoral threshold in a state multi-
mandate constituency and get to the Parliament
(respectively 8, 6, 5, 5, 5);

— increase in the percentage of voters who vote for
“passing” parties and blocs (65,8%, 75,72%, 77,73%,
88,58%, 93,74%). More and more voters, even if they
have different preferences, vote for parties and blocs
who are likely to get to the Parliament.

Transformations in the electoral system cannot be
analyzed separately from the process of formation
and development of the party system, organization of
electoral campaigns and parliamentary activity on the
formation of the coalition and the government under
several constitutional “reverses” between presidential
and parliamentary-presidential models. The state
patronage for some political parties allows calling them
“cartel” ones. This name reflects the other side of the
relationships between the “party of power” and the
state — not just party support of the authorities, but also
the assistance on the part of the state in party activity.

It can only be added that the election campaign
of 2012, which was held again by the mixing model,
did not lead to “tectonic” changes in the organization
of both internal party work and communication of
candidates with voters. However, the proportional
system has a number of positive outcomes for both
the parliament and the government and for the
democratization of political interaction in general. The
structuring (one reason of which is the centralization
of party structures) of party domain in general and
the parliamentary one in particular are distinguished
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among these outcomes. Proportional and mixed
systems, even with significant shortcomings, is able
to provide the representation of major political and
ideological positions that exist in Ukrainian society,
the formation of factions and coalitions of factions
that take responsibility for voting and activities of the
government and the opposition. The effectiveness of
these actions can be evaluated, and voters are able
to rationalize the political choice.

The political choice in post-Soviet politics is
implemented under the direct influence of advertising
and agitation political campaign. The positive image
of a candidate is created in communication with
journalists and voters who support this candidate.
It does not look like a difficult task, taking into
consideration the lack of competition factor in the
direct dialogue with other candidates. A candidate
needs to play a certain role on the stage, which has
already been prepared by the team. He turns into
the actor, who is demonstrated to the public as the
part of a big show. The image that is created for the
public is the so-called “imaginary person” that has to
bear positive emotions. He allows only a monologue
(in the best case — prepared answers to questions
of positive-minded journalists or citizens), which
turns the electoral race from the competition into the
theatre.

Democratization involves looking for mechanisms
of one of the main tasks solving: rational actions
transformation of individual and collective political
actors to the collective rational action with the
satisfaction of public interest. The democratization
process of political interaction is inseparably linked to
the rationalization of social relations. The development
of science, law, market economy and representative
political institutions, independent mass media, not in
the least is the result of secularization, desacralization
and rationalization of political world.

Rationality serves one of the fundamentals of
the formation of modern era, democratic political
institutions. Without rationalization it is impossible to
imagine the processes of secularization (according
to Max Weber — “disenchantment”) of political field,
liberalization of economic, political and media
domains, pluralization, formation and development
of the law-governed state and the civil society,
professional administartion (bureaucracy), public
policy, science, education and technological progress.

Rationality is connected with the based on an
adequate understanding of the problem situation,
which includes an agent, conscious control of own
behavior; provides alternative behavior, choice
of different modes of action. A rational actor is
understood as a resourceful, restricted, expecting,
evaluating, maximizing man (RREEMM) [1, p. 188].

The Nobel Prize laureate (2002) Vernon Smith
believes that each person has “a sense of the market”,
which refers to decision-making and formation of

behavior in economic and political issues. However,
rationality is fragmented in situations characterized
by lack of actors’ awareness; manipulation by mass
media; activity of well-organized groups that practice
opportunistic behavior; historically formed cultural
and political traditions of paternalism; a regional
division of the country and the prevailing regional
identifications [7].

The rational behavior means that the actor has
a plan and tries to maximize his own benefits while
minimizing potential costs. Economic theory suggests
the opportunistic behavior of actors when they follow
their own interests, in particular fraudulently, including
explicit forms of fraudulence (lying, stealing, cheating,
etc.), i.e. a rational person is a “maximizer”’, who
accepts only the best option. Political actors develop
electoral strategies, calculate the benefit from their
political participation and rely on the principle of benefit
maximizing. This is an instrumental understanding of
rationality, according to which individuals compare
their expected benefits and costs, trying to maximize
the former and minimize the latter.

M. Olson believes that the behavior of an
individual often lies in the fact that he tries to enter
the group that does not pay, and that others join the
group paying the social costs. However, this game
does not take into account the long term prospect,
in which the actions concerning “pervasive interests”
bring the greatest benefit (M. Olson opposes them
to small-group interests). Because this incentive to
“ticketlessness” it takes a long time for the emergence
of collective action in most sectors and groups [21].

In the transition conditions economic growth
serves an important factor of success. It is necessary
to guarantee well-defined individual rights and the
“absence of theft of any kind”. M. Olson distinguishes
two types of “theft”. 1) violation of the subordinates’
rights by an autocrat and confiscation of property;
2) theft by means of lobbying, which establishes
favorable for groups of special interests legislative
norms and sets prices and norms for salaries by
means of cartelization or conspiracy.

Voters like politicians are entities who rationally
pursue goals of getting maximum benefit or advantage.
Explaining the results of political processes, the
theorists of public choice refer to the deductive
methods of formulating versions about which incentive
and restraining factors are faced by individuals, which
calculations they are guided by. A systematic study
of individuals’ behavioral strategies has brought
researchers to new approaches concerning traditional
issues of political science, and led them to asking
questions that have never been asked concerning
the nature of political phenomena (the idea of the
phenomenon of “rent-seeking”, when the groups
who have a monopoly make the government protect,
with the help of regulatory process, their dominant
positions).
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According to “The Concise Oxford Dictionary of
Politics”, “rational choice is the division of, or approach
to, the study of politics which treats the individual
actor as the basic unit of analysis and models politics
on the assumption that individuals behave rationally,
or explores what would be the political outcome of
rational behavior. Rational choice writers usually
define rationality narrowly in terms of transitivity and
consistency of choice” [25, p. 421].

The problem of rational choice is decided
depending on the presence or absence of information,
which actors are guided in their actions by. In today’s
world the hopes of democracy are associated with
the development of political communication domain.
Although the involvement of broad social groups in
the process of politics formation makes it difficult to
make rational political decisions due to the increase
in politics participants number.

One of the current challenges to democracy —
the mediatization of politics — changes the system
of public interests representation, transforms social,
political and economic reality. This is because mass
media create new forms of cooperation in the public
administration sphere, promote openness and
transparency of political institutions, give citizens the
opportunity to participate in the discussion of social
and political issues (the Internet). In the development
of mass media we can see an effective means of
providing feedback, participation of citizens in the
political agenda formation.

On the one hand, in the political sphere the
assumptions about the availability of complete
information, its adequate understanding and use by
voters seem unrealistic. On the other hand, collecting
information for an adequate political choice requires
time and other resources, because of small potential
benefits for each voter; a rational citizen invests few
resources in acquiring political information.

The models, which explain the decision-making
process in terms of rationality (rational choice),
such as the model of “economic man” and “rational
organization” (M. Weber), are passing into history.
Complete, comprehensive information, which could be
called rational, is required for decision-making, but this
is not possible in modern conditions — not because of
the lack of information, but because of its redundancy.
The understanding of the rational choice under the
current conditions is presented by the theory of
socially meaningful choice in terms of information and
temporal shortage. Significant difficulties are arising
in the transformation of rational decisions and actions
of individuals to collective decisions and actions. M.
Olson and his followers confirm that the transition from
individual to collective rationality is unattainable.

Thus, the rationality of collective action is not
the sum of individual rationalities, for democratic
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development it is necessary to define a public interest.
However, conflicts can be deep, be applied to many
areas of public life — from politics, ideology and
economics to religion, language and national identity.
It acts as one of the main problems of rationalization
in post-communist societies, provides grounds for
speculation by various political forces and destroys
the agreement on the public interest.

Summing up the research results of the choice
process and its pathologies in post-Soviet politics we
have come to the following conclusions.

Firstly, the rational choice in politics is one of the
most important mechanisms of post-Soviet society
democratization. In the process of electoral choice
and decision-making in public politics, individual
rational actions are capable of being transferred
into the rational public policy. The conflicts that
arise during the transformation from the individual
rationalities to the collective one can be solved under
the conditions of democracy, because they become
open. Democracy has created an effective mechanism
for political discussion (i.e. — political bargaining),
has proven its ability to provide country economic
development through the creation of a competitive
political environment. However, the involvement of
broad social groups in the political process makes
the procedure of rational political choice difficult
(both quantitatively and qualitatively), and one of the
latest trends — mediatization of politics — changes
the system of representation of public interests in
accordance with the requirements of mass media
format and rating, especially — TV. There is areal threat
of bringing the political choice to the level of mass
media shows with meaning-playing and meaningless
dialogues. This leads to the emergence of new
challenges towards the members of mass media (the
transformation of socially important information into
the product, the absence of structural changes in the
relationship “state — mass media”, the transformation
of politics into the media process). The absence of a
rationally-reasoned dialogue in mass media not only
complicates the interaction between political actors,
but also introduces a new important factor to political
communication — the silence of population.

Secondly, the political debate has become the
response to the impact of mediatization. Rational
choice requires not only alternativeness, but
also competitive alternatives. Argumentation,
specification of rules and forms of public discussions,
their complexity, sophistication and elegance
provide evidence of the maturity of democracies.
On the contrary, the facilitation of social problems,
populism, demagogy, the tendency to monologue,
or even the avoidance of debate, its ignorance
bears evidence of the eliminating of rationality from
political domain.
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