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However, the concept of «national sovereignty» is the subject of scientific research in
the context of ideas «rule of law» and «democracy.» From the author’s perspective,
national sovereignty is a central element of the system of basic principles which
form such type of social relations as democracy.
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MAIN THEORETICAL APPROACHES
ON THE ISSUE OF THREAT TO DEMOCRACY

The article analyzes main theoretical approaches of foreign and domestic
scholars on the issue of threat to democracy («distortion of democracy», «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».

Modern political processes are characterized by democratic transforma-
tions 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 sci-
entists: ]. Beshler, F. Schmitter, S. Eisenstadt, A. Tocqueville, N. Baranov,
R. Biliichuk, O. Myhailovska, O. Nikandrov, I. Pohorska, D. Lakishyk and
others.
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These authors consider a range of issues: from the essence and mean-
ing of concepts «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 «defi-
cit 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 inconsis-
tency between ideal and reality (economic problems); 2) related to objective
circumstances that prevent approaching the ideal of democracy (power,
prestige, wealth) [2, p. 168]. ]. Beshler distinguishes three types of «distor-
tions» - political, ideological and moral.

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

The author considers that false interpretation of basic democratic prin-
ciples 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 coun-
tries 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].
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F. Schmitter describes internal dilemmas to characterize modern de-
mocracy, 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-with-
drawal, characterized by the lack of rational incentives for citizens to par-
ticipate 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 coali-
tions; 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, move-
ment 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 democ-
racies 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 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
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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 totali-
tarianism [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, «exercis-
ing 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 «synd-
rome 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.
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The threats of the first type are: «incompleteness of administrative
reform; absence of effective system of separation of powers; internal leg-
islative collisions; absence of a strong middle class; low social mobility;
low level of economic development; absence of fully-fledged private prop-
erty; 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 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 avail-
ability 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 am-
biguity. 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].

Bibliography:

1. bapanos H. A. Tparcdopmanmm coBpeMeHHOV IEMOKPATHH : yueOHOoe
rocobue / [Electronic source] / H. A. bapanos. CII06. : bair. roc. TexH.
yH-T, 2006. - 215 c. - Access mode: http:/ /read.virmk.ru/b/BARANOV_
DEMOKRATIA/07.htm

2. Berwtep XK. M. JemokpaTust. AHaymtirdeckmit odepk / JK. M. Berrurep. -
M. : 6., 1994. - C. 168 187.

3. bunintuyk P. B. IlepcriekTrBy Ta 3arpo3u I AeMOKparTii B YKpaiHi miciis
npesuaeHcTbkyx Bubopis 2010 p. [Electronic source] / P. B. Binitayk //

96



Axmyanvni npoonemu nonimuxu. 2015. Bun. 56

10.

11.

12.

Hayxosi sarmickm. Cepist «ITomiTvani Haykm» : MaTepiaay KOHbepeHIIil:
«[lepcrieKTUBM Ta 3arpo3yt IeMOKpaTil y IIOCTIIOMapaH4eBl ITepiof,

B YkpaiHi». - Octpor : Bunasauirrso HarionaibHoro yHisepcureTy
«OcTposbKa akamemis», 2010. - Burr. 4. - Access mode: http:/ /eprints.
oa.edu.ua/845/1/NZ_stud_Vyp_4.pdf

. borrayk M. A. [leMoKkpaTndaHMUI1 IIpoliec B YKpaiHi: pobiiemMa BOopy

i MexaHi3MiB peastizariii : aBToped. uc ... A-pa dinoc. Hayk : 09.00.03 /
Mukona Auppinosny borayk. - K., 2012. - 30 c.

. 3arposm peastbHIN eMoKpartii Ta ii 3axvict [Electronic source] /

HapuarnpHi MaTepiamm on-line. - Access mode: http:/ / pidruchniki.
com/10560412/ politologiya/zagrozi_realniy_demokratiyi_zahist

. Muxaruiosceka O. I'. Teski mpobriemMyt IeMOKpaTUYHMX 3MiH Y CydacHii

Yxpaini / O.T. Muxarmtosceka / / Tlomitosnoriuni sammckm. - 2013. -
Ne 2(8). - C. 63-69.

. Hasapos M. C. OcobnmBocTi mporiecy meMOKpaTUIHOTO TPAaH3UTY

B YKpaiHai Ta Pecrry6mini Momnmosa [Electronic source] / M. C. Hasapos. -
Access mode: https:/ /www.academia.edu/4761413

. Hukanmpos A. Coumanmsm win meMokpatust: auckyccuv H. bod6no

¢ uranesHcKuMY KomMyHMcTaM [Electronic source] / Anexkcarnp
Hwuxanmpos // ObospesaTerns. — 2013. - Ne 3. - C. 84-92. - Access mode:
http:/ / observer.materik.ru/observer/N2_2013/084_093.pdf

. IToropceka I. I. [Temokpatusaltisi i cydacHOMY CBiTi: TeHJIeHIIil ITOII-

penHs Ta niepcriekTrBy po3BUTKy [Electronic source] / 1. I. TToropceka,
. M. JTaximmk. - Access mode: http:/ /www kymu.edu.ua/vmv/v/
p07/pogorska-lakishyk_u.pdf

Toxsws A. O memokpatit B AMeprike / A. TokBwib ; iep. ¢ dppaHIl. -
M. : ITporpecc, 1992. - 560 c.

Imurrrep ®. K. Yrpossr 1 mumemmer memokpatiu [Electronic source]

/ ®. K. IlImurrep. - Access mode: http:/ /www.russ.ru/antolog/
predely/1/dem2-2.htm

Ovsenturanr 1. H. ITapamoke geMOKpaTHiecKmx peXXnMoB: XPYIKOCTh
n v3Mmensiemocts (1) / 1. H. Dvenmranr // Iommriaeckue mccitemoBa-
Hms. - 2002, - Ne 2. - C. 67-80.

I1poananizoBaro ocHoBHi meopemuuni nioxoou 3apyoixXHUX ma GIMUUSHAHUX

Buenux BioHocHo npobaemu 3aepo3u demoxpamii («nepexpyuybanns demMokpamii»,
«HeBukoHanHa obiyaHok deMokpamii», «3a2po3u deMokpamii», «kpuxkicms cy-
YACHUX 0eMOKpAMUYHUX pexxumiB»). Busnaueno cyuacni 3aeposu demoxpamii,
makox 00 ocHoBHUX 3a2po3 demoxpamii 8 Vipaini caid GioHecru: He3aBeputericins
aominicmpamubroi pepopmu; Giocymuicmo 0ie30amuoi cucmemu po3nooisy
MpLOX 2iA0K; KOAI3IT Y 3aK0H00aBcmBI; HU3LKA COYIANLHA MODIALHICTIb; HU3bKULL
piberv po3bumky ekoHOMIKU; HECMPOMOXHICMb Bniubamu Ha 64a0Y; HU3b-
Ka egpexmuBricms deMokpamuuHux Mexanismi6 6iobopy eaim ma BubopHUX
iHcmumymi6 64a0u; coyiasvha anamis, «CUHOPOM HeBU3HAUEHOCTIT».
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IpoanaausupoBans. ocHoBHble meopemuyeckiie n00x00bl 3apydexHbix U Omete-
CBEHHbIX YHeHbIX OMHOCUMEABHO NPODAeMbL fepO3bl 0eMOKPAMUL («UCKAKeHU
Oemoxpamu», «HeBbinoHere 00ewaHutl 0eMoKpamuiL», «1yepo3vl 0eMOKpamuu»,
«xpynkocmy cobpementulx deMokpamudeckux pexumo»). Onpedesero, uimo
K OCHOBHBIM Yepo3am OeMokpamuu 8 Ykpaure caedyen omHectu: He3aepuieHHOCHTb
aomunucmpamubrot pehopmol; KoAAU3UY 6 3aK0HO0AMEAbCNBE; HUSKAA COYUANL-
HAA MOOUABHOCHT; HU3KULL YpoBeHs pasBurnus 3KOHOMUKU; HeCHOCOOHOCTIb BAUAIMNb
Ha Baacms; Hu3KaA dhdexmubHocs 0eMOKpaMUUecKux Mexanusmob omobopa
uHCMuUmMymob 6aacmu; COYUAILHAA ANATNUS,; «CUHOPOM HEONpedeseHHOCTHU .

CraTTa Haginwna o pegkonerii 14.09.2015

VK 321.6/8:061.2 (477)
Cmouyvxun B. B., /I3 «IIHITY imeni K. [1. Yuuuncoroeo»

KOHIEIITYAJIBHI OCHOBW JOC/III>XKEHHI
IMMOJTITUYHOI CTABUIBHOCTI SIK CTAHY
OEMOKPATUYHOI IMOJIITUYHOI CUCTEMU

Poseasdatomsca octobui nidxodu 0o anaaizy noiimuunoi cmadisbHocmi
6 xonmexcmi demoxpamuunoi nosimuunoi cucmemu. Habooamvca Gidomi modeai
cyuacroeo cycnisvemba, pospobaeni sapybixnumu paxibysmu. Poskpubaemoca
CaMop2ani3ayionnuil nomenyiaa, 6aacmubuil 6yOv-AKii ckAAOHII OUHAMIYHIT
cucmemi, Axuil cnpayvobye 6 excmpenii cumyayii 1 3abesneuye cmabisvHicmy
noaimuunoi cucmemu. Iloxasano, wo 63aemodia coyiaisvHoeo cepedoBuuya
3 IHCMUMyyiiHoi cucmemoio cmanoBums OUHAMIKY NOATMUYHO20 NPOUeCY.

ITomiTruHi crcTeMy JeMOKPaTUYHOTO TUITY PO3YMIIOThCsI CHMHepTe-
TUKOIO, SIK BIIKPUTI CHICTEMM, 110 3aCBOIOIOTH 30BHIIIIHI JIiT 1 3HaXOIATBCS
B IIporeci 3MiHM i OHOBJIeHH:. LIeHTpOM CMHepPreTMYHOTO MHigXOy €
drryKTyaril, mim aKuMy po3yMiloThCs BUIIAIKOBI BiIXMJIeHHs 3HaUeHb
Bifl IXHIX cepeIHiX ITOKa3HWKiB, IKi XapaKTepu3yIOTh CTaH piBHOBAIM I10-
siTvaHOl cucteMmn. HasgBHicTh diryKTyarii cBifumMTh po Xaoc Ha MiKpo-
PpiBHI nTOJTiTVYHOT cicTeMm. Y TIporieci PyHKITIOHYBaHHS CHCTEMI, 3aBISKN
T1il TTO3UTUBHMX 3BOPOTHMUX 3B SI3KiB, 1110 3a0e3I1euyIoThCsl CyCIiTIECTBOM,
drykxTyamnil mocwToroThCs. PITyKTyallil MOXKYTh BUSIBUTVICS TaKVMVI CYITb-
HWMW, 1110 BUHMKaE 0e33BOPOTHICTE PO3BUTKY. TaKyM 4MHOM, IIOIIepelIHii
CTaH IIOJHTWYHOL crcTeMM abo SIKiCHO 3MiHIOETBCS (HapOIKy€EThCS HOBA
CTPYKTYpa, IIOJITUYHWI IOPSIOK, 110 IPYHTYEThCS Ha HOBIN AnidepeH-
TTiartil eleMeHTiB crcTeMm), abo B3arasli pyHYEThCS.
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