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KEY ASPECTS OF TRANSFORMATION
OF THE STATE AUTHORITIES IN THE WORLD
AND TO THE MODERN SOVERUM UKRAINE:
A JOINT AND PERSONALITY

Abstract. The article deals with the fundamental, inherent in most of the
countries of the world transformation of state power, its formation, functioning
and division between the main branches as a result of the decentralization of such
power, its subsidiarity. Attention is drawn to the specifics of state power, its func-
tional features in the conditions of sovereignty of the states, their interconnec-
tion. It is emphasized that the nature of the state power is connected with the
nature of the political system of the state, with the form of government and many
other aspects of a fundamental nature.

It is analyzed that in the middle of national states the questions of legitima-
cy, sovereignty of transparency of state power, its formation are acutely raised.
Concerning the practical functioning of state power, a deeper study now needs
a problem of separation of powers and the distribution of power. The use of this
principle, which ensures the real subsidiarity of the authorities, the formation of
more effective, responsible democratic relations between state power and civil
society, is the first priority of the transformation of state power in the conditions
of modern transformations of countries and societies. It is substantiated that the
research of these problems will open up much wider opportunities for the provi-
sion of state power not as a center authority, but also as a leading political struc-
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ture but as a power of the people and the community. In the context of global
democratization processes, such processes are crucial for a more humanistic and
civilized arrangement of human life. It is noted that local self-government, as a
specific form of public power, is also characterized by an expressive feature of
a special subject of power (territorial community) as a set of large numbers of
people; joint communal property; tax system, etc.

Keywords: power, state power, transformation of power, state sovereignty, di-
vision of powers and distribution of powers.

KJIIOUOBI ACIIEKTH TPAHC®OPMAIIIL JIEP;KABHOI BJIA/IN
¥V CBITI I CYUYACHIII CYBEPEHHIN YKPATHI:
CIIUIBHE 1 OCOBJIUBE

Anotanis. PosrisiHyTo 0CHOBOIOJIOKHI, TPUTaMaHHi OLIBIIOCTI KpaiH CBITY
TpaHchopMartii iep;KaBHOI BJIa/IH, i1 (hopMyBaHHS, GYHKITIOHYBAHHS Ta TIOLTY MixK
OCHOBHMMHM TiJIKAMU B PE3YJIBTATI JelleHTpasIi3allii Takoi BJa/y, il CyOCHIiapHOCTi.
3BepTaEThcd yBara Ha crenndiky Jep:KaBHOI BJIaju, 11 (DyHKITIOHATbHI O3HAKU B
YMOBaX CyBepeHITeTy Jiep:KaB, iX B3aeM03B’s13Ky. Harosonryernces, 1110 cyTh, Xapak-
Tep JiepKaBHOI BJIQ/IM TIOB’SI3aHNI 3 XapaKTepoM IOJITUYHOI CUCTEMU JIep:KaBH, 3
(hopMoIo TIpaBJTiHHs Ta 6GaraTbMa iHIIUME TPUHITUIOBOTO XapaKTePy aclieKTaMu.

[TpoanasnizoBaHo, 1110 y cepe/lnHi HAI[lOHAJIbHUX JiepKaB TOCTPO MOCTAIOTH 111 -
TaHHS JIETITUMHOCTI, CYBEPEHHOCTI, IIPO30POCTI /IEP;KABHOI BJIa/H, ii (hopMyBaH-
wst. [Ilozo mpakTrarOro GyHKIIOHYBaHHS A€PKaBHOI BIIA/H, TO GiJTbIIT TIHOOKOTO
JIOCJIIKEHHST HIUHI TOTPeOYIOTh MPOoGIeMH TIOALTY BAAAN 1 PO3IOALITY BJIAJHUX
MOBHOBaKeHb. BUKOPHCTaHHS 1ILOTO TPUHITKITY, 10 3a0e31euye peayibHy cyo-
cuiapHicTh Baaau, GopMyBaHHsT GiIbII AI€BUX, BiAMOBIIAIBHUX JIEMOKPATHY-
HUX BITHOCHMH MIiX /IeP5KaBHOIO BJIAJIOI0 i TPOMA/STHCBKUM CYCIIJILCTBOM — IIe
HepIIoYeproBi mpobsieMu TpanchopMallii epKaBHOI BIajid B YMOBAX Cy4acHUX
TpaHcdopMaliiii KpaiH i cycrigberB. OOrpyHTOBAHO, IO JOCTIZKEHHS BKa3aHUX
pobJieM BiZIKpUE HabaraTo MIMPIT MOKJIMBOCTI 3a0e31edeHHsI [epsKaBHOI BJIa-
JI1 He SK BJIQJIN IIEHTPY, IIPOBIAHUX NOJITUYHUX CTPYKTYP, ajle SIK BJIaJU HAPO/LY,
rpoMajii. B ymMoBax 3araJbHOCBITOBUX JEMOKPATU3AI[iHUX TIPOIIECiB TaKi Mpo-
I[eCH MaIOTh BUPIIIabHe 3HAYEHHS 17151 GiJTbIIT TYMaHICTUYHOTO i IIUBiTI30BAHOTO
06JIAIITYBaHHSI JIFOJICHKOTO JKUTTSI. 3a3HAYEHO, 110 MiCIleBe CAMOBPSIIYBAHHSI, SIK
crieruivna hopma 1myOIiaHOI BIAIH, XapaKTEPU3YETHCS TAKOK BUPA3HOIO O3HA-
K010 0cOOJIMBOTO cy6’eKTa BiIaau (TepuTopiaibHa rPOMajia), sik CyKyITHICTh BeJn-
KOI KIJIbKOCTI JIIo/Iell; CIiJIbHa KOMyHaJIbHa BJIACHICTD; cUcTeMa I0JaTKiB TOIIIO.

KmouoBi cioBa: Biaja, ep:kaBHa Baja, TpaHcdopmariis BJIaau, AepsKaBHAN
CyBEPEHITeT, IO/I1JI BJIaH 1 PO3IO/LJ BJIaJHUX IIOBHOBAKEHD.

KJIOYEBBIE ACIIEKTbl TPAHC®OPMAIINU
TOCYJIAPCTBEHHOI BJIACTU B MUPE U COBPEMEHHOI
CYBEPEHHOI1 YKPAUHE: OBIIEE U OCOBEHHOE

AnHoranusi. PaccMOTpPeHBI  OCHOBOIIOJIATAIONINE, TIPUCYIIHE OOIBITHHCT-
By CTpaH MHUpa TpaHchOpPMAIMKM TOCYIapCTBEHHON BJacTH, ee (popMUPOBAHMUS,
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(byHKIIMOHUPOBAHUST M pa3jiesieHnsT MEXK/ly OCHOBHBIMU BETBSIMU B pe3yJibTaTe
JIENIeHTPaJI3alliy TaKo BIacTH, ee cybcuanapHocT. O6paiiaercst BHUMaHUe Ha
crierrKy rocy/IapCTBEHHON BJIACTH, ee (hyHKITMOHATbHBIE TTPU3HAKY B YCJIOBH-
SIX CyBepeHUTEeTa TOCY/IapCTB, X B3auMocBa3u. [loguepkuBaercs, 4To cyTh, Xa-
pakTep TOCyZIapCTBEHHOM BJIACTU CBA3aH C XapaKTEPOM TOJUTHUYECKOU CUCTEMBI
rocy/1apcTBa, ¢ (hopMoil TIpaBieHNs 1 MHOTUMU JIPYTUMU TIPUHITUTTHAJIBHOTO Xa-
paKTepa acTleKTaMH.

[IpoananusnpoBaHo, 4TO B cepe/inHe HAIIMOHAIBHBIX TOCY/IAPCTB OCTPO BCTa-
0T BOTIPOCHI JIETUTUMHOCTH, CYBEPEHHOCTH, MPO3PAUYHOCTU TOCY/IAPCTBEHHOM
Biactu, ee opmupoBanus. KacateabHO NpakTudeckoro (hyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS
roCcyJapCTBEHHOW BJACTH, TO OoJjiee TIYOOKOTO WCCJIEOBAHUS B HACTOSIIEE
BpeMst TpeOyIoT TpoOJIeMbl pasjie/ieHns BJIACTU W PaCHpeieieHns BIaCTHBIX
o THOMOYNi. Vcnosib3oBaHue 3TOTo TPUHIIMIA, YTO OOECIIEUYNBAET PEATbHYIO
cybCcuanapHOCTh BJIacTH, (hopMupoBaHue GoJiee JeiiCTBEHHbBIX, OTBETCTBEHHBIX
JIEMOKPATUYECKUX OTHOIIEHWH MeK/y TOCYJapPCTBEHHOW BJIACTHIO M TPaXKIaH-
CKUM OOIIIECTBOM — 9TO MEPBOOYEPEIHbIE TPOOJIEMbI TpaHC(hOpMAIIUK TOCY1ap-
CTBEHHOM BJIACTHU B YCJIOBHSIX COBPEMEHHBIX TpaHCc(hOpMaIuii cTpaH 1 OOIIeCTB.
O60CHOBAHO, YTO MCCJIEOBAHUS YKAa3aHHBIX TPOOJIEM OTKPOET ropasao Oosee
IIUPOKKE BO3MOKHOCTH 0OeCIiedeHsI TOCYIapCTBEHHON BJIACTH HE KaK BJIACTH
IIEHTPa, BEAYIINX MOJUTHYECKUX CTPYKTYP, HO KaK BJIACTH Hapoja, 0OIIecTBa.
B ycioBusix 0011eMrpPOBBIX JI€MOKPATH3AIMOHHBIX MTPOIIECCOB TaKHeE MPOIIECCHI
MMEIOT pelraoliee 3HaYeHue j1Jist 6ojiee TyMaHUCTHYECKOTO U ITIHBUJIN30BAHHOTO
obycTpoiicTBa YeoBedeckoi kusHu. OTMe4eHo, YTO MECTHOE CaMOyTIpaBJIeHHE,
Kak crernuduueckas hopma myOIMIHON BIACTH, XapaKTEPU3YETCsI TaK/Ke BbIPa-
3UTEJIbHBIM MTPU3HAKOM 0C060TO cyObeKTa BjaacTh (TeppuToprasbHast 00INHA),
KaK COBOKYITHOCTb OOJIBIIIOTO KOJUYECTBA JIFOJEH; COBMECTHASI KOMMYHAJIbHAS
COOCTBEHHOCTD; CHCTEMa HAJIOTOB M TOMY TI0100HOE.

KmoueBblie ciioBa: BacTh, TOCY/ITapCTBEHHAS BJIACTb, TpaHChoOpMaIus BJac-
TH, TOCY/IAPCTBEHHbBIN CYBEPEHWUTET, pa3jieieHue BJACTEN W paclipejiesieHre
BJIACTHBIX TTOJTHOMOYMI.

Problem statement. It is well- Firstly, due to the development and

known that state power is a specific
and extremely complex system pheno-
menon. There can be no state, no soci-
ety without it. In addition, state power
is, at the same time, the most influen-
tial authority among other varieties of
political power under many objective
circumstances. Due to what is it pro-
vided?
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approval (legally, organizationally, etc.)
of the policy and strategy of social de-
velopment.

Secondly, the state has the widest
network of special organs and institu-
tions, which creates the possibility of
influencing as many people as possible
as their consciousness, beliefs, and be-
haviour.




Thirdly, the state has such public
functions as for the overwhelming ma-
jority of citizens as the establishment of
laws and enforcement of them, the col-
lection and distribution of taxes in the
state budgets, the provision of security
and public order, and the arrangement
of public life, etc. only.

Due to the above, the public autho-
rity is the whole society as a whole. And
the state power itself is a specific inte-
grative basis for the whole society, the
integrity of the state [1, p. 143].

The significant transformations of
state power are largely due to the fact
that such a power is a political power at
the same time in many countries. ‘Poli-
tical power’is one of the sides of inequal-
ity in relations of domination and subjec-
tion. It is the domination of one’s liberty
of the will of others, that is, the subordi-
nation of one freedom to the freedom of
others, regardless of whether it refers to
individual individuals, groups of people,
classes, and nations or people, Ukrai-
nian ethnic and political writers say
[2, p. 81]. However, it was this aspect
of state power that was and remains
rather researched. And this when the
task of maintaining the social organiza-
tion of society, its economic, political,
ideological stability, etc., was and still
remains the most important task of the
state authorities in any country [3].

Equally relevant is the question of
the ontological nature of state power,
which, although somewhat modified,
however, remains fundamentally un-
changed in the following: a) the politi-
cal nature of power (although not all
political power is state one); b) a cen-
tralized nature. Although this power
is divided into three main branches as
legislative, executive, judicial (different

in essence); it is holistic and in fact in-
divisible; ¢) state power is the property
of the state itself and is carried out on
behalf of the people. This is a complex
aspect that should be substantially ex-
plained in the context of a particular
state; d) has a kind of arbitration role in
the state as regulates all social relations;
e) unites citizens and, at the same time,
divides them by territorial character
(therefore territorial structures and ex-
ecutive bodies are created); f) solely the
power of the state is legally authorized
for legalized violence (coercion); g) has
legal supremacy in society [4, p. 79]. In
the process of analysing the problems
of the transformation of state power to-
day, this aspect of the problem should
also be analysed in the context of its
current state.

Not everything looks simple and
definite also in terms of determining
the types (classifications) of power
in general, and most importantly, dif-
ferent signs are presented, accord-
ing to which such power is divided,
singling out for that state power. So,
V. P. Khalipov proposes to do the fol-
lowing classification:

* According to the main spheres of
society’s life: economic, social, political,
spiritual, social, military, and church;

* By appointment: legislative, execu-
tive, judicial, as well as, namely: con-
trol, election, constituent, and informa-
tional;

* By place in the power structure:
central, regional, local, republican, re-
gional, and district, etc.;

* By carrier- monarchical, folk, and
national, etc.;

* For the continuity (duration) of the
term of stay in the power of a particular
subject;
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* By coverage of the categories,
groups, and contingent of people as mili-
tary and mafia, etc,;

* By force of influence on the subjects:
too strong and weak, etc. [3, p. 163].

Finally, the transformation of politi-
cal and state power, in the modern age,
more and more emphasizes the prob-
lem of its separation, decentralization,
when the basis of the state becomes not
so much a centre as a civil society. ‘Civil
society is the foundation of the state; its
Jormation takes place in close connection
with the formation of a legal, social, and
democratic state. Civil society is a soci-
ety of mature citizens with a high level of
economic, social, spiritual, and political
culture, which, together with the state,
Jforms the developed legal relations. Civil
society is a society of [ree citizens, which
is free from the state, but interacts with it
Jorthe sake of the public good’, the well-
known Ukrainian political scientist
F. M. Rudych notes on this occasion
[5, p. 15].

These and other aspects listed above
are directly related to the state power,
actualization of its research.

Analysis of recent research and
publications. The theoretical basis for
the study of issues of state policy and
its transformations is the works of such
foreign and domestic scientists, name-
ly: 1. Aleksieienko, O. Valevskyi, Da-
vid Weimer, L. Halahan, E. Hlushko,
I. Stepanov, Yu. Shulzhenko, O. Da-
nyliuk, O. Dziuban, P. Myronenko,
V. Pohorilko, V. Tertychka, E. Toffler,
V. Khalipov, V. Shapoval and many
others.

Specified these and other resear-
chers focus on the study as the nature
of power in general and state power in
particular, their resources, mechanisms
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of formation and functioning, etc. The
main methodological aspects of such a
study look like this.

Every power has its foundations
and the base (It means ‘basic’ (from the
Greek) as base, and foundation). Social
base of power is the most important, be-
cause its feature is the support (or not)
by the people as the broad strata of the
population (citizens).

Among the main types of govern-
ment, we distinguish economic, social,
and spiritual policies [1, p. 52].

We can also talk about the main re-
sources of power, which include the fol-
lowing resources: utilitarian, compul-
sory and regulatory.

« Utilitarian (material and other

social goods);

* Forced (weapons, institutes of
physical coercion, and specially
trained people);

* Normative (various means of in-
fluencing the inner world of a
person, his inquiries, interests,
needs, value orientations, and be-
haviour [3].

The purpose of this article is a theo-
retical and methodological substantia-
tion of the main changes, transforma-
tions of state power in the conditions
of state sovereignty, the specifics of the
division of state power, the peculiari-
ties of its connection with civil society,
as in any country of the world, and in
Ukraine.

Presentation of the main material.
Conceptually, in terms of comprehen-
sion of the essence of power and state
power we proceed with the following.
According to the Russian political sci-
entist K. S. Hazhiiev, power arose with
the advent of human society in general.
State power, as well as state policy, also




arose with the emergence of the state at
the same time.

Citing, in particular, E. Fromm, men-
tioned by us K. S. Hadziiev, graphically
points out that ‘power is nothing but a
desperate attempt to get a substitute for
power when there is no real strength’
[6, p. 265].

We must agree with the opinion of
R. Eering in the sense that the state
has an absolute monopoly on coercion
in relation to the state and its authori-
ties.

A well-known political scientist,
M. Weber, generally believed that vio-
lence was a clearly defined feature of
the state.

In this case, it is important to un-
derstand the following. The state is
a close unity of common and private
interests. There is a national interest
and purely human, personal. The main
problem is the civilized coordination
of these interests. On the one hand, a
person (citizen) tries to maximize the
realization of his own interest, and, on
the other hand, because he is a member
of a large community (society) must
(compel) to coordinate his interest
with the general public. This should be
done by the state.

We must allocate first of all legiti-
macy and sovereignty of all the features
of modern state power.

Legitimacy is, in fact, the authority
of power in both the people and society.
The degree of legitimacy is the number
of those who support authority. Legiti-
macy of power depends on many factors
as the time and the success of most in-
stitutions of power. The legitimacy of
the situation is explained more precise-
ly by the fact that the interests, posi-
tions, demands, and needs, etc. of power

and community. If citizens believe that
they are managed in the same way as it
is normatively defined, then these ma-
nagers (power and authorities, etc.) are
legitimate. M. Weber has distinguished
three types of legitimacy: legitimacy
based on traditions; legitimacy based
on the right; legitimacy based on the
charisma of the one who manages (See
the power). History knows a lot of ex-
amples of the charismatic legitimacy
of the power of individual and unusual
personalities. This is especially true of
power in some eastern states, as an ex-
ample, China, North Korea, and Syria
and so on.

Now we will be talking about sove-
reignty and its role in the formation and
functioning of state power. Sovereignty
is the right of the authorities to govern
a certain territory and at a certain time.
Sovereignty can be permanent and
temporary.

In order to fully understand the role
and significance of the sovereignty of
the system of government, the follow-
ing basic characteristics should be
taken into account:

* Supremacy (supreme power in the
territory, territorial integrity and invio-
lability);

* Indivisibility (there cannot be two
supreme authorities, and, therefore,
two sovereignty in the country);

e Inalienability (someone else’s re-
cognition does not require sovereign
rights; they cannot be doubted, and
even more so, be cancelled);

» Absoluteness (the possibility of
an exclusively voluntary restriction in
order to realize its own sovereignty, as
it is noted in the Declaration on State
Sovereignty and the Constitution of
Ukraine).
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We emphasize especially follow-
ing. Whatever reforms, transforma-
tions of a political, economic, social or
other nature in the state did not take
place, in the foreground there its so-
vereignty, territorial integrity, regard-
less of whether it is unitary, federal,
confederative, or any other have always
been and remains.

The notion of ‘sovereignty’ includes
several special, closely interconnected
components. Thus, the main features of
sovereignty in the Declaration on the
State Sovereignty of Ukraine, adopted
on July 16, 1990, are: supremacy, inde-
pendence, fullness and indivisibility of
power within the territory, and inde-
pendence and equality in external rela-
tions [7]. As you know, the Constitu-
tion of Ukraine, adopted in 1996 [8],
begins with the article on sovereignty.

Talking about state power, it is very
important to draw attention to the fact
that there is a group of subjects of inter-
national and domestic life of countries
that affect the limitation of state so-
vereignty of individual countries. Such
subjects have their own dynamics of
development and the state, with vary-
ing degrees of voluntariness, of course,
inferior to the part of their sovereignty.

Ukrainian political scientist
I. V. Aleksieienko refers to such sub-
jects as: a) international institutions
and organizations; b) transnational
economic actors operating on the glo-
bal market; ¢) sub-state regional actors
(federal lands, regions, cantons, and
republics) operating in transnational
spaces without resorting to mediation
of governments; d) non-governmental
organizations; e) hybrid education
(public-private-social groups, or actors
of the third sector) [9, p. 7].
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The indicated problem also requires
a more thorough study, since there are
supporters of the point of view of actu-
ally maximizing the subordination of
the ‘national policy to the ‘internation-
al one, and, conversely, many resear-
chers in the field of law, political sci-
ence, and international relations argue
that the national interests of individual
states must dominate the international.

Another aspect of the ‘delineation’
of politics, and state policy, etc. It is
connected with the fact that in fact in
modern states, including in modern
Ukraine, there are two powers as state
power and municipal authorities in
their close combination. At the same
time, the municipal government is a
system of power relations, which im-
plements the functions and powers of
local self-government. Municipal go-
vernment is a form of not only social
but also public (along with state) pow-
er, operates within a territorial commu-
nity, is implemented on its behalf either
directly, or by bodies and officials of lo-
cal self-government and based on the
norms of law. Municipal government
can be defined as a form of social rela-
tions, in which, according to the rules
of the territorial community, the activi-
ties of some actors, affecting the activi-
ties of others, change or stabilize it in
accordance with its goals within the
framework of national policy. At the
same time, it should be emphasized that
the two sides of social governance as
democratization and statehood result-
ing in the general context of changes in
social and economic, and political pro-
cesses, synergistically interwoven and
synthesized into a single institutional
and regulatory complex of public power
[10].




It is clear that the whole problem is
how constitutionally defined state and
municipal authorities, as they are prac-
tically organized. At the same time, the
issue of separation of powers and the
division of powers between the sepa-
rate branches of power and between the
state and municipal authorities is cru-
cial importance.

It should be noted that local self-
government, as a specific form of public
power, is also characterized by a dis-
tinctive feature of a particular entity
(the territorial community) as a set of
large numbers of people; joint commu-
nal property; and tax system, etc.

Now we will talk about the sepa-
ration of power. The classical consi-
deration of the problem of separation of
powers is in the fundamental work of a
great scholar Ch. L. Montesquieu, who
in his fundamental work, On the Spirit
of Laws (1748), concluded that ‘free-
dom is possible in any form of govern-
ment, if the state has the right to rule, is
guaranteed the observance of the rule of
law through the division of powers into
the legislative, executive and judicial,
which mutually hold back each other’.

We emphasize that the division of
state power is carried out in accordance
with its functions in modern Ukraine.
At the same time, there are tradition-
ally legislative, executive and judicial,
although experts in constitutional law,
individual philosophers, political scien-
tists, and experts in the field of public
administration often distinguish power
control and oversight and presidential.

If we take into account that there are
many special supervisory bodies of the
supervisory nature as the Prosecutor’s
Office, the Constitutional Court, the
Ombudsman of the Supreme Council

of Ukraine on Human Rights, the Ac-
counting Chamber, the National Radio
and Television Council, the Supreme
Council of Justice, that is, the grounds
to speak about control-overseeing
power as sufficiently independent po-
litical power in Ukraine.

The supervisory power is not some-
thing new and unusual. It was talked
about in the days of Confucius in China;
it was offered by the Russian Decemb-
rist at their reformation projects (The
Russkaia Pravda (The Russian Truth) of
P. Pestel called this power as observato-
ry). A number of Ukrainian researchers
suggest referring to the control branch
of power the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine.

There is not enough single point of
view regarding the power of the presi-
dent as a separate branch of political
power. There are two points of view
here. First, the power of the President
of Ukraine is a synthesis of legislative,
executive and judicial power; Second:
the power of the President of Ukraine
is an independent government. It is also
clear that a number of functions of the
President of Ukraine are sufficiently
decisive for the political power of the
state in international relations. In ac-
cordance with Article 106 of the Con-
stitution of Ukraine, the President of
Ukraine: ‘Represents the state in inter-
national relations, carries out manage-
ment of foreign policy activities of the
state, negotiates and concludes interna-
tional treaties of Ukraine’ [8, p. 47].

The authorities of the President of
Ukraine claim and due to several of
its functions and powers that are well
known, but also cause serious discus-
sions on this for a certain separation of
political power.
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The system of bodies of state power
and bodies of local self-government in
any state, including Ukraine, is the so-
called mechanism of the state, or the
state mechanism, due to which not only
the corresponding state policy is imple-
mented, but the state as a whole func-
tions as well.

The main democratization factors
that make up the mechanisms of the
state are as follows: a) the principle of
separation of powers; b) the system of
administrative-territorial structure of
the state; ¢) the sphere (objects) of pub-
lic administration.

It is clear that these factors are in-
tended, on the one hand, to ensure the
effectiveness of the practical implemen-
tation of state policy at all levels of the
administrative and territorial division
of the state, and, on the other hand, to
ensure, at the same time, the unity, in-
tegrity of the state, in accordance with
the existing political system. As stated,
the basis for solving the last task was
and is the unity (cooperation) of state
authorities and local self-government
bodies.

Authority, weight, and, most impor-
tantly the effectiveness of state power,
in the most significant way, depends
on its publicity. The term ‘publicity’ is
understood as a certain level of public
access to the public, i. e., the measure of
the level of such publicity is the partici-
pation of citizens in the development,
and even more practical implementa-
tion of state policy. The Ukrainian re-
searcher V. Stepanenko (and it makes
sense to agree), understands the pub-
licity of power in two main ways as fol-
lows: a) the openness of the functioning
of the bureaucracy and transparency
of its decision-making; b) public par-
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ticipation in shaping the political or-
der for power decisions is, first and
foremost, the problem of the specific
relations between the authorities (as
an all-seeing, all-knowing, omnipotent
decision maker) and social knowledge
[11, p. 19]. Meanwhile, many scholars,
namely: Yu. Habermas, N. Louman,
L. Tonin, F. Fukuyama and some others
explain publicity as a matter of acces-
sibility. Moreover, the publicity of the
authorities is a more important basis
for the democratization of social rela-
tions. Thus, Habermas believes that
political openness of power acts is ‘the
highest manifestation of those conditions
of communicativeness in which the dis-
cursive formation of the thought and will
of citizens of the state can be realized,
may be regarded as the basic concept of
a normatively formed theory of demo-
cracy’ [12].

The problems of transparency, pub-
licity of state power have become most
noticeable since the first years of inde-
pendence, in the course of new forms
of contacts, relations between the au-
thorities and the people as rallies, de-
monstrations, speeches of leading poli-
ticians before large mass gatherings in
modern Ukraine.

Openness and publicity of govern-
ment have begun to evolve under many
circumstances in Ukraine. But the
most important circumstance was the
democratic pressure on the authorities
on the part of the people as ‘the admis-
sion of the people to power was posed
as an objective reality, a need for public
life in many circumstances. It is clear,
however, that the demand for state
power to be more transparent, publicly,
is to a large extent conditioned by the
growth of consciousness, the political




culture of citizens, and the formation
of a high civil position of millions of
Ukrainians.

Conclusions and perspectives of
further research. State power is an ob-
jective and natural phenomenon of so-
cial existence. Since non-governmental
human communities does not actually
exist in the world, state power has been
and will remain a more important tool
for reconciling the lives of millions of
people in one place, on the Earth as a
whole.

State power is transforming, chang-
ing due to changing political, social,
system of societies, political regimes
of countries, relations between coun-
tries.

The issues of legitimacy, sovereignty
of the transparency of state power, and
its formation are acute in the middle of
national states. Concerning the practi-
cal functioning of state power, now a
deeper study needs a problem of sepa-
ration of powers and the distribution of
power. The use of this principle, which
ensures the real subsidiarity of the au-
thorities, the formation of more effec-
tive, responsible democratic relations
between state power and civil society, is
the first priority of the transformation
of state power in the conditions of mo-
dern transformations of countries and
societies.

Investigation of these problems will
open up much wider possibilities of
providing state power not as the au-
thority of the centre, but also of the
leading political structures but as the
authorities of the people and the com-
munity. Such processes are crucial for a
more humanistic and civilized arrange-
ment of human life in the context of
global democratization processes.
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