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IDENTIFY PROBLEM ISSUES OF SELF-ORDERED
DEVELOPMENT MECHANISMS
IN THE PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION
SYSTEM

Abstract. The problematic issues of the development of self-ordering mecha-
nisms in the public administration system are determined, with observance of
their division into institutional, functional and evolutionary parts.

The institutional part includes self-regulation mechanisms implemented in
the models of subject-subject interaction at the levels of higher, central and lo-
cal government bodies, as well as in models of object-object interaction between
them. The most important in the institutional part of self-governing mechanisms
are those that ensure: the separation of powers between branches of government;
administrative reform of the government structure; separation of public spheres
of government between central government bodies; administrative reform of the
structure of central executive bodies; delimitation of territorial spheres of go-
vernment between local authorities; administrative-territorial reform; formation
and implementation of the structure of the power hierarchy; administrative re-
form of the structure of the power hierarchy.
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The functional part includes the mechanisms of self-regulation, realized in the
model of object-object interaction “system of state power — social sphere, indus-
try and relations”. The most important parts of the mechanisms of self-regulation
are those that ensure: the formation and implementation of state policies in vari-
ous spheres of society; formation and implementation of national projects; forma-
tion and implementation of state target programs; state budgeting.

The evolutionary part includes the mechanisms of self-regulation, realized in
the model of object-object interaction “system of state power — the creation of
conditions for social development”. The most important parts of the evolutionary
part of self-governing mechanisms are those that provide: strategic management
and planning; realization of state programs of social and economic development;
conducting constant economic and social reforms and transformations.

Keywords: mechanisms, development, problems, self-ordering, public admi-
nistration system.

BU3HAYEHHA ITPOBJEMHUX IIUTAHDb
PO3BUTRY MEXAHI3MIB CAMOBIIOPAIKYBAHHAA
B CUCTEMI JEP;KABHOTO YIIPABJIIHHSA

Anoranis. Busnauero mpobsieMHi TUTaHHST PO3BUTKY MEXaHi3MiB CaMOBIIO-
PSIKYBaHHSI B CUCTEMI JIepKaBHOT'O YIIPABJiHHS 3 JOTPUMAHHAM X MOJIIY HA
IHCTUTYIIMHY, (DYHKIIOHAJIBHY Ta €BOJIONINHY YacTuHu. /{0 iHCTUTYIiliHOI Ya-
CTUHU Bi/lHeCeH1 MeXaHi3MU CaMOBIIOPS/IKYBaHHS, 110 Peasli3yIOThCsl B MOJIEJISIX
cy6’ekT-cy0’€KTHOI B3a€EMO/Ii1 Ha PiBHSIX BUIIUX, IIEHTPAJIbHUX Ta MiCIIEBUX Opra-
HiB JIepsKaBHOI BJIA/IM, a TAKOK B MOJIEJISIX Cy0'€KT-00’€KTHOT B3a€MOIii Mixk HU-
mu. HaitGibImn BasKIMBUMU B IHCTUTYIIIHHII YacTHHI MeXaHi3MiB CaMOBIOPSIZIKY -
BaHHJ € Ti, 10 326€31eYyI0Th: PO3MEsKYBaHHs TOBHOBAKEHD MiK T1IKaMU BIIAJIH;
aZMiHicTpaTuBHe pehOpMYyBaHHS CTPYKTYPH YPSILY; PO3MEKYBAHHS CYCIIJIbHIX
cep yrpaBIiHHA MiXK [EHTPAJIBHUMU OPTAaHAMU JIEP;KABHOI BJIAJIN; a/IMiHICTpa-
THBHE pe)OpPMYBaHHS CTPYKTYPHU IIEHTPAJIbHUX OPraHiB BUKOHABYOI BJIQ/I1; PO3-
MeKyBaHHSI TepUTOPiaibHUX cdep YIPaBIiHHS MiXK MiCIleBUMU OpraHaMu Jiep-
JKaBHOI BJIAJIM; aJIMiHICTpaTUBHO-TepUTOpiaibHe pedopmyBaHHs; (HopMyBaHHS
Ta peasizallifo CTPYKTYpPU BJIAJHOI i€papxii; ajMiHicTpaTuBHE pedOopMyBaHHS
CTPYKTYPH BJIQJIHOI i€EpapxXii.

Jlo dbyHKITIOHATBHOI YaCTUHU Bi/IHECEH] MEXaHI3MU CAMOBIIOPSIKYBAHHSI, 1110
peasisyoTbcst B Mojiesii cy0’eKT-00’€KTHOT B3aEMOIl “crucTeMa JiepsKaBHOI BJia-
oM — cycrijibHi cdepu, ranysi ta BigHocunn”. HailGiibin BaskIMBUME Y YHK-
[iOHA/IbHIN YacTHHI MeXaHi3MiB CaMOBIIOPSIZIKYBaHHS € TaKi, 1110 3a6e31eYyI0Th:
(hopmyBanH4 Ta peasizalliio Jep;KaBHUX TOJITUK B PI3HUX cepaxX CyCIibCTBa;
(hopmyBanHg Ta peasizallifo HAIIOHAJIBHUX TTPOEKTIB; (HOPMYBaHHS Ta peasisa-
IO JIeP/KaBHUX IJILOBUX MTPOTPAM; J€psKaBHE OIO/KETYBaHHSI.

[lo eBoJToO11i1iHOT YacTUHU BiJlHECEH]I MeXaHi3MU CaMOBIIOPSIKYBaHHS, IO pe-
aJ3yI0ThCs B MO cy6 €KT-00’€KTHOI B3aEMOIIT “crcTeMa JiepsKaBHOI B —
CTBOPEHHS YMOB CYCIJIBHOTO po3BUTKY”. HallGi/IbI BaKJIMBUMU B €BOJIIOIIAHI I
JaCTHHI MEXaHi3MiB CAMOBIIOPSIZIKYBaHHS € TaKi, 1110 3a0€311e4yI0Th: CTpaTeriyte
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VIIPABJIiHHS Ta MJIAHYBAaHHS; Peasli3alliio ep;KaBHUX IPOTrpaM CoIliaTbHO-€KOHO-
MIYHOTO PO3BUTKY; TPOBEJEHHS MOCTIHHUX eKOHOMIUHUX 1 cOTliaibHUX pedhopm
Ta IIePETBOPEHb.

KiouoBi c1oBa: MexaHi3aMu, pO3BUTOK, TPOOJIEMHI ITUTAHHS, CAMOBIIOPSIZIKY -
BaHHs, CUCTEMA JIEPKABHOTO YIIPABJTiHHS.

OIIPEJAEJIEHUE ITPOBJIEMHBIX BOIIPOCOB PA3BUTUSA
MEXAHNU3MOB CAMOYIIOPAAOYEHUA B CUCTEME
IFrOCYIAAPCTBEHHOTO YIIPABJIEHUA

Annortanusa. OnpejesieHbl IpoOJeMHbIE BOIIPOCH Pa3BUTHSI MEXaHU3MOB Ca-
MOYIIOPSIZIOUEHUST B CUCTEME TOCYIAPCTBEHHOTO YIIPABJIEHUS ¢ COOOEHIEM X
pazjiesieHns Ha MHCTUTYITMOHATbHYTO, (DYHKIIMOHAJIBHYIO U 9BOJIOIMOHHYTO Ya-
ctu. K MHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHON YacTW OTHECEHBI MEXaHW3MbI CaMOYIIOPSI/IOUEHNS,
peajin3yeMbIX B MOJENSAX CyObheKT-CyOhEKTHOrO B3aMMOJEIHCTBUSI Ha YPOBHSIX
BBICITNX, TIEHTPAJIBHBIX M MECTHBIX OPTaHOB TOCYZIAPCTBEHHOW BJIACTH, a TaK)Ke
B MOJIEJISIX CyOBEKT-00bEeKTHOTO B3auMoiecTBrs Mex 1y HuMmu. HauboJiee Bak-
HBIMU B UHCTUTYITMOHAJIbHON YaCTH MEXaHU3MOB CaMOYIIOPSI0OYEHUS ECTh TE, KO-
TOpbIe 00€CIIeYNBAIOT: pa3rPpaHUYeHIe TIOJTHOMOUYMIT MEK/Y BETBSIMU BJIACTH; aJl-
MUHHUCTPATUBHOE pehOPMUPOBAHNE CTPYKTYPHI IPABUTEJIbCTBA; PA3rPAaHUYEHME
001IIeCTBEHHBIX chep yIpaBJeHusT MEXKIY IEeHTPAJIbHBIMU OpPraHaM# rocyaap-
CTBEHHOW BJIACTH; aJIMUHUCTPATUBHOE PehOPMUPOBAHUE CTPYKTYPHI 1IEHTPAITh-
HBIX OPTAHOB UCIIOJHUTENBHON BJIACTH; pa3TpaHUUYeHre TEPPUTOPUATBHBIX chep
yIIpaBJIEHNS MeK/y MECTHBIMU OpraHaMU TOCY/IAPCTBEHHOU BJIACTH; aJIMUHUCT-
paTUBHO-TEPPUTOPUANIbHOE pedopMUPOBAaHUST; (DOPMUPOBAHUE U PEATUIAIIUTO
CTPYKTYPbI BJACTHOWN MepapXuy; a/IMUHUCTPATUBHOE pe(hOPMUPOBAHNE CTPYKTY-
PBI BJIACTHOW MEPAPXUU.

K ¢dysrnmonanbHOl 4acTH OTHECEHBI MEXAHW3Mbl CAMOYTIOPS/IOUEHUSs, pea-
JIM3yeMble B MOJIEJIU CYOBEKT-00bEeKTHOTO B3aMMOJIEHCTBHS “CHCTEMa TOCYAap-
CTBEHHOI BJIacTH — obiecTBeHHbIe cepbl, oTpaciu 1 otHomenus”. Hanbosee
BOKHBIMU B (DYHKITMOHATBHON YaCTH MEXAaHWU3MOB CaMOYTIOPSIIOUEHUST eCTh Ta-
Kue, KoTopble 00ecrieunBaioT: GOPMUPOBAHKE W PEATN3aIUI0 TOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX
MOJIMTUK B PasIMYHbIX cepax obiiecTsa; GopMUPOBAHNE U Pean3aliio HAIlHO-
HAJIbHBIX MPOEKTOB; (DOPMUPOBAHNE U PEATU3AIMIIO TOCY/IAPCTBEHHBIX 1€JIEBBIX
[pOrpaMM; TOCYIaPCTBEHHOE OI0/IKETHPOBAHHE.

K 2Bo/IOIIMOHHON 4YacTW OTHECEHbI MEeXaHW3Mbl CAMOYIIOPSIOUeHus, pea-
JIM3yeMble B MOJEH CYObeKT-00bEKTHOTO B3aUMOIEHCTBHS “CUCTEMA TOCyAap-
CTBEHHOW BJIACTH — CO3/laHue ycJaoBuii obuiectBeHHoro passutus’. Haubosee
BKHBIMH B 9BOJIIOIMOHHON YaCTH MEXAaHU3MOB CAaMOYITOPSI/IOUYEHNS €CTh TaKue,
KOTOpbIe 00eCHeynBaioT: CTpaTernyeckoe yIpaBjeHde U IJIaHUPOBaHUE, pea-
JIM3AIMIO TOCY/IAPCTBEHHBIX MTPOTPAMM COIUAIBHO-IKOHOMUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHS;
IIPOBe/IEHNE MTOCTOSTHHBIX 9KOHOMMYECKHX U COIMAIbHBIX pechopM U 11peobpaszo-
BaHM.

KoueBbie cji0Ba: MeXaHU3Mbl, Pa3BUTHE, TIPOOJIEMHbBIE BOIIPOCHI, CAMOYIIO-
pAloueHne, CUCTEMA TOCYIaPCTBEHHOTO YITPABJIEHMS.
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Target setting. The processes of
self-ordering are a common occurrence
in the practice of public administration.
They relate not only to the subject-ob-
ject, but also to the subject-subjective
and object-subject relations. At the
same time, in our opinion, theoretical
and methodological substantiation of
these processes did not find sufficient
coverage in the scientific literature.

Analysis of recent publications on
issues. Among the sources of informa-
tion in the chosen direction of research
used work [1-5].

The purpose of the article. The
purpose of this article is to determine
the issues of self-ordering mechanisms
in public administration in a subject-
subject and subject-object relations.

The statement of basic materials.
The study bases of problem issues of the
self-ordering mechanisms development
in the public administration system is
the methodological approach chosen on
the basis of the choice of three main di-
rections in such development, namely:
institutional, functional and evolutio-
nary. In previous works of the author,
this allowed to substantiate ways of ob-
jectivization of self-ordering, as well as
to identify the main types and charac-
terize the mechanisms of self-ordering
in the subject-subjective and subject-
object models in the public administra-
tion system. In this paper, an attempt
was made to identify the main problem
issues of the self-ordering mechanisms
development in the public administra-
tion system.

The institutional part includes self-
regulation mechanisms implemented
in the models of subject-subject inter-
action at the levels of higher, central
and local government bodies, as well

as in models of object-object interac-
tion between them. The most impor-
tant part of the institutional mecha-
nisms of self-ordering are those that
provide:

 the division of powers between
branches of power;

* the administrative reform of the
government structure;

¢ the demarcation of public spheres
of government between central govern-
ment bodies;

* the administrative reform of the
structure of central executive authori-
ties;

* the delimitation of territorial
spheres of government between local
government bodies;

* the administrative-territorial re-
form;

¢ the formation and implementation
of the structure of the power hierarchy;

* the administrative reform of the
structure of the power hierarchy.

The functional parts included self-
ordering mechanisms implemented in
the model of subject-object interaction
“system of government — the public
sector, and industry relationships”. The
most important part of the functional
mechanisms of self-ordering are those
that provide:

¢ the formation and implementation
of state policies in various spheres of so-
ciety;

¢ the formation and implementation
of national projects;

¢ the formation and implementation
of state target programs;

* the state budgeting.

By evolutionary mechanisms of self-
ordering attributed implemented in the
model subject-object interaction “sys-
tem of government — to create condi-
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tions of social development”. The most
important part in the evolutionary
mechanisms of self-ordering are those
that provide:

+ the strategic management and
planning;

* the realization of state programs of
social and economic development;

* the conducting constant econom-
ic and social reforms and transforma-
tions.

In our opinion, in determining the
basic issues of self-ordering mecha-
nisms in public administration in the
first place, it is advisable to focus atten-
tion on the ones that are most impor-
tant in the institutional, functional and
evolutionary mechanisms of self-order-
ing and shown above.

In determining the main problem
issues we will proceed from the defini-
tion of the essence of the problem of
state-management relations as the dis-
crepancy between the existing and de-
sirable states of these relations [1], and
its solution — as overcoming this dis-
crepancy by implementing appropriate
self-ordering mechanisms. Among the
most significant problem areas we will
include those that, in our opinion, have
a fundamental influence on the self-or-
dering mechanisms implementation in
the specified areas of action in Ukraine.

As stated in the Encyclopedic Dic-
tionary of Public Administration,
problems arise, respectively, in the re-
alization of the subject-object, subject-
subjective and object-subjective state-
management relations. The first of
these is directly related to the manage-
rial influences on various types of social
activities, the main of which are politi-
cal, economic, social and humanitarian,
and the latter — with managerial influ-
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ences aimed at improving the system of
public administration and public ser-
vice, and the third one — with influen-
ces the social relations themselves and
civil society actors on the development
of the public administration system |2,
p. 586].

Let’s start with the definition of the
main problem issues in the institutional
part of the self-ordering mechanisms.
As Yuri Surmin noted, the emergence of
new relations in society, turning them
into stable, socially significant, requires
the creation of appropriate structures,
norms, rules, social regulation, which
is the content of institutionalization |2,
p. 583].

It is advisable to take into account
the system of structural principles of
public administration, among which,
as stated in the paper [2, p. 564], one
can distinguish: “structural-target, re-
flecting the patterns of rational con-
struction of the “tree of goals” in public
administration; structural-functional,
characterizing the patterns and inter-
connections of the construction of the
functional structure in public admi-
nistration;  structural-organizational,
which are connected with the regu-
larities and interconnections of the
construction of the organizational
structure in public administration;
structural-procedural, giving an idea
of the basic (determining) patterns and
interconnections of rational and effec-
tive management in public authorities”.

The most significant problem issues
regarding the separation of powers be-
tween the authorities include:

* the eliminating duplication of
functions;

* the providing democratic mecha-
nisms for mutual deterrence;




 the ensuring real independence
(functional and financial) of the judi-
cial branch of power;

* increasing the effectiveness of par-
liamentary control.

The most significant problems of ad-
ministrative reform of the administra-
tive structure should include:

¢ the separation of political and ad-
ministrative positions;

¢ a clear definition of the responsi-
bilities and authorities of the relevant
officials;

* the developing procedures and
regulations for establishing their clear
interaction.

The unfortunate experience of in-
troducing the post of government sec-
retary in the Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine is rather indicative of the un-
preparedness of the current system of
government to such work than its mis-
takenness.

The most significant problematic
issues of delineation of public spheres
of government between the central go-
vernment bodies include:

¢ the exclusion of functional dupli-
cation;

» the organization of corporate
work;

 the compromise rather than ad-
ministrative-command solution of con-
troversial issues;

* taking into account historical and
contemporary foreign and domestic ex-
perience.

The most significant problematic
issues of administrative reform of the
structure of central executive authori-
ties include:

* the realization of the reform on a
scientifically substantiated basis, pro-
ceeding from the principle of A. Chan-

dler “strategy defines the structure of
management” [2, p. 561];

 the preventing a significant in-
crease in the structure of central execu-
tive bodies;

 the prevention of a known ma-
nagement pathology “To unite today —
to unravel tomorrow” by substantiat-
ing the expediency of such actions.

The most significant problem issues
regarding the delimitation of territo-
rial spheres of governance between lo-
cal government bodies should be: car-
rying out administrative and territorial
reform of the national and/or local
scales on the basis of their scientific
and practical substantiation, broad dis-
cussion.

The most significant problematic
issues of administrative-territorial re-
form are:

* the definition of its main direc-
tions and tasks, development of its con-
cept and strategy;

 the determination of the finan-
cial capacity of the state for its conduct;

* the conducting sociological sur-
veys, and, if appropriate, national and/
or local referendums on this issue;

* the comparison and generalization
of their results.

The most important problematic is-
sues of the formation and implementa-
tion of the structure of the power hie-
rarchy should include:

* the completion of administra-
tive reform of the power structure in
Ukraine;

* the implementation of the admi-
nistrative-territorial reform of the na-
tional scale;

* the administrative reform of the
structure of the power hierarchy at the
regional and district levels;
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* the improving the efficiency of the
state communications system.

The most significant problem is-
sues in the administrative reform of the
structure of the power hierarchy, as fol-
lows from work [2, p. 565, 569] should
include:

* the change of administrative-ter-
ritorial structure, and, hence, the struc-
ture of the power hierarchy;

* the change of the current model of
the structure of the power hierarchy, es-
pecially at the regional level;

¢ the elimination of duplication of
functions of state authorities and local
self-government bodies at the regional
and district levels of public administra-
tion;

« control over the functioning of the
executive power from the side of soci-
ety through the institutes of parliamen-
tary and direct democracy;

* the introduction of a criterion for
the quality of public services as a key el-
ement in the evaluation of the activities
of state institutions.

Define the main issues in the func-
tional mechanism of self-ordering.

The most significant problem issues
in the formation and implementation of
state policies in various spheres of soci-
ety include:

* concentration of strategic mana-
gement and policy-making functions at
the governmental level;

* necessity of mandatory determina-
tion of such policies by certain legal acts;

* the indication within which stra-
tegy (strategy) and at what stage they
are implemented;

* unification of acts to be deter-
mined and approved by state policies;

* effective information policy on
their acceptance and support at all sta-
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ges of implementation as a form of pub-
lic control over their implementation;

* development, adoption and im-
plementation by the central executive
authorities of action programs that are
not prioritized but necessarily executed
within these policies in addition to the
state target programs;

* taking into account the concept
of social partnership in the program-
targeted design and evaluation of the
results of public policies [2, p. 565];

* obligatory and independent evalu-
ation of the effectiveness of conducting
state policies in the country and in vari-
ous spheres of society.

The most significant issues of the
formation and implementation of na-
tional projects are:

* a clearer regulatory and legal defi-
nition of the scope of their application,
as well as delineation with state target
programs;

* their binding to a certain period of
time, regardless of the nature and desig-
nation of the project;

* the inclusion of innovation blocks
in their composition

« annual updating (review, refine-
ment, correction) of project tasks;

* effective information support at
all stages of their implementation as a
form of public control over implemen-
tation;

* All-Ukrainian contest of projects —
applicants for inclusion in the national
projects;

* improvement of the methods of
their substantiation, development and
implementation, as well as the evalua-
tion of the effectiveness.

The most significant problem issues
in the formation and implementation of
state target programs should include:




eensuring the necessity of develop-
ing and adopting such programs within
the framework of relevant state policies
and for implementing their priority di-
rections;

* clearer and more understandable
distinction between programs of so-
cial and economic development of the
country and certain regions;

* inclusion of investment-innova-
tion bloc in their composition;

 annual updating (review, refine-
ment, correction) of program tasks;

* effective information support at all
stages of implementation of such pro-
grams as a form of public control over
implementation;

* divergence in the necessary ex-
penses for their realization with the
possibilities of budget financing, which
increases the risk of their shortcomings;

¢ the improvement of the methods
of their substantiation, development
and implementation, as well as the eva-
luation of the effectiveness.

The most significant problems of
state budgeting should include:

* ensuring the balance of revenue
and expenditure parts of the state bud-
get;

* search for the “golden mean” in the
balance of state and territorial parts of
budget expenditures;

« increase of efficiency of inter-bud-
getary relations;

 democratization of budget rela-
tions in the structure of the power hi-
erarchy, between state authorities and
local self-government bodies;

* ensuring the justification of state
budget financing of state and regional
programs of socio-economic develop-
ment, national projects and state target
programs;

* the justification of expenditures of
financial reserves of the state;

* increase the efficiency of state
budgeting, in particular by estimat-
ing the corresponding costs and perso-
nal responsibility of individuals for the
results of its implementation [2, p. 565];

* development of the program-tar-
get budgeting methodology, in particu-
lar the introduction of separate articles
of investment and innovation financ-
ing;

* further improving the efficiency
and effectiveness of public financial
control.

Define the main problem issues in
the evolutionary part of self-ordering
mechanisms.

The most significant issues of stra-
tegic management and planning should
include:

* necessity of mandatory determina-
tion of such management and planning
by certain normative-legal acts;

* unification of acts to be deter-
mined and approved by state strategies;

¢ the presence of them in addition
to SWOT-analysis of the block of crisis
management;

+ annual review and correction of
development strategies and strategic
plans, taking into account the experi-
ence of the advanced countries of the
world;

* effective information policy on
their acceptance and support at all sta-
ges of implementation as a form of pub-
lic control over their implementation;

* keeping a register of national, state
and regional development strategies;

o further development of theoreti-
cal and methodological and innovative
provision of problem issues of strategic
management and planning.

257




The most significant problems of
state programs implementation of so-
cio-economic development include:

* ensuring the necessity of develop-
ing and adopting such programs within
the framework of the respective strate-
gies of state and regional development
in order to ensure implementation of
their priority directions;

» compliance of the tasks of such
programs with the priority directions
of regional development;

* systematic interconnection of an-
nual and medium-term regional and
territorial programs of socio-economic
development;

« display in these programs the tasks
of national projects and state target
programs insofar as they relate to their
respective territories;

* divergence in the necessary ex-
penses for their implementation with
the possibilities of budget financing,
which increases the risk of their failure.

The most significant problematic is-
sues of economic and social reforms and
transformations should be attributed
[3-5]:

¢ the need to support the popula-
tion;

* increase of efficiency, effectiveness
and equity of economic and social con-
ditions (equal economic and social con-
ditions and opportunities of the popu-
lation within defined territories) as a
result of their implementation;

* formation of the basic team of re-
formers;

¢ planning of reforms;

* project approach to reform;

* linkage of development strategies,
national projects and state target pro-
grams with the directions and objec-
tives of the reforms;
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* Specificity of directions and tasks
of reforms, clarity and reasonableness of
expected results;

¢ determination of the moment of
launching and the term of their imple-
mentation;

¢ the pace of reforms;

* the need for sufficient resources
for their implementation and successful
completion;

 complexity and systematic imple-
mentation of them;

* consolidation of the responsible
state authority (authorized person) for
the preparation and implementation of
the reform, its results;

* ensuring transparency, participa-
tiveness, transparency, public control
at all stages of the conduct;

* reporting on the results of all sta-
ges of the reform.

Conclusions. The article deals with
the problem issues of the self-ordering
mechanisms development in the public
administration system in the subject-
subjective and object-object relations.
Such questions are grouped according
to the attributes of self-ordering me-
chanisms to the institutional, function-
al and evolutionary parts.
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