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Milyukova A. 

THE INSTITUTIONAL ASPECT OF POLITICAL TRANSFORMATIONS IN POST-

SOVIET SOCIETIES  

 

The specific of institutional political transformations of post-soviet countries is examined on the 

example of Ukraine. The modern approaches of analysis of institutional transformations in 

transitional societies are used. The author grounds the reasons of origin of informal institutions in 

the institutional structure of transitional societies of post-soviet space in the process of political 

transformation. On the basis of selection constitutive and procedural aspects of political institutions 

the author explains forming of different types of institutional structures. 

Key words: institutional structure, political transformation, political institution, political 

institute. 
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Minenkova N. 

POLITICAL REGIME OF INDEPENDENT UKRAINE: WHY „REAL 

DEMOCRACY" FAILED TO TURN OUT? 

 

The article with the help of institutional and neopatrimonial paradigms shows specifics of the 

political regime in modern Ukraine. Features of democratic transition and factors impeding process 

of democracy formation in Ukraine are allocated, in both institutional and value levels. The author 

states that the political regime in Ukraine at the present stage is a hybrid, namely, authoritarian 

essence, that increases and becomes dominant, is hidden behind democratic façade. 

Key words: political regime, political transformation, institutional paradigm, neopatrimonial 

theory, democracy transit.  
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