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WHEN ISPOSTCOMMUNISM OVER?

In this article, the problem of postcommunism tiimeéts is considered. The author, treating
postcommunism as a transition period from thett#tlitarian model of social organization to a
new one concludes that it is over in those coustwhere the communist regimes collapsed at
the turn of 1980-1990 years. Although various pastmunist countries have acquired different
parameters of their political, economic, socio-auitl systems, a new noncommunist quality of
social relations hs already established itself.
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Pomaniok O. 1.
KOJIA BAKIHYYETHCA NIOCTKOMYHI3M?

Posenaoaemuca npobrema uacosux medxc nOCMKOMyHizmy. Tpakmyrouu nOCMKOMYHIZM AK
nepioo nepexody 6i0 1i60-MomanimapHoi coyianbHoi moodeni 00 HO80I AKOCMI CYCHIIbHO2O
opeamizmy, asmop pobums BUCHOBOK NPO U020 3aKIHYEHHS 0N MUux KpaiH, 0e KOMYHICIUYHI
peacumu 3aznanu kpaxy Ha medxci 1980-1990poxkis. Xoua pisni nocmkomynicmuumni Kpainu
HaOYIU BIOMIHHUX NAPAMEMPIE C80IX NOIIMUYHUX, eKOHOMIYHUX MA COYIOKYIbIMYPHUX CUCTEM,
npome HO8A He KOMYHICIMUYHA AKICMb CYCNITbHUX BIOHOCUH 8J#Ce 8CMUSILA YCMATUMUCSL.

Knrwouoei cnosa:. nocmxomyHism, nepexione CycnilbCmeo, CyCnilbHa cucmema, RoAimudHuL
pedcum, 0eMOKpamis, AgMopumapusm, momanimapuszm.

Pomaniok A. .
KOI'TA BAKAHUYUBAETCS IIOCTKOMYHU3M?

Paccmampueaemca  npobnema  épemenHviX  2panuy — NOCMKOMMYHUsMAa.  Tpakmys
NOCMKOMMYHU3M KAK NEPUOO nepexooda om 1e8o-momaniumapHol Mooeiu K HO80MY Kauecmay
00WeCcm8eHH020 Op2anUu3Ma, asmop oenaem 6bl800 006 e20 OKOHYAHUU O/ mex CMmpaw, 2oe
KOMMYyHUcmuyeckue pedcumol pyxuyau Ha epanu  1980-1990 co006. Xomsa pasmnwvie
HOCMKOMMYHUCIUYECKUe CMpaubl Npuoodpeny paziuyHvle napamempsbl C8OUX NOIUMUUECKUX,
IKOHOMUYECKUX U COYUOKYIbMYPHLIX CUCMEM, OOHAKO HOB0€ HEKOMMYHUCMUYEeCKOe KaA4eCmeo
00UeCcm8eHHbIX OMHOWLEHUTL YHce YCNeNo YRPOUUMbCAL.

Knrwouesvie cnosa. nocmxomMmyHusm, nepexoonoe obwecmeo, obwjecmeeHHas cucmemd,
HONUMUYECKUL PeXCUM, 0eMOKPAMUL, ABMOPUMAPUIM, MOMATUMAPUIM.
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A notable trend of political science literature of PY the Corlnml_mistzParty, or at least a rrllqon?po:y
recent years is a significant reduction inOn ItS realization [2, c. 44; 4, c.73]. The fina

publications on postcommunist issues. Such aPOSiti.o.':. Off postcommunism _ist be |'tth|§y
trend may indirectly indicate that the process Ofacq_U|IS| lon o nelvv (r;lqn-communlsb) quality by
postcommunist transformation is over or almostS¢ial_system. In this context, bow ever, a
over, at least in those countries whereduestion arises as to quality of the social system
communist regimes fell at the turn of the 1980s¢@n be considered «non-communist» and what
and 1990s. However, this assumption require£an indicate that it has acquired such quality.
confirmation by theoretical studies and if The Wﬁys .Ofl postcommunist
empirical indicators. Although currently there transformations (theoretical aspect)

are many scientific papers on postcommunism,, _According to the transitional paradigm the
but the question about the limits of its social desired end point of political transitions in the

and political phenomenon is still quite Modern world is liberal democracy [5]. But
problematic. This article is attempts at giving a N€Se _transition processes don't always reach

scientifically substantiated analysis of the '{hat .{?Ointl' In tf&(_e Iiteraturr? based gn thel
completion of the postcommunist period. ransitional - paradigm, ~such as 1n >amue
1. What is postcommunism? Huntington [6, p. 40-46], two directions of
The word «post-communism» literally transitive —process are analyzed - from
means «after communism». Accordingly authoritarianism to democracy and, conversely,
postcommunism usually means specific " from democracy to authoritarianism. However,

period of social development after communism the transitional paradigm had been developed
However this understanding of On basis of studies of successful and

postcommunism provides no qualitative natureUnsuccessful transition to democracy from

of this period. Polish political scientist Andrzej 2uthoritarian — regimes.  The  analysis  of
postcommunist transformation requires the

Richard notes that the concept of! - . " AUEES
postcommunism «means a system, not yet fuwnclusmn of a third position — totalitarianism.

formed. it is not determined. and therefore the©n the scale of political regimes, totalitarianism

emphasis is on the fact that this system aros@Nd democracy occupy extreme positions,
from another definite one» [1, s. 468]. ecause their political, economic and socio-

As any period with the preposition «post», Cultural - characteristics — are = diametrically
postcommunism is a transitional period of opposed to each other. Authoritarianism is

ial develooment. which chan th litPlaced between totalitarianism and democracy
social development, ch cnanges the qua >égecause by the characteristics features of the

gpolitical sphere it is closer to totalitarianism,

transitional nature requires an analysis of th 7 o
essence of its starting and final positions. The@nd by the characteristics of non-political areas

movement from the initial position to the final IthS closer to (il_emocraci. AS {hmen“(;?“ed '.rt‘. one
one is defined as transition or transformation.?! My €ariier ~ works, —inis diSposition

Although the political science literature there P'ESUPPOSES not two but three variants of
are attempts to contrast the concepts of€9ime changes: 1)direct transition from

«transition» and «transformation» [2,47], but totalitarianism to democracy; 2) transition from

in fact they describe the same process, but fro otalitarianism to authoritarianism; 3) transition
different positions. The concept of transition — r°7”21 (7”;6 form of totalitarianism to another [4,
from a position of determining its starting and ¢ 3' Tk]ml | ; :
final quality points (transition from point A to sf e realts OI postcommunist
point B): the concept of transformation — from transformations (practical aspect)

the standpoint of quality changes that occur in__1N€ time elapsed after the start of
the process of transiton (quality A is postcommunist transformations confirmed the

transformed into quality B) [3]. correctness of my hypothesis. The transitions in

At the starting position of postcommunist ':jhe ?ostcom[;nttmistt arde'?f didt occur din threde
transformations are systems, the quality of@€Ctions, —but -at diiferent Speeds —an

which is conditioned by the more or less long Eons(ijstencl_);. Acc%r]ding tl(?[ afmontitoring b_yt
functioning of the previous communist regimes. ' f€€00M HOUSE, the guality o postcommunis

The indicator of the beginning of a political systems by the early of 2017 could be
postcommunist transformation is the loss powercharacterized by the following table (tab. 1).
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Table 1
Palitical systems of postcommunist countries|[7; 8]
Democracies Hybrid Authoritarian regimes
. . Semi- regimes Semi- i
Electoral| Liberal Consolldate:icOnsoliolatecl Consolidated Consolidated
20 13 7 6 7 1 8

Notes 1. The number of electoral and liberal democraciémied on Freedom in the World 2017.
Liberal democracies are the systems of the onish®fl electoral democracies and having the stafus
«Free countries».

2. The number of consolidated and semi-cons@ilatemocracies, hybrid regimes, and semi-
consolidated and consolidated authoritarian regiimdmsed on Nations in Transit 2017, but this ytud
does not take Mongolia into account.

The Dbest results of postcommunist characteristics of consolidated authoritarianism.
transformations have been achieved by severolitical power is concentrated in the hands of
countries — Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, one person or a small group of people, the rights
Slovakia, Slovenia and the Czech Republic. Inand freedoms of citizens are substantially
these countries, the economic and politicalrestricted, is managed by of society widespread
reforms have been carried out, as a result ofiiolence, there is no electoral mechanism of
which for two decades they have gained theinheritance of power. However, significant
status of countries with a market economy, andchanges have taken place in the economic
their political regimes have enjoyed the quality sphere — the institution of private property has
of not only liberal democracies, but been legalized, business structures have arisen,
consolidated ones. Since these countries havelements of market regulation have been put
radically transformed their economic and into practice. Describing the processes of
political systems, the end of the postcommunistpostcommunist transformations in this group of
period is beyond doubt for them. countries, Oleg Havrylyshyn remarks that «in a

Bulgaria, Romania, Serbia, Hungary, practical sense, it is sad to say that they have
Croatia have somewhat worse results. They arbeen «completed» so far, because these
also countries with a market economy andcountries have been trapped in the oligarchic-
liberal-democratic regimes, but these regimesautocratic regime of partial capitalism and are
are semi-consolidated. To this group alsofar from developed democracy» [10,255]. At
belongs Mongolia though included in the the same time, one can distinguish two subtypes
Nation in Transit program. However, of socio-political systems in this group.
consolidation of the political regime is not the The first is the countries the economy is
main indicator of the end of the transition dominated by private sector, although the close
period. Deconsolidation can take place inlink between big business and the ruling elite
relatively stable systems as a result of andeforms market relations. These include
aggravation of relations between leadingAzerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan
political forces or an increase in dissatisfactionand  Uzbekistan. In  these  countries,
with the government by the public, or a breachpostcommunist transformations end with the
of public contract by the authorities. The creation of classical authoritarian systems. In
political regimes in Hungary (1994-2013) and early transitologic works, the transition to
Bulgaria (2004-2007) were also defined asauthoritarian regimes was seen as a negative
consolidated, but an aggravation of intra-result of transitory processes, which was caused
political relations turned them into semi- by a dichotomous understanding of their
consolidated ones. direction. By inertia, such opinion embraced

The advancement in the process ofpostcommunist transformations as well.
postcommunist development in Azerbaijan, However, under postcommunism, such a
Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Russia,perception of transition to authoritarianism does
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan is not seem to be correct. If we compare the new
quite different. Michael McFaul envisaged the (authoritarian) one with the previous
possibility of the transition of postcommunist (totalitarian) state, we must conclude that the
countries not to democracy, but to a new formtransition from totalitarianism to
of dictatorship as far as fifteen years ago [9].authoritarianism is a certain positive step in the
According to Freedom House, the political development of socio-political system, since
regimes of these countries have acquired theuthoritarian regimes ensure society much more
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freedom than totalitarianism.  Although totalitarianism has existed for more than two
expanding boundaries of freedom is limited todecades and is still rather stable.
the transition from totalitarianism to The most difficult problem for identifying
authoritarianism, and that applies to more nonthe end of postcommunism as a transitional
political spheres of social life, such expansionperiod is provided by the countries with hybrid
immanently causes structural preconditions forregimes — Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
a future (in perspective) movement towardsGeorgia, Kosovo, Macedonia, Moldova and
democracy. Ukraine. The development of these countries, as
The second one is the countries thewell as Armenia with its unconsolidated
economy of which is dominated by the stateauthoritarian regime is constantly fluctuating
sector, and the government strictly regulatesbetween democracy and authoritarianism, with
economic relations. These include Belarus,the difference that some countries cross this
Russia and Turkmenistan. In these countries|imit, while others are coming to her and
state-monopoly capitalism was created, andeturning. In this case, we can speak of some
elements of market relations exist only on the«stabilization of instability». Samuel
level of small-scale production. These countriesHuntington noted that such a constant change of
have achieved the lowest results in the procesdemocratic and authoritarian tendencies could
of postcommunist transformation. Socio- be characteristic of the political system of some
political systems of these countries can becountries [6, p. 41-42].
defined as neototalitarian since they are 4. Conclusions
characterized not only by the autocratic nature 1. There is no single criterion for
of political power and the state-monopolistic identifying the end of the postcommunist
nature of the economy, but also by ideologicalperiod. The specificity of totalitarianism as the
control and brutal interference of the starting point of postcommunist transformation
government in private life. As for Russia, requires taking into account not only political
imperial ambitions must be added to this.changes, but also economic and socio-cultural
Although these countries have done much toones.
return to totalitarianism in the process of 2. A democracy is not the only possible
postcommunist transformation, but thesefinal point of postcommunist transformations.
totalitarian models proved to be different Postcommunist transformations may also end
(noncommunist). As far as economic andwith creating an authoritarian system or another
ideological criteria are concerned, these modelgnon-communist) model of totalitarianism.
tend not to the left (communist) type of 3. The consolidation of the political regime
totalitarianism, but to its right (fascist) model. is not a compulsory indicator of the end of the
Thus, qualitative changes in the socio-political transformation process. The transformation
system manifested in replacing one form ofperiod may end with the establishment of
totalitarianism into another are also evident inunconsolidated and unstable systems.
this case. 4. For the countries in which the communist
This new, neototalitarian quality in regimes collapsed at the turn of the 1980s and
different countries of this group has its own 1990s, the period of postcommunism has
specifics features. The socio-political system ofalready ended. In favor of this conclusion, we
Turkmenistan can be defined gatriarchal can provide at least three arguments:
totalitarianism since the introduction of a) for more than a quarter of a century, new
totalitarian relations is justified by the histaic different but not communist models of social
and cultural traditions of the Turkmen nation. relations have established themselves in them.
Under Putin's rulejmperialist totalitarianism b) during this time a new generation of the
was formed in Russia. Its fundamental purposepopulation entered the social and political life
which today is subject to all social that had not been influenced by communist
development, is creating the «Russian world»propaganda;
on the basis of annexing territories inhabited by  c) restoration of the communist system has
ethnic Russians and, in general, Russianbecome impossible in these countries since their
speaking population. Belarus has a system tha€Communist parties either moved into the
preserves most political, economic and socio-positions of Social-Democracy, or they were
cultural elements of the communist time. banned, or turned into marginal political groups.
However, the Communist Party, like other 5. The end of postcommunism does not
opposition forces, is persecuted. This systemmean that all the consequences of the previous
which can be defined asconservative communist regimes have already been
overcome. There will be a long period of their
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influence on social relations in one way or O.I. Pomantok // Bicuuk XHY imeni B. H. Kapasina.

another. However, this influence will be Cepl; <<5Hlﬂgafgﬂ?fﬂ7lgomﬂl» —Xapkis, 2001. Bunm.
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near future. However, these will be other Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century /
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VJIK 168.522 IllanoBanenxko M.B.
XapKiBChbKUIT HAIIIOHATBHU
yniBepcureT iMeni B.H Kapaszina

KPU30BI ABUIIA MMOJITHYHOI CHCTEMHA

Poszensoaromvcsa 0ocnionuyvki incmpymenmu 051 BUPIUEHHSL KIHOU080I npodiemu po36UmK)
NOJIMUYHOI cucmemu 6 ymoeax Kpuzoeux saeuwy. [lonimuyni incmumymu 6 ymo8ax CUCMEeMHOI
mpancgopmayii 8UABIAIOMb CE0I0 8PA3IUBICIb 00 PI3HO20 Muny i macuimaoie ukiuxie. Tomy
8ACIUBOIO € PO3POOKA  KOMNJIEKCHO20 MNiOX00Y 00 aHANI3y Kpusu MNOAIMUYHOI cucmemu.
Bpaxoseytouu 6iokpumicmvs ma HeniMiHUN Xapakmep Po36UMKY NOIIMUYHOI cucmemu,
APONOHYEMbCA NOEOHAMU CMEHPOPOCHKY MOOeNb KpU3U PO3GUMKY MA CUHEPLeMUYHUL NiOXIO.

Knrwowuosi cnoea. nonimuuna cucmema, nonimuyHa Kpusa, mouka Oigyprayii,
CMPYKMYPHA Kpu3d, NpoyeoypHa Kpusd,
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