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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL AND THEORETICAL ANALYSISOF THE CONCEPT
OF «POLITICAL OPPOSITION»

In a democratic society with longstanding tradigom stable rule of law, political opposition is
regarded as a natural phenomenon, because it igndispensable component, an indicator of
democracy and rule of law, the basis of civil scievelopment.

The Euro-integration and Euro-Atlantic aspiratioomodern Ukraine require the formation of
democratic standards and civilized relations betwtee authorities and the opposition. At the same
time, the development of political processes in country testifies to the complex nature of this
interaction. The urgency of the topic is due tofd that the institutionalization of the oppositiin
Ukraine is not yet complete. The result of undestigyment was the ideological and organizational
immaturity, the unstructuredness of today's oppmsit

The article deals with the historiographical ancthetical analysis of the concept of «political
opposition». The evolution of ideas about politicgdposition and its importance in society is
investigated. Methodological approaches to the ephof «political opposition», its role in relatisn
with the authorities and participation in the fortitm of a democratic society are considered, the
place and role of the opposition in the politicabpess of modern Ukraine are determined.

The historiographical analysis of political and Bgcholars gives reason to claim that there is
a wide range of approaches to defining the concéptpolitical opposition». However, common in
these scientific reconnaissances is the grantingpigh-status political opposition along with the
power structures and placing great responsibilityibfor the nature of the political regime and the
civilization of the political process in the state.

Key words. opposition, political process, democracy, parliartaism, political struggle.

© Bakumenka)., Kashaba®., Shcherbyal., 2019.

13



Bicauk XHY imeni B. H. Kapasina, cepis «IIuTanust moJirtoJiorii», Bun. 36, 2019

Bbakymenko OJjiena OuiekciiBHa

JIOLIEHT, K.ICT.H.,

VYkpalHchbKa IHXKEHEPHO-TICIArOrivyHa aKaeMisl,
ByI. YHiBepcuTerchka, 16, Xapkis, 61003,
bakumenkolenal974@gmail.com

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3108-6324

Kama6a Oasra IOpiiBna

IIOLIEHT, K.ICT.H.,

VYkpaincbka iHXEHEpHO-TIeJaroriyHa akaaeMis,
Byil. YHiBepcuTerchka, 16, Xapkis, 61003,
olga.kashaba@ukr.net

https://orcid.org//0000-0002-0616-145X

Ilepouna Ipuna Bosoaumupisna
IIOLIEHT, K.ICT.H.,
VYkpalHchbKa IHXKEHEPHO-TICIArOriyHa aKaeMisl,
ByI. YHiBepcuTerchka, 16, Xapkis, 61003,
shcheririna63@gmail.com

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3007-2446

ICTOPIOTPA®IYHUIN TA TEOPETUYHUHN AHAJII3 TOHATTSA
«[TOJITUYHA OIIO3ULIIA»

Y Oemoxkpamuunomy cycninbcmei 3i cmanumu mpaouyismu, cmabiibHUM NpPaABONoOpsAOKOM
NOAIMUYHA ONO3UYISL POZYIHIOEMBCS SIK 3AKOHOMIPHE Ma NPUpPoOHe asulye, adlice 0HA € HEOOMIHHUM
KOMNOHEHMOM, THOUKAMOPOM OeMOKPAMUYHOI ma Nnpagosoi 0epicasu, OCHOB0K PO3GUMK)
2POMAOSHCHKO2O CYCRIlbCMEd.

€8poinmezpayitini ma e6poamiaHMU4Hi NPAcHeH s Cy4acHoi YKkpainu eumazaroms opmyeants
0eMOKPAMUYHUX CMAHOAPMI6 | YUBINi308aHUX BIOHOCUH MIJC 81a00K ma onosuyieto. Boonouac
PO36UMOK  NOJIMUYHUX NpoYecié y Hawill 0epacasi 3aceiouye npo CKIAOHUU Xapaxmep yiei
63aeMO0ii. AkmyanvHicms memu 3yMOGIEHO U Mum, wo iHcmumyanizayisi onozuyii 6 Yxkpaiui ne
3agepuiena 00 cux nip. Hacniokom nepossunenocmi cmana ioetina ma opeauizayitiia He3pilicmo,
HeCMpPYKmMypo8aHicms CbO20OHIUHbOI ONO3UYii.

Ilposooumucs icmopiocpaghiunuii ma meopemudnuil AHATI3 NOHAMMSA <HOJIMUYHA ONOZUYIS.
Hocniooiceno egontoyito ysaeieHb Npo NONIMUYHY ONO3UYIl0 ma i 3HAYEHHS Y CYCHIIbCMEI.
Poszensaoaiomvca  memooonoeiuni  nioxoou 00 NOHAMMA —<CHOMMUYHA ONO3UYIA», ii poai y
83AEMOBIOHOCUHAX 3 81AO0I0 MA YHACMI Yy CIAHOBIEHHI 0eMOKPAMUYHO20 CYCRITbCMBA, BUBHAYEHO
Mmicye i ponb ono3uyii' y noaimuyHoMy npoyeci cydachoi Yrpainu.

Icmopioepaghiunuii  ananiz noOAIMUKO-NPABOBUX YUYEHb OA€ NIOCMABU CMBEPONCYBAMU NPO
HAABHICMb WUPOKO2O CHEeKMpY NiOX00i8 00 BU3HAYEHHS NOHAMMA <NONMuyHa onosuyia». [lpome
CRITbHUM Y YUX HAYKOBUX PO3GIOKAX € HAOAHHS NOAIMUYHIL ONO3UYii BUCOKO2O0 cmamycy nopso i3
GIAOHUMU CMPYKMYpAMU MA NOKIAOAHHS HA Hei 6eiuxoi BIiOnosioarbHOCMi 34 Xapaxmep
NONIMUYHO20 PedCUMy i YUBINIZ08AHICHb NOJIMUYHO20 NPOYEC) 8 0ePIHCABI.

Knrouoei cnosa: onosuyis, norimuyHuil npoyec, 0eMOKpamis, napiameHmapusm, NOoaimuyHa
bopomuvoa.
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HUCTOPUOTPA®UYECKUIA U TEOPETUUECKHUI AHAJIN3 IIOHATHS
«ITOJIUTUYECKASA ONIIO3UIUA>»

B Oemoxpamuueckom obwecmee ¢ YCMAHOBUBWUMUCS — MPAOUYUAMU, CMAOUTLHBIM
NPABONOPSAOKOM NOIUMUYECKAs ONNO3UYUS DPACYEHUBAEMCS KAK — 3AKOHOMepHOe U NPUpooOHoe
sa6/eHUe, 6edb OHA ABNACMC HeNPEeMEeHHbIM KOMNOHEHMOM, UHOUKAMOPOM OeMOKPAMUYECKo2o U
npagosoco 20Cy0apcmad, OCHOBOU pa38UMuUsl 2padicOaHCKo20 obwecmaa.

Eepounmeepayuonnvie u eepoamianmuyeckue CmMpemieHus cospemMertol Yrkpaunvl mpeoyiom
Ghopmuposanuss OeMoKpaMUYeCKUx CMaHoapmos U YUGUIU30BAHHBIX OMHOUEHUL MENCOY 8IACMbIO U
onnosuyuel. B mooce 6pems pazsumue nNOIUMUYECKUX HPOYECCO8 6 Haulem 20cyoapcmee
ceudemenbcmaeyem o0 CIOJCHOM Xapakmepe JSMmux 63auMOOMHOWEHUN. AKMyaibHOCMb mMeMbl
obycrosieHa euje u mem, Ymo UHCMUMYYUuoOHAIU3AYUS ONNOUYUL He 3A8ePULeHa 00 CUX NOpP.

Ilposooumcs ucmopuoepaguueckuti u meopemuyeckull AHAIU3 NOHAMUSL <HOAUMUYECKAS]
onnozuyusn». Mcciedyemces 36010yusi npedCmasieHuti 0 NOJUMuYecKoll ONNno3uyUY U ee 3Haqenue 8
obwecmee. Paccmampusaiomes  memooonozuyeckue Noo0X00vl K HOHAMUIO — <HOAUMUYECKAds]
ONnno3UYUs», ee poau 60 B3AUMOOMHOWIEHUAX C GIACMbIO U YUACMUIO 6 CIMAHOBIeHUU
0eMOKpamu4ecko2o oowecmeaa, onpeoeisiencs Mecmo u poib ONNO3UYUL 8 NOIUMUYECKOM npoyecce
cospemenHou YkpauHul.

Hcemopuoepaghuueckuii ananuz noaumuxo-npasosulx yueHutl oaem OCHOBAHUE YMBEPHCOAmb O
HAIUYUY WUPOKO2O CHEKmpa NOOX0008 K ONpPedeleHUl0 NOHAMUSL NOTUMUYECKAsT ONNO3UYUS.
Oonako o0OwuUM 0Nl HAYUHBIX UCCIe008AHUL S6ASeMCsl NPUOaHue NOTUMUYECKOU ONNno3uUyuU
8bICOKO20 cmamyca Hapsdy C GIACMHbIMU CMPYKMYPAMU U B0310JiCeHUe HA Hee OO0abUlol
0MEEemMCmMEeHHOCU 3d XAPAaKmep NOIUMUYECKO20 DPeNCUMA U YUBUIUZOBAHHOCHb NOAUMUYECKUX
npoyeccos 8 cocyoapcmae.

Kntouesvie cnosa. onnosuyus, noaumudeckuil npoyecc, O0eMOKpamusi, NapiaMeHmapusm,
noaumudeckas bopvoa.

a necessary attribute of democracy is political
opposition, which forms alternative directions

of development of society and constitutes
constant competition with the ruling elite,

T he basic condition of a democratic society is
pluralism of opinions, diversity of positions and
interests of political subjects. This fact raises
the problem of the relationship between theg,qjjiiates the improvement of feedback
forces in power and those who control thebetween citizens and public authorities. It
actions of existing power and seeK it. Therefore,me(,jlns that in the society there is a process of

civil harmonization of interests of different
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social groups, the creation and activity of events in the political life of Ukraine, the need
political parties, movements and public to institutionalize the opposition and the process
organizations is not forbidden, freedom of of democratization, a wide range of definitions
thought, views, independence of the media aref the concept of opposition in political science
provided, the mechanism of restraints andand practice. This topic is being studied by N.
counterbalances in the structure of powerVinichuk, O. Dniprov, 1. Zhdanov, I.
relations is working. It is through this diversity Zaritskaya, V. Kipiani, . Kogut, R. Pavlenko,
of balances and counterweights between théN. Piskaryova, |. Polishchuk, T. Pecheritsa, F.
various political institutions that social progress Rudich, S. Tikhomirov, D. Cymbal and others.
is achieved. The absence of political oppositionin their works, scientists violate a wide range of
within the political system creates the issues, which include: the problem of political
conditions for the formation of totalitarian opposition in the context of the transformation
regimes. Thus, the presence of opposition forceprocesses taking place in Ukraine; the
in society is seen not as an exception, but as eelationship of opposition with the emergence
necessity for the normal development andand resolution of political conflicts in society;
functioning of a democratic political system. preconditions for the emergence of political
The Euro-integration and Euro-Atlantic opposition in Ukraine, its social base;
aspirations of modern Ukraine require the characterization of different types, evaluation of
formation of democratic standards and civilizedtheir requirements; the need to choose a basic
relations between the authorities and themodel of opposition research, etc.
opposition. At the same time, the development  The analysis of scientific works and
of political processes in our country testifies to publications shows that some aspects of this
the complex nature of this interaction. The problem are being actively studied by
relevance of the topic is also since theresearchers, but it is still unresolved and needs
institutionalization of the opposition in Ukraine further study.
has not been completed so far. The result of The purpose of our research is to
underdevelopment was the ideological andunderstand the political opposition as an
organizational immaturity, lack of structure of institution of democracy and the subject of the
today's opposition. The importance of analyzingpolitical process in modern society. The
the concept, content, typology, structure, andachievement of this goal is due to the need to
functions of the political opposition is also solve the following tasks: to analyze the
caused by the ignorance of most ordinaryevolution of ideas about political opposition and
citizens, and sometimes some political figuresits importance in society; determine the place
who do not have a clear understanding of thisand role of the opposition in the political
political institution, respectively, are not abte t process of modern Ukraine.
build adequate relations with the opposition, The problem of opposition has always
which really contributed to the democratization taken a prominent place in the writings of
of society . That is, both current political political notionalists. There are several basic
practice and lack of theoretical developmentstages of forming the concept of opposition:
require and actualize consideration of problems 1. philosophical and ethical stage -
related to the formation of political opposition comprehending the phenomenon of opposition
in Ukraine and legitimization of its activities. and laying the prerequisites for the entry of
Political opposition, as an integral componentdissent and protest as a political action in
of a democratic society and the rule of law, hassociety (times of antiquity and the Middle
been, and continues to be, an ongoing subject oAges);
study for many foreign and domestic scholars. 2. rational stage — a natural legal
The main works in this area are the studies of Rjustification for the resistance to power (modern
Dahl, J. Sartori and H. Linz. Significant time);
attention to this issue was also paid by A. 3. Institutionalization stage of political
Kirshheimer, R. Makridis, D. Elers, R. Pannet, opposition in democratic states (from the
K. Paleski. middle of the 19th century to the present)
The lack of a regulatory framework and (I'omosceka Bamenko, Kampaum 2013: 19-20).
traditions of the political opposition in our The term «opposition» is defined by
country caused considerable interest in researcpolitical science as a counteraction, resistance to
on this topic by domestic scientists. Today,the existing state power, confrontation to its
attention to the problems of the political strategic course, with the aim of changing it to
opposition has gained particular relevance.another, which satisfies the opposition political
Basically, this interest is determined by modernforces (Ilemmyuenko, babkina, I'opbaTeHko,
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2004: 428). In political science, the term heretical. T. Aquinas, analyzing the divine
«opposition» is most often used to describe onerigin of power, identifies two cases where
of the institutions of modern parliamentarism protests are possible: 1) when the ruler violates
(Pymuu 2015: 7). God's command because God is the supreme
For the first time, the legal opposition ruler; 2) when they order to do something that
appears in the ancient world, where, in thethe ruler's power does not extend tifiepun
system of polis democracy, the national 2001: 37).
assembly and tribunes fulfilled the function of At the same time, the UK is laying the
the opposition. The basis of these institutionsgroundwork for forming the legal basis of
was economic autonomy, the right to haveparliamentarism. In 1215, the Great Charter of
private property, is the basis of civil society. Liberties initiated the right of society to resist
From 494 BC in ancient Rome there was anthe royal powerNlacnosceka 2012: 74).
institute of plebeian tribune. Its main function is Prominent thinkers of the Renaissance also
to limit the arbitrariness of the patricians who sought to explore the phenomenon of political
were officials in the society; the fight for opposition. But by the beginning of the
equality of rights between plebeians andeighteenth century, most of them regarded it
patricians. Subsequently, this institution beginsonly as a declarative right to resist power.
to play an important role in the political system Instead, J. Locke substantiates the legitimacy of
of the ancient Roman stat®l{ciosceka 2012:  resistance. He does not deny the possibility of
73). changing a ruler as if he was not a saint and
No less significant in the history of ancient abuses power by using it illegally}Cdsrups
Rome was the Stoic opposition, whose2007: 27). These reflections of the philosopher
members were thinkers, philosophers. Theycoincide with the appearance in the United
promoted moral resistance without the use ofKingdom in 1679 of the «Habeas Corpus Act»,
physical force. This protest was directed against document that expanded and guaranteed the
the tyranny of the Roman rulers. Subsequentlyrights and freedoms of the citizen.
representatives of the Stoic opposition were During the Renaissance and the
represented in the Senate, but were unable t®eformation, the first theoretical developments
stand in the fight against tyranny. The demise ofon the opposition in Ukraine appeared. They
democratic policies and the cruel laws of thebelong to representatives of the educational elite
Roman Empire put an end to the existence of- Latin-Polish thinkers. Among them are
legal political opposition. prominent figures of European scale: the
Ancient Greek thinkers in their studies philosopher and scientist Yuriy Drohobych, the
analyzed the causes of the emergence of thpoet Pavio Rusin from Krosna, the writer and
opposition, the importance of its existence forpublic figure Stanislav Orikhovsky and others.
creating  conditions of balance and Humanists have strongly advocated the
counterweights. evolutionary development of the opposition,
Aristotle, analyzing the political relations believing that social conflicts lead to the mutual
of the time, tried to understand the causes oflestruction of people and cultures. Following
social conflicts and looked for ways to preventthe concepts of social contract theory,
them. The contradiction, according to the intellectuals emphasized the contractual nature
thinker, lay in the «sense of inequality», which of royal power, its election and accountability to
«creates the thirst for coups». Non-alternative citizens (Ilenecr, SIkyooscbkuii 1996: 88-89).
one-man boards, he called shalk§u{epun Important stages in the development of the
2001: 37). opposition in Ukraine are marked by the
In discussing state power, Plato did notactivity of Orthodox brotherhoods, the work of
allow the thought of the uncontrolled power, the polemic writers. Scientists at the Kyiv-Mohyla
lack of responsibility for the actions of Academy have argued that rhetoric, oratory, is a
politicians and rulers. At the same time, thepolitical weapon for both the ruler and the
philosopher has a negative attitude to coercioropposition.
and suppression, as methods of support for the In the eighteenth century, the concept of
rule of law established by the stai€ogrups political opposition continued to be understood.
2007: 27). At this time, the concept of political and
Analysis of the concept of «opposition» in parliamentary opposition is beginning to form
the Middle Ages was marked by contradictory in political and legal thought. Therefore, this
trends. For example, scholastic dogmatics wergghenomenon of political life acquires signs of
attentive to attempts at independent thinking,institutionalization.
views that were not heretical, were declared
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For the first time, as a political institute, the implementation of changes in the existing
opposition begins to take shape in the UK. Thesystem.
civil war of 1648 — 1688 split the conscious The nineteenth century gave a vigorous
society into supporters of the king (Tory) and impetus to the development of democratic
defenders of parliamentarism (the Whigs). Thisfoundations. They have increasingly become the
laid the foundations for the formation of the norm in the political systems of Western
party system. Subsequently, these group£uropean states. Thus, the opposition began to
become Liberal and Conservative parties. Thebe understood by researchers as a specific
glorious revolution of 1648 — 1688 ended with political institution that criticizes and
the collapse of absolutism, and the Bill of influences, interacts with it, proposes alternative
Rights, adopted in 1689, legally enshrined theprograms, and ultimately struggles to seize
right of the opposition to participate in the power. Exactly in this context that the
parliamentary struggle and take a seat in theconstructive nature of the opposition was

legislature. viewed by representatives of liberalism, J. St.
In 1749, British Lord G. Bolinbrook Moth, T. Jefferson, A. de Tocqueville.
formulated the constitutional principle of the The second half of the nineteenth and early

opposition. systematic criticism and control of twentieth centuries was a major milestone in the
the government's activities were allowed, thedevelopment of Ukrainian political thought.
opposition had to ensure that the government'his was facilitated by the works of M.P.
actions were in line with the Constitution and Drahomanov and M.S. Grushevsky.
had to come up with alternative proposals to The prominent European encyclopedic
address social and political problems. It wasscientist M.P. Dragomanov stressed that the will
Bolinbrook who substantiated the principle that of the majority is at the heart of democracy. But
defines the sphere of loyal activity of the this does not mean that the majority should
opposition. The content of this principle was toignore the interests of the minority. Lack of
ensure a constant balance of branches of powecoherence of interests, balance of forces creates
control and criticism from the opposition forces a dictatorship. M.P. Dragomanov considered the
of the government, making proposals aimed atatural right of people to pluralism of thought.
reforming state-legal institutionsMacnoscbka Diversity of views, civilized discourse,
2012: 74-75Cosrups 2007: 25). constructive criticism, according to the scientist,
Such views contributed to the formation of lay the foundations for the search for truth
a positive image of the opposition. activity in (Ckakyn 1993: 62-63). The Ukrainian thinker
the political process became a naturalhas substantiated such a model of political
phenomenon.  After all, during the opposition, in which its institutional interaction
Enlightenment, dramatic social and political with the system of public administration
changes took place, which laid the foundationdepends on the nature and methods of
for the formation of a new type of government activity. Raising the issue of
consciousness, outlook and socio-political andprotection of national interests, M.P.
economic relations, namely: the collapse ofDragomanov, in essence, defended the interests
absolutist monarchies, the formation of of such a minority as the national opposition.
structures of civil society, the development of Among the ways to solve it, he called the
institutions of democracy, where public political elimination of economic inequality. Defending
activity the need for the phenomenon ofthe right to criticize existing orders, M.P.
opposition power, control and criticism from Drahomanov demanded political amnesty for
the opposition forces of the government, representatives of opposition figures in power
making proposals aimed at reforming state-legalMacnoscbka 2012: 77).
institutions Macnosceka 2012: 74-75CoBrups The Ukrainian historian and political figure
2007: 25). M. Hrushevskyi in his work «Constitutional
The phenomenon of political opposition Issue: Ukrainianity in Russia», while analyzing
gains the greatest scope during the Frenchthe basic principles of state building,
Revolution of 1789. The rise of the struggle of emphasizes the right of the minority to defend
the population for their social and political their rights and represent them in parliament.
rights, revolutions, the spirit of France affected The scientist does not get past the problems of
the moods in other European states. Theelations between the deputy and the voter.
development of various political clubs and These relationships should be based on the
secret societies is unfolding. All of them had principle of mutual responsibility and mutual
opposition signs, because they set as their goakspect. At the same time, M. Hrushevsky
stresses that the opposition should not neglect
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his principles for the sake of resolving the Since the last third of the last century,
«everyday» orders of his constituents scholars have turned to the study of the
(OKypascokuit 2001). opposition in the context of political
The beginning of the twentieth century was transformation, although here the political
marked by the expansion of suffrage and theopposition has played an important, but not
introduction in many countries of the institute leading role.
of election of officials. These processes could H. Linz and A. Stepan proposed a new
not but be reflected in further theoretical classification of types of political opposition. In
analysis of the concept of «political the future, all thorough research into the
opposition». Democratic tendencies have boldlyopposition takes place in the field of
stepped on European countries, making politicgransitology. Important contributions to its study
more open to the public. Therefore, the have been made by T. Karl, G. Kitchelt, D.
opposition is beginning to be seen as aRostow, and F. Schmitter. It is worth noting a
compulsory and indispensable attribute ofnumber of Polish researchers who have
political relations. Scientists analyze a wide thoroughly analyzed and systematized the
range of issues, from understanding the essencgcientific-theoretical and practical experience of
and function to the typology of the opposition. models of opposition to Western democracies
Much attention is paid to the study of the role ofbased on the methodology of R. Dahl, A.
the opposition in transitive societies, the Leiphart, J. Sartori and others. Among them are
peculiarities of the existence and functioning of E. Zvizhhovski, V. Skrydlo, M. Jagelski, K.
the opposition under different political regimes. Voitovich, Z. Cheszeiko-Sohaski, K. Paleki, P.
One of the first attempts at theoretical Sekula and others.
analysis of political opposition, during this Analysis of scientific research allows to
period, was the work of M. Duverger's The determine the meaning of the concept. The
Political Parties (1951). He regarded theopposition is viewed in a narrow and broad
existence of organized opposition as a feature ofense. In the broad sense, it means countering,
democratic political systems. However, the fighting against any dominant power, as well as
reference to contemporary research into thehe group or groups of people who lead that
phenomenon of opposition in Western political struggle. In this case, the opposition is seen as a
science begins in 1957, when O. Kirkheimer'sform of public protest. In the narrow, it is a
article «The weakening of opposition in political party, coalition, or movement that is a
Western democracies» was published. It gaveparliamentary minority but may come to power
impetus to further research on the subject. Then the next election. We view such political
reason for writing the article was a decrease imppposition as a political institution.

the level of opposition in most Western The connection between the opposition as a
democracies in the mid-twentieth century political institution and the opposition as a form
(Troepxe 2000). of social protest is interdependent, if society

Edited by R. Dahl in 1966. A collection of recognizes the right of every citizen to protest,
articles «Political Opposition in Western provides this right to freedom of speech,
Democracies» has been released. He developgmblitical action, etc., then there is an opportynit
new theoretical postulates that were laterto create a certain institution of democratic
developed by scientists in monographs. R.political system - the oppositioi{iaca 2016:
Dahl's contribution to the study of the problems23-29).
of political opposition is so thorough that today There are many reasons for political
the analysis of the phenomenon of theopposition. It is both the internal contradiction
opposition without studying its heritage doesof society, and the social stratification that
not make sense/lear 2002). In 1965, the causes social disparity, and the neglect of the
London School of Economic and Political principle of social justice, and the crisis in
Sciences began publishing the journalrelations between the population and the
Government and Opposition. In 1966, the workauthorities.
of G. lonescu and |. de Madariaga «The Political practice and science define
Opposition as a Political Institute» was different types and forms of political opposition
published. A tendency has been formed toas a form of social relations:
increase the number of works that have been - in relation to the system of power, they
studying various aspects of the political distinguish between systemic opposition (which
opposition [omosceka, Bamenko, Kampuum — shares the basic values, principles and goals of
2013: 18). the existing political system, but denies the

methods of policy implementation) and extra-
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systemic (which agrees not only with the inherent in the opposition as a political institute
actions of the authorities but also with theis quite extensive. We can differentiate the
foundations of the socio-political system in functions of political opposition by their scope
country); into internal and external ones.

- by the nature of the requirements Internal organizational functions of the
determine the radical opposition (applies bothopposition include the formation of the
parliamentary and non-parliamentary methodsorganizational structure of the institution of
of pressure and, as a rule, rejects anypolitical opposition (leadership, functionaries,
compromises with the current government),support group), rotation of the opposition top,
moderate  (applies mainly methods of style of opposition management (authoritarian
parliamentary pressure, resorts to «politicalor democratic). ldeological functions contribute
bargaining» on fundamental issues) and loyalto the creation of the ideal of the socio-political
opposition (ready to support the government,system, the development of programs of activity
may agree with it and even make concessions); and the formation of goals of political struggle.

- the nature of actions distinguish The financial function creates the conditions for
constructive opposition (the actions of the the political opposition to be effective through
opposition are aimed at improving the quality of the formation of sources of funding.

political  governance, encouraging the External functions of political opposition
authorities to reform) and destructive (its can be divided into areas of focus:

actions are aimed at creating obstacles in the -  Ensuring the integration and
activities of governmental structures); consolidation of society, removing civil

- the opposition is characterized by its dissatisfaction, mobilizing society — a social
place in the spectrum of political forces as left, function;
right, centrist; - supporting the development of a

- distinguish parliamentary by place of democratic model of the political system,
activity (these are political forces that are political stabilization, opposing one political
represented in parliament but are not part of theview and ideas to others, blocking political
government and do not support Ex@ueHko decision-making, influencing the efficiency of
2007: 40-45). Traditionally, parliamentary state  structures, criticizing government
opposition is formed and acts directly within the decisions — political function;
supreme legislative body of state power. It is - transfer of socio-economic requirements
fully involved in the exercise by Parliament of to the political system, lobbying of economic
its functions. In doing so, it seeks to achieveinterests - economic function;
two goals: 1) to become a parliamentary - communication, information, adaptation -
majority, 2) to gain control of the executive cultural function.
branch. Having a parliamentary opposition does  The functions of conflict resolution,
not necessarily mean that it is organized insocialization, evaluation function remain
parties. In particular, subjects of parliamentarycommon to all spheres of implementation.
opposition may be a party, bloc of parties, Opposition functions in the highest
factions, or individual members of parliament) legislative body: participation in lawmaking;
and non-parliamentary opposition (of many control; recruiting a new political elite. The
types, for example, its forms may be: individual extent of their implementation depends on the
citizens, political parties not represented intraditions of political practice, but democratic
parliament, the media, interest groups andcountries of the West are characterized by a
pressure  groups, public and cultural narrowing of powers to perform control
organizations, corporations, trade unions andactivities. Performing the control function is the
more. The non-parliamentary opposition main activity of parliamentary opposition in the
performs two main functions: 1) questions andcountries of modern democracy. The forms and
denies the legitimacy of the parliament and itsmeans of control are very varied: to participate
ability to carry out political changes, 2) in the work of committees and special
articulates, combines controversial issues,commissions, to make oral and written requests,
problems that were ignored, rejected by theto use interpellations and blocked voting, to
parliamentary opposition and various parties)declare a vote of confidence (no confidence), to
(Binanuyk 2007). veto legislative acts, to announce impeachment

By its nature, the opposition is the bearer of (Ipxa 2010).
alternative ways of social development. The The main factors behind the
effectiveness of political opposition depends oninstitutionalization of political opposition are
a range of functions. The system of functionsthe form of government; party system; election
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system; the structure of the higher legislativerepresents the political party, which is the
body; political culture of society. second largest number of seats in the chamber.
Institutionalized opposition in a state with a Legal recognition of the opposition in the
parliamentary form of government operatesUnited Kingdom involves the formation of an
within the legislature, and its main actors areopposition (shadow) government (a shadow
political parties. In this case, the power- Cabinet of Ministers), which has a fairly wide
opposition vector is clearly defined and runsrange of rights and powers. For the first time an
between the two main political forces. One of opposition shadow Cabinet of Ministers was
them, after losing the election, automatically formed in 1937 in England, after the adoption
acquires the status of opposition. In countriesof the «Crown Ministers Act». In 1960, the
with presidential and mixed government, thereopposition Cabinet of Ministers was formed by
is a division of power and opposition acrossthe People's Party in Germany, and in 1981 — in
several vectors: the executive and legislativeFrance. In Spain, the opposition government
branches, the pro-government party and thewas formed by the People's Party in April 2008,
opposition party, the faction of the upper housein the Czech Republic in 2006 by the Social
and the fractional majority of the lower house, Democratic Party, in Italy by the Party of
and no single source of opposition can beDemocrats in 2008. The activities of the
identified. Factors such as party and electoralbpposition Cabinet of Ministers are carried out
systems are interrelated: the type of electorain parallel with the activities of the official
system (majority, proportional or mixed) government and are aimed at the prospect of
influences the formation of a particular party gaining power.
system (two-party or multiparty), which in turn [I. The French model, when the role of the
determines the division between governmentalopposition is insignificant both in practice and
and opposition forces. Under the two-party institutionally. Parliamentary opposition has
system, the status of the opposition gainglittle or no influence on political processes. Its
second hand in election results. Under theterms of reference are to ensure that all
multi-party system, the opposition is a political parliamentary factions are represented in a
party or several parties that are not members oproportionate manner in the direction of
the ruling coalition. Within a higher legislature, parliament, to ensure the effective functioning
such a division occurs between factions andof temporary committees of inquiry in order to
chambers if the parliament is bicameral. A loyal collect and provide Parliament with information
and democratic political culture promotes theon certain facts and events. The opposition is
preservation of traditions, including those empowered to send oral and written requests to
belonging to opposition activitiesK4ma6a members of the government, to enter into
2016). debates with government representatives; apply
Modern political science, based on anto the Constitutional Council to review the
analysis of the institutionalization of the constitutionality of laws.

opposition and its impact on the legislative . German model (widespread in
process, identifies four basic models of political Germany, Austria, etc.), in which the role of the
opposition: opposition is not as formalized as in the

1.The Westminster model (common in Westminster model, but the traditions of
Australia, Great Britain, India, Ireland, Canada, political practice and the development of civil
New Zealand), in which the role of society institutions allow the opposition to
parliamentary opposition is formalized, but in actually influence decision-making in practice.
practice the opposition has little influence on The opposition has the right to influence the
the political course of the country. agenda of the parliament; appoint a significant

Today, in the UK, a party with at least two number of senior positions in the standing
seats in parliament receives official committees; veto government-initiated bills. In
parliamentary opposition status and publicaddition, 1/3 of the Bundestag members can
funding for its operation. Each year, the Housechallenge any law in the Constitutional Court,
of Commons allocates a minimum of 20 which they believe is contrary to the
business days when the opposition factions, noConstitution.
the ruling majority, formulate the agenda, IV. The Scandinavian model (Denmark,
defining a range of issues to discuss. TheNorway, Sweden) is characterized by
Opposition Leader Institute was also introducedsignificantly lower rights of opposition than in
for the first time in the UK. The leader of the all other models. The opposition has the right to
opposition is the legislator-appointed leader ofparticipate in the activity of the legislative
the lower house group, which actually
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committees and in the adoption of the agendanegative factors lead to the fact that, in addition
(Impaupka 2011: 80-81Pomantok 2004). to non-constructive relations with the
Modern political science and the authorities, the opposition cannot fully fulfilkit
experience of developed democratic countriefunctions in a democratic society.
testify that strong opposition is the key to the Thus, it can be argued that the opposition,
stability of the state. The existence of theas a phenomenon of political life, has existed
opposition creates a balance in the politicalsince ancient times as a way of protecting the
system and protects the country not only fromsocially significant interests of a particular
authoritarian extremes, but also simply from thesection of society. The historical experience of
influence of subjective factors in making mankind demonstrates numerous specific
important decisions by the government, manifestations of confrontation both within the
parliament and other governmental institutions. political elite and between the elite and
Since  Ukraine's independence, thedecorated interest groups. Simultaneously with
opposition has become an integral part of thehe emergence of the opposition, as a
political system. Almost all the leading political phenomenon of political life, began the
forces during this time managed to visit both intheoretical development of this concept from
power and in opposition. In addition, since the understanding of this phenomenon in
1997, Ukraine has some experience in operatingncient times, to its institutionalization in
«opposition governments». modern democratic societies. It is safe to say
The main criteria for opposition in Ukraine that prominent representatives of Ukrainian
is counteraction, resistance to governmentsocio-political thought also made an important
policy, which can be expressed either in thecontribution to the theoretical development of
presentation of alternative ways of developingthe concept of political opposition. Today,
society, or in opposing the existing system ofpolitical opposition is an integral part of theelif
power in general, speaking out against theof a democratic society. The democratization
Constitution, the political system as a whole.country in Ukraine must create and secure
Within its framework, two directions can be conditions for the free and unimpeded exercise
distinguished — opposition to the content of of opposition activity, while at the same time
politics and opposition to methods of its the exercise of opposition activity cannot be a
implementation. basis for giving the opposition the benefits or
Other criteria include: claims or aspirations limiting their rights. The purpose of opposition
to gain power; a certain degree of organizationactivity is its participation in the development
since it must in any case be about an «organizedf a sovereign and independent, democratic,
group of entities» and a common interest;social and rule of law in Ukraine through the
systematic and institutionalized. exercise of its rights and the exercise of its
The authorities and the opposition in duties determined by law in the interests of the
modern Ukraine have mostly one root. Thecitizens of Ukraine and the state.
factions of the opposition parties and blocs are
composed of representatives of large and REFERENCES
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