
200

 « ». -
, -

, , , , -
. 

. 
: , , , , . 

The article acted to the editorial college  
in 05.12.2016 

 323.22/.28(477) 

’  − , , 
. , ’ . 

. ,  «
» ’ , , 

 2000- ., , 
. -

, -
. 

-
.  – -

.  
: , , , , , -

. 

. 
-

. 
. -

, -
. 

, 
. 

 2000- . 
. -

, . , . , . , . , . , . , . , . , . , 
. . .  «

?» (2005) , -
 [1]. -

 – . 
 « : -

» . . .  (2014) [2].  « -
» .  (2008) , -

, «Amnesty International»
-  [3]. -

. 

© , 2017 



V. . 6, 2017 

201

 « : » .  (2015) [4]. 
, 

, -
. 

 − 
.  

, - , -
- . -

, 
. 

. 
, 

. 
. 

, 
’ .  

. -
-

, . , 
,  – 

’ , 
. ,  « » - -

, ’ , . 

, 
. 

: 
1)  ( , , 

); 2) , 
-

; 3) ’
,  [5, . 64]. 

-
, . 

. , , 
, , , , 
,  – , 

 [6, . 36, 38]. , 
 2013 . , 

,  [7, . 35]. 
 ( . 1).  

 1 
 (2013 .) [8, . 11]

2011 . 2012 . 2013 . 
2013 . 

( ) 
2013 . 

( ) 
-  1374 60 % 1546 43 % 2062 43 % 1926 56 % 136 10 % 
 558 25 % 858 24 % 1740 36 % 871 25 % 869 62 % 

 564 25 % 1249 34 % 1727 36 % 924 27 % 803 58 % 
 391 17 % 617 17 % 1641 34 % 926 27 % 718 52 % 

 2227 3636 4822 3428 1394 

. 
-

, ,  −  869  (62 %), 803 (58 %), 



202

718 (52 %). -
 – 136 (10 %)  [8, . 17].  

-
. ’ , 

, 
. , 

. . 
. 

’ , 
 [9, . 27–28]. 

’  « ». , 
1991 .  300 ’  ( ),  2013- -

 87 572,  292 .  2011 . 
10 .  11 ,  – 46,  – 85,  – 201. 

, , , 
. , . 

,  [10, . 106]. 
, -

. , . 
’ , 

, , , , 
. , 

, , -
. , , , 
: 

’  [11, . 28–29]. 
’ . -

,  1960–1970- . 
. .  – 

,  «

, » [12, . 244, 245].  

. , -
’

 [4, . 9].  – 
, , , 

. ’ -
-

, , 
.  

, , -
- . 

 2004 . 
. , 

2004 ., , , 
, 

. , -
, 

2014 . : -
, . 

. , ; 
-  – ; -  – ; -  – 



V. . 6, 2017 

203

’ -
 [13, . 278].  

 (
) , 

-
. ,  2013 . 

,  (92 %) -
 [4, . 348]. 

. , -
: 

 20 %,  – 17,1 %. −  2004 . 
, . -

, , , 
, . 

, . -
:  « » 

.  2004 . 
 ( ), 

. 
, 

 [14, . 68]. 

. 
 2014 . -

. ’
, , , – 

« , , -
 – » [15, . 76, 77].  

, . . , -
: , 

, , 
. , 

-  [9, . 71].  
-

( , , ), 
’ , . 

, 
. -

, 
, , -

, 
, , -

.  

. 
. - , , 

. - , 
, . , 

 2002 . 
.  « » . , , , 

 « !»,  [16, . 50]. 



204

, . . , 
 2010 . , 

, 
, 

.  « , 
- » [17, . 303].  

, 
 – -

, . . , 
, 

 2004 ., -
 « »  [4, . 348]. 

, 
, 

. . 
, 

. , , , 

.  
, , -

, - , . 
, 

 − . 
, , 

- , – . 
, ,  « » 

« » [18, . 398].  
. , , 

, . 
 « » ’ , 

 2000- . 
’ , , . 

-
, -

- . 

, 
 – 

.  

1. . .  / . . . – . : , 2005. – 461 . 
2. . :  / 

, .  ; . . . . –  :  « -  “ ”», 2014. – 304 . 
3. .  [ ] / . . – . : [ . .], 2008. – 95 . – 

 : https://amnesty.org.ru/keepme/dragons_banners.pdf 
4. . :  / . . –  : -

, 2015. – 420 . 
5. . . 

 / . .  // .  3 . . . –  : , 
2008. – . 63–87. 

6. .  2013–2014 : , ,  / .  // 
. - . . . . . . – 2014. –  2. – . 34–55. 

7. :  : -
 / . . . . –  : . . . , 2014. – 164 . 



V. . 6, 2017 

205

8. , :  2013 . –  : 
, 2014. – 43 . 

9. . :  [ ] / 
. . – 87 . –  : http://www.aeinstein.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/FDTD_ 

Ukrainian.pdf
10. :  :  / 

. . . . –  : . . . , 2013. – 376 . 
11. .  / .  ; . . . . . -

. –  : , 2005. – 188 . 
12. . . , ,  / ’ -

 ; . . . . –  : .  « - », 2009. – 287 . 
13. . . : 

 :  / . . . –  : . ., 2015. – 351 . 
14. . :  / .  // 

: . − . 1 (15). − . 1. –  : -
, 2014. – . 24–36. 

15. .  / -
 // : . − . 1 (15). − . 1. –  : -

, 2014. – . 75–84.  
16. . « » -

 /  // . . - . . . . . . – 2013. –  4. – 
. 45–59. 

17. : 
. . . . –  : . . . , 2012. – 600 . 

18. .  / .  //  1992–2009. -
 / . . , . . –  : - , 2009. – . 398–406. 

Omar Mohamed Ali Adris. The Institutional Structure of Non-Violent Political Protest in Ukraine. The 
main objects of scientific analysis of this article are civil society, political opposition and political parties. Civil society 
institutions, self-organized citizens’ associations and initiatives have been reviewed. Considerable attention has been 
paid to the analysis of the structural characteristics and the specific direction of the participants’ of the Maidan protest 
activity since the Orange revolution and the Revolution of Dignity. It has been proved that the organizations of the 
“third sector” in Ukraine are not a mass citizens’ associations and social basis of nonviolent protest, which took place 
in Ukraine during the 2000s composed not of members of public organizations, but mostly of ordinary citizens. A huge 
role in the implementation of modern forms of nonviolent protest played the network structure of civil society, which 
through information and communication technologies can in a short period of time mobilize large numbers of people. 
The political opposition in Ukraine after the Orange revolution was steadily losing its credibility and attractiveness for 
citizens as an institution of the organization of nonviolent protest. This is evidenced by a certain distancing of activists 
of Euromaidan during the popular uprising from the leaders of the opposition political parties. 

Key words: Ukraine, nonviolent protest, civil society, opposition, parties, Euromaidan.
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