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Larina N. Mutual Responsibility of the State and Society in Social Policy as a Factor in
Democratic Development

Construction in Ukraine legal, democratic, social state is the strategic direction of political
modernization. In the field of social policy a key factor in denying or justifying specific methods and
forms of activity is the interaction of interest groups, the state and society.

The problem of the role of social security in the political development studied in the works of
authors such as F. Kotlyer, V. Melyhovskyy, A. Reshetnikov, L. Roberto and others. Among the
modern Ukrainian scientists investigating this problematic D. Gordienko, V. Goshovsky,
V. Davydenko, V. Zhukov, A. Kindratets, A. Kolody, D. Nelipa, J. Pasko, T. Semigina, A. Silenko,
V. Skurativsky, A. Skrypnyuka, V. Tsvyha, L. Chetverikov et al.

Paper objective – reveal features of mutual responsibility and society in social policy as a factor
in political development and modernization, to determine the role of social policy.

Relationship Responsibility is an integral part of all kinds of social relations. They consist of
some subjects depending on other social relations with the ability to use the second on the first in
the case of liability of certain sanctions as negative effects on them. Such sanctions may range
from a moral condemnation of the behavior of the subject liable to deprivation of his right to exist,
as is the case, for example, in the case of political accountability of public associations.

Social policy includes relationships, processes of society that directly or indirectly influence the
formation of human security, social needs and interests, the development of social values by
providing accurate functioning of social and political institutions, economic social policy
coordination, coordination of activities, targeting the formation of the optimal proportions between
the elements, the actions of all its members, forms, methods and means of social policy, social
stability and social security.

Missing tax base social policy, which allowed to make a fair income redistribution in the social
sphere. The state can not continue to hold capital in national boundaries. So, given that it is
difficult to realize the principle of solidarity in the context of globalization, it is trying to replace the
principle of mutual responsibility and society.

Globalization and frequent crises destroy the welfare state in the West. However, the political
elite seeking an adequate response to the challenges of social development. In Ukraine,
governments are looking for an excuse to the international community why Ukraine is not reduced
poverty and spreading. Regular programs and poverty reduction strategies do not provide a
solution. In this approach, the Ukrainian government to solve social problems can be stated that in
Ukraine in the near future there are significant obstacles to the construction of the welfare state. It
is therefore important to find the means, methods and ways to achieve such great human
civilization and culture as a social state and every citizen of Ukraine will be able to enjoy its
benefits, opportunities and achievements.

Formation of a democratic political regime led of basic reforms in the political and social
spheres, which led to the creation of the necessary conditions for the emergence of the foundations
of the welfare state in Ukraine. There were changes in the political sphere: reducing central
government and the destruction of the authoritarian-bureaucratic system, the rejection of the rule
of command-administrative methods, the formation of a new approach to understanding the
fundamental rights and freedoms of man and citizen and state responsibilities for their assurance,
led to an increase degree of citizen participation in public life, focus on self-development of
individuals.

It is important to establish a system of social partnership in Ukraine as a system within which
the interaction of parity and autonomous entities, regulation of industrial relations through effective
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and conflict-free combination of their interests, is the key to transforming Ukraine into a full-
fledged welfare state. However, analysis of trade unions and employers organizations in Ukraine at
present suggests that despite their many they do not reflect the interests of the vast majority of
workers and employers and their activities, as subjects of social partnership, characterized by lack
of activity, indicating to continue the making of these actors. This causes the active participation of
the state in the development of social partnership, which suggests the formation of Ukraine
tripartite model of the system. The policy of social partnership as a system of actions aimed at the
harmonization of industrial relations and preventing conflicts between employees and employers,
reaching between peace and cooperation, guaranteeing the rights and freedoms of both parties,
was the factor of development of western models of social policy.

Government policy is aimed at ensuring the necessary conditions for the development of trade
unions and employers’ organizations as subjects of social partnership, guaranteeing economic
freedoms and the introduction of tariff autonomy, strengthening solidarity participation of subjects
of social partnership in the development of social policy and addressing social and labor disputes.
Social policy is a prerequisite for innovation and development of new resource upgrade, which is
impossible to achieve without the development of modern society. The term “modernization”
means an improvement, modernization, a complex set of economic, social, cultural and political
changes taking place in society in relation to the process of industrialization, the mastery of science
and technology.

Thus, the criterion of the effectiveness of social policy as a new paradigm of development is to
increase the social responsibility of government, business and individuals, the changes of socio-
economic development factors, and social security. The criterion of performance models of social
policy is to ensure social security of society, the implementation of security features and
Development.

Key words: social state, social policy, social partnership, democratic political regime, legal
state, liberal state, social democracy.


