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Stogova O.V.  

ELECTORAL SYSTEMS ARE FOR LOCAL VIBORIV: PROBLEM OF 

DETERMINATION OF OPTIMUM MODEL 

The article deals with the determination of optimum electoral system for local elections in 

Ukraine. The electoral systems used for local elections in European countries are compared. The 

Ukrainian electoral system is investigated. Its strong and weak points are analysed. The author 

makes a conclusion that the electoral system of local elections in Ukraine should be improved. 

The keywords: electoral system, local elections, proportional electoral system, majoritinal  

electoral system, voting by lists, self-nomination. 
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Illienko D. 

DEMOCRACY AUDIT: METHODOLOGY PROBLEMS 

Comparative analysis of contemporary existing basic concepts for implementation of democ-

racy audit was conducted in this article. There was also examined a capacity of these concepts adap-

tation for measurement of democracy standards in the countries of former Soviet Union taking into 

consideration their cultural, historical, national and other peculiarities.  

Key words: democracy, democracy measurement democracy index, indicator of democracy. 
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