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Vlasenko T. 

IDEOLOGICAL SPECTRUM OF UKRAINIAN MULTIPARTY SYSTEM: FEATURES OF 

FORMATION AND PROSPECTS OF DEVELOPMENT 

 

The article is devoted the analysis of party „building” in independent Ukraine. An author 

analyses the dynamics of becoming of the party system and its intercommunication with the electoral 

system. The reduction of influence of ideological parties and strengthening of influence of imaginary 

parties results in personification of politics and weakening of functions of institutional mechanisms. 

Key words: ideology, party, electoral system, party system. 
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   Rudneva A. 

ANATOMY OF POLYTYCAL CULTURE: STRUCTURAL AND FUNCTIONAL 

MODEL 

  

Construction of a hypothetical model of the structure of political culture based on the systemic 

and structural-functional methods, as a strategic development potential of the state in terms of 

transformation processes. Consideration of the political culture as a system immersed in an external 

environment. 

 Key words: political culture, external environment, the mind, the core tradition. 
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