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Public administration of the interaction between government and business:
European experience for Ukraine

Kvitka S. A., Dnipropetrovsk regional institute of public administration of National academy
for public administration under the President of Ukraine

The role that business plays in the life of modern Ukrainian society could not but attract close attention from
the scientific community and, above all, representatives of the sciences of public administration. This topic
has become especially relevant with the intensification of Ukraine’s participation in globalization processes
and the need to strengthen the role of the state in the socio-economic life of society.

The most widespread European concepts of the state governance of power and business interaction have
been studied in the article, in particular corporatism, pluralism, instrumentalism, etc. An analysis of the
peculiarities of the interaction between the power and business in Ukraine has been conducted on their basis.
Various theoretical and methodological approaches to the study of business as a political actor have been
considered. Groups of interests and pressure groups are the types of protectionist groups that influence the
actions of modern governments both in Europe and in Ukraine.

The society consists of a large number of such groups of interests and pressure groups, which represent
all significant interests of the population and compete for the influence over the state power. This competition
takes place within the framework of the cross-sectoral partnership, that is, the consensus reached on the
basic foundations of the economic and political system and the permissible level of conflict. In developed
democracies, competition between groups and between sectors of society ensures a situation in which none of
the groups dominates and the balance of interests is kept. This balance plays a crucial role for the stability of
the existing social system.

The author has come to the conclusion that among the concepts of the interaction of power and business,
which had been studied in the article, the liberal corporatism is the most acceptable for Ukrainian realities.
Understanding the state as a separate corporation, which has its own, different from the business structures
and civil society’s interests, but which builds partnership relations with them, provides opportunities for a
more detailed analysis of the organizational forms of the interaction between the authorities and business,
the peculiarities of the state administration in this sphere, and in addition takes into account the tendencies of
globalization, which impose their restrictions on this interaction.
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Lep>kaBHe ynpasniHHA B3aeMogieto Bnaan ta 6i3Hecy: eBPONENCbKNN 4OCBIA
onsa YkpaiHu

KBiTka C. A., [JHIiNponeTpOBCbKU perioHanbHuUi iHCTUTYT 4ep KaBHOro ynpasniHHS HavlioHanbHOI
akagemii gepxaBHoro ynpasJsiHHS npy [1pe3ngeHToBi YKpaiHm

Ponb, sxy Gi3HEc Bimirpae y KHUTTI CydacHOTO YKpPaiHCHKOTO CYCHUIBCTBA, HE MOTJIA HE MPUBEPHYTH JIO
HBOTO MIIBHOT yBaru 3 00Ky HayKOBOTO CITIBTOBAPHCTBA i, IIEPII 32 BCE, MPEICTABHUKIB HAyK 13 JI€PKABHOTO
ynpasmiinas. g trema HaOyrma 0coOMMBOI aKTyalbHOCTI 3 aKTHBI3aIli€l0 ydacTi YKpaiHu B TIo0anizamiiHux
mporiecax Ta HeoOXiHICTIO TOCHIICHHS POJIi IeP’KaBU y COIIaIbHO-EKOHOMITHOMY JKUTTI CyCITUTLCTBA.

VY crarTi po3mITHYTO HAMOIIBIT ONTHPEHi B €BPOIT KOHIIEMIIIT IepyKaBHOTO YITPABIIiHHS B3aEMO/II€I0 BiIa-
1 Ta Oi3Hecy, 30KpeMa KOpIopaTh3M, IDTI0palli3M, IHCTpyMeHTali3M Tomo. Ha X 0CHOBI mpoBesieHo aHai3
ocobnmuBOCTel B3aeMoJIil BIaau Ta Oi3Hecy B YKpaiHi. Po3mismatoTecst pi3HI TEOPETHKO-METOAO0NIOTIUHI TijI-
XOJI JI0 BMUBUEHHS Oi3HECYy SIK TONITUYHOTO aKkTopa. I pymu iHTepeciB Ta rpynu TUCKY € Pi3HOBHIAMH IIPO-
TEKIIIOHICTCHKUX TPYTI, K BIUTMBAIOTH HA [ii Cy4acHOl Biajay, sk B €Bpori, Tak 1 B Ykpaini. CycmiibcTBO
CKJIQJIAETHCS 3 BEJIMKOT KUTBKOCTI TAaKUX TPYH IHTEPECIB 1 TPYTI THUCKY, SIKi TIPEICTaBISIOTh BC1 3HAUHI iHTEpEeCH
HaCeJICHHS 1 KOHKYPYIOTh MK COOOI0 3a BIUIMB Ha Jiep)KaBHY Biamy. LI KOHKypeHIIisl IPOXOANTh y paMKax
MDKCEKTOPAJIBHOTO MapTHEPCTBA, TOOTO AOCSITHYTOTO KOHCEHCYCY 3 TPHBOIY 0a30BHX OCHOB €KOHOMIYHOI i
MOJIITUYHOT CHCTEMH Ta JIOITyCTUMOTO PiBHS KOH(ITIKTY. Y KpaiHax pO3BHHEHOI IEMOKpATii KOHKYPEHITisI MiXK
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rpyliaM# Ta CEKTOpaMHU CYyCITIbCTBA 3a0e3Meuye Takui CTaH, MPU SKOMY JKOIHA 3 TPyH He JIOMiHYE, i 30epi-
raeTbest Oananc inTepeciB. Lleit OanaHc Bijirpae BUpilanbHy poiib Ui CTaOLIBHOCTI iCHYIOUOI comianbHOT
CHCTEMH.

ABTOp pOOUTH BUCHOBOK, IO 3 PO3IISIHYTHX Y CTaTTi KOHICMIIiH, SKi aHaTi3yI0Th B3a€EMOJII0 BIaau Ta
0i3Hecy, HAMOUTBII MPUHHATHUM JUTS YKPATHCHKHUX peaiiii € gibepanbHuil koprnopaTu3M. Posmisi gepkaBu Sk
OKpeMOi Kopriopailii, sika Ma€e CBOi BiIMiHHI Biji G13HEC-CTPYKTYp Ta IPOMAISTHCHKOTO CYCIIBCTBA IHTEPECH 1
IIpH [IbOMY Oy/y€ 3 HUMHU MapTHEPCHKI BITHOCUHU, HAJIA€ MOXKIIMBOCTI OLIBIII JICTAILHO aHAJI3yBaTH OpraHi-
3aniiHi Gopmu B3aemomii Biaau Ta Oi3Hecy, 0COOIMBOCTI AEPKABHOTO yNpaBIiHHs y Wil cdepi, 10 TOro XK
BpaxoBYIOUHM TEHJEHIIIT Im100ai3aii, 10 HaKIaJaroTh CBOT 0OMEKEHHsI Ha 1110 B3aEMOIIIO.

Knwouoei cnoea: Yxpaina, 6i3Hec; Baza; Iepkasa; IpyIH IHTEPECIB; IPYNHU THCKY; KOPIIOPATU3M; ITIOPATi3M

[ocypapCTBEHHOE YyrnpaBfeHne B3auMOOENCTBMEM Bnactu un 6Ou3Heca:
€BPONencKnm onbIT gns YKpaviHbl

Keutka C. A., [JHernponeTpoBCKUN pernoHaabHbIi MHCTUTYT rocyaapCcTBEHHOro ynpasaeHus Hayu-
OHaJIbHOW akKafeMumn rocynapCcTBeHHOro ynpasnaeHus npu lNpesugeHTe YKpauHsbi

Ponb, koTOpyro OM3HEC UrpaeT B KU3HU COBPEMEHHOI'O YKPAMHCKOTO 00IIeCcTBa, HE MOIIa HE MIPHUBJIECYb K
HEMY MPUCTAIILHOTO BHUMAHUS CO CTOPOHBI HAYYHOTO COOOIIECTBA M, MPEkKAE BCETO, NPEACTaBUTENCH HayK
M0 TOCYAapPCTBEHHOMY YIPaBJICHHIO. DTa TeMa NMprodpesia 0coO0yI0 aKTyalbHOCTh C aKTHBH3ALMEH ydacTus
VYKpauHbl B IM00ATH3aLMOHHBIX NpoLeccax U HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO YCHIICHHSI POJIM TOCYIapCTBa B COLMAIBHO-
HKOHOMHMYECKOM KHU3HU OOIIECTBA.

B crarse paccMoTpensl Hanbosee pacipocTpaHeHHbIe B EBpore KoHIenuy rocyapcTBEeHHOTO yIpasJiie-
HUSI B3aUMOJICHCTBHEM BJIACTH U OM3HECA, B YACTHOCTH KOPIIOPATU3M, TUTIOPATIM3M, HHCTPYMEHTAIU3M H TOMY
nopo6Hoe. Ha ux ocHoBe MpoBeACH aHaIn3 0COOCHHOCTEH B3aMMOACHCTBHS BIACTH U OM3HEca B YKpauHe.
PaccmatpuBarorcst pa3nuuHble TEOPETHKO-METOAOJIOTHUECKUE MOAXOAbl K U3YUCHUIO OM3HEca KaK IOJIUTH-
YEeCKOT0 akTopa. [ pynmsl HHTEpPECOB U TPYNIbI JaBJIECHUS ABISIOTCS Pa3HOBUIHOCTSAMHU MPOTEKIIMOHUCTCKUX
TPyYII, KOTOpBIC BIMSAIOT Ha JACHCTBHSA COBPEMEHHOW BiacTH, kak B EBpome, Tak u B Ykpanne. OOmecTBoO
COCTOUT M3 OOJBIIOrO KOJMMYECTBA TAKUX TPYII MHTEPECOB M TPYMII JABJICHHS, KOTOPBIE MPEACTABIISIOT BCE
3HAUNTEIIbHbIC HHTEPEChI HACETICHUSI U KOHKYPHUPYIOT MEKIY cOOO0M 3a BIMSIHUE HA TOCY/IapCTBEHHYIO BIIACTb.
OTa KOHKYPEHIMS MPOXOAUT B paMKax MEKCEKTOpPaIbHOIO MapTHEPCTBA, TO €CTh JOCTUTHYTOTO KOHCEHCyca
10 IOBOJY 0a30BBIX OCHOB SKOHOMHYECKOH M MOJIUTHYECKON CUCTEMBI U JIOIyCTUMOTO YPOBHS KOH(IUKTa. B
CTpaHax pa3BUTOH JEMOKPAaTHH KOHKYPEHIHSI MEXy TPYIIIaMU U CEKTOpaMH o01IecTBa 00eCednBaeT Takoe
TIOJIO’KEHHE, ITPH KOTOPOM HH OZHA M3 IPYII HE IOMUHHUPYET U COXpaHseTcs: OamaHc HHTepecoB. DTOT OaxaHc
UTpaeT PEeIaIoIyI0 POJb AJIsl CTAOMIBHOCTH CYLIECTBYIOMICH COLIMAIbHON CUCTEMBI.

ABTOp Zi€7aeT BBIBOA, YTO M3 PACCMOTPEHHBIX B CTaThe KOHULEMINH, aHAIM3UPYIOLUINX B3aHUMOJIEHCTBHE
BIaCTH W OM3Heca, HamOojee MpUEMJIEMBbIM JAJsl YKPAaMHCKHUX peajuid siBIsieTcs TUOepaibHBI Kopropa-
Tu3M. PaccMoTpenune rocynapcTBa Kak OTAEIbHONW KOMIIAHHH, KOTOpas UMEET CBOM OTIMYMUTENILHBIC OT OM3-
HEC-CTPYKTYp M TPaKIaHCKOTro 00IIecTBa MHTEPECH U IPU 3TOM CTPOHUT C HUMH HapTHEPCKHE OTHOILCHHS,
NPEIOCTABISIET BO3MOKHOCTH 0OoJiee AeTalbHO aHATU3UPOBATh OPraHM3allMOHHbIC (JOPMBI B3aUMOJICHCTBUS
BJIACTH U OM3HECa, 0COOCHHOCTH TOCYAaPCTBEHHOTO YIIPABJICHUS B 3TOH cepe, K TOMY K€ YUUTHIBasi TCHICH-
UM T100aIM3aluH, HAKJIAABIBAIOT CBOM OTPAaHUYEHUS HA 3TO B3aUMOICHCTBHE.

Knrouesvie cnosa: Yxpanna; OM3HeC; BIACTh; TOCYAapCTBO; IPYIIIBI HHTEPECOB; IPYIIIBI JaBICHHUS; KOP-
MOPaTU3M; IUTIOPAIN3M

Problem statement. and the strengthening of the role of the state in the

he role played by business in the life
of modern Ukrainian society could not
but attract the attention of the scientific
community and, above all, the representatives of
the science of public administration. This topic has
become especially relevant with the intensification of
Ukraine’s participation in the globalization processes

socio-economic life of society. Uncontrolled business
development began to slow down further progress
of the country and to contradict global trends in this
sphere. Therefore, in our opinion, the study of the
phenomenon of cooperation and partnership between
government and business in modern conditions is
an actual problem, especially since the «western»
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science has already accumulated a considerable
theoretical basis on this subject. As the in-depth
analysis of the state-business interaction in Ukraine
is just developing, the theoretical and methodological
approaches to this issue that have already been
developed in the world can become the basis for
further studies of the Ukrainian peculiarities of this
phenomenon.

Analysis of researches and publications.

Nowadays there is a sufficiently wide range
of scientific publications, which cover various
managerial aspects of the state-business interaction.
The main theoretical basis is formed by works of
such foreign authors as Wilson G., Buchanan J. S,
Lipset S. M., Sen K.-R., Torres D. C., Aslund A.,
F. A. von Hayek , Frank R., Etzioni A., Eggtersson
T., Adams R., Jordan G., Adams R., Polanyi
K., Johnston M. and others. The specifics of the
cross-sectoral  social  partnership, the social
responsibility of the business, its political interests
and other theoretical and methodological aspects
of the study of the role of business as a political
actor have been revealed in the studies of Ukrainian
and Russian scientists L. Abalkin, V. Velekova, S.
Peregudova, A. Gelman, S. Karaganova, G. Kleiner,
V. Supyan, V. Makarova, A. Shokhin, V. Radayev, F.
Shamhalov and others.

The aim of the study is to identify the main
theoretical and methodological approaches to
the study of business, which were formed in the
scientific concepts of Europe and the United States
in the twentieth century, and are an essential basis
for the continuation of researches of this sphere in
Ukraine. Despite the diversity of views on this issue,
there is a unified opinion among scholars that the
public administration in the socio-economic sphere
of the modern world is impossible without taking
into account the activities and influence of business
structures being political actors.

Presentation of the main material.

Among many scientific approaches to
understanding business as a socio-political actor, the
author has studied those that are the most recognized
today and are used in the analysis and researches of
the interaction between government and business.
The first one is the concept of «industrial relationsy,
which considers the system of power-business to be an
evolving matrix of coordinated interactions between
the state, employers and trade unions at the level of
firms and industries. The state and business together
with trade unions take part in the development and
50

application of rules aimed at preserving peace,
regulating disputes and generating predictability.

This approach is based on the fact that there is a
limited set of activities which are constantly needed
to coordinate work in industrial societies. As a result
they are becoming more or less similar in all societies
that are at a similar stage of development. It should be
noted that the amount of such countries is decreasing
and Ukraine is in the process of transition from
«industrial» to «post-industrial» stage of development.
The concept of «industrial relations» understands the
issue of interests, power, control and conflict, which
underlie labor relations as the main pillar of socio-
political and socio-economic relations. In such case
the question of mechanisms and technologies of their
solution goes to the background. This explains the
shift from the traditional concentration of attention
solely on the institutional aspects and the desire to
study a wider range of social phenomena that affect
the relations of workers, employers and authorities.
Studies of «industrial relations» are based on a rich
database. However, this approach somewhat simplifies
the situation considering actors in a limited space of
their place of work to be a system that is more or less
independent. The presence and valence of actors and
processes that play the main role in preserving the
system of public administration is lost.

The «instrumentalist» concept of business-
government relations is also worth attention.
Proponents of this approach argue that in the modern
society the state is an instrument of the economically
dominant class of capitalists. According to the ideas
of the instrumentalists in conditions of democracy the
class of capitalists almost completely subordinates the
state apparatus to its will and dominates politically
through it over society and over subordinated classes,
the working class first of all. Instrumentalists point
out the most important means and tools by which
capitalists turn their economic power into political
power, submit the state to their desires. Among them are
as follows: the direct involvement of business into the
work of the state apparatus and into closely-connected
with the state groups of policy development; funding
of political parties and candidates; lobbying activities
of individual capitals, industries and business unions;
manipulating the political consciousness of voters
with the help of media, controlled by the capital.

This concept of the relationship between the
«ruling class» and the state, ascending to K. Marx
and F. Engels, dominated entirely in the Soviet
political science [2; 5]. One of the most important
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shortcomings of the «instrumentalist» concept is that
it represents the relationship between the «ruling
class» and the state in bourgeois society as a purely
subjective relationship and reduces the relations of
the social class and state to the interpersonal relations
of individuals. By instrumentalists, the capitalists in
various ways affect officials deliberately (lobbying,
financing, etc.) and subject the officials to their
will, to their goals in these subjective, interpersonal
relations. Focusing on subjective, interpersonal
relations between the capitalists and the officials,
the goal-setting forms of the capitalists influencing
the officials, the instrumentalists do not see that
these relations and forms of influence play a minor
role in the mechanism of class domination. Nicos
Poulantzas said rightly so: «Relations between the
bourgeois class and the state are objective relations.
This means that if the function of the state in a certain
social formation and the interests of the dominant in
this formation coincide, then this follows from the
system itself: the direct involvement of the members
of the ruling class in the state apparatus is not a cause,
but a consequence, and moreover, an opportunity,
and, moreover, a random opportunity of this objective
coincidence»[7, p.245]. Indeed, the very placement of
the state in the structure of bourgeois social function
puts it in an objective dependence on the economy, on
the process of capitalist production and accumulation.
Due to this dependence, due to the structural coercion,
the state is interested and is forced to pursue a policy
that promotes capital reproduction, which is in the
interest of big business. Due to the objective, structural
dependence of the state on the economy, on the
process of production and accumulation, businessmen
who organize and direct this process is an investor and
such businessman can influence state indirectly and
the role of this «investor pressure» in the mechanism
of class dominance of capital is much more important
than the role of intentional forms of influence, which
are accentuated by «instrumentalists».

For modern Western society a unique institutional
distribution between the «economic» and the
«political» is the most characteristic. The state takes
a form of a relatively isolated from the economy, so
called, «built-in» apparatus of the public authority. It
is excluded from the productive core of the economy,
where the leading role is played by the private capital.
It can be said that in the capitalist system the political
power is disconnected from the organization of
production in accordance to its own political criteria.
But, being generally excluded from the organization of

the process of production and accumulation, the state
and, above all, the political elite depend objectively
on the capitalist economy.

C. Offe and F. Rong noted: «Since the state
depends on the accumulation process, which it can’t
organize, each possessor of state power is interested
mainly in maintaining the conditions, which are the
most favorable for the accumulation. This interest
does not come from the union of a certain government
with a certain class, which is also interested in the
accumulation, it does not come from any political
power of the class of capitalists, which exerts pressure
upon the rulers of the state power in order to follow
their class interest. Most likely, it comes from state’s
own institutional interest, which is based on the fact
that the state has no ability to control the flow of those
resources, which are required for the use of the state
power. Agents of accumulation are not interested
in the «use» of the state power, but the state should
be interested in ensuring and guaranteeing a healthy
accumulation process from which it depends in order
to keep its own authority «[6, p.250].

The role of business as an important political
actor can also be analyzed in terms of more general
methodological approaches, characteristic of modern
science of public administration. In particular, this
concerns a pluralistic approach in which business
is seen as a group of interests or pressure groups.
At the same time, not giving preference to any of
many classifications of these groups, it is important
to outline the role they play in the political life of
modern society.

A. Bentley defines «interest groups» as «...
associations of citizens that are considered not as
an abstract physical entity, but as a mass activity
..». Their interaction with the institutes of the state
is of great importance, as it is in the socio-economic
sphere, the coordination of the positions of interest
groups and the state is the determining factor of state
policy. There is a clearly defined political component
in activities of these groups, as state institutions
are the index of the balance of interests of different
groups that permeate society from the bottom up. As
soon as the society develops, changes take place and
the structure of the balance of interests changes. This
inevitably leads to corresponding modifications in the
legislation and in the ratio of powers between different
branches of government. In this case, the main task is
not to impose decisions on individual groups, but to
be able to bring to the consensus the largest and the
most powerful among them [8, p.20].
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D. Truman, who defined the political process,
first of all, as a process of group competition in
the struggle for power over resource allocation,
classified business associations as «political groups
of interests» as they strive to achieve the goal through
government institutions, that is, make a political
pressure on them. Their significance he saw in the
fact that the interest groups in general not only serve
to the stabilization of the society, but also contribute
to raising the level of political participation of citizens
in the management of the state. D. Truman believed
that while society diversifies, it creates new interest
groups automatically. They violate the existing
balance of power and stimulate the emergence of
«counter-groupsy for its restoration [9].

Russian scientist V. Achkasov within the
framework of a pluralistic concept calls groups of
interests to be the institutional structures of various
types (entrepreneurial, trade union, religious, ethnic,
cultural, etc.) which try to influence the political power
without applying for it. They act as intermediaries in
securing the specific interests of their members [1,
c. 168].

In the modern Western political science the term
«pressure group» is the most widely used in relation
to business associations. Although some experts see
no significant difference between such concepts as
«interest groups» and «pressure groups», the term
«pressure groupy is often equated with «protectionist»
groups. Defending primarily material interests of their
members they can apply sanctions, thus fulfill the
direct pressure to achieve their goals. However, we can
agree with the point of view that such unambiguous
interpretation of actions of «protectionisty groups
overestimates the importance of the above-mentioned
methods of influencing on power and, conversely,
underestimates the role of compromise and forms
of interests negotiation, which are targeted on the
cooperation with the authority. We can agree that it
is more correct to use this term for those groups and
organizations that reach their goals relying mainly
on their own strength and on the dependence of the
authority on this force. Moreover, the main thing here
is not the methods, not the demonstration of brute
force, but the ability to achieve their goals. Pressure
by itself can be very «delicate» and even invisible to
the third-party eye [3].

From the point of view of pluralism, society
consists of a large number of interest groups and
pressure groups that represent all significant interests
of the population and compete for each other for
52

their influence on state power. This competition
takes place within the framework of the cross-
sectoral partnership, this means that the consensus is
reached on the basic foundations of the economic and
political system and the permissible level of conflict.
Competition between groups and sectors of society
ensures such a situation in which none of the groups is
dominating and the balance of interests is maintained.
This balance plays a crucial role for the stability of the
existing social system.

Thus, the pluralistic concept of mediation
understands the process of state functioning as the
pressure of various interest groups and, accordingly,
the division of power in society. Therefore, pluralism
can be defined as a system of representation of
interests in which its constituent elements are arranged
in an unspecified number of complex, voluntary,
competitive, non-hierarchical and self-defined (both
about the type and scope of interest) entities that
are not licensed specifically, not recognized, not
subsidized or otherwise controlled (in relation to the
choice of leadership or expression of interest) by the
state and do not seek a monopoly of representative
activity among the similar entities.

With this approach the public governance of the
society is the proper allocation of scarce resources by
the government under the pressure of interest groups
that are active actors in the political process, while the
state, represented by the government, plays a response
function to the activities of interest groups. In other
words it may be noted that the pluralistic approach
is limited by the fact that it focuses more on the
government rather than on the state as a whole. It does
not take into account such a very important fact that
the participants of the political activity on the part of
the state have their own interests, which are included
into the process of policy formation. Consequently,
the pluralistic approach does not allow investigating
fully politics as a system of interconnected relations
between the state and society in which the state is not
simply an agent of the response to the challenges of
the pressure groups but is an active participant in the
cooperation process.

It should be noted also that one of the most
important features of pluralism is the large number
of actors, which are involved in the political process.
The pluralistic distribution of resources has more
spontaneous character, which is close to the market
competition. Redistribution of wealth and privilege
is the effect of the organized pressure and the political
decision-making is a result of intense competition,
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not the cooperation between interest groups as small
interest groups. Such groups are relatively rarely
guided by values, which are connected with the
public interest, focusing mainly on receiving benefits.
By our opinion, the most successful analysis of the
interaction between government and business is the
concept of «corporateismy. It solves the problem of
the relationship between the public interests and the
state structures by its own way as it arose partly as a
critical response to the disadvantages of the pluralist
approach to the mediation of interests. Contrary
to pluralism, corporatism considers the state to be
one of the most important institutional element of
relations between the groups of interests and power.
In its classical definition, suggested by F. Schmitter in
1974, the modern corporatism is defined as a «system
of representation of interests during which constituent
parts are organized into several special, compulsory,
non-competitive, hierarchically ordered, functionally
different levels, are recognized or permitted officially
(or even simply created) by the state that gives them a
monopoly of presentation in their sphere in exchange
for a certain control over the selection of leaders and
articulation of requirements and attachments «[4,
c. 15].

The authoritarian and liberal corporatism can
be distinguished. The liberal one is a special type
of participation of large organized groups in the
development of public policy, mainly in the field of
economics, which is characterized by a high level of
inter-group cooperation. Liberal corporatism does not
apply for substituting the institutional mechanisms
of parliamentary and party management, but at the
same time it promotes greater integration of the state
system. It can not be identified only with consultations
and cooperation between the government and the
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