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Introduction. «Euromaidan» – events at the end of 2013
and the beginning of 2014 – is unanimously perceived not only
by scientists but by general social community as a political cri-
sis. As to the reasons of this phenomenon – everything is much
more difficult. It predominates the conviction in the fact that the
actions of Ukrainian power became the catalytic agent of polit-
ical crisis, namely – the decisions to hold up the signing of a
treaty about association between Ukraine and EU after so long
propaganda campaign and adoption by Parliament necessary
law documents. But the opinion concerning interests of geopo-
litical environment in the destabilization of internal situation in
Ukraine as in Syria, Libya and Yugoslavia is expanding. At the

same time there is something common for all the versions,
such as to predict the reaction of social community and the
actions of power and opposition concerning the way out of the
crisis.

However, it is well known that any contingency secrets reg-
ularity. So, the aim of this article is to explain the regularities
which not only stipulated the phenomenon of Euromaidan, but
determined such a sequence of events.

During the investigation it was clarified that modern political
science has limited methodological proposals to investigate
political crises. The fact is explained by the nature of this phe-
nomenon that is (usually) diagnosed after the phase of intensi-
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Abstract. Introduction. Distinguishing of crisis processes regularities has difficulties due to their complex nature, namely the
presence of: 1) latent period to collect features that cause gradual loss of system function; 2) period of aggravation; 3) post-
crisis state. Purpose. Search of regularities of appearance and course of Euromaidan. Methods. To solve the raised problem
the notion «crisis syndrome of modernization» was used.Taking into account evolution transformations of crisis syndrome of
modernization let to overcome the considerations of negative attitude to that notion: the difficulty in distinguishing of crisis man-
ifestations «before» modernization and «after» it.Modernization is a feature inherent to capitalism,where creating of crises and
their overcoming are the terms of capitalist development. Recognition of this gives the modernization a broader content than
the transition from agrarian phase of development to the industrial one – modernizing as the system renewal.The recognition
of necessity to take into consideration the regularities of each phase of political crisis development is of same importance for
understanding of the «crisis syndrome of modernization» notion. Results. Within the author’s version of «crisis syndrome of
modernization» the Euromaidan events were analyzed considering the latest attempt to modernize the USSR – perestroika
(reconstruction).The post-perestroika process was recognized as a gradating one by the indications of gradual accumulation
of dysfunction features that became apparent in: 1) unity of political elite; 2) stage of social coherence; 3) openness and trend
of political infrastructure (communication canals between political elite and society – social lifts and mass media).Transition
from dysfunction to political crisis was connected with the appearance of political system overdependence symptom caused
by geopolitical environment. Conclusion. Thus, Euromaidan was recognized as the phase of intensification of post-modern-
ization chronic state, because the characteristic features of the phenomenon had the following changes: 1) identification of
Ukrainian community – transformation of youth into political subject; gaining of new type of social connection on the basis of
future’s (youth’s) defense; 2) loss of legality of governing stratum due to force actions against peaceful protests; 3) changes in
participation format – transition from actions supporting representatives of governing power or its actions to self-organization
forms: self-defense,self-sufficiency; 4) extension – seizure of power in regions and renewal of self-governing; 5) re-distribution –
transformation of opposition with some parts of governing strata into the means of strikers’ demands articulation.
As the author thinks, the future of Ukrainian political system is strictly stipulated by the following aspects: political elite proposes
the effective modernization strategy as a way to overcome the dysfunctional features of political system, or political system will
be hard reformatted by means of civil war, because of the lack of resources for another scenarios of system behavior.
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fication, not taking into account contentious (often latent) pro-
cess of crisis substratum accumulation.

Brief Literature Review. The notion-exception, that enclos-
es the state of political system «before» the peak of political cri-
sis and «after» the phase of intensification, is the crisis syn-
drome of modernization. Mentioned above characteristics of
this notion appeared as a result of prolonged evolution begin-
ning from the first interpretation given by S. Verba (1971) crisis
syndrome of modernization was determined as the set of prob-
lem zones (identity, legality, participation, extension/penetration
and distribution), which in the result of modernization (standard
process with successive stages) can transform into political
crises [1, p. 299].

This proposition, on the one hand, was sharply criticized
C. Tilly (1975) [2], and R. Grew (1977) [3]. On the other hand, it
led to transformation of the notion on the basis of necessity to
recognize: 1) the investigation of regularities in every stage of
crisis process (Almond, 1973 [4], Flanagan, 1973 [5]); 2) the
extension of content of modernization (from understanding of it
as a transformation of agrarian society into industrial production
up to recognition of modernization as system renewal deter-
mined by the nature of capitalism (Wallerstein, 2001 [6], Haber-
mas, 1976) [7]). (We remark that at post-Soviet scientific expan-
se they used to operate with a bit changed initial version of
crisis syndrome of modernization, that led it to the consequen-
ces of «secondary» modernization, where non-conformity with
western examples turned to crisis making (Gorbatenko, 1999)
[8, p. 109-133]. 

Taking into consideration all mentioned above the stated
modern determination of crisis syndrome of modernization
includes: 1) the phase of crisis substratum accumulation;
2) strictly modernization as an attempt to cope with existing
drawbacks of the system; 3) the period of post modernization
as a phase of reproduction of unrepressed crisis phenomena
(Eisenstadt, 1973 [9], Svensson, 1986 [10], Banuri, 1990 [11]).
So, to investigate crisis phenomena of a political system it is
necessary to clarify the reasons of crisis and therefore the
processes of acquirement of the dysfunction features by a
political system.

In political science they most frequently point out at the fact
that dysfunction of political system is connected with the state
of political elite, because its system role is in conceptualization
of the sense of system existence and preservation of its survival
experience. K. Mannheim (1994) connected the dysfunctions
with: 1) increase in quantity of elite groups and further weake-
ning of their strength; 2) ruining of reticence of elite groups;
3) change in selection principles of these elites; 4) changes in
inner composition of these elites [12, p. 314].

Dysfunction of political system may be generated by com-
munity. The reason of this phenomenon is in break of social
unity, which is diagnosed by the lost of social confidence among
social agents to each (Fukuyama, 2003) [13, p. 74].

Results. In our opinion, the break in social unity is stipulat-
ed by the advent of marginal groups and social strata (or trans-
formation into them), the ideas and activity of which destroy the
existing social hierarchy, because they correlate themselves
with other system extend (civilized, more equitable, etc.) and
other time (more modern, newer).

An important diagnose parameter of dysfunction state may
be the dimension of «system infrastructure» as an index of con-
nection between community and power as the direction/control
of mass media and channel of elite strata reinforcement by rec-
ruits from other social layers («social lifts»).

The absence of such a connectedness causes inadequate
reactions of system on system threats: 1) from suppression till
disability to identify it; 2) too active reactions (where excessive-
ness testifies the lack of system governing); 3) reaction on
wrong signals (to pose a desirable fact as a real one).

The boundary of transition from dysfunction to crisis pro-
cess is the combination of separate parameters that becomes
apparent in symptom of overdependence from geopolitical envi-
ronment, because at this phase political system loses its ability
not only to realize its own interests but to resist to other political
subjects.

Disability to overcome the phase of intensification with
sighs of multiple crisis symptoms (identification, legality, partic-
ipation, spreading and distribution) by means of modernization
leads crisis processes to pathologic state, which has a limited
quantity of scenarios: 1) lock-up (reproduction of the selfsame
drawbacks); 2) degradation: 3) breaking. The fact that scenario
choice takes place on the basis of system memory as the gen-
eralization of previous experience of survival is of principle
importance.

Corresponding to all mentioned above we think it will be log-
ical to propose that the events of Euromaidan are delayed
inheritance of «perestroika» as the last modernization attempt,
which led to deployment of degradation scenario for political
system existence.

Afterwards the substratum of Ukrainian political system
crisis is the qualitative transformation of soviet nomenclature
into ruling class, in which «acquirement of subjectivity for sub-
ject-loss state property» is accompanied by reproduction of
«substance constant» – elite tactics of self-preservation
(Kotchoubey, 2009) [14, p. 107]. So the grounds for elite unity
are a bit transformed soviet filters, where a permission to
occupy a post were added by a permission to have a proper-
ty, filter of self-devotion took a confirmation in community of
territorial origin and ideological factor was abolished (Shulga,
2011) [15, p. 29]. 

Twenty years of Ukrainian political elite existence are divid-
ed into two periods. During the first period privileged class was
gradually formed, the survival conditions for it became property,
guaranteed by political activity. This phenomenon explains the
appearance of oligarchs that at the same time are political and
economical subjects.

The second phase concurred with Yanukovych’s presidency
and was characterized by: 1) returning to the Constitution of
1996 that gave an opportunity to president’s post to concentrate
much more power than it was stipulated by the last elections of
president: 2) building up of power vertical by submission of judi-
cial branch, power administrations, strengthening of prosecu-
tion: 3) controllability of Parliament, where the majority was
formed in the result of misrepresentation of electoral law: trans-
fer from party system to mixed one and merely technological
manipulations, when voting was filed but counting of votes was-
n’t filmed.

All these circumstances led to the concentration of power at
the circle of persons in attendance to the «family», abatement of
political weight of Ukrainian oligarchs (transition from plays to
sponsors of Party of Regions) and increase of mass media
dependence from the power in force.

Post-perestroika period testified the fact of traumatizing of
social texture. These breaks are numerous and are out of
stereotype differentiation of countries into West, East and
Crimea, because it doesn’t take into consideration that social
strata are forced out not only in different dimensional but in dif-
ferent time coordinates. Thus pensioners and country people
found themselves in postwar devastation. Ukrainian business
reproduces the strategies of the ninetieth, fighting as «parti-
sans» against fiscal state government officials. Representatives
of enforcers and budget sphere orient themselves on the criteria
of stagnant years, when the power could make to demonstrate
the «right» political orientation by paying wages and giving
posts.

Such uneasy circumstances influence the formation of
young generation, which having reproduced all those breaks,
found itself among «marginal persons» because of the lack of
social development because of unemployment and dramatic
inadequacy of education to existing reality. Moreover the youth
is not homogeneous. Thus at one pole there is the part of it that
sees its future in emigration and becomes the source of radical
groups reinforcement. Other groups of young people are ready
for any kind of work to get money, so in such a way profession-
al strikers are formed. (This phenomenon in Ukrainian political
extension is called «titushky».)

Transformation of political infrastructure during the pos-per-
estroika times has also two periods. As long as at the first phase
the extracting of «facade» democracy attributes took place,
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then when the Party of Regions came to power the legal canals
of social development reduced because of restrictions in con-
ducting of private business, increasing of tax pressure loading.
Fast loss of public character in adoption of political decisions
and making the motives secret stimulated the revelry of corrup-
tion, which became the only way to solve social problems.
Gradually the degradation process determined re-orientation of
the state on satisfaction of limited interests of ruling stratum on
account of reduction in its social function.

The extant of functional downfall became apparent in mis-
representation of «modernization» notion (the main slogan not
only of presidential campaign, but of pre-election agitation of
Party of Regions), the synonym of which the word «improve-
ment» became. Pension, tax and educational reforms – on con-
dition that media space was under control (except the territory
of internet) – turned onto political phantoms, which covered up
the creation of neo-feudal hierarchy, where the governing posts
were mainly occupied by representatives of western region (with
the majority of former Donetsk residents). All those were com-
plemented by the strengthening of enforcers (Ministry of Internal
Affairs, public prosecution, Security Service of Ukraine) on
account of army ruining and increase of internal-security troops
up to complete impunity.

Structurization of prevailed military stratum (troops of spe-
cial purpose such as Bercut, Gryfon, Omega, etc.), the main
professional purpose of which became the defense of ruling
class, proved the end of building of a strict power hierarchy. This
means that in the nearest future the existence of elite stratum is
being provided by certain dissociation from community, in far
future – by the control over enforcers.

It is clear that the natural payment for the power retention is
the lost of geopolitical influence, when geopolitical subject is
recreated into the subject of tender and the instrument of eco-
nomic problems overcoming. This testifies the constriction of the
whole country’s future aim to choose the way of integration with
EU or with Russia that enables the looking for money to calm
the society.

Looking at the mentioned above, Euromaidan is the sharp
phase of a prolonged crisis process. One of the characteristics
of this period is the rapid identification development of Ukrainian
society. Firstly it is the transformation of youth into a separate
political force with serious mobilization potential based on mod-
ern communication technologies.

Force dispersal of protesting students 13 November, 2013
gave a different meaning to those actions: transition from EU-
integration slogans to claims, in which they demanded from the
power to answer for such actions. Mass actions against the
power received the new quality – understanding of necessity to
socially guard students from the power that at one moment unit-
ed the population for organized and durable resistance.

The theme of justice united different strata. In resent histo-
ry the Tax Maidan as the mass action of businessmen and mass
actions of separate social groups (for example veterans of
Afghan war) didn’t find total support. So beating of people, as
the fall of the last bastion of justice, overcame the ancient
breaks of Ukrainian society in accordance with territorial, civi-
lization and language indications.

Force actions against community helped to ruin the basis of
governing power legality because of the unbalance of power
actions and the problems that had appeared before the power.
The tactics of ignoring of mass social actions convinces that the
elite doesn’t know the realities when the community under con-
ditions of social sphere dismantling (medical care, education,
construction, collapse of housing and communal services) has
got the skills of self-survival.

Attempts of the governing stratum gave the pseudo-legal
character to personal inadequate actions (through making
answerable as defendants those people who suffered from
Euromaidan dispersal) inevitably made radical moods not only
in community but in opposition that began to articulate certain
demands of strikers.

Maidan demonstrated the qualitative transformation of polit-
ical participation concept as the whole and ability of average
Ukrainians to strategically resist the governing power in particu-

lar. So, at the beginning phase the peaceful action, organized
mainly by youth, was gradually recreated into powerful self-
organized movement of different population strata, which was
incarnated in creation of different functional structures: self-suf-
ficiency, guard, propaganda, financing and giving of medical
help.

Further events in the shape of open force pressure on
strikers (shooting by traumatic rounds, abduction of activists
all over the country, intimidation of journalists and torture of
arrested and wounded people) led only to active resistance all
over the country, usurpation by strikers of president adminis-
tration’s buildings in regions and buildings of subordinate local
self-government.

The next indication of a sharp phase of crisis syndrome
of modernization is the extension of opposition all over the
country.

At first, it takes place as the result of parasitism on disrup-
tion of Ukrainian community: for example, the same maidans
are formed on regions, where the choice of foreign policy vec-
tor is the boundary of division into «our people» and «foreign
ones». Organized by governing party meetings to support the
existing president, where representatives of budget sphere are
made to participate in them and «titushky» are invited, strength-
en radical moods in society with the help of system memory
engagement: such actions lead to separatism between citizens
of different regions and inevitably to conflicts among young peo-
ple, such a division into «our» and «foreign» is artificially made
by the power depending on geopolitical guidelines and the
salary received from the governing circles.

At second, real unwillingness to respond to foreign environ-
ment’s reactions at the events on Maidan, neglect by people’s
rights to let to survive the governing circle led to the fact that
Euromaidan was used as an argument to get a loan. It is
demonstrative that governing circles directed the «Russian
help» to bribe the enforcers and such actions, in their tern,
strengthened the opposition.

The last driving force of the sharp phase of crisis syndrome
of modernization is the re-distribution of inner-system extend.
Regional movement against governing power, caused by unwill-
ingness of governing circle to be inferior to strikers’ demands of
resignation of the Government or the Minister of Internal Affairs,
means the mass character is not an argument. This testifies that
the perspective is more important than even the victory on pres-
ident elections in 2015.

Further actions: delay of talks with opposition and repre-
sentatives of Maidan, adoption of laws of the 16 January, 2014
(in a hurry with all possible breaches of democratic procedures)
that in fact legalized the whole impunity of enforcers’ actions
(special defense was given to judges and their relatives); legiti-
mating of lack of rights for average Ukrainians (in fact all kinds
of civil resistance were forbidden); return to the practice of cen-
sorship and implementation of penalty for slender – testified that
the force variant of solution of the sharp phase of crisis process
led, in fact, to the armed conflict between governing power and
society.

This is the stage of disintegration, during which some vec-
tors of existing power vertical are formed (regional disintegration
becomes powerful, movement of self-governing institutes is
separated) and quantity of political subjects – pretenders to
power increases. For example, «titushky» gradually come out of
control and «Berkut» troops turn into predatory detachments
definitely undermining the governing power. The interests of a
part of Ukrainian oligarchs, interested in sympathy of world eco-
nomic society, are separated: elements of disobedience to main
line of president family’s policy are demonstrated.

Conclusions. Firstly, Euromaidan phenomenon is the result
of durable scenario, the natural display of which is the creation
of a new feudal hierarchy with corresponding closing of all infra-
structure canals of articulation between community and gov-
erning power.

Secondly, Euromaidan is the crisis aggravation with charac-
teristic succession of manifestations, deployment of which jus-
tified that the initiative concerning proposals of antirecessionary
measures passed to society.

POLITICS
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Thus, Euromaidan is the phase of political system transfor-
mation, where in confrontation the following events take place:
1) the articulation of community demands to the governing
power, which constantly transform the opposition (as a part of
governing class); 2) separation of a new type of social unity
Ukrainian community around the idea of Ukraine’s future; 3) the
formation of self-organization habits of society.

At third, such vectors of community changes justify actual
reformation, in fact, of the political system. So non-conformity of
political elite to the displacements taking place becomes its his-
torical judgment. It is clear that survival of existing political elite
will directly depend on its readiness to reproduce function of
political institutes, thus to return to the principles of democratic
selection of political elite, distribution of power, public adoption
of decisions.

In the case when «Euromaidan», as a sharp phase, isn’t
incarnated in modernization as the strategy of brining up to date
the collapse of existing political system, as the result of social
opposition and partially or whole lost of sovereignty, will
become a reality because scenarios of «lock-up» and «degra-
dation» are hardly probable due to the exhausted post-soviet
resources. 
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