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Streszczenie. Kryzys legitymizacji wtadzy politycznej jest niecodtaczng czgscia
wspoélczesnego ukrainskiego procesu politycznego. W rezultacie, elita rzadzaca jest
wyobcowana ze spoteczenstwa obywatelskiego, instytucje panstwowe traca zaufanie i
poparcie ludnoséci. Kulminacje proceséw delegitymacyjnych i ich konsekwencje
mogliSmy juz obserwowac podczas rewolucyjnych wydarzen lat 2004 i 2013-2014 na
Ukrainie. Teraz widzimy tendencje do dalszego poglebiania kryzysu politycznego i
radykalizacji przejawow niezadowolenia obywatelej kraju. W takich warunkach, istnieje
potrzeba opracowania zalecen i technologii stosowanych w naturze, ktére mogtyby
zapewni¢ sterownos¢ procesow legitymizacji i delegitymizacji teoretyczne i dokonaé ich
skutki przewidywalne. Pomimo duzej liczby prac po$wigconych badaniu technologii
politycznej, technologia delegitymizacji wtadzy politycznej jest czesto pomijany przez
naukowcow. Wiegc, stan kryzysu legitymizacji wladzy politycznej wymaga glebszego
zbadania wptywu technologii delegitymizacji na polityczne instytucje spoteczenstwa.
Artykul analizuje badanie problemoéw legitymizacji wiladzy politycznej, w pracach
naukowcow zagranicznych i ukrainskich uogélniono nowoczesne podejscie naukowe do
rozwoju problematycznej dziedziny badan. Autor opracowat aparat kategoryczny, ktore
moga by¢ wykorzystane w badaniu procesu delegitymizacji i technologii politycznych,
ktére sa wykorzystywane przez specjalistow do celowego zarzadzania tym procesem:
wyjasniono istniejace juz definicje poje¢ 1 zaproponowano definicje wczesniej
niezbadanych kategorii.

Zgodnie z zadaniami koncepcja jest ujawniana: wiladza, witadza prezydenta,
legitymacja, legitymizacja, stan bezprawny, delegitymizacja, technologie polityczne,
technologie delegitymizacji wtadzy prezydenckie;j.

Stowa kluczowe: wiadza prezydenta, legitymacja, legitymizacja, technologie
polityczne, delegitymizacja, stan bezprawny.
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Abstract. The crisis of the legitimacy of political power is inherent in the modern
Ukrainian political process. As a result, the power elite is alienated from civil society,
state institutions lose the trust and support of the population. We could already observe
the culmination of delegitimation processes and the consequences, to which they lead to
during the revolutionary events of 2004 and 2013-2014 in Ukraine. Currently, there are
tendencies to further aggravate the political crisis and radicalize the manifestations of
popular discontent. Under such conditions, a need to develop theoretical
recommendations and technologies of an applied nature appears that could ensure the
controllability of legitimation and delegitimization processes, and make their
consequences predictable. Despite the large number of works that are devoted to the
exploring of political technologies, the technologies of delegitimization of political
power is often overlooked by scientists. It should be noted that the state of crisis of the
legitimacy of political power requires a deeper study of the impact of delegitimization
technologies on the political institutions of society. The analysis of research of problems
of legitimacy of the political power in works of foreign and Ukrainian scientists is
carried out; the modern scientific approaches to development of a problem field of
research are generalized in the article. The author developed a categorical apparatus that
can be used in the research of the delegitimization process and political technologies,
which are used by specialists for purposeful management of this process: the already
existing definitions of concepts were clarified and the definitions of previously
unexplored categories were offered. In accordance with the tasks, the essence of the
concepts are revealed: power, presidential power, legitimacy, illegitimate state,
delegitimization, political technologies, technologies of delegitimization of presidential
power.

Key words: presidential power, legitimacy, legitimation, political technologies,
delegitimization, illegitimate state.
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AHoTauisi. CydacHOMY YKpaiHCHKOMY TOJIITHIHOMY IIPOLIECY MMPUTaMaHHA KpU3a
JIETITUMHOCTI TIONITHYHOI Biiagu. BHAcCTHiZOK IbOTO BiOyBAa€THCS BiOUIY>KEHHS BIaIHOL
SNIITH Bl TPOMAASHCHKOIO CYCIIUJIBCTBA, 1HCTUTYTH ACp)KaBU BTPAdalOTh JIOBIpY Ta
MIATPUMKY HacelieHHS. KysibMiHaiiio AeneriTMMaiiiHux NpoIEeciB Ta HACTIAKH, 0
SIKHX BOHU TPU3BOJSATH, MH BXK€ MOTJH CIIOCTEPIraTH Iijl 9ac PEeBONIOIIHUX MO
2004 p. ta 2013-2014 pp. B VYkpaini. Hapasi mpoctexyroTbesi TeHAEHIII 10 Ie
OUTBIIOTO 3arOCTPEHHS MOJITHYHOI KPH3HM Ta pajMKaii3alii MposBiB HEBIOBOJCHHS
HapoOJHMX Mac. 3a TakhX YMOB, BHHUKa€ HEOOXITHICTh Yy pO3pOOI TEOPEeTHIHUX
pEKOMEHIaIiii Ta TEXHOJOTIH MPHUKIATHOTO XapakTepy, SKi Moriu O 3a0e3nednTH
KEpPOBaHICTh JICTITUMAIIIHHUX Ta JEJCTITUMAI[IHHUX MPOLECiB, a X HACTIJAKH 3pOoOUTH
nependadyBaHuMH. He3Bakaroun Ha BEIUKY KUIBKICTh Tpalb, MPUCBIYCHUX
JOCJIIDKEHHIO MOJITUYHUX TEXHOJIOrIHM, TeXHOJIOrl aejieriTuMariii IOJITHYHOI BiIagu
YacTo 3aJIMINAIOTHCA 11032 YBarol HayKoBIiB. [IoTpiOHO KOHCTATyBaTH, IO CTaH KPU3H
JISTITUMHOCTI ~ TIOJITHYHOI  BJIaAM  BHMara€ TJUOIIOTO  BHBYCHHS  BIUIUBY
JEeNETiITUMAIIHHUX TEXHOJNOTIH Ha TONITHYHI 1HCTUTYTH CYCHIJIbCTBA. Y CTaTTi
3MIMCHEHO aHaji3 JMOCIIKEHHS Mpo0JieM JICTITUMHOCTI MOJITHYHOI Bjalyd B IpaIixX
3apyOiKHMX Ta YKpPaiHCBKUX BYCHMX, y3arajlbHEHO CYYacHI HAyKOBI MiIXOIU [0
pPO3poOKM TPOOIEMHOrO TOJS JOCHIDKEHHS. ABTOPOM pO3pOOJIEHO KaTeropialbHUi
amapar, sSIKHi Moxe OyTH BUKOPUCTaHWH TPH AOCIHTIHKEHHI JeNIeT I THMAIIHHOTO TIPOIIeCy
Ta MOJIITUYHUX TEXHOJIOTIH, SKi 3aCTOCOBYIOThCS CIICLIaATICTaAMU IS 1[IJIEOPiEHTOBAHOTO
KepyBaHHsS [IMM MpPOIECOM: YTOYHCHO BXKE ICHYIOYI BU3HAUCHHS TMOHATH Ta
3arporiOHOBaHI BU3HAYEHHS paHillle He JOCHIKYBaHUX Kareropiid. BimmosigHo mo
3aBJlaHb PO3KPUTO CYTHICTh IOHATH: Bjaja, MPE3UICHTChbKA BJIAAa, JICTITUMHICTb,
JIETiTUMAIliS, HEJNETITUMHUN CTaH, AeJeriTHUMAIlis, MOJITUYHI TEXHOJIOrIl, TeXHOJOTil
JeNeriTUMAIii PE3UICHTCHKOT BIIAJIH.

KuarouoBi cioBa: npe3ujeHTChbKa Biaja, JICTITUMHICTD, JICTITUMAIIS, MOJITHYHI
TEXHOJIOT11, JeeTiTUMALIisl, HEJIETITUMHUI CTaH.

Introduction. The novelty of the research topic is due to the low representation of
research on the technologies of delegitimization of presidential power in the scientific
literature - this issue has long been "off the radar" of scientists. However, for the modern
political process, the problems of the legitimacy of power and the political crises
associated with them have become quite relevant. In many countries, we can observe
processes of alienation of political power from civil society, the consequences of which
are crucial for the functioning and even the existence of state institutions and political
regimes around the world. Therefore, at the present stage, we see a growing interest of
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scientists in the issue of legitimation and delegitimization of political power. Our work
is designed to help in such scientific research to all who are interested in the above
issues. The purpose of the article is to develop a categorical apparatus for studying the
technological dimension of the delegitimization of presidential power. In accordance
with the set goal, the following tasks were performed: definitions of concepts were
supplemented and clarified: legitimacy, legitimacy; author's definitions of concepts are
offered: presidential power, delegitimization, technologies of delegitimization,
illegitimate state.

1. To the problem of defining the essence of presidential power.

The problems of power are the focus of political science and have long been the
subject of scientific interest of scientists. Despite this, scholars still have different views
on the definition of power and apply different approaches to its study, which indicates
the depth, diversity of the problem and the variety of forms of power. As a result, we
observe the absence of an axiomatic definition of this concept in the scientific literature.
Therefore, we turn to the definition proposed by the Encyclopedia of Public
Administration - in our opinion, it most fully characterizes the essence of power:
influence on the activities and behavior of people, their community. In essence, power is
the relationship of management (leadership), domination, subordination, obedience"
(Encyclopedia of Public Administration, 2011, p. 90). There are different types of power
in society, and approaches to its classification differ. To understand the place and role of
presidential power in society, it is advisable to use classification approaches according
to the scope and subject of the exercise of power, as well as according to the tools and
means that the subject can use to influence the object. We attribute the power of the
president to political power, because it is an expression of his political will and has an
impact on the entire political sphere of relations between individuals, organizations and
social groups. In the political sphere of society, as an expression of his own political
will, the president acts as a subject of influence on the activities and behavior of citizens
and their associations, which are the object of political influence in the relations of
domination and subjugation. At the same time, the president holds a relevant position in
the structural hierarchy of the state, which allows to refer the position of the president to
the system of state institutions and to assert the existence of the institution of the
presidency. Confirmation of the correspondence of this thesis to the Ukrainian political
realities is found in Article 102 of the Constitution of Ukraine, which states: "The
President of Ukraine is the head of state and acts on its behalf" (Constitution of Ukraine,
1996). From the above we conclude that presidential power is the highest institutional
level of political power in the state, it is designed to ensure the capacity of the socio-
political system, the organizational form of which is the state, to implement its decisions
and implement management and conflict resolution in society.

Given the lack of a clear definition of the term presidential power in the scientific
literature, the author proposes his own definition of this concept: presidential power is
the ability and ability of the head of state to exercise his political will through a system
of powers and mechanisms used on behalf of the state.

2. Approaches of foreign scholars to the study of legitimacy as a political
phenomenon

The legitimacy of presidential power is an integral part of it. Political
philosophers in antiquity paid considerable attention to the study of the legitimacy of
rulers - in the works of scholars of this era can be traced the beginnings of the formation
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of political ideas about it. T. Cahill, researching the ancient heritage, writes that "Athens
in the early VI century. BC introduced a system based on the consent of citizens. Solon
became an eponym, the ruler of Athens, not by inheritance law, he did not take power by
force, but received it as a result of elections "(Cahill T., 2006, p. 129). Such consent of
citizens to voluntarily submit to their ruler is, in the modern sense, the legitimate nature
of his power. Aristotle understands legitimacy as obedience to the power of the ruler and
the foundation of his rule: But it has resistance, because it is justified by customs and
law - because, based on the law, kings rule over subordinates who obey them at will
"(Aristotle, 2005, p. 91). Philosophers of Antiquity studied the relationship of
domination and subjugation in the context of creating a model of the "ideal state".
Through the obedience of citizens to the law, they sought to establish a harmonious
unity in society in order to achieve the "common good."

In the Middle Ages, scholars considered the legitimacy of the ruler's power within
the framework of theological concepts, justifying the supremacy of power by its divine
origin, and the obedience of citizens to laws was equated with obedience to God's will.
One of the brightest developers of the theological concepts of the legitimacy of power
was T. Aquinas, his views on the relationship between ruler and subordinates are based
on natural law, according to which morality is a determinant of legality: "The ruler must
govern the state according to laws should be deduced by deduction from those principles
which God has transmitted to man. The nature of the content of these laws and
establishes their legitimacy "(Kotusenko V., 2003, p. 23).

The New Age period significantly expanded political ideas about the legitimacy
of power. The Renaissance was marked by a change in the vector of the study of
legitimacy in the context of the separation of politics from morality and religion and the
transition to a secular type of state. For example, N. Machiavelli mentioned in his works
the special attention of the rulers to the state of their legitimacy and stressed the need for
meticulous attitude of rulers to possible attempts to delegitimize their power: But if
people dislike him for something, then expect disaster from everyone” (Machiavelli N.,
1998, p. 443).

The Enlightenment enriched the notion of the legitimacy of power with new
approaches to understanding its origins. T. Hobbes considers "war of all against all" an
inevitable consequence of the natural state of coexistence of human community and sees
in the recognition of supreme power the desire of society for self-preservation: "...
voluntary agreement of people to obey one person or a gathering of people in the hope
that this person them from all others™ (Hobbes T., 2000, p. 188). J. Locke explores the
concept of the transition of human society from the natural state to civil society and the
state form of organization of coexistence, he considers legitimacy as the consent of
society to implement the decision of legitimately elected and appointed by the people:
"No one can issue laws except with the consent of society and on the basis of the power
received from its members. And so, all the obedience that anyone can be obliged to give
with the most solemn obligations, eventually ends in this supreme power and is guided
by the laws that it issues" (Locke J., 1988, p. 339-340). Montesquieu considers the
foundation of the legitimacy of power to be the political virtue of the citizen, which
consists in love for the homeland, respect for the laws of the country and respect for
them in its activities: "Peoples who live under good governance are happier than those
who knowing neither the laws nor the chiefs, they wander in the woods; likewise,
monarchs who obey the basic laws of their state are happier than those despotic
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sovereigns who have nothing capable of controlling the hearts of their subjects and even
their own hearts”(Montesquieu S., 1955, p. 210). J. Rousseau, in accordance with his
principles of political law, argues that the legitimacy of the ruler's power is introduced
by the people through social agreement: "A form of association that would jointly
provide the individual and property of each of the united individuals protection and
patronage, and thanks to which everyone, joining everyone, would, however, submit
only to himself and would remain as free as before... was once called a civil society,
and today is called a republic” (Rousseau J., 2001, pp. 20-22) . The study of the
legitimacy of the rulers was purely theoretical before the events of the bourgeois
revolution in France - then they acquired practical significance in politics. The political
ideas of Enlightenment thinkers had a significant ideological impact on the French
Revolution of 1789-1814: "the age of reform was prepared by the age of philosophy,
which, in turn, was prepared by the age of prosperity of the fine arts" (Minier F., 2006,
p. 43). In the late XIX - early XX centuries. Max Weber laid the foundations of modern
research approaches to understanding the legitimacy of power. He created his own
concept of legitimate domination, the defining significance of which for political science
lies in the transition from philosophical and theological concepts and narrow legal
understanding of legitimacy and its identification with legality to a broader, socio-
behavioral determination of the essence of the concept. In Three Pure Types of
Legitimate Dominance, he defines legitimacy as a state in which the relationship of
domination and subjugation is internally organized on appropriate principles and based
on appropriate motives of obedience. According to these motives, Weber distinguishes
three pure types of legitimate domination: legal, traditional and charismatic (Weber M.,
1998, p. 157).

3. The legitimation process as a way to gain legitimacy

Foreign researchers show considerable interest in studying the process of
legitimation of power and the methodology of legitimation of political power. For
example, M. Weber singles out the "legitimation of entry"”, the essence of which, in our
opinion, would more accurately convey the translation "legitimation of affiliation." In
this concept, he reveals the technology of legitimation of a person through belonging to
a certain community: "It is quite common that people often belong to a union whose
own interests are in principle alien to them, but they hope for those economically useful
legitimation "and" connections ", which gives them the very belonging to the union"
(Weber M., 1998, pp. 79-80). K. Jaspers defines legitimacy as the process of
establishing a relationship of trust between those in power and their subordinates and
directly links legitimacy with trust: "Legitimacy is like a magician, constantly creating
the necessary order through trust” (Jaspers K., 1991, p. 172). P. Berger and T. Lukman
define legitimacy as a process of substantiation and justification of the institutional
order: “Legitimacy” explains” the institutional order, giving cognitive validity to
objectified meanings. Legitimation justifies the institutional order, giving a normative
character to its practical imperatives" (Berger P., Lukman T., 1995, p. 153). In the works
of n scientist A. Skipersky we find the following definition of legitimacy: "Legitimation
of power - the process of recognizing the power of rights to make and implement
political decisions, specific technology and a necessary condition for the formation of
power subjectivity" (Skipersky A., 2006, p. 121).

Domestic scholars are also actively studying the process of identification. E.
Bystrytsky believes that legitimacy is: "developed in time political discourse, the
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process of dissemination of discussion, reflection, and ultimately - to prove collective
correctness and the adoption of socio-legal norms, which are mostly spontaneously
established by politicians" (Bystrytsky E., 1996, p. 319). V. Nechiporenko offers a fairly
clear definition of legitimacy: "Legitimation - a public process of certifying, approving,
justifying or proving the validity and necessity of a particular social action, status or
institution" (Nechiporenko V., 2009, p. 36).

We have established that legitimacy is a political state that is acquired in the
process of legitimation. From the fact that this state is acquired, we understand that
legitimacy is not a characteristic of presidential power - we conclude that legitimacy can
be lost - to move to a state in which power will be illegitimate. G. Berezhansky's
approach to the characterization of the state of illegitimacy of state power is based on
determining the degree of readiness of internal and external political actors to cooperate
with it: The readiness of society to work together with such a government
(representatives of such a government) is extremely low. In the international arena, such
a government does not receive support, there is distrust on the part of the international
community” (Berezhansky G., 2015, pp. 40-41).

In our opinion, the study of illegitimacy as a state of political power is currently
out of the attention of foreign and domestic scholars in the field. This conclusion is
made due to the low representation of clear definitions of this condition in the scientific
literature. In the context of research of the subject of this work, it will be expedient to
make the author's definition of the category "illegitimate state". We are motivated by the
need to study the technological side of the problem of the presidential power gaining a
corresponding state. lllegitimacy is a state of political relations in which the dominant
subject loses the potential to influence the object of subjugation - it cannot achieve
guaranteed subordination and exercise effective control over it.

4. Technologization of the delegitimization process.

One of the first historical events that allowed scholars to observe in practice the
process of delegitimization was the events of the French Revolution of 1789-1814. F.
Mignet described this process as follows: from the yard. A new power was formed, the
power of public opinion, although not yet recognized, but, nevertheless, it gained such
influence that its decisions became laws" (Minier F., 2006, p. 42).

A representative of the German political science school, J. Habermas, analyzing
Marxist social theory, considers delegitimization processes in the context of legitimizing
doctrines of collective identity: economic conflicts, and at the level of legitimizing
doctrines. They should refer to the definition of collective identity; and the latter, in
turn, can be based only on the unifying principles of structures that guarantee consent -
such as language, ethnicity, tradition - or reason itself” (Habermas Yu., 2014, pp. 246—
247).

Ukrainian scholars, based on current trends in American and European political
thought, also offer their own understanding of the essence of the delegitimization
process. O. Sakhan, in line with the scientific explorations of foreign political science,
connects the process of delegitimization with the loss of trust and notes what leads to it:
"Disappointment in ideals, goals, methods of achieving them, in people who represent
power and politics.” He emphasizes that delegitimization is a sign of the destructiveness
of political power (Sakhan O., 2009, pp. 214-215). O. Oliynyk defines delegitimization
as: “the process of losing the credit of social trust, public authority and even the
abolition of the acquired political status” (Oliynyk O., 2014). E. Tsokur connects the
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delegitimization process with the negative public assessment of the actions of
government agencies and, as a consequence, the lack of their support in society (Tsokur
E., 2014, p. 184). M. Boychenko believes that the delegitimization process is determined
by the values that the individual learns through socialization in society: the social role
they had before ”(Boychenko M., 2019, p. 8). I. Rybak, defining delegitimization as a
process of loss of political legitimacy, emphasizes that delegitimization is a process
completely opposite to legitimacy, at the same time it is "interdependent processes, as
they form the basis of the life cycle of political legitimacy" (Rybak I., 2014, p. 118). 1.
Zharovska emphasizes the destabilizing impact of delegitimization processes on state
institutions: "The process of loss of legitimacy almost always has an impact on the
stability of the basic foundations of statehood as such, which can manifest itself in
generating social conflicts, which will eventually be resolved in a revolutionary way"
(Zharovskaya | ., 2012, pp. 20).

We agree with the opinion of I. Rybak, who states that "there is some caution and
avoidance of widespread scientific implementation of the concept of delegitimization as
a universal concept that has significant theoretical and methodological potential for
understanding the phenomenon of loss of political legitimacy in all dimensions" (Rybak
I., 2014, pp. 118-119). As a result, and in order to enrich the categorical arsenal of this
study, the dissertation considers it appropriate to propose its own definition of the
concept of delegitimization. We will make such a definition based on the research of
foreign scholars and democratic political practices, which define the people as the main
source of legitimacy of political power. Ukraine, as a democratic and legal state, enshrined
this principle in Part 2 of Article 5 of the Constitution of Ukraine: "The bearer of
sovereignty and the only source of power in Ukraine is the people” (Constitution of
Ukraine, 1996). The official interpretation of the influence of this principle on the
Ukrainian political process can be found in the decisions of the Constitutional Court of
Ukraine Ne 6-rp / 2005 of 05.10.2005 (Official Gazette of Ukraine, 2005, p. 31) and Ne 6-
rp / 2008 of 16.04.2008 Court of Ukraine, 2008, p. 15). Based on the above, the author's
understanding of the essence of delegitimization is based on the laws of feedback in
political relations. It consists in the fact that the people, by free will, legitimize the laws
and state institutions formed in compliance with its norms, while recognizing their
obligations to comply with the laws and to carry out the orders and directives of the
relevant state institutions. Thus, delegitimization is the process of alienating political
power from sources of legitimacy, resulting in a loss of subjectivity towards them.

The process of delegitimization can be uncontrollable and chaotic, but most often
it is the result of purposeful influence and has certain initiators. The subject of our
scientific interest is to develop technologies for managing this process, the effectiveness
and results of which would be clearly measurable. Delegitimization technologies are
used to bring the presidential power into an illegitimate state. First of all, it is worth
noting that we understand such technologies as a kind of political technology. The study
of technologies of delegitimization of power is a relatively new trend in Ukrainian
political science. O. Tytarenko believes that the expediency of such a scientific search
and development of new political technologies indicates: "The need to overcome the
permanent crisis of power, while deepening the negative trends in public administration.
Unfortunately, the main problem of transformation processes in Ukraine is that new
tasks are solved mainly by old means, as there are no new democratic mechanisms in
state institutions and society” (Tytarenko O., 2008, pp. 30-32). Ensuring voluntary
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subjugation, by which we mean the legitimacy of political power, is the main purpose of
political technology at the present stage of development of the political process,
according to A. Denisova: people, that is, to ensure their "voluntary" submission
"(Denisova A., 2018, p. 84). S. Teleshun emphasizes that a systemic crisis is developing
in the Ukrainian political process, which is characterized by a social gap between the
political elite and civil society. Due to this, there is a lack of interaction and
communication, to overcome which the political elite uses the institution of
"mediacracy”, under such conditions, elections in the Ukrainian political process
become not only a means of legitimizing the new subject of power but also a means of
delegitimizing "predecessors". current legislation) become an established mechanism for
removing certain politicians from power ”(Teleshun S., 2008, pp. 4-6). S. Pocheptsov
traces the tendencies to "virtualization" of modern political technologies: "An important
characteristic of political technologies and all other technologies of influencing the mass
consciousness is the operation at the level of virtual space. The political technologist
structures reality by creating his own detail, and then the detail begins to completely
change the characteristics of the object. Virtual objects are easier to create by "fitting"
them clearly to the task at hand. Among the permanent virtual objects of the Ukrainian
elections are democracy (first), Europe (then), etc. ” (Pocheptsov S., 2008, pp. 8-9).
Political theory, according to Pocheptsov, does not pay enough attention to the study of
political technologies of non-electoral political process and reserves for the development
of this area proposes to find in: "The transition to systemic, objective and evidentiary
methods; use of past experience; expanding the potential of emotional and motivational
human experience "(Pocheptsov S., 2008, p. 10).

Conclusions. Examining the technologies of delegitimization of presidential
power, we consider it appropriate to follow a utilitarian approach, according to which
we propose not to touch the moral and philosophical side of the problem, but to evaluate
these technologies in accordance with their effectiveness. We also propose to use an
instrumental approach to defining the essence of delegitimization technologies, in our
opinion, it will allow to move from the development of theoretical concepts of
delegitimization to the application of appropriate political technology tools in practical
political activities. Based on the above, we propose the following definition:
technologies of delegitimization of presidential power is a methodological and
instrumental apparatus used to manage the delegitimization process, in order to
effectively and controlledly bring the presidential power into an illegitimate state.
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TEXHOJIOTTYHUIMA BUMIP JEJIENI TUMAIII TIPE3UJIEHTCBHKOI
BJIAJIN: KATETOPIAJIBHUM ATTAPAT JOCJI)KEHHSA

Beryn. HoBu3Ha A0CiiKyBaHOT TEMH 3YMOBJIEHA HHU3BKOK PEIPE3CHTAIIIEI0
JOCIIPKEHb TEXHOJIOTIH JeeriTUMAaIlil pe3uIeHTCHKOT BIali B HAYKOBIi JiTeparypi —
3a3HavyeHa MpoOJieMaTHKa JOBIMH 4Yac 3HAXOJUIIACh «I03a pajapamm» HAYKOBIIB.
OpHak, UIsI Cy4acHOTO TMOJIITHYHOTO TIPOIECy, MPOOJeMH JETITUMHOCTI BIIAgu Ta
MOJIITHYHI KPU3H, MTOB’A3aH1 13 HUMH, CTaJH JJOBOJIi aKTyaJbHUMH SIBUIAMH. B 6aratbox
KpaiHaX MH MOXEMO CIIOCTEpiraTH TMPOLECH BIAUYKEHHS TIOJITHYHOI BIaaud Bij
IPOMAJISTHCHKOTO CYCHUIBCTBA, HACHIJKW SKUX MAalOTh BUpIMIATbHE 3HAYCHHS IS
(YHKIIOHYBaHHS Ta, HABITh, ICHYBaHHS JICP)KABHUX 1HCTUTYTIB Ta MOJITUYHUX PEXKHMIB
0 BCbOMY CBiTy. TOMY, Ha Cy4acHOMY €Talli, CIIOCTEPIraEMO 3pOCTaHHS 3al[iKaBJICHOCTI
BUEHMX MPOOJIEMATHUKOIO JIETiTHMAIlii Ta JaeieritTuMmarnii mnoiiTudHoi Biaau. Harma
po0oTa TMOKJIMKaHA JOTIOMOTTH B TaKHMX HAyKOBHX PO3BiJIKAX BCIM XTO I[IKABUTHCS
BHUIII€3a3HAYCHOI0 MTPOOJIeMaTHKO. MeTa cTaTTi — pOo3pOOHTH KaTeropialbHUHN amapar
JOCTI/DKEHHS. TEXHOJIOTIYHOTO BHMIpYy JeJeriTUMaIlii Tpe3uIeHTChKol Biagu. Y
BIJIMOBITHOCT1 i3 MOCTABIEHOK METOK BHKOHAHO 3aBIAaHHS: JIOMOBHEHI Ta YTOYHEHI
BHU3HAYCHHS MMOHATh: JICTITUMAIlisl, JIETITUMHICTD; 3alIPOITIOHOBAH1 aBTOPCHKI BU3HAYCHHS
MOHATH:  NPE3UACHTChbKA  Blaja, JEJCTiTUMAIlis, TEXHOJIONi  JeeriTumarii,
HEJIETITUMHHI CTaH.

1. JIo npo6JieMy BU3HAYEHHS CYTHOCTI MPE3HIAEHTCHKOI BJIaIH

[Ipobnemu Biajy 3HAXOMATHCS B IIEHTPI yBard MOJITHYHOI HAYKH Ta 3 JABHIX
4aciB € IMpeJMETOM HAayKOBOI 3alliKaBJICHOCTI BYeHHX. He3Bakarouu Ha Iie, HAYKOBII
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J0Ci MaloTh Pi3HI MOTJISAM Ha BHU3HAYCHHS IMOHATTS BIAAM Ta 3aCTOCOBYIOTH Pi3Hi
MiIXOAW [0 HOTO JMOCHIPKEHHSA, [0 CBIMYUTh NP0 TIUOWHY, OaraToIuIaHOBICTH
mpobiieMn Ta po3MaiTTa (opMm MposBY BiIagu. BHACTIIOK [BOTO cIiOCTEpiraemMo
BiJICYTHICTh aKCIOMaTHYHOTO BU3HAYCHHS I[LOTO TIOHATTS B HAyKOBiH JiTepatypi. Tomy
MU 3BEPTaEMOCH 10 BU3HAYCHHS, Ke NPonoHye EHIMKIIONenis Aep>KaBHOTO YIPABIiHHS
— Ha HaIll TIOTJIsi], BOHO HAaiO1IBII TOBHO XapaKTepU3ye CyTHICTh Biaan: «Bnama (anrd.
pOWer) — 3[aTHICTh i MOXIIMBICTH OCOOM, COLIAIBHOI TPYyNH, IHCTUTYTY, OpraHizaii
MPOBAIUTH CBOIO BOJIIO Yepe3 IEBHI 3acO0M Ta KaHAJIM BIUIMBY Ha JisUIBHICTH i
MOBEeMIHKY JofeH, ix cmimpHOCTI. CyTHICHO BIAgO0 € BiAHOCHMHH YTIPABIiHHA
(KepiBHULITBA), TAaHyBaHHS, MiAMOPSAKYBaHHS, MOKOPW» (Enyuxionedis 0epicagnozo
ynpaeninna, 2011, c¢. 90). B CycHinbCTBI ICHYIOTH pi3HI BUAW BIAQJH, PI3HAThCS U
migxoan 1o ii xmacudikamii. Jms po3ymiHHS Mics W poii Hpe3nJeHTCHKOI BIaad B
KHUTTI CyCTIUTECTBA IOMUTFHO BUKOPUCTOBYBATH Kiacu(iKaIliiiHi MiX0AH BiIOBITHO 10
chepu peaizarii Ta cy0’e€KTa 3MIMCHEHHS BIaJH, a TAKOX BIAMOBIIHO 10 IHCTPYMECHTIB
i 3ac00iB, siKi cy0’€KT Ma€ 3MOTy BHKOPHCTOBYBATH JUIsS BIUIMBY Ha 00’ekT. Bnamy
MpPEe3UJeHTa BIIHOCUMO [0 MOJITUYHOI BIaAW, apKe BOHA € BHPAKEHHSIM HOro
MOJITHYHOT BOJII Ta Ma€ BIUIMB Ha BCIO MOINITHYHY cdepy B3a€EMOBIIHOCHH Mix
1HMBiJAMHU, OpraHi3alisMH Ta COLIAILHUMH Tpylnam. B ToOmiTH4HIA cdepi KUTTA
CYCIIIJIbCTBA, SIK BUPA3HHUK BIACHOI MOJITHYHOI BOI, MPE3UACHT BUCTYHAE CyO’ €KTOM
BIUTMBY HAa MisIIBHICTH Ta TOBEIIHKY TPOMAaJsH Ta iX 00’€THAaHb, SKI BHCTYIAIOThH
00’€KTOM TOJIITUYHOTO BIUTMBY Y BITHOCHHAX MaHyBaHHS Ta MiAKOpeHHs. Pasom 3 mum,
MPEe3UICHT 00iiiMae BiAMOBINHY MOCaAy B CTPYKTYPHIH iepapxii JepaBu, IO JO3BOJISE
BIJHOCHUTH IMOCay MPE3UICHTA 10 CUCTEMH 1HCTUTYTIB JEp)KaBU Ta CTBEPIKYBATH PO
iCHyBaHHA 1HCTUTYTY Tmpe3ujieHTcTBa. [liNTBEpIKEHHA BIAMOBIIHOCTI Wi€l Te3M
YKpaiHCHKUM TONITHYHUM peaisim 3Haxoaumo y 102 crarti Koncrurynii Ykpainu, B
sKiil 3a3HaueHo: «llpesngeHT YKpaiHM € IJIaBor0 JepXKaBH 1 BHCTYINAe BiJ ii iMeHI»
(Koncmumyyis  Vxpainu, 1996). 3 Bume3azHadyeHOro poOWMO BHCHOBOK, IIIO
MPE3UICHTChKA BJlaJla € HAWBHUINUAM IHCTUTYI[IOHAJIBHUM PIBHEM TMOJITHYHOI BIaJHW B
JepKaBi, BOHA TIOKJIMKaHa 3a0e3lmeuyBaTH CIPOMOXKHICT COIiadbHO-TIOMITHIHOT
CHCTEMH, OpraHi3auiiHo (OpPMOIO SIKOi BUCTYNA€E JiepXKaBa, BUKOHYBAaTH IMPHUNHHAITI
HEIO pIlIeHHS Ta peaji3oByBaTH (YHKIi yNpaBiiHHS Ta BUPINIEHHS KOHQIIKTIB Y
CYCIIiIBCTBI.

3Bakaroud Ha BIJCYTHICTb y HAyKOBii JiTepaTypi 4iTKoi AeQiHIlii HOHATTS
MPe3uJeHTChKa BlaJla, aBTOP CTATTi MPOIOHYE BJIACHE BU3HAYEHHS I[OTO ITOHSTTS:
MPE3UJICHTChKA BJlaJia — 116 MOXIIMBICTh 1 3JIaTHICTh OYUJIbHUKA JCPXKAaBH IPOBAJUTH
CBOIO IOJIITUYHY BOJIIO Y€Pe3 CUCTEMY ITOBHOBa)KEHb 1 MEXaHI3MiB, II0 3aCTOCOBYIOThCS
BiJl IMEHi Jiep>KaBH CIeNialbHO YTBOPEHHMHU OpraHaMH, yCTAHOBAMH Ta OpTraHi3allisiMH.

2. Ilixxoam 3apyOisKHUX HAYKOBI[IB [0 HOCTiI:KEHHS JETiTUMHOCTI SIK
MOJIITUYHOr0 SIBUILA

JleriTUMHICTD TIPE3UIEHTCHKOI BiagM € ii HEBiJ €MHOIO XapaKTEPHUCTUKOIO.
[oniTruni dinocodu Bxke B yacH aHTHYHOCTI MPHUIIISUIA 3HAYHY YBary JOCHIJDKEHHIO
JIETITUMHOCTI TIPaBUTENIB — B MpaIsgx BYCHUX i€l TOOM MOXKHA MPOCTEXKUTH 3aPOJIKU
¢bopMyBaHHA TMOJNITHUHUX ysBieHb npo Hei. T.Kaxwumi, gocmimkyroun aHTHYHY
CHaJAIIMHY, THIIe npo Te, mo «Adinu Ha nodyarky VI CT. 10 H. €. BBEIM CHCTEMY,
3acHOBaHy Ha 3roji rpoMajasH. COJIOH cTaB enoHIMoOM, mpaButeneM AdiH, HE IO
CIaJKOBOMY NpaBy, BiH He OpaB BiaJgu CHIOK, ajle OTpUMaB ii B pe3ynbTaTi BUOOPIB»
(Kaxuan T., 2006, c. 129). Taka 3roga rpomMaisH HOOPOBUIBHO MiJKOPSTHCH CBOEMY
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MPaBUTENIO SIBIISIE CO00I0, B CyYaCHOMY PO3YMiHHI, JIETITUMHHUI XapakTep HOoro Biajau.
ApHCTOTENs PO3yMi€ JETITUMHICTh AK IOKOpPY BIIafi MpaBUTeNs Ta (yHAAMEHT HOro
nanyBaHHSA: «llapchka Biiaga y BapBapiB CX0ka Ha TUpaHIYHY. AJle BOHA Ma€ omopy, 60
il 0OTrpyHTOBYIOTH 3BHM4YAl i 3aKOH...aJpKe, CIMPAIOYMCh HA 3aKOH, LIapi MaHyIOTh Hal
MUIETIIAME, 10 KOPSATHCS iM 3a CBO€i Bomi» (Apucmomens, 2005, c. 91). ®imocodu
AHTHYHOCTI [OCHI/DKYBalId BiIHOCHMHM TIAaHYBaHHS Ta IIJKOPEHHS B KOHTEKCTI
CTBOPEHHSI MOAENl «imeanbHOi nepkaBm». Uepe3 MOKOPY TPOMAJASH 3aKOHAaM, BOHHU
NparHyJii BCTAaHOBHTH Y CYCHUIBCTBI TapMOHIHHY €OHICTh 3aJisi JOCSTHEHHS
«3arajpbHOTO OJIaray.

VY CepenHboBiu4i BYCHI PO3TISAANM JICTITUMHICTH BIAAM MPAaBUTENS B paMKax
TEOJIOTIYHMX KOHUEMIild, OOIPYHTOBYIOUM BEPXOBEHCTBO BIaAM il OO0KECTBEHHHM
MTOXO/DKEHHSIM, a TIOKOPY TPOMaJsH 3aKOHAM MPHUPIBHIOBATIHN 10 TMOKOpU OOXKii BOII.
OmauM i3 HaAWACKpaBIMHUX PO3POOHUKIB TOTOYACHHX TEOJIOTIYHMX  KOHITCIITIH
JIEriTUMHOCTI Biiaau OyB T. AKBIHCHKMH, MO0 MOTJISAM HA BIIHOCHHUA MK IPaBUTEIEM
Ta MiUIETJIMME TPYHTYIOTBCS Ha MPUPOAHOMY TPaBi, BiAMOBITHO 13 SIKUM MOPAJIBHICTh
BUCTYIA€E JCTCPMIHAHTOIO JeranbHOCTi: «[IpaBUTENbh MOBHHEH KEPYBaTH JEPKAaBOIO
BIJIMOBIIHO JIO 3aKOHIB, SIKI MalOTh OYTH CIpPaBEIJIUBUMM...TX CJiJl BUBECTH ILIIXOM
JEAYKIi 3 TUX MPUHIMIIB, SKi JOAUHI nepeaas bor. [Ipupona 3micTy 1ux 3akoHIB i
BCTaHOBITIOE TXHIO JETITUMHICTEY (Komycenko B., 2003, c. 23).

[lepioq HoBoro wacy 3Ha4HO PO3MIUPHB MONITHYHI YSABIECHHS PO JICTITUMHICTH
Binaau. Enoxa BinpopkeHHs mo3Haumiacst 3MiHOK BEKTOPY JAOCIIIKEHHS JICTITHMHOCTI
B KOHTEKCTI BiJOKpEMIIEHHS MOJITUKU Bil MOpaJli i peirii Ta mepexomy A0 CBITCHKOTO
tuny AepxaBu. Hampuxiran, H. Mak’siBemoni 3ragyBaB y CBOIX MpaIrsiX PO OCOOIUBY
yBary BOJIOJApiB JI0 CTaHy CBO€I JICTITUMHOCTI Ta HAroJIOIIyBaB Ha HEOOXIIHOCTI
MPUCKITUIMBOTO CTaBJCHHS IPABUTENIB 10 MOXJIMBHUX CIPOO JejerituMariii ix Biajau:
«BIANIAPEBI, SAKIIO BiH TOMYJISAPHUN y HAPOMi, HEMa 4YOro OOATHCS 3MOB. AJie SKIIO
JIO/IM 32 I0Ch HOTO HE3MFOWIHN, TOJI KM JIMXa BiJ| ycix 1 KoxkHOro» (Max aeenni H.,
1998, c. 443).

Enoxa TIpocBiTHHIITBA 30araTuia YSABJICHHS MpPO JICTITUMHICTH BIIAJW HOBHUMH
migxomaMu 10 po3yMiHHS 1i moxomkeHHs. T. [000c BBakae «BiliHy BCiX MPOTH BCIiX)»
HEBIJIBOPOTHUM HACHIJKOM HTPUPOJHOTO CTAaHY CHIBXKHUTTS JIFOJCHKOI CIUIBHOTH 1 Y
BU3HAHHI BEPXOBHOI BlaJu BOAuae TMparHeHHS CYCHIIbCTBA JO CaMO30epeKEHHS:
«...T0OpOBLTEHA JTOMOBIIEHICTB JIFOJIEH TIAKOPUTHCS OJHINA 0c00i un 3i10paHHIO JtojeH 3
HaJi€r0, 110 1 0co0a 4Yu 1e 3I0paHHsa 3MOXKe 3aXUCTUTH iX Bix ycix iHmmx» (1 066c T.,
2000, c. 188). JIx. JIokKk AOCHIKy€e KOHIEMIIIO MEepexoly JIOACHKOI CIIJIBHOTH Bif
MPUPOJHOTO CTaHY JI0 TPOMAJISHCHKOTO CYCHIILCTBA Ta JepkaBHOT (OpMH opraHizarrii
CHIBICHYBaHHS, BiH pO3IIISAAa€ JIETITUMHICTh SIK 3TOJly CYCIHiJIbCTBA BHKOHYBAaTH
pillIeHHs] TPUIHATTI 3aKOHHO 00PaHOI0 Ta MPU3HAYCHOI HApOJOM Bianow: «Bunasaru
3aKOHM HE MOKE MaTu IpaBa HIXTO, KpPiM SK 3a 3rof0l0 CYCHUIBCTBa 1 Ha MiacTasi
BJlaJiy, OTpUMaHoi BiJ Horo uieHiB. | oTxke, Bcs Ta Mokopa, Ky OyAb-XTO MOxe OyTH
3000B’s13aHUI 32 JIOMOMOTOK HAypOYMCTIIIMX 3000B’s3aHb HAJaBaTH, B KiHI[l KiHIIB
3aKIHUYETHCS B Il BEPXOBHOI BIIAJIH i CIIPSIMOBYETHCS THMHU 3aKOHAMHU, SIKi BOHA BHJIAEY»
(Jlokk [[xc., 1988, c¢. 339-340). III. MonTeck’e (GyHIaMEHTOM JIETITUMHOCTI BIIAIH
BBa)XkKa€ MOJITHYHY YECHOTY I'pOMAJSIHHHA, sIKa TOJATae€ B JIOOOBI 70 0aThKiBIIMHH,
IaHOOJIMBOMY CTaBIICHHI JIO 3aKOHIB KpaiHM Ta KepyBaHHI MONIAHOIO IO HUX Y HOTO
nisuibHOCTI: «Haponu, siKi HUBYTH IiJl 3aXMCTOM JOOpPOTO BpsAYyBaHHSA, LIACIMBILI 3a
TUX, SIKi, HE 3HAIOYH Hi 3aKOHIB, Hi HAYAJIbHUKIB, IOHEBIPAIOTHCS TIO JIicax; MOIIOHO 110
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TOTO 1 MOHApXH, SIKi MIJKOPSIOTHCS OCHOBHUM 3aKOHAM CBOET JIep KaBH, IIACIUBIII 3a
THUX JIGCTIOTHYHHUX TOCYJapiB, y SKAX HEMa€ HIYOTO 3JIaTHOTO YIPABISATH CEPISIMU X
MiJIaHAX 1 HaBiTh BIacHUM cepuem» (Mowmeck’e I, 1955, c. 210). XK. Pycco,
BIJIMOBIIHO 0 BWAUICHUX HUM TNPUHIMINB MOJTITUYHOTO MpaBa, CTBEPIUKYE, IIO
JIETITUMHICTh BJIAJM TIPABHUTEINS 3alPOBAKYETHCS HAPOJOM YEpe3 CYCIHIJIbHY YTromay:
«Dopma 00’eTHAHHS, KOTpa YCI€I0 CIUTFHOIO CHIION0 3abe3meuyBana 6 ocoOHcToCTi Ta
MaliHy KOXHOTO 3 00’€THAaHMX 1HIWBIIB 3aXHCT i TOKPOBUTEILCTBO, 1 3aBISKH KOTPIi
KOXCH, TIPUETHYIOUHCH JIO BCIX, MIAKOPSBCS O, OJHAK, JIMIIE caMOMy COOi 1 3aJIUIIIaBCs
0 Tak camo BITBHUM, SIK 1 paHIiIIe. . .KOJUCh Ha3uBaIacs IPpOMaIsSHCHKOIO CIUIBHOTOIO, a
CBOTOMIHI IMeHyeThcs pecnyoiikowo» (Pycco XK., 2001, c. 20-22). JlocmimkeHHs
JISTITUMHOCTI BJaJyd TPaBUTENIB HOCHIO CyTO TEOPETUYHUH XapakTep OO0 MOJIii
Oypxya3Hoi peBomtomii y @paHmii — ToAli BOHH HAaOymW NPAKTHYHOTO 3HAYEHHS B
momituri. llomitmuni imei wmmcnuteniB  emoxu IlpocBiTHHITBA ManmM CyTTEBHMA
ineonoriunuii BIuB Ha DpaHiry3pKy peBotonito 1789 — 1814 pp.: «enoxa pedopm
Oyna migroroBaHa enoxoro ¢inocodii, sika, B CBOI uepry, Oyia MiAroTOBaHa €MOXOr0
MPOIBITAHHS BUTOHYEHUX MUCTEUTB» (Munve @., 2006, c. 43). Y xinmi XIX — Ha
mouatky XX cT. Makc BebOep 3akiaB OCHOBU Cy4acHUX JOCIITHUIBKUX IIIXOMIB 10
PO3YMIHHSI JIETITUMHOCTI Biagu. BiH CTBOPHB BJacHy KOHIEMIIO JIETITAMHOTO
MaHyBaHHS, BU3HAYAILHE 3HAYCHHS SKOT ISl MOJITUYHOT HAYKH TIONIATAE y IEPEXO/i Bif
(himocOPCHKO-TEONOTIYHNX ~ KOHIIEMIIH  Ta  BY3BKO-IOPHAWYHOTO  PO3YMiHHS
JISTITUMHOCTI 1 OTOTOXHEHHS 11 13 JICTAJBHICTIO JIO HIMPIIOI, COIiaIbHO-TTOBEIIHKOBOT
JIeTepMiHallii CyTHOCTI MOHATTS. Y mparli «Tpu 4uCTi THNMH NEriTHMHOTO TIaHYBaHHS
BiH BH3HAUa€ JIETITHMHICTh SK CTaH, 32 SKOTO BIAHOCHHH MaHyBAHHS Ta IiIKOPEHHS €
BHYTpIIIIHBO BIIOPSJIKOBAaHMMM HAa BIJNOBIMHUX 3acagaX Ta IPYHTYIOThCS Ha
BIJIMOBIIHUX MOTHUBAaX MOKIpHOCTI. BiamomigHo a0 1mmx MotusiB, BeOep Buuiise Tpu
YUCTI THMU JICTITUMHOTO TIAHYBAHHS: JIeralibHe, TpPaJWIliiHe Ta XapHU3MaTH4HE
(Bebep M., 1998, c. 157).

Y XXI cr. JleriTuMHICTh, SIK HayKOBa KaTeropisi, BHCTYNAaE MPEIMETOM
3aIliKaBJICHOCTI IMIMPOKOTO KOJIAa CyYaCHWX HAYKOBIB 1, TOMY, JOBOJI TIPYHTOBHO
OIIpallbOBaHA Ta MA€ BEJHMKY KIJIbKICTh PI3HOIUIAHOBUX AediHiuiid. Y wmiii pobGoti mu
OyZeMO BHUKOPHCTOBYBATH 3araJbHONPUHHATE Cy4acHE BHM3HAUCHHS, SKE IIMPOKO
BUKOPUCTOBYEThCS y CJIOBHHKAX 3 TIOJITOJIOTII Ta JEPKABHOTO YIPABIiHHS:
«JIeriTUMHICTD BJAJM — I[I¢ BU3HAHHS Ta MPHHHATTS OCHOBHOK YACTHHOK) HACEJICHHSI
Jit0401 MOMITHYHOT BJIa/IY, 11 IHCTUTYTIB, PillIeHb 1 i IPaBOMIPHUMH 1 CITPaBEIIMBHMHU.
[I{o6 Bnama Oyna IJIKOM JICTITUMHOK, HEOOXiJHO, 00 CYCHIJILCTBO BU3HAJIO
MPaBOMIpHUMH ii I[iJli, YCTAaHOBJICHHWHA PEXKHUM 1 JiAepiB, CHIiBBimHICIIH iX i3
3araJbHONPUHHATUME HOPMaMHU 11€0JI0Tii, TpaBa i Mopami» (Exnyuxioneduurutl cio8Hux
3 deparcasnozco ynpaeninus, 2010, c. 366).

MosxeMo xapaKTepu3yBaTu MPE3UICHTCHKY BIIAY SK JETITUMHY B TOMY BUIAJKY,
SIKIIO MPE3UACHT Ma€ 3[aTHICTh T4 MOXKITUBICTh 3a0e3nedyBaTi 30€peKeHHs Ta CTalTui
PO3BUTOK TMOJITHYHOI CHCTEMH JACP)KaBH, CIIMPAIOUUCh HA BHU3HAHHSA Ta MIATPUMKY
rpomajsH. Ciig 3ayBaKMTH IO JICTITUMHICTH 1€ HE BUXIJHUH CTaH MPE3UICHTCHKOT
BIIaJIM — BOHA € CTaHOM Ha0yTWUM, 1 Tporec HaOyTTs BIAQJOK0 JIETITUMHOIO CTaHY
HA3UBAETHCA JIEMI TUMALIEIO.

3. JleritumaniiiHuii mpouec, K HLISIX HAOYTTS JeriTUMHOCTI

3apyOiXHI JOCHIIHUKA BHSBISAIOTH 3HAYHY 3alliKaBJICHICTH 0 JOCIIiKEHHS
MPOLIECY JIETITUMAIIIT BIIQJX Ta METOJIOJIOTI JeTiTUMaIlii Mo THYHOI Biaau. Hampukian,
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M. Bebep BHOKPEMITIOE «JIETITUMALIIO BCTYILY», CYTHICTh SKOi, HA HAIl MOJISA, OUIbII
TOYHO TIepedaB OM TeEpeKiIal <«JIeTiTUMAIlisS TPUHAICKHOCTI». B 1iit koHmentii BiH
PO3KpHUBA€E TEXHOJIOTIIO JIETITUMAITI 0COOHM depe3 MPUHAIICKHICTD 0 TIEBHOI CIIIFHOTH:
«UinkoM 3BUYaiHUM € Te, 110 JIFOAN YaCTO HaJleKaTh J0...CIUIKH, BIACHI IHTEpECH K01
iM y TpUHIHIT 9yXi, ajle BOHMA CHOJIBAIOTHCS Ha Ti KOPHUCHI 3 €KOHOMIYHOTO TMOTJISIITY
«IeriTUMAIlii» Ta «3B’SI3KH», AKi IM JJa€ caMa HaJICKHICT 0 CIUIKN» (Bebep M., 1998,
c¢. 79-80). K. Slcniepc BH3HAyYa€ JIEriTUMAILIO SK IPOLIEC BCTAHOBJICHHS BIIHOCHH JIOBIpH
MiXX THMH XTO TaHy€ Ta iXHIMH MiAJIETTUMHU Ta 0€3M0CePeAHBO TOB’SI3y€ JETITUMHICTh
i3 moBipoto: «JleriTuMHICTh MOAIOHA YapiBHUKY, OE3MEPECTaHKY CTBOPIOE HEOOXimHHUN
MOPSIZIOK 3a IomoMororo aoBipw» (Acnepe K., 1991, c¢. 172). 11. beprep ta T. Jlykman
BU3HAYAIOTh  JIETiTUMalil0 K  mpomec  OOrpyHTyBaHHS Ta  BUIpPaBAAHHS
IHCTUTYIIIOHATBHOTO TOPAAKY: «JIeTiTUMaIist «IOSCHIOE» THCTUTYIIOHAIBHUHN TIOPSAOK,
HAJaf049d KOTHITUBHY OOTPYHTOBaHICTh 00’ €KTMBOBAaHMM 3HadeHHAM. JleriTmmaris
BUMPABIOBY€ IHCTUTYLIOHATBHHUN MOPAIOK, HAJal0ul HOPMATUBHOIO XapakTepy Horo
MPaKTUYHUM iMniepatuBam» (bepeep 1., Jlykman T., 1995, c¢. 153). Y npansax
pociiicbkkoro BueHoro A. CKHNEpCKHX 3HAaXOAWMMO TaKe BH3HAUEHHS JIeTiTUMAIII:
«JleriTuMmartis BIagu — MpolleC BU3HAHHS 3a BJIAJOI0 MPaB HA MPUHHATTA 1 peai3allito
MOJITHYHMX PillIeHb, CHenM(iYHa TEXHOIOTIA 1 HeoOXiHAa YMOBA CTAaHOBJICHHS BIIaHOT
cy6’extHOCTI» (Crunepckux A., 2006, c. 121).

BiTun3HsHI HAyKOBIII TaKOX AaKTHBHO 3aiiMarOThCS IOCIIKEHHSIM IIPOIECY
neritumanii. €. BUCTpULIBKUI BBaXkae, MO JIETITUMAlis — IIe: «PO3TOPHYTUH y dYaci
MONIITHYHAN JUCKYPC, MPOIEC MOIIMNPEHHS OOTOBOPEHHS, OOMIpKyBaHHS, 3PEIITOI0 —
JOBEICHHS KOJICKTHUBHOI MPaBWJIBHOCTI W NMPUHHSTTSA COLIANbHO-IPABOBUX HOPM, SIKi
MEPEBAKHO CTUXIHHO BCTAHOBIIOIOTHCS MOMiTHKaMmu» (bucmpuyvkuii €., 1996, c. 319).
B. HeunropeHko NpomoHye JOBOJII YiTKE BH3HAYCHHS JieriTmManii: «Jleritumaris —
nyOiyHMHA — Tpouec  3acBiAUEHHS, CXBAJIEHHs, BHUIpaBIaHHA ab0 JOBEAECHHS
OOIpYyHTOBAaHOCTI Ta HEOOXiJHOCTI TMeBHOI comianbHOI 1ii, crarycy abo IHCTHTYIIII»
(Heuunopenko B., 2009, c. 36).

M#u BCTaHOBMJIM, LIO JIETITUMHICTD € MOJIITAYHUM CTaHOM, SIKHI HaOyBaeTbCs B
Mporieci JieriTuMartii. 3 Toro 1o el CTaH € HadyTUM, PO3YMIEMO IO JICTITHMHICTG I1e
HE CTajla XapaKTepUCTHKa TPE3UIEHTCHKOI BiIag — pOOMMO BHCHOBOK, IO
JIETITUMHICTh MOXHA BTPAaTU — MEPEUTH 0 CTaHy 3a SKOTo Biiajga OyJe HeJeriTUMHOIO.
[Miaxix I'. bepexaHchKoro 10 XapakTEpUCTUKU CTAHY HEJIETITUMHOCTI Jep>KaBHOI BIaau
IPYHTY€EThCSI HA BU3HAYEHHI MIpW TOTOBHOCTI JO CIIIBIpalli i3 HEI0 BHYTPIIIHIX Ta
30BHIIIHIX TMOJITHYHUX akKTOpiB: «HesleriTuMHIiCTh € CTaHOM, 3a SIKOTO IepeBakHA
YacTHHA CYCITIILCTBA HE JIOBipsie a00 He BU3HAE odilliiiHy AepKaBHY BlIaay. | OTOBHICTH
CYCHIIBCTBA MPAIIOBATH CIUJIBHO 3 TAKOK BIAJOK0 (TpEJICTABHUKAMHU TakKoi BIaj) €
BKpail HHU3bKOIO. Ha MiKHapojHii apeHi Taka BIajJia HE OTPUMYE MiJATPUMKH,
CIIOCTEpIraeTbesl HeJoBipa 3 00Ky MikHaponHoi cuinbHOTHY (Bbepeocancoxuu I, 2015,
c. 40-41).

Ha mamry mymKy, JOCHIDKEHHSI HENETiTUMHOCTI, SIK CTaHy IOJIITUYHOI BIIAJIH,
Hapasi 3HAXOJUThCS 11032 YBaroko 3apyOiKHHUX Ta BITYM3HSIHUX HAYKOBIIIB rany3i. Takuii
BHUCHOBOK POOMMO uepe3 HHM3bKY PpENpe3eHTalil0 YiTKUX BU3HAYEHb LBOI'O CTaHy B
HAyKOBI# JliTeparypi. B KOHTEKCTI OCTIIKEHHS IPEAMETY i€l pOOOTH, JOIIBHO Oye
3pOOMTH aBTOPChKE BHU3HAYCHHS KaTeropii «HeNeriTiMHuN crany». Jo 1poro Hac
CIIOHYKa€ HEOOXiAHICTh MOCIIIKEHHS TEXHOJOTIYHOI CTOPOHH NpOoOJIEeMH HaOYTTS
MPE3UJEHTCHKOI0 BIIAJ0I0 BiMOBITHOrO cTaHy. HeneriTMMHICTh — 1€ CTaH MOMITHYHUX
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BiTHOCHH, 3a fKOrO MaHIBHUHA cy0’€KT BTpavae IOTEHIiaJl BIUIMBY Ha 00 €KT
MiKOPEHHST — HE MOXKE JIOMOTTHCS BiJl HhOTO TapaHTOBAHOTO IiMOPSIKYBaHHS Ta
3MIMCHIOBATH HaJ HUM €(EKTUBHUN KOHTPOJIb.

4. Texnonorizauia gejerirumMauniifHoro npouecy

OpHUMY 13 TIepIINX ICTOPUYHUX TOAIH, SIK1 JajTi HAYKOBISIM 3MOTY CIIOCTEpiraTu
Ha TPaKTHII Tpoliec aernerituMariii, Oymu noxii ®paniysekoi pesomonii 1789 — 1814
pp. ®. MuHbBe onmcaB 1ei Mpolec HACTYMHUM YMHOM: «CaMoBianas Oyi0 HACTIIbKU
JTUCKPEIUTOBAHE, IO KOPOJb JICAh HABAXKYBABCSI IM KOPUCTYBATHCS, 3YyCTpidarouu
HECXBAJICHHS HABITh 3 OOKY JBOPY. Y TBOpHIIACS HOBA BJIaja, BIIajaa TPOMAJICEKOT TyMKH,
X04a 1 He BU3HAHa IIIe, ajie, TAM HE MCHII, BOHA OTpUMalia TaKui BIUIMB, IO PIIICHHS il
cTaBaju 3akoHaMm» (Munve @., 2006, c. 42).

[IpencraBHuk HiMenpkoi momitonorigHoi mkoiw, FO.'abepmac, anamizyroun
MapKCUCTCBKY COIlIaJIbHY TEOpilo, PO3TIIAae JeNeriTUMAaIliiHI MpOomecH B KOHTEKCTI
JICTITUMYBJIbHUX JOKTPUH KOJEKTUBHOI iICHTUYHOCTI: «Te, o B OCHOBI PI3HHUX SBHUII]
JeNeriTUMalii JIekaTh KJIACOBI KOH(MIIIKTH, HE € IUBHUM...KOH(IIKTH JETiTUMAIlii
00OTOBOPIOIOTHCS, SIK TPABWIIO, HE CTOCOBHO EKOHOMIUYHMX KOH(QIIIKTIB, a Ha pPiBHI
JISTITUMYBQJIbHUX JTOKTPUH. BOHM MaroTh MOCHJIATHCS Ha BU3HAYCHHS KOJICKTUBHOL
IICHTUYHOCTI; 1 OCTaHHS, CBOEID UEPTOK0, MOXKE CIMPATHCS TIUIBKU HA €THAIBHI 3aCau
CTPYKTYp, IO TapaHTYIOTh 3r0Jy — TAKUX SIK MOBA, CTHIYHA HAICKHICTh, TPAIUIIIS, —
abo came posym» (I'abepmac FO., 2014, c. 246-247).

VYkpaiHChKi HAayKOBIi, CIHPAalOYNCh Ha Cy4YacHi TPEHAM aMEpPHKAHCHKOI Ta
€BPOMENCHKOI TONITUYHOT TyMKH, TE€X IPOMOHYIOTh BIIACHE PO3YMIiHHS CYTHOCTI
nenerituManiiHoro mpomecy. O. Caxanp, B pycii HAyKOBHX PO3BITOK 3apyOiKHOI
MOJIITHYHOT HAYKH, MOB’SA3y€ MPOLEeC AeTeriTUMAIIi] i3 BTPATOIO OBIpH Ta 3a3HAYaE 10
JI0 Hel IpU3BOIATh: «Po34apyBaHHs B ifeanax, B IIJIsAX, B METOJaX IXHBOTO JIOCSATHEHHS,
B JIIOJIAX, SKi MPEACTABISIFOTH Baay Ta TMOJNITHKY». BiH Haroiomnrye Ha TOMY, IO
JSJICTITUMAIlIST € O3HAKOI0 JIECTPYKTHUBHOCTI mosituunoi Biamu (Caxaws O., 2009, c.
214-215). O. OniitHUK BH3HAYa€ JEJICTITUMAIIIO SK: «IPOLEC BTPATH KPEIHUTY
COIIIAJIbHOI JIOBIPH, TPOMAJCHKOTO ABTOPUTETY Ta HABITh CKACyBaHHS HaJ0aHOTO
noyiTuyHoro crarycy» (Onitinux O., 2014). €. Lokyp mnoB’s3ye aeneriTUMaLiiHui
MPOLIEC 13 HETaTUBHOIO OLIHKOIO CYCIIJIBCBTOM JIii BJIAJHUX CTPYKTYP Ta, K HACIIOK,
BIACYTHICTIO iX miaTpuMku y cycminbeTBi (Loxkyp €., 2014, c. 184). M. boituenko
BBaXKa€, MO JENETITAliHUNA TPOIEC NETEPMIHOBAaHHWN I[IHHOCTSAMH, SIKi OCOOHCTICTB
3aCBOIOE Uepe3 COIIaTI3aIliio y CyCcHuibeTBi: «JlenmeriTuMaiiis — BTpaTa IEBHUMH
COLlIAILHUMH HOpPMaMH{ CBOTO I[iHHICHOTO OOIpYHTYBaHHS: BiATenep Ii CoIialbHi
IIHHOCTiI OOTPYHTOBYIOTH IHIII COIliaibHI HOpMH, ab0 K cami Ii comiaibHi IIHHOCTI
ociabiy 1 Bke He BiJirparoTh Ti€i CyCHUIBLHOI poui, sIKy Manu paHime» (botuenxo M.,
2019, c. 8). 1. Pubak, BH3Hauai4M AEJCTITUMAIlIO SK MPOLEC BTPATH IOJITHYHOL
JIETITUMHOCTI, HAroJIONIye€ Ha TOMY IO JEJETiTUMAIlisl — IIe TMPOIeC IOBHICTIO
MPOTWJICKHUHM JeriTUMaIllii, BOJHOYAC II€ «B3AEMO3AJEKHI MPOIECH, OCKLIBKH
CKJIQJIal0Th OCHOBY JKMTTEBOIO IMKIY MOJITHYHOI JieriTUMHOCTIY (Pubax I, 2014, c.
118). 1. XKapoBcrKa akIEHTye yBary Ha IecTabili3ylouoMy BIUIMBI JeJIeriTUMAI[iifHuX
MPOLIECiB Ha JepkaBHI iHCTUTYTH: «lIporec BTpaTH JETiTUMHOCTI MPAKTHYHO 3aBXKIH
Mae€ BIUIMB Ha CTaOLIbHICTh 0a30BUX 3aCa]] ICPIKABHOCTI K TAKOI, 1[0 MOXKE IIPOSBUTHUCS
B reHepyBaHHI 3arajbHOCYCIUIFHUX KOH(QIIKTIB, SIKi, 3pEIITO0, BUPIIIYBATUMYThCS Y
peBosroniiHuii cnocio» (AKaposcvxa 1., 2012, c. 20).

© Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 269



ISSN 2353-8406 Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 2020 Ne 1 (29)

[oromxyemocs i3 gymkoro 1. Pubak, sika cTBepaxKye, U0 «CIOCTEPIracThes eBHA
OOCpeXHICTh Ta YHHKHEHHS IIHPOKOrO HAyKOBOTO BIPOBADKEHHS KOHLENTY
JeneriTuManii  SIK  yHIBEpCaabHOTO TOHATTS, IO Ma€ 3HAYHUA TEOPETHKO-
METOAOJIOTIYHMN MMOTEHIa ISl Mmi3HaHHS ()eHOMEHY BTPATH MOJITHYHOI JIETITUMHOCTI
y Beix Bumipax» (Pubak 1., 2014, c¢. 118-119). BHacmioK 1[pOT0 i 3 METOO 30arauycHHs
KaTeropialbHOTO apceHaly I[bOT0 JIOCHIHKCHHS IUCEPTAaHT BBaKa€ 3a JOLIIbHE
3allpONOHYBaTH BJacHE BHU3HAYCHHS MOHSATTA AejeriTuManii. PoOuTu Take BHU3HAYCHHS
MU OyZeMO CIUpAIOYMCh Ha JOCTIDKEHHS 3apyOiKHHUX BUCHHMX Ta JEMOKPaTHUYHI
TIOITHYHI TIPaKTHKH, SKI BH3HAYAIOTH HApPOJ OCHOBHHM JDKEPEIIOM JICTITUMHOCTI
MOJITUYHOT BIaau. YKpaiHa, SIK AEMOKpaTHYHa Ta MpaBOBa JAepiKaBa, 3aKkpinuia mel
npuHIun B yacTuHi 2 crarti 5 Konerutynii Ykpainu: «Hociem cyBepeHiTeTy i €IMHUM
JUKEpeNIoM Biamd B YKpaiHi € Hapomy (Kowcmumyyis Yxpainu, 1996). Odimiitae
TIyMaueHHS BIUIMBY L[bOT'O IPUHIMITY HAa YKPaiHCHKUI HOMITUYHUI IPOLEC 3HAXOAUMO
B pimennsax Koncruryuiitnoro Cyay Ykpainu Ne 6-pn/2005 Bin 05.10.2005 (Ogiyitinui
gichux  Yxkpainu, 2005, c. 31) Ta Ne 6-pn/2008 Bim 16.04.2008 (Bicuux
Koncmumyyitinoeo Cyoy Vkpainu, 2008, c. 15). Buxomsum 3 BHUIE3a3HAUYEHOTO,
aBTOPCBKE PO3YMIHHS CYTHOCTI JeJeTiTUMAalil TIPYHTYETbCS Ha 3aKOHOMIPHOCTSX
3BOPOTHOTO 3B’S3Ky B MOJITUYHHMX BIJHOCHHAX. BiH moysirae B TOMy, IO Hapoj,
[UIIXOM BIIBHOTO BOJICBUSIBJICHHS, JIETITUMY€ 3aKOHM Ta JEp)KaBHI IHCTUTYTH, IO
chopMOBaHi i3 TOTPUMaHHIM HOTO HOPM, Pa3oM 3 UM BU3HAIOYH CBOi 3000B’s3aHHS IO
JOTPUMAHHIO 3aKOHIB Ta BUKOHAHHIO HAaKa3iB 1 PO3MOPSIKEHD BiJIOBIIHUX JCPKaBHUX
iHcTUTYTiB. OTXKE, NMeneriTuMariss — Ile MPOIeC BIAUIYKCHHS MOJITHYHOI BIAIN Bix
JDKEepeN JIeTITUMHOCTI, B HACTIJIOK SKOTO BiJOYBaeTbcs BTpaTra Cy0 €KTHOCTI TIO
BIJTHOIIIEHHIO 10 HUX.

[Iponec nmeneritumarii Moke OyTH HEKEpPOBAaHHUM Ta BiJOyBaTHCh XaOTHYHO,
OJIHAK, YacTillle 3a BCE, BiH € HACIIJKOM LIJIECIIPSIMOBAHOIO BIUIMBY Ta Ma€ MEBHUX
iHimiaropiB. [lpeaMeT HamIOro HAyKOBOTO iHTEpecy MOJisrae y po3poOili TEeXHOJOTiH
yIOpaBliHHS IIMM TpoIecoM, e(EeKTUBHICTb Ta pe3yslbTaTh SKHX Oyin O diTKO
BuMiptoBaHi. [l11 KepoBaHOTO NpPHUBENEHHS NPE3UACHTCHKOI BIIAAM y HEJETITUMHUN
CTaH 3aCTOCOBYIOTBHCS TEXHOJIOTI] feneritumanii. [lepi 3a Bce, BapTo BKa3aTH Ha Te, 11O
Taki TEXHOJIOTiI MU PO3YMIEMO SIK PI3HOBUJ TOJITUYHUX TEXHOJOTIH. JlocmimKkeHHs
TEXHOJIOTI JeNeriTuMariii BJiagd € TIOPIBHSHO HOBHM TPEHIIOM B YKPaiHCBHKIi
nmonitiuHii Haymi. O. TurapeHko BBakae, 10 Ha JOIUIBHICTH TaKOTO HAYKOBOTO
MOIYKY Ta PO3POOKH HOBHMX IOJIITUYHHMX TEXHOJIOTiH Bkasye: «[loTpeda mojosaHHS
MEPMaHEHTHOTO KPU30BOTO CTaHy BJIaJH, TPU MOTJIMOJICHHI HETaTUBHUX TEHJCHINH B
Jep>KaBHOMY yripaBlliHHI. Ha ’kamb, OCHOBHOIO TIPOOIIEMOIO TpaHCHOpPMAIIHHAX
nporeciB B YKpaiHi € Te, 1I0 HOBiI 3aBAaHHS BUPINIYIOTHCSI B OCHOBHOMY CTapUMHU
3aco0amu, OCKUIBKH HOBI JIEMOKPATH4HI MEXaHI3MH B JIEPKaBHUX I1HCTUTYIISIX Ta
cycninbeTBl BincytHi» (Tumapenxo O., 2008, c. 30-32). 3abe3nedeHHs 100pOBUTLHOTO
MiAKOPEHHS, MiJ SKUM MH PO3YMIEMO JIETITUMHICTH MOJITHYHOI BIaiH, € OCHOBHUM
MPU3HAYCHHSIM TIOJITUYHUX TEXHOJOTH HAa Cy4aCHOMY €Tali PO3BUTKY MOJITHYHOTO
nporecy Ha ayMKy A. JIeHMCOBOI: «Y TEXHOJIOTIH BOJIOAAPIOBAHHS HA CHOTOJHI OJHE
OCHOBHE 3aBJaHHS: JAOMOITHUCS NMPH MiHIMaJIBHUX (HiHAHCOBHX 1 B3arayi MaTepiallbHUX
3arparax MaKCHUMaJbHOTO BIUIMBY Ha JOJIeH, TOOTO, 3a0e3MmeunTH X «J00pOBUIBHE»
migkopenusy ([enucosa A., 2018, c. 84). C. TenemryH Haroyiomrye Ha TOMY, IO B
YKpaiHCbKOMY  TOJITHYHOMY TIpOLIECi  pO3BHBA€TbCA CHCTEMHAa  KpH3a, sKa
XapaKTePU3YEThCS COLIaIbHUM PO3PUBOM MIXK MOJITHYHOI €NIiTOI0 Ta TPOMASHCHKUM

270 © Knowledge, Education, Law, Management



ISSN 2353-8406 Knowledge, Education, Law, Management 2020 Ne 1 (29)

cycniabcTBOM. Yepes 1ie BUHUKAE Opak B3a€EMOJII1 Ta KOMYHIKAIIii, JIs TTO/TOJIAaHHS SIKOTO
MOJIITHYHA €JIiTa 3aCTOCOBYE IHCTHUTYT «MeiakpaTii», 3a TaKuX yMOB, BHOOpH B
YKpaTHCHKOMY TONITHYHOMY TIPOIECI CTAlOTh HE TLIBKH 3ac000M JleriTuMarlii HOBOTO
cy0’exta BiIaaM ane W 3aco00M JeJeriTHMallii «IONepeAHUKiB»: «BUOOpH (TpH
HUHIIIHBOMY 3aKOHOJIABCTBi) CTAalOTh HAJATO/PKEHWM MEXaHI3MOM YCYHEHHS TEeBHUX
nomitauHux oci6 Bixg Buamu» (Terewyn C., 2008, c. 4-6). IIpociiakoBye TeHAEHIIT 10
«BipTyamizamii» cyyacHux monituuHux TexHonorid C. IlouenmoB: «BaxnnBoro
XapaKTePUCTUKOIO MOJITTEXHOJOTIM 1 BCIX IHIIMX TEXHOJOTiIH BIUIMBY Ha MacOBY
CBIZIOMICTBH € OTIepyBaHHS Ha PiBHI BipTyaiapHOTO mpocTopy. [lomTrexHomor cTpykTypye
JUHCHICTh, CTBOPIOIOYH BJIACHY 11 JeTaii3allito, i TOl JAeTajdbh MOYUHAE CTOBIJICOTKOBO
3MIHIOBaTH XapaKTePUCTUKH 00’ekTa. BipTyanbHi 00’€KTH Jermie CTBOPIOBATH,
MIATaHgI0YM» X 9ITKO M TOcTaBiieHi 3aBmaHHA. Cepel MOCTIHHUX BipTyalbHUX
00’€KTIB YKpaiHCBKMX BHOOpIB € JeMOKparTis (cmodatky), €Bpoma (TIOTIM) TOIIO»
(Tlouenyos C., 2008, c. 8-9). IlomituuHa Teopis, Ha ayMKy IlodemiioBa, MPHIIISLE
HEJ0CTaTHBO YBaru JAOCIIKEHHIO MOJIITTEXHOJIOTIN M03aeJIeKTOPAIILHOTO MOJITHIHOTO
MpOIIeCy 1 pe3epBH s PO3BUTKY Ili€l cepu mpomoHye BigHaxomuTH B: «llepexomi mo
CUCTEMHHUX, 00 €KTMBHHX 1 JIOKAa30BUX METOIB; BHKOPHCTAHHI JIOCBiy MUHYJIOIO;
PO3IIMPEHHI  TOTEHI[ialy EeMOLIMHOrO 1 MOTHBAIIHHOTO  JOCBIY  JIFOJMHU»
(Ilouenyos C., 2008, c. 10).

BucnoBku. JlocmimKyoun TEXHONOTIl eneriTUMarii Mpe3uIeHTChKOI BIAIH,
BB2)KAEMO 3a JOLIJIbHE JOTPUMYBATUCh YTHIITAPHOTO MiAXOMIy, BIAMOBITHO IO SIKOTO,
MIPOIIOHYEMO HE TOPKATHUCh MOPAITBHO-(ITOCOPCHKOI CTOPOHH TPOOIEMH, HATOMICTH
OIIIHIOBATH IIi TEXHOJOTil BIAMOBIMHO 10 TOKAa3HHUKIB iX eQeKTUBHOCTI. Takox
MPONOHYEMO BUKOPHCTOBYBATH IHCTPYMEHTAJIbHUN MiAXil A0 BU3HAYEHHS CYTHOCTI
TEXHOJIOTIH JemneriTuMalii, Ha Hally AYMKY, BiH JacThb 3MOTY HepedTH Bia po3poOku
TEOPETHUIHUX KOHIIEIIIA  JexerituMarii 1o 3aCTOCYBaHHS BIIIOBITHOTO
MOJIITTEXHOJIOTIYHOTO  IHCTPYMEHTapilo B  MPaKTUYHIA TONITUYHIA  JisSUTBHOCTI.
Crmparounch Ha BHKJIQJICHE BHINE, MPOMOHYEMO Take BU3HAUCHHS: TEXHOJOTII
JeJeriTumManii Mpe3uIeHTChbKOI BIag — 116 METOAWYHO-IHCTPYMEHTAJIbHHH amapar,
SKAH 3aCTOCOBYETBCS JUIS YIPABIIHHSA JENETiTUMAIIHHUM TIPOIECOM, 3 METOI0
e(EeKTHBHOTO Ta KEPOBAHOTO NMPHUBEICHHS MPE3UACHTCHKOT BIIJIH B HEJICTITUMHUM CTaH.
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