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Po3rnsinyTo 0co0JIMBOCTI CHCTEMH CTPHMYBaHb i POTHBAT SIK OJHOIO i3 aTpHOYTiB IEMOKPATHYHOI0 PO3BHTKY.
Harosomeno Ha HOBHMX MiAX0AaX 10 PO3YMiHHSI CHCTEMH CTPHMYBAaHb i MPOTHBAr y MOJITHYHOMY KOHTEKCTi, BPAXOBYIOYH
0cO00JIMBOCTI CyYaCHHMX NOMITHYHHX TpaHcdopmaniii, mo HasBHi y cBiti. Ha ocHoBi aHanmisy moaiTH4HOI NMpaKTHKH
JAeMOKPAaTHYHHX JepPaB BHOKPEMJIEHO OCHOBHI PHCH CHCTEMHM Ta [J0BEJIeHO, 0 BOHA € 0araTOBHMipHHM iHCTHTYTOM.
BignoBigHo 10 nbLOro, BHOKpPEMJICHO IOJIOBHI BHMIpH (yHKIiOHyBaHHS CHCTEMHM CTPHMYBaHb i NMPOTHBAr Ta ONHMCAHO
npo0dJieMH, IKi MOKYTh BUHUKATH HA KOKHOMY 3 IIUX PiBHIB.

JloBeneHo, mo cucTeMa CTPUMYBAHBL i MPOTHBAT € BAKJIMBHM €JIEMEHTOM MOMITHIHOI cucTeMn. ONHCAHO HU3KY
BaXJIMBHX (yHKUi, AKi cucreMa BHKOHYe y cycniiberBi. IIpore rooBHy yBary 3ocepem:keHO Ha (pyHKUIiOHAJIBHOMY
HANOBHEHHI CHCTEMH CTPHMYBAHb i MPOTHBAT AK aTPHOYTY IeMOKPAaTHYHOIO PO3BUTKY Jep:kaBu. Boqnoyac Haromomeno,
0 CHCTeMa 3JaTHA PO3BMBATHCH JIMIIE Yy TOMY CYCHIJIBLCTBi, ¢ MiATPUMYIOTHCA NPHHIUINHK MOOYyAOBHM JEMOKpATii Ta
BEPXOBEHCTBA NPaBa.

IMigxpecieno, mo B Ykpaini norpe0y0Th BUPillIeHHS] YMMAaJI0 MP00JieM, OB’ A3aHUX 3 QPYHKIiOHYBAHHAM CHCTEMH
cTpuMyBaHb i mporusBar. Ha oCHOBi cHCTEeMHOro Meroay QOBeIeHO, HI0 CHCTeMa CTPHMYBaHb i NPOTHBAr € OAHHUM i3
KJIIOYOBHX €JIEMEHTIB JeMOKPATii.

Kniouoei cnosa: cmpumyeanns, npomusacu, 0emoxpamisi, ROOLI 81aou, 2LiKa 61aou, CUCHEMA, HOBHOBAIHCEHHS, (POPMA NPAGTIHHAL.
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The article deals with the features of the system of checks and balances as one of the indicators of democratic
development. Taking into account the peculiarities of modern political transformationsin the world, the new approachesto
the under standing of the system of checks and balances in the political sense are emphasized. Basing on the analysis of the
political practice of democratic states, the key features of the system of checks and balances are identified and it is proved
that thisingitution is multidimensional. Resting on this statement, the main dimensions of the functioning of the system are
outlined and the problemsthat may arisein in each of them are described.

The system of checks and balances is proved to be an important dement of the state palitical system. A number of
important functions, the system of checks and balances in the society are described. The main attention is paid to the
functional filling of the system of checks and balances as an instrument of democratic development of the state. It is
emphasized that the system of checks and balances can develop only if the basic principles of building democracy and the
ruleof law based on a high level of palitical consciousness and culture are maintained.

It isemphasized that Ukraine possessesalot of problemsreated to the sysem of checks and balances functioning which need to
be dealt with. Basng on the sysem method, the system of checks and balancesis proved to be one of the basic dements of democr acy.
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The achievement of democratic ideals and the the state is one of the important tasks for a modern
maintenance of the viability of the democratic system in  civilized world. One of the central problemsfor the states
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that have embarked on the path of democratic
development is to ensure the separation of powers
between the branches of state power. The principle of
such division involves limiting the power of one or
another power pole and it is aimed at balancing the
competences of the authorities. It makes possible to
avoid the maximum concentration of power in on€'s
hands, and thus to achieve effective decentralization of
power, implement mutual control and balance of power
branches, to create conditions for effective development
and grengthening of democracy.

Topicality of the problem. The main problem in
the context of the system of checks and balances research
faced by scientigs is the impossibility of differentiating
the palitical and legal aspects in the subject of scientific
andysis. For a deeper understanding of the content and
essence of the system of checks and baances, it is
necessary to distinguish the main functions that it
performs as a political inditution, as well as to analyze
the main conditions under which the system of checks
and balances will function effectively.

The problem of the distribution of power is
particularly topical for Ukrainian democratic practices.
During the years of its independent existence, our state
has not once changed the form of government and at the
present stage of its development remains in search of an
“ideal” division of powers between the branches of state
power. The choice of the optimal form of government
and, in particular, the full implementation of the
mechanisms of the checks and balances system in
practice requires careful consideration and research in the
domestic political realities area. It should be noted that
the political component of the system of checks and
balances study remains poorly investigated. To do this,
first of al, it is necessary to pay attention to the essence
and features of the system of checks and balances, as an
attribute of democracy in Ukraine, as well as the
conditions under which the system will function fully
and effective,

Recent publications. Taking into account
topicality of the problem, modern scholars are turning to
the problems of studying the system of checks and
balances increasingly. Among the foreign scientists who
are investigating this problem are Manov H., Shayo A.,
Zuev K., FukuyamaF., Andrescu M., and others. Among
the domestic scientists who pay attention to the study of
the system of checks and balances should be noted
HaydayenkoN., SylenkoL., Zhuk N., Shapoval V.,
Rebkalo V., Frytskyi Yu., Starodubsky B. and others. It
should be noted that most studies in this area are
considering a system of checks and balances in a legal
key, not paying attention to the political component. The

system of checks and balances as an attribute of
democracy remains poorly investigated.

The purpose of the article — to systematize
views on the concept, essence, functions and features of
functioning of the checks and balances system as one of
the main e ements of the democratic development of the
State.

Firg of al, it should be emphasized that the
redlization of the division of power principle differs from
country to country. For the most part, its implementation
depends on the type of form of government, that is, those
powers that are constitutionally enshrined, or appear in
normative legal acts of the state. The consideration of the
national specificity of the state, expressed in the way of
its formation and organization, functioning and the
existing arsenal of mutual control mechanisms is also
equally important in the organization of the division of
power.

As the practice shows, even the same form of
government in different countries possesses a variety of
mechanisms used in this mechanism of interaction and
interconnections between the branches of government,
including the ahility of these systems to ensure the proper
separation of powers [XKyk 2006: 13]. At the same time,
the current democratic republic is characterized by a
divison into the legidative, executive and judicial
branches of power. Among the basic requirements for the
distribution of power in a democratic state is the
independence and separation of branches of power
according to functional capabilities, a clear distinction
between political and lega forms of activity, mutua
influence, balance and control between them [LiBux
1995: 24]. Mutual mechanisms of checks and balances
are united under the name of the system of checks and
balances, declared and actually operating between the
branches of power.

In the classica sense, laid down by one of the
founders of American statehood J. Madison, under the
“system of checks balances’ understood the mechanism
that allows to prevent the abuse of power. It is envisioned
that “... by the invention of such an internal structure of
the authorities, for which they serve as means of
deterring each other in its place” the misuse of power
(especially, of the legidative) can be prevented
[Manpmmienko 2011: 73], With political and legd
independence, the president, legidator, and judges
remained interdependent and possessed the tools of
mutual influence.

In modern redlities of democratic transformation,
the approach to interpreting the system of checks and
balances, though retaining the general features of its
classical interpretation, has undergone significant
changes. The main problem in the context of the study of



CHUCTEMA CTPUMYBAHD I [IPOTUBAI K ATPUBYT JEMOKPATII: ITIOJIITOJIOTTYHUM AHAJII3 29

the checks and balances system faced by modern
scholars concerns impossibility of differentiating the
political and legal aspect in the subject of scientific
research. Indeed, according to a Ukrainian researcher N.
Haidanenko, “... al instruments within the checks and
balances system are possible to be implemented only by
the letter of the law, and, conversaly, no legal act
regulating the division of powers and the allocation of
power institutions by those other powers do not appear
without a “political order”, that is, an objective basis
caused by the political dtuation and the need for
apalitical processin a given state’ [T"aiimaenxo 2010: 8].
The politicad component of the system of checks and
balances effectiveness is reflected in the functioning and
maintenance of the democratic system in the state.

Among the key features of the checks and
balances system which indicate the modern date as
ademocratic in our opinion, should be noted:

1. Spreading of the checks and balances system
beyond the theory of power distribution. According to
N. Haidayenko, at the present stage of its devel opment,
the system of checks and balances goes beyond the
principle of separation of powers. According to the
researcher, the process of establishing a separate theory
of the system of checks and balances is now actively
developing [aiimaenxo 2005: 154]. In addition, the
approach to the interpretation of the concept is changing:
if, at the time of the adoption of the US Constitution, the
checks and balances system was seen as a component of
the separation of powers, then in the modern sense, the
concept is modified and is seen asthe basis of separation
of powers, an element of democracy. The system of
checks and balances transforms, acquires new features,
goes beyond the bounds of state power and begins to
spread to all palitical power in ademocratic Sate.

2. Dependence of the functiona content of the
checks and balances system on the form of the republic.
For example, for a parliamentary republic, the formation
of agovernment by parliament is a characteristic element
of deterrence and counteraction, while in the presidential
republic the government is formed by the president. At
the same time, as the world practice shows, even the
same form of government in different states differs asthe
diversity of its mechanisms of interaction and mutual
support between the branches of power, and the ability to
provide an appropriate separation of powers in applying
these mechanisms[3yesa 2013: 19].

3. Didribution of interactions and interconnections
horizontally and vertically. In assessing the mechanisms
of checks and balances, it should be taking into account
that the mechanisms for balancing and control function
not only horizontally, but also extend to the power
vertical, are reflected in interaction with government

bodies of the higher and lower levels. Increasingly,
particularly in Ukrainian redlities, the question of
decentralization of state power is raised. In this context,
the delegation of authority to local communities and the
existence of a “feedback” link can be seen as key
mechanisms of the system of checks and balances within
the power vertical. It should be added that the form of
government also plays a decisive role in the effectiveness
of the system of checks and balances. therefore, in
federal states the emphasis is on “vertical interaction”,
while for the unitary one — above all, the “horizontal”
one isimportant. [Cuerxo 2000].

4. Dependence on the national features of the
state. The formation and functioning of the system of
checks and balances depends on the culturd, historical,
economic features of the state’'s development, as well as
on the nature of the state apparatus formation.

5. Mechaniams of the sysem have a formaly
defined character [I'paues 2010]. For example, the procedure
for carrying out the procedure for impeachment is dearly
gated in the Conditution of Ukraine

6. Presence of relative imbalance in the checks
and balances system. Despite the fact that the main
purpose of the distribution of power and the functioning
of the system of checks and balances is to establish a
balance between the poles of power, it is fill impossible
to achieve the full equilibrium. In the scientific literature,
even the term “instability of the balance of power
branches’ is observed. That is why, as the world practice
shows, presidential and parliamentary republics (with the
privilege of the president and parliament respectively)
are more stable. A certain imbalance within the
functioning of the system, according to the Ukrainian
researcher N. Zhuk, consists in the emergence of the
phenomenon of “temporary priority”. For example, in the
legidative process, the last word must remain in
parliament [XKyx 2006: 28]. Considering the system of
checks and balances in a legal key, according to the
Russian scientist H. Manov, the rule of law in the state
can only be discussed when the entire system of checks
and balances is closed precisely in the legidative branch
[Manog 1991: 6].

7. Separation of the concepts of “checks’ and
“balances’. Both concepts, which are equaly included in
the name of the system, are closdly interrelated. The
condition for the delimitation of these conceptsis the fact
that in the interaction between the branches of power one
will be restrained, and the other will be counterbalanced.
Not eccidentally, the term “mutual deterrence’ is often
used in the scientific community. However, from a legd
point of view, under the term of checks — legal means
which enable each of the branches of power to influence
the sphere of functional purpose of each other, while at
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the same time, under balances — the technical and legal
means of ensuring the equal importance of branches of
power in various spheres of state power realization are
meant [Masteimienko 2011: 72].

The system of checks and balances as the main
mechanism for the exercise of palitica power in the state
also has its advantages and disadvantages, which are
dictated by the design of the state-building process of
each individual republic, a combination of unique
conditions for the development of political processes,
and national specificity. However, for a state that poses
itself as a democratic, effective functioning of the system
of checks and balances is a guarantee of preserving the
congtitutional order and supporting sustainable
democratic development. Therefore, in our opinion, it is
expedient to consider the system of checks and balances
in such dimensions:

1. Legal — concerned with the provisions in the
normative legal acts concerning the distribution of
powers of the state power branches. The legal measure of
the functioning of the checks and balances system refers
to the existence of clearly specified authorities, their
consistency, feasibility and the possibilities of their
implementation in the political realities of a particular
state. Procedures and mechanisms of the system of
checks and balances should be clearly defined in the
legidation of the state. Only with respect to such
principles we can talk about the democratic system of
checks and balances in the lega key [Taiinaenxo 2010;
Kyx 2006].

2. Actual. Investigating the actual measurement of
the functioning of the system of checks and balances is
about to examine the compliance with the requirements
of the law and their implementation in practice. Formally
entrusted powers should be implemented in practice,
with all the requirements of the letter of the law. The
level of actual exercise of authority within the system of
checks and balances is evidenced by the presence or
absence of corruption schemes, the use of administrative
resources, an adequate level of responsibility of persons
under authority, personal interest etc. In the context of
political analysis, the actual dimension of the checks and
balances system is particularly indicative for identifying
the main features of democracy.

3. Horizontal — refers to the distribution of power
and interconnections between the branches of state
power. Conddering the horizontal dimension of the
system of checks and balances, it isnecessary to take into
account the existence of mutual powers of the branches
of state power provided by the legislation with respect to
each other. In addition to the usual distribution of power
between the legidative, executive and judicia branches
of power, the focus of modern scientific research is also

increasingly seen in the fourth branch of government —
the mass media. Formally, having no part of formal
power in the date, the media, nonetheless, have
particular influence on decisions making. It is aso
a powerfull instrument of influence on the consciousness
of the citizens [3yesa 2013; Cunenko 1999].

4. Vertical. In federa states, the system of checks
and balances is changed with an emphasis on vertical
interaction. A large part of the powers that are
implemented locally is delegated to the local
communities and regions. At the same time, they have
the opportunity to influence the decision-making of
a national character. However, in the unitary states the
problem of establishing interconnections with local
communities may also appear. Particularly nowadays
Ukraine is adso trying to deal with problem of
decentralization.

In our opinion, under the system of checks and
balances between the branches of power should be
understood a set of mechanisms, means and forms of
interaction between the branches of state power,
transferred from the formal consolidation into practical
implementation and aimed at ensuring the balance of
political forces, preventing usurpation of power and
promoting democratic development. The system of
checks and balances as a palitical ingtitution is designed
to stand for the protection of the interests of society and
to represent the interests of citizens, which is impossible
under unlimited powers. The efficiency of the activity of
the branches of government is reflected directly in the
functions that perform the system of checks and balances
as a condition of democracy.

In our opinion, such functions should include:

1. Prevention of usurpation of power, prevention
of individual decision-making and monopoly on power
[['pauer 2010; Andreescu 2016].

2. Ensuring the stability of the political system of
the state and guaranteeing constitutional order.

3. Transparency of public authorities. The powers
of the authorities are regulated by normative and legal
acts, are clearly ddimited between the branches of power
and create the limits for preventing abuse of authority.

4. Ensuring the proper level of human and civil
rights and freedoms through the independence of the
courts and judges, the ability to fully protect the interests
of society through the unbiased and independent judicial
branch.

5. Democratization of the processes of political
decisions-making, loyal competition of power branches,
making decisions on parity conditions, taking into
account the interests of society. In a broader context,
individual scholars view the referendum as a separate
element of the system of checks and balances, as a
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manifestation of the rule of people and the deterrence of
society in relation to the legidative branch of
government [XKyk 2006].

6. Ensuring a high level of legal order and the
existence of an egual constitutional responsibility of the
branches of power before the law.

7. Reduction of opportunities for corruption,
oligarchization, the use of administrative resources and
nepotism.

The basis of any democracy is the fulfillment of
formally prescribed in law and practically and effectively
implemented principle of powers division and the system
of checks and balances as it essence. Therefore, in order
to preserve the democratic order, it is very important to
observe al the authorities provided by the system of
checks and balances. In some countries, mostly
authoritarian, system of checks and balances is in fact
fictitious, the formal division of the branches offsets by
sole president actions, in whose hands most of the power
is concentrated, while the states pose themselves as
democratic presidential republic. This dStuation, in
particular, has been observed in a number of countriesin
Africa and Asia since their formal “democratization”.
However, the USA, being a presidential republic but
having an effective checks and balances system, became
an example of democracy and stability of the
congtitutional order in the world [Fukuyama 2017].
Therefore, in our view, the conditions under which the
system of checks and balances can effectivey
performing its basic function in society should also be
considered. They include:

1. Representative democracy, the presence of a
truly active, effective ingtitution of democratic elections,
an optimal model of the electoral system. An effective
electoral system is an indicator of the level of
democracy, which permits competition, pluralism of
thoughts, and the rotation of the human resources
capacity of the authorities which act in the interests of
the people.

2. High level of political consciousness and
culture of the citizens of the state and of ther
representatives in state power bodies.

3. Multiparty system, pluralism of thoughts, the
presence of not fictitious, but actually operating
opposition.

4. The rule of law in the state, the observance of
the law and the constitutional order in society [I]Buk
1995: 34].

5. Internal ordering of normative legal acts
defining the main powers of the authorities. Well-
regulated steps on the power realization by each branch
provision [Cunenko 2000].

From the abovementioned conditions of
effectiveness of the system of checks and balances, we

may conclude that the system cannot develop in a non-
democratic environment, and at the same time, it is one
of the main indicators of the development of democracy
in the state. The mechanism of action of the checks and
balances system can be really enshrined in normative
legal acts, but in the absence of the above conditions of
its effectiveness, it will not promote the development of
a democratic system in the state and will not perform its
functions, thus, being afiction. At the same time, such a
double nature of the system of checks and balances
generates problems for the theoretical study of this
institute.

Our gate is one among a number of countries that
unite elements of the presidential and parliamentary
types of republics. At the same time, the mechanism of
the system of checks and balances in our country during
its independence was not properly organized and
effective [XKyx 2006; Taiimaeaxo 2010]. The urgent
problems of the distribution of power and the system of
checks and balances should include the imperfection of
the normative and legal consolidation of the main powers
of the branches and the contradiction of certain
provisions of the Congtitution [Illamosax 1997], the
general imbalance of powers between the branches, the
lack of effective interconnections between the
Verkhovna Rada and the Cabinet of Minigers, the actual
subordination of the Government to the President and
other. All these problems deter democratic devel opment,
create a number of domestic political problems and
impede the effective functioning of the palitical system
of the state, and, therefore, need to be solved.

Conclusion. The system of checks and balancesis
one of the most important tools for ensuring the stable
development of democratic foundationsin society. As an
element of democracy, the system of checks and balances
performs a number of important functions, and its
effective functioning is a condition not only for the
prosperity of the rule of law in the state, but also for the
protection of the rights and freedoms of citizens, as well
as the democratization of the adoption of political
decisions. At the same time, it is important to take into
account that not only the legal formulation of the system
of checks and balances is important, but also the actual
implementation of the mechanisms of the system is
essential.  Taking into account Ukrain€'s focus on
building democracy, solving the problem of power
distribution and functioning of the system of checks and
balances remains especially topical and important.

Prospect for future researches is the study of
the system of checks and balances as a condition for the
congtruction and devel opment of democracy in the state,
identifying the main parameters of this institution as a
guarantee of human rights respect in the society and
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opportunities for their implementation and protection.
The study of conflicts and controversies related to the
practical functioning of the system of checks and
balances in various republics and, particulary, in modern
Ukraine deserves attention.

CIIMCOK JIITEPATYPU

laiinaeaxko, H. (2005). TIIpobnemu  HayKOBOrO
JIOCITI[UKEHHSI CHCTEMH CTPHMYBaHb Ta NPOTHBAr B CydJacHiH
noniTruHii Teopii. Cyuvacua ykpaincoka nonimuxa. Ilonimuku i
nonimonoeu npo nei. Bun. 7, 152-158.

Taiinaenxo, H. (2010). Cucmema cmpumysanv ma
npomusaz 6 cydachux Oemoxkpamisx. Opneca: JlepxaBHUN
3akiay “IliBIeHHOYKpaiHCHKUI HaliOHAJBHUI I1earoriqHui
yHiBepcurer iMeHi K. YimHcbkoro”.

I'paues, B. (2010). Cucrema “crepskek W HPOTHBOBECOB”
KaK OcHOBa oOecrieueHus GajiaHca 4acTHbIX, OOIIECTBEHHBIX U
TOCYIAPCTBCHHBIX HMHTEPECOB B TPAKIAHCKOM OOIIECTBE.
3axon u npaso, Bun. 2, 24-27.

Kyk, H. (2006). Cmpumysanns i npomusazu 6 cucmemi
nooiny enaou 6 YKpaiui (3aeanbromeopemuuni npooremu).
XapkiB: HamioHanbHa OpuIU4Ha akajgemis YKpaiHM iMeHi
SpocnaBa Mynporo.

3yeBa, K. (2013) Cucrema crepikek U NPOTUBOBECOB
KaK HENOCPEACTBEHHBI OJIEMEHT IPHHIMIA pPa3/ieleHus
Binacreil. Yuenvie samemrxu TOI'Y, Bun. 4, 17-20.

Masbimenko, W. (2011). IlpuHmum — pasneneHus
BJIacTel M cucrema “caepkek M nporuBoBecoB” 1o Koncru-
tymun CHIA 1787 r. Poccuiickoe npasosedenue. mpuOyna
Mon00020 yueroeo, Bun. 11, 72-75.

Manos, I'. (1991). I pascoanckoe obwecmeo u npagosoe
2ocyoapcmeso. npeonocvuiku ghopmuposanus. M. Hayka.

Cwtenxko, JI. (1999). Cucrema cTpuMyBaHb i IPOTHUBAr:
TEOPETHYHI
incmumymy, Bun. 4, 51-54.

acleKTH. Bicnuk 3anopizvko2o  10puoudHo2o

Cunenko, JI. (2000). Koncmumyyiini ocHosu cucmemu
cmpumMysaHs i npomueae sK 3acib opeawizayii ma QyHKYiony-
sanna  Oepocasnoi  enaou 6 Ykpaini. Kuis: KuiBcbkuit
HalioHaJIbHUM yHiBepcuteT iM. Tapaca IlleBueHka.

IlBuk, M. (1995). AxryanbHble MPOOJIEMBI OpraHU-
3anuK BiIAacTH B YKpawHe. [Ipobnemvr 3axonnocmu, Bun. 30,
22-30.

lanoBan, B. (1997). KoucruryuiiiHuit MexaHizm
Jep>kaBHOI BIaJu B HE3AJIC)KHIH YKpaiHi: IOJITHKO-IIPaBOBI
npobnemMu opraHizauii BUkOHaBUOi Bianu. llpaso Ykpainu,
Bun. 1, 32-36.

Andreescu, M. (2016). The Limits of State Power in a
Democratic Society. Journal of Civil & Legal Sciences, Val. 5,
23-30.

Fukuyama, F. (2017). Checks and Balances. The
American Interest, Vol. 12, 13-18.

Pansardi, P. (2016). Democracy, domination and the
digtribution of power: Substantive Political Equality as a
Procedura Requirement. Revue internationale de philosophie,
Vol. 1, 91-108.

REFERENCES

Andreescu, M. (2016). The Limits of State Power in the
Democratic Society. Journal of Civil & Legal Sciences, Val. 5,
23-30.

Fukuyama, F. (2017). Checks and Balances. The
American Interest, Vol. 12, 13-18.

Haidanenko, N. (2005). Problems of scientific research
of the system of checks and balances in modern politica
theory. Modern Ukrainian politics. Politicians and poalitical
scientists about her. Val. 7, 152—158.

Haidanenko, N. (2010). System of checks and balances
in modern democracies Odessas State indtitution “K. Ukrainsky
Southern Ukrainian National Pedagogical University”.

Hrachev, V. (2010). The system of “checks and
balances’ as a basis for maintaining the balance of private,
public and state interests in civil society. Legal act and Law,
Vol. 2, 24-27.

Malyshenko, I. (2011). The principle of division of
powers and the system of “checks and balances’ under the US
Constitution 1787. Russian jurisprudence: the tribune of a
young scientist, Vol. 11, 72—-75.

Manov, H. (1991). Civil society and the rule of law: the
preconditions for formation. M.: Nauka.

Pansardi, P. (2016). Democracy, dominance and
digtribution of power: Substantive Political Equality as a
Procedura Requirement. Revue internationale de philosophie,
Vol. 1, 91-108.

Shapoval, V. (1997). Congtitutiona mechanism of state
power in independent Ukraine: politica and legd problems of
organization of executive power. The Law of Ukraine, Val. 1,
32-36.

Sylenko, L. (1999). System of checks and balances:
theoretical aspects. Bulletin of the Zaporizhzhya Law Ingtitute,
Vol. 4, 51-54.

Sylenko, L. (2000). Constitutional foundations of the
system of checks and balances as a means of organization and
functioning of state power in Ukraine. Kyiv: Taras Shevchenko
Kyiv Nationa University.

Tsvyk, M. (1995). Actua problems of the power
organization in Ukraine. Problems of legality, Vol. 30, 22—30.

Zhuk, N. (2006). Checks and balances in the system of
separation of powers in Ukraine (general theoretical
problems). Kharkiv: Yaroslav the Wise National Law Academy
of Ukraine.

Zueva, K. (2013) The system of checks and balances as
a direct element of the principle of separation of powers.
Scientists notes TOHU, Vol. 4, 17-20.



