Tema 5.

KOHCTUTYLLMOHHBIN AN3alH

PopMbl NpaB/IeHVA U
TeppuTopuanbHOro
YCTPOUCTBA, NapTUNHbIE U
n3ébupartesibHblie CUCTEMbI



NMnaH nekuun

dopmbl NpaBJsieHUNA

PasHOBMAHOCTU TEPPUTOPUAJIBHOIO
pacnpeaesieHNA rocyAapCcTBeHHON B1acTun

NMapTvm n napTUMNHbIE CUCTEMbI
Bbi60Opbl 1 N36UpaTesibHble CUCTEMDbI



HekoTopbie Nnpo6sieMbl
KOHCTUTYLLMOHHOIO AN3aMHa

e KOHCTUTYLIMOHHbBIN AM3aiH — 06LLMe MPUHLWMbI
OpraHv3aunm LUeHTpanbHbIX MOAUTUYECKUX MHCTUTYTOB

e KntoyeBble chepbl — OpraHmsaumsd GopM npaB/eHnd v
TeppUTOPUATbHOIO YCTPOWNCTBA NOCY1apCTBa,
NapTUHbIE 1 N3bMpPaTe/ibHbIE CUCTEMB

« BausHve nctopryecknx, CoOLUManbHbIX, MONNTYECKMX,
NepCoHaNbHbIX 1 HbIX GaKTOPOB



Bonpoc:
Kakve TpeboBaHWs PasyMHO
NpPeabaABNATb K OpraHmn3aLmm
LleHTPaNbHbBIX OPraHoB B/1aCTU?



Annemmesi
AeMOoKpaTn4yeckoro
KOHCTUTYLVNOHHOIO AN3aMHa

Penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTb U
pacnpeneneHue

NoNHOMOYUI >
v KOHCeHCYCHaa Mooesb
YnpaBnAaemocTb U KOHLLeHTpauma i i
NONHOMOYNIN* = KOHKYpeHmMHas

mMooernb

* B inbepanbHbIX AEMOKPaTUAX - NOA,
OrpaHWYeHMeM BEPXOBEHCTBA 3aKOHa




Annemmesi
AeMOKpaTU4YecKoro
KOHCTUTVLLMUOHHOIO AN3avHa

AKLEHT Ha OrpaHNYeHnu
AKUEHT Ha NOA0TYETHOCTU

B/1aCTU U
M yNpPaBaAMOCTH
penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTHU
' I ' I
MapnameHTcKasa ¢opma npasBieHuUn Knaccuuyeckana npesupaeHTcKaa popma
(mapnameHTCcKoe 60NbLINMHCTBO NpaB/eHMA (CMCTeMa CAEPHKEK U
"cnuTo" € NpaBUTENIbLCTBOM) NpPoOTMBOBECOB)
v 5\
' Ty ' ™
MaxopuTapHasa nsbupartenbHas MponopunoHanbHaa nsbupartenbHan
cuctema cucTemas
S
r ™y r ™y
YHUTapHOE YCTPOMUCTBO depepaTUBHOE YCTPOUCTBO




CTpyKTypa 610poKpaTm npu pasHbixX ¢popmax

npaBjieéHmA
(Strom K. Delegation and accountability in parliamentary democracies)

|. Parliamentary Government

Minister A —pm Dept. A
Voters __p,. Parliament g, Prime Minister
Minister B g Dept. B

ll. Presidential Government

President o Oecretary A g, Dept. A

Voters i’..Upper Ghamber‘<:

Lower Chamber

+
Secretary B —» DepL. B
-

Figure 1. Delegation and accountability under parliamentary and presidential government.



dyHaaMeHTaNbHbIe AN1IeMMbI

KakoBbl Tpeb0oBaHWA K LIEHTPaIbHbIM MOANTUNYECKM
NHCTUTYTaMm?

OrpaHnyeHye Bnact - vs. — obecneyeHuye
YMPaBAAEMOCTN

KOHCeHcyCcHad MoZie/lb — VS. — KOHKYPeHTHaA MOAe b
BeTo-nrpokn (. LLe6enuc) - nHansnayanbHbIA UK
KONNEKTVBHbBIW aKTOp, Cornace KOToporo HeobXoAMMO

ANA NMPUHATA PeLlleHNA

> H1Cno BETO-UIPOKOB
> PaccToaHua Mexay npeanodteHnamMy BeTo-MrpokKoB

> BHyTpeHHee eIMHCTBO BETO-UTPOKOB



1. POPMbI NPABNIEHVA



Kakumn 6biBaloT popmbl npaBneHnNA?

dopmbl

. ~
MoHapxuu Pecnybnuku
& y,
a ™~
HEeKOHCTUTYUMOHHbIE KOHCTUTYUMOHHbIE MNapnameHTcKue MNpe3uaeHTCcKue CmellaHHble
& D, |
"Cucrtembl
MOHapXU4YeCcKoro MNpe3naeHTCKo- MpembepcKo-
[yanuctuyeckue MapnameHTCcKue
KOHCTUTYLMOHA- nap/fameHTcKue npesnaeHTCKue
nmsma"
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ABe 6a3oBble ¢popMbl NpaB/IeHUNA

NeKT T
SnekTopa Jnekropar
3aKoHoAaTenbHasn

BNaCTb

3aKOHOAATENbHAA VICnoNHUTENbHAA

McnonHuTenbHas BAacTb BAACTb

BNacCTb

Npe3upentckan
lNMapnameHTCcKkan pen
CUCTeMa

cncremMa
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NapnamMmeHTCKana cMcTemMa: OCHOBHbIe
NpU3HaKu

[TapnameHT GopMUPYET MPaBUTENBCTBO

[TapnameHT B H0O0N MOMEHT MOXET PacnyCTUTb
NpPaBUTENBCTBO MOCPEACTBOM BOTYMAa HEA0BEPUS

[naBa NpaBUTENbCTBA HE N36K1PaeTCs BCEHAPOAHO

«OCnabneHHbIN» rnaBa rocyapCTBa v «CUbHbIV» T1aBa
NpaBUTENbCTBA



NMpe3ngeHTcKana popmMa npaBsieHUSN:
OCHOBHbI€ NMPU3HaKu

BceHapoaHoe n3bpaHye rnaBbl rocyaapcrsa
(Npe3naeHTa) 1 napaamMeHTa

[Tpe3naeHT de facto aBngeTcda raBon NpaBUTENbCTBA

[lapnaMeHT He MOXeT PacnyCTUTL MPaBUTENBLCTBO
(04HaKO eCTb npoueaypa UMNNYMeHTa)

Knaccuyeckas np€3ua€HmCK(]ﬂ cucmema:.
HE3aBVCMMOCTbL TapJiaMeHTa OT Mpe3njeHTa



CmeluaHHble ¢popMbl NpaB/ieHVA

ECTb BCeHapOoAHO 13bpaHHbIN Npe3naeHT (o0bwasa Yyepma ¢
npe3udeHmckou gopmMol npasaeHuUs)

ECTb OTAeNbHbIN T1aBa NpaBuTeNbCTBa (MPeMbep-MUHNCTP),
MNPaBUTENBCTBO MOAOTUYETHO MAPAAMEHTY U MOXET ObiTb UM
pacnyLLEeHOo NoCpeACcTBOM BOTYMa HeJoBepys (0bwasa Yepma
C nhapaamMeHmckou cucmemodu)

[Tpe3naeHTCKo-NapaaMeHTCcKasa CUCTeMa: NPaBUTeNbLCTBO
NOAOTUETHO U NMPe3naeHTy, 1 NapaamMeHTy (e.g.. Beumapckas
[epmaHuUsA, Aecmpus)

[TpeMbepcko-npesnaeHTCckad cnctemMa: NPpaBmUTeIbCTBO
NOAOTYETHO TOILKO MapiamMeHTy (e.g.. PpaHyus,
[lopmyzanus, [lonsvwa)




Pasnnuna mexay AByMs BUAaMM
CMeLUaHHbIX CUCTEM

McTouHmk: Shugart M. Semi_Presidential Systems: Dual Executive and Mixed-Authority Patterns // French Politics,

2005. P. 332
Premier=presidential President=parliamentary
ELECTORATE ELECTORATE
ASSEMBLY PRESIDENT ASSEMEBLY — — —» PRESIDENT
0 """~~ L

P

CABINET CABINET

Solid lines indicate hierarchical relationship, with arrow indicating selection of agent
by principal,

Dotted lines indicate hierarchical relationship, with arrow indicating accountability
of agent to principal who may terminate delegated authority.

Dashed lines with two=headed arrows indicate transactional relationship.

Figwre 3 Hierarchical and transactional relabionships in the two maimn forms of sem-presidential
syslems.
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HepocTtaTKy Nnpe3snaeHTCKON
cuctemsl (no X. JinHLy)

* «[Tobeantens nonyvyaeT BCe» — BbICOKME CTAaBKU B
NOSINTUYECKOU UTPe = OMNACHOCTb KOHP/IMKTOB

e [1IBOMHOW CTATyC Npe3naeHTa: NpeacTaBuTesib BCEro
obLlecTBa N NpeacTtaBuTesib 04HOM NAPTUN —> KaK
NPUMUNPUTBL?

* 1BONHAA NETMTUMHOCTb Npe3naeHTa U NapjamMeHTa
— 4TO ecn MeXay HUMU BO3SHUKHYT KOHDIUKTbI?

* [lpe3ngeHT umeeT PUKCUPOBAHHbLIN CPOK
NOTHOMOYNIN = BoNbLWAA PUTUAHOCTb, @ YTO €C/N C
npe3ngeHTOM YTO-TO He TaK?

* OrpaHMYeHHOCTb NPE3NAEHTCKUX CPOKOB —> NOYBA
N1 HeNPOAYMAHHbIX peLleHn I



npe3I/IAEHTCKaﬂ N naplaMeHTCKas

cuctemsbl - u asToputapusm (no C. duuy)

Freedom House score, 2003-2005 avq.

Tln"

o

FiGURE 1—DEMOCRATIZATION AND PARLIAMENTARY POWERS

T
el 'H.H! Uzbekistan
- PEaruss H-xﬂyrgyzﬁtan .
Kazakhstanms ‘“rr . ist.an = Azerbaijan
B . BRussia
HH.
H‘“aﬁ_!frmenia
— Ukrai ' '
ranes H_R.;Gemgm m Moldova
"H.H Albaniam  sMacedonia
] -
T
] Croatige' *dnania = Mongolia
Lithuaniam BLi‘fg.ﬁQa _
Polandm m m g . " Latvia
Hungary JEatDnla,-Gzechﬁ_h
— Slovakia [ Republic ™
Slovenia
| | | | T T
2 -3 - 5 .6 i .8

Parliamentary Powers Index
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Kputuka aprymeHToB X. JIuHUA

BbiBOAGL! /IMHLA CieNaHbl B OCHOBHOM Ha MoYBe
NaTUHOAMEPKIKAHCKOTO OMbITa — BaXHOCTb
NOKaNbHbIX KOHTEKCTYaNbHbIX GaKTOPOB

[1BOMHOWM CTaTyC Npe3naeHTa: BOMNpPOC Crocoba
ero n36paHm4

HaCKONbKO WWPOKK (3aKOHOAaTe/IbHbIe)

npe3naeHTCKe NMoJHOMOYNA N ero BAnAHKe Ha
nap/laMeHT?

B PUrMAHOCTU CPOKOB, OTPaHNUYEHHOCTUN UX
KOoJ/inyecTtsa U B npuHUuune (<I'IO6e,£I,MTeI'Ib NnoaiydaeT
BCeE» €CTb CBOU NpenmyLiecrtsa.

> [MopoT4yeTHOCTb

> B3anMHble orpaHU4YeHuA BeTBen BNacTu

> YeTKas BepTUKaNb UCNONHUTE/IbHOM BNACTU

> Hanuume B NONUTUYECKOM CUCTEME «BbICLLErO apbutpa»



HepgocTaTKy napfiaMeHTCKOW CUCTEMbI

« [loaBepPXEeHHOCTb MPaBUTENbCTBEHHbBIM KPW3KCaM U3-33
TPYAHOCTEN C POPMNPOBAHMEM KOAULIMN,
HEeYCTONYMBOCTb MPaBUTENBLCTBA

« Monoasle AeMokpaTuy C Map/iaMeHTCKOW CUCTEMON
0CODEHHO NOABEPXEHbI MOUTUYECKM KPU3MCaM

60,0

50,0 o

BonatnnbHoOCTb
w
o
o

20,0

10,0

0 50 100 150 200 250

Bospact aemokpaTtuu (ner)

—@— OueHKa @ PeanbHble AaHHble 19



Comparative Constitutions
Project

. https://www.constituteproject.org/countri
es’lang=en

. https://comparativeconstitutionsproject.o
rg/ccp-rankings/#indices

. https://constituteproject.org/content/indi
ces_data
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ViHAeKC nap/1aMeHTCKUX
nosiIHOMoOUNN dPua n

KpeHura
https:.//www.journalofdemocracy.org/wp-

content/uploads/2012/04/Fish-17-1.pdf



https://www.journalofdemocracy.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/04/Fish-17-1.pdf

2. POPMbl ABMUHUCTPATUNBHO-
TEPPUTOPUAJIBHOIO YCTPOUCTBA



2. Pa3HOBMAHOCTN TEPPUTOPUNAJIBHOIO
pacnpeaeneHvs rocyaapcTBeHHON BacTun

4 N
YHUTapHoe
\. S
4 ) 4 Y
Tunbl rocynapcTBeHHO-
TEePPUTOPUANBHOrO dPenepatmeHoe
YCTPOMCTBA
. J \. v
f ™
KoHdenepatusHoe




YHUTapHoe YCTPONCTBO

Unitas (1aT.) - eanHCTBO

L leHTpann3oBaHHOE rocyAapCTBEHHOE yrpaBneHue
«CBEPXY-BH3»

YHUTapHOE YCTPOUCTBO C eVHbIM LIEHTPOM BEPXOBHOW
B/1ACTW XapaKTepHO A5 BONbLUVMHCTBA COBPEMEHHbIX
roCyaapcTB

[leBontound — nepesiaya nosHOMOUYN LIeHTPabHbIV
B/JIaCTU Ha MEeCTHbIN YPOBEHb B PaMKax YHUTAPHOW
CNCTEMD



KoHdepepauunna

Confoederatio (n1031HenaT.) — COHO3, OOBEANHEHNE

[106p0OBOIBLHOE 0ObeANHEHWE PaAV AOCTUXEHUS
HEeKOTOPbIX OOLLMX Lienen Npu COXpaHeH
CyBEPEeHHOCTV U OCHOBHOW YacTy roCyAapCTBEHHbIX
npeporaTyB

[Tepefava KOOPANHMPYHOLLIVIM OpraHam YacTu
npeAMeToB BedeHua (Hanpumep, AUnaoMatnim u
0OOPOHbI).

YneHbl KoHQeaepaumn MerT PaBHbIN CTaTyC 1 MPaBo
BbIXO/a M3 ee COCTaBa

HeyCToOMYMBOCTb 1 TEHAEHUMW K pacnay



dPepepaumn: KroUueBblie NPpU3HaKU

[1Ba nnu bonee ypoBHA BAACTY, MPAMO
B3aMMOAENCTBYHOLLMX C HAaCeNeHMEM U PaCroNaratoLLmX
COBCTBEHHbBIMW pecypcamMm (B TOM YKMCIe UMEROLLMX
COBCTBEHHOE PUHAHCMPOBAHME)

3aKpennéHHOCTb deaepaTUBHOIO YCTPOMCTBA B
KOHCTUTYLIMW C PasrpaHiyeHmnemM NoaHOMOUNI MeXY
DA3HbIMY YPOBHSMU BACTY

HEeBO3MOXHOCTb M3MEHUTb KOHCTUTYLIMIOHHbIE HOPMbI
6e3 cornacug npeacraBuTenen CcyobekToB ¢eaepaLn

Hannyre opraHoB BaCTh, Ha ¢e/lepasibHOM YPOBHE
NpPeACTaBNALLNX NHTEePeChl CyObekToB dedepalim



Pepgepaumn: HeKOTOpbie pasnnuns

CUMMETPUYHBIE - VS. — aCUMMETPUYUHbBIE GeflepaLim
LLInpoTa NoNHOMOUMIA BepXHEeW NanaTbl MapiamMmeHTa
[LInpoTa nonHoOMoUnin CybbekToB dpeaepaunm

PasHble MpUHLUMMLI QOPMVPOBAHUA BEPXHEW Nanatbl
nap/iaMeHTa: PaBeHCTBO CyObekTOB Gpeflepalin — Vs. -
DaBEHCTBO M3bupaTenen



Table 2. A Continuum of the Upper Chamber's Constitutional Prerogatives to Constrain a Majority at the Center

Least Constraining «—

— Most Constraining

India

Spain

Germany

United States

Brazil

The territorial chamber
has no constitutional
powers to protect
subunit autonomy
against a 60-day central
intervention. Upper
chamber has capacity to
review or deny
"President's Rule” only
after 60 days.

Largely a revisionary
chamber.

Major power is granted
by Article 155 of the
Constitution, which
precludes intervention
by the center unless it
has received approval by
an absolute majority of
the upper house. Plays
no role in constructive
vote of no confidence or
normal legislation.

Largely a revisionary
chamber.

Plays no role in
constructive vote of no
confidence. Can play a
potential veto role only
in that part of the
legislative agenda that
directly relates to center
subunit issues. Power
has prown somewhat
over the last 20 years.
Conflicts between the
two chambers are
resolved in closed-door
meetings.

Extensive capacity to
block a democratic
majority. Senate has the
same voting rights on all
legislation as the "one
person-one vote"
chamber. Has exclusive
competence to confirm
or deny all major
judicial and
administrative
appointments. A
committee chairman
alone can at times block
important nominations.

Excessive for the
efficacious and
legitimate functioning of
democratic government.
The extremely
disproportional upper
chamber must approve
all legislation. The
Senate has 12 areas of
exclusive lawmaking
prerogatives. Senators
representing 13 percent
of the total electorate
can block ordinary
legislation supported by
senators representing 87
percent of the
population.
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Table 3. The Degree to Which Policy Making 1s Constitutionally Allocated to Subunits of the Federation

Least —

— Most

India

Germany

Spain

United States

Brazil

Does not constrain
demos.

Capacity to respond to
minority desires by
redrawing the
boundaries of states.

Probably should
constrain the ease with
which the majority can
intervene in states.

Since 1994 Supreme
Court decisions give
somewhat more
protection to subunits
from imposition of
"President's Rule" from
the center.

Residual power with
center.

Federal Law explicitly

given precedent over
Land Law.

Wide areas where
lawmaking powers are
either explicitly given to
the center or are
concurrent
responsibilities. More
tax money 1s spent by
the Lander than by the
center. Many federal
pPrograms are
decentralized so as to be
administered by the
Linder, while
lawmaking and policy
oversight remains the

prerogative of the center.

Most powers are
concurrent

Major constraints on
majority at the center
derives from the statutes
of autonomy.

Occasional bargaining
process if center needs
votes of regional party
during process of

government formation.

Residual power with
center.

Constitution is
extremely difficult to
amend but 1s
parsimonious, so the
vast majority of
legislation can be passed
as ordinary legislation.

Power 1s horizontally
shared at the center
between three branches.
Power is vertically
devolved and shared in
"marble-cake”
federalism between the
federal and the state
governments.

Residual power with
states.

1988 Constitution is so
detailed about states’
rights that much
ordinary legislation can
only be passed by
exceptional majorities.

States and municipalities
had such extreme control
over export taxes and
banking that central
government's fiscal and
trade policy in 1989-96
was impeded. Some
centralization of tax and
bank policies in 1996-97
but extremely costly to
the center.

Residual power with
states.
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3. NAPTUU N NAPTUMHDIE
CNCTEMDbI



3. MlapT™vm " napTUNHbIE CUCTEMDbI

VICTOpUYeckme npeiecTBeHHNKM NapTuii — «akumm
N KnneHTenbl (AHTUYHBIM MUP 1 CpeHeBEKOBbLE)

CoBpeMeHHble noanTmnyeckme napTnv — C nepBow
MNOJTIOBUHBI XIX B.

PO)K,ZI,EHI/I@ N Pa3BnTE AWM MNpeaCTaBNTE/IbCTBA
> Obpa3 MoHapxa B CpeaHre Beka
» COCNOBHbIE NPeACTaBUTE/IbHbIE OpraHbl
> [1pefcTaBUTeNbCTBO MHTEPECOB B YCI0BUSAX «DO/bLLIOMO»
rocyAapcrea
ObLye NpobaeMbl MHETUTYTA MNPEeACTaBUTENbCTBA
> CBA3b MexXay NpeacTaBuTenem 1 npeactaBigeMbim
> CyllecTByeT I NOAOTYETHOCTL? Kakaga?
> [1pobnemMa KOMMeTeHTHOCTH



NMpUusHakKn N PYHKLUN COBPEMEHHbIX
NOJINTUYECKUX NapTVn

* Mpu3Haku.
> GopMasibHaa opraHmM3alMoHHaa CTpykTypa

> YyacTue B MoNTUYECKOW KOHKYPEHLMM 3a B/1aCTb Yepes
3/1eKTOPasIbHbIV MpoLecc

> llaeonorva v nporpamma
> HOpuranyeckuii ctaTyc
* DYHKUMM!
Arperaung n apTuKynaLmMa MHTepecos

DOPMUPOBAHVIE 1 MOMONHEHWE 3/INT, PEKPYTVPOBAHME HOBbLIX
NOTeHLUMANbHbIX TMAEPOB

Jlerntumaums noanTNYeCcKoro Kypca
Mobunrsauma snekropara

KoonTauwysa noTeHUanbHOM Onno3numm
DopMUpPOBaHME NOUTUNYECKOM MOBECTKM

>
>

VVVY



NMapTynHbie CUCTEMbI

« becnapTumHble rocyaapctea (KoposescTBo baxpenH,
KoponeBcTBO CBa3nneHa, YraHaa B 1986-1995 rr.)
CYLLeCTBYHOT, HO 3TO BCE Xe UCK/IKYeHS

o [lapTUMHaga cucTemMa — CTPYKTypa B3aIMOOTHOLLEHWI
MeXay NapTUAMK
> KOonmuectso naptnm
> YCNoBUA NapTUNHOW AeATeIbHOCTU
> TN 31eKTOPabHOW CUCTEMb
> PeanbHble BO3MOXHOCTM A0CTYMa K BNacCTw



TUnoNorMn NapTUNHBIX CUCTEM

e PasNMyHble TUMONOTA MO Pa3HbIM OCHOBaAHNAM

« K. CapTopu (1976):
> OpHonapTtuinHble (CCCP, Kyba)
> [lapTumn-reremoHbl (KHP, I'A1P)
> [loMyHMpyroLada napTvga (AnoHra, NHAnA)
> [IByxnaptuiiHag (CLUA, BennkobputarHimg)
> YMepeHHbI natopannim — 3-5 naptmn (PpaHund, bensrmgd)
> KpalHu narpanmsm - 6-8 naptnii (Huaepnanabl, PUHAAHANA)
> «ATOMU3VPOBAHHbBIE» CUCTEMBI — CBbILLE 8 (Manansunga)

. AnNMOHA et. al:

> CocTazaTeNbHble MapTUMHbIE CUCTEMBI (MaXOPUTaPHbIE 1
MHOTONapTUNHbIE)

> ABTOPWTAPHbIE NAPTUNHbBIE CUCTEMbI (IKCKTHO3MBHbIE U
VHKHO3VIBHbIE)



CoumanbHoO-NOINTUYHECKUE PacKO/bl
no Jinncety nn POKKaHy

(n3 Cleavage Structures, Party Systems and Voter Alignments: An Introduction)

Cleavage
Center-Periphery

State-Church

I_and-Industr}'

Owner-Worker

Critical juncture
Reformation-

Counter-Reformation:

16th-17th centuries
National Revolution:

1789 and after
Industrial Revolution:

19th century

The Russian
Revolution:
1917 and after

Issues

National vs. supranational
religion

National language vs. Latin
Secular vs. religious control
of mass education

Tariff levels for agricultural
products; control vs.
freedom for industrial
enterprise

Integration into national
polity vs. commitment to
international revolutionary
movement



Kpu3suc naptTv m napTUNHOro
npeacraBuTeNnbCcTBa?

M. AloBepXxe:
> KaZlpoBble NapTumn («NapTi 3HATK») — HET NMOCTOAHHOIO

YJTEHCTBA, aKTUBW3aLMs B MepUo BbIbOpOB A1 130paHNS
KaHAMAATOB

> MaccoBble napTnmn (Bceobluee n3dbnpaTeibHOe NpaBo) —
LeHTpaIM30BaHHOE PYKOBOACTBO U UNEeHCTBO («MHAEKC
YIEHCTBAa» — COOTHOLLIEHME MeXAY YNCIOM 13brpaTenen u
YNC/IOM YNEeHOB NapTnn)

« 0. Kupxxammep: catch-all parties
« P.Katy, N. Manp - kapTe/ibHble NapTuu
« Kputunka Tesunca Katuya 1 Mavipa




Mopaenv oTHOLUEHUIN MeXXay NnapTuamm,
o6LLecTBOM N rocyapcTBoM

(n3 Katz R., Mair R. Changing Models of Party
Organization and Party
Democracy)

Coil society ; i
* Parties ! |

Siate

Figure 1. Parnes of the cadre or caucus type,

TEEWATEETEES A AR A

Civil socioty . Siale '

-
-
Parties ¥
- l L]
TEAERTENAEGAESEAA S I
e . -

Figure 2. Mass parties act as lmks between the state and cival sociery.

LA B R R

* Parties *
Civil sociaty ' ' * State

S AR R ERERE R

Figure 3. Parties act as brokers berween the state and civil society,
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bepHap MaHeH, «[TpyHUMNbI
npeacTaBUTENIbHOIO NpaB/iIeHNA»

[IpuHUMNE H BapHALKMHK NPEACTABMTENbHOIO NpPanieHHA

IlapramenTapuam Napruiinan Ayawropaan
AeMOKDATHA AeMOKPATHA
Bubopst — peibop mope- | — MOANBHOCTE | — BmGOD AoBe-
TIpenCcTABHTENEH | peHHOTO JHLA OfHOH MAPTHH | PEHHOIO JHIR
— Ha ocHobe — Ha octobe — OTBET Ha y¢-
MECTHHX cBAseh NpHEALTERHO- JIOBHA JEKTO-
— 3HaTh CTH KIaccy pAnEHOTO NMpef-
— aKTHBHCT, TMOEeHHA
napruiinii — memuitastii
6iopoxpar aKCTIepT
YacTHuHan — wabpanmmux — maprHiiHbe — pubopsl Ha
ABTOHOMHA TPOJIOCYET, KaK JAMOepE MOTYT | OCHOBE MMHIEA
OpeacTabiTefel | NogcKasMBacT YCTaHARIHBAT b
COBECTE NpHOPHTETH B
paMEax
MPOrpasMMe!
Cpobosma — obuecteennoe | — obwecTeetinoe | — obiecrperoe
ofuecTBeHHOTO | MHEHHE H ANeKTO- | MHEHHE H MHEHHe H
MHEHHA panbHuf Bufop | amexTopansHelii | amexTOpanLELIE
He COBMasaT saibop BiGOp He
~ IJac Hapoja | COBTIAJANOT COBMNANAIOT
«Ha fnopore — ONNOZHIHA — OmpocHl
mapJIaMeHTas oblecTREHHOTO
MHEHHA
Henwranne — mapfaMeHT — BHYTpMmap- | — NeperoBophl
JMckyccHedt THiHKe fefate | Mexay mpan-
— MEXOAPTHH- | TEILCTBOM H
HBiE TleperoBopsl | 3auuTepeco-
— HeoKOpMopa- | BAHHBIMH FPynm-

THAM

mamMu
— febatua B
CMH /monebaro-
upiiica uabupa-
TENAB



4. BbibOPbI N
NSBUPATE/IbHbBIE CNCTEMDbI



4. Bbi6opbl U N3bnpaTenbHbie

CNCTEeMbLI
136UpaTebHble CUCTEMbI — «CaMbIU cheyuguyeckul
MAHUNYASMUBHGIU UHCMpPYyMeHm 8 nosumuke» (JK.
CapTopwm)
OrpomMHoe pasHoobpasve N3brpaTebHbIX CUCTEM,
HEeKOTOpble 13 HNX OYEeHb C/TOXHO YCTPOEHb

B AQrHax — Xpebunin kKak JOMUHNPYHOLLIM MeXaH3M
Ha3HaAYeHWS Ha roCy4apCTBEHHbIE I0/IKHOCTY

[1peacTaBUTEeNBCTBO — 3BOIOLMSA UAEW I UHCTUTYTA

CMbIC/ 11 3HAYEHKe VHCTUTYTA BbIDOPOB B Pa3HbIX
CUCTeMax MPaBeHNA 1 MOSNTNYECKUX PeXMMAaXx

Pa3Hble MOTVBaAL N YHaCTHWKOB rOJIOCOBAHKA



PazHoo6pa3une nsbuparesibHbIX CUCTEM

Bormann N.-C., Golder M. (2013). Democratic Electoral Systems around the World, 1946-2011 //

Electoral Studies. — Vol. 32. — P. 362.

Majoritarian Proportional

Plurality Absolute Majority List PR Single Transferable
Vote
Single-Member District Plurality Alternative Vote
Single Nontransferable Vote TRS: Majority-Runoff
Block Vole
Party Block Vole
Borda Count o
Modified Borda Gount Quota Divisor
Limited Vote
TRS: Majority-Pluralify Flare _ D Hondf
Hagenbach Bischoff Sainte-Lagué
Droop Modified Sainte-Lagué

Imperiali
Reinforced Imperiali

Mixed

Independent

Coexistence
Supposition
Fusion

Dependent

Correction
Conditional

Note: Figure 2 lists those electoral systems used in democratic national-level lower house legislative elections from 1946 through 2011,
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ba3oBble n3bpartesibHbie CUCTEMbI

MaxopuTapHasa cMctemMa NPoCTOro HONbLIVMHCTBA (C
M30paHMem OT OKpyra 0AHOro KaHAMAaTa)

MaxopurTapHaa cmctema abComoTHOroO BONbLLVMHCTBA
[TponopuUMOHanbHas cuctema NapTUMHbBIX CMNCKOB
Y KaxXa0u — CBOW «MJIHOChI» N «MUHYCbI»



Ma>xopuTapHasa cucTtemMa npocroro
60/1bLUMNHCTBA

CTpaHa nogeneHa Ha n3bunpaTenbHble OKPYra
NPYUMEPHO OAMHAKOBOTO Pa3Mepa

OT oKpyra v3brpaeTca oAvH KaHAMAAT
136VpaTeny ronoCyroT TO/IbKO 33 OAHOMO KaHAMAATa

KaHamaat n3brpaeTcs, eC/iv 3@ HEro NPoro0CoBano
boNbLUe n3bupaTenen, Yem 3a ApPyrx KaHANAATOB



«MACbI» N «KMUHYCbI» Ma)KOpUTapHOU
CUCTEeMbl MPOCTOro 60/IbLLLUMHCTBA

NMpenmywecrBa

HepocTaTKu

Hannume yctonymBoro 601bLLUMHCTBA B
napnameHte Bl obneryeHme npoueccos
NPUHATUA peLeHnn («+» ans
ynpaBnaemocTh)

MHorue ronoca pakTU4eCKH
«nponagatoT»

AcHaAa 1 npamas cBA3b M3bupartenen c
OKpyramu «+» ANA NoAo0TYEeTHOCTHU

Manble napTum 1 NapTUM C Pa3MbITON MO
TEPPUTOPUM NOAAEPHKKON — B 3aBEA0MO
NPOUTPbILLHOM NOJIOXKEHUN

[MpocToTa MCNONb30BaAHUA U MOHATHOCTb
Ansa n3bupartenen

PeanbHbi BbIbOp M3bUpaTenem cuabHO
orpaHunyeH (B crpaTernyecKkoe
roflocoBaHme)

HeponpeactaBneHHOCTb B Nap/laMeHTe
MHOIMX NapTUM B HeaoCTaToOK C TOYKU
3pEHUA penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTU U
OrpaHMUYEHUA BNACTH




/ICKaxeHWd, Bbl3biIBaeMble MaXopUTapHOW
CCTEMOM MPOCTOro 60/IbLUVMHCTBA

Calvo E., Rodden J. (2015). The Achilles Heel of the Plurality Systems: Geography and Representation in Multiparty
Democracies // American Journal of Political Science. - Vol. 59, Ne 4. - P. 794,

FIGURE 1 Seat-Votes and the Territorial Distribution of the Vote in a
Two-Party System
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NMponopuvnoHasbHaa cMcTtemMma
NapTUMHBLIX CNNCKOB

CTpaHa MOXeT AeNNTbCA Ha NHboe KONMYeCTBO

301 paTeNbHbIX OKPYroB (B TOM UKC/1e — BCA CTPaHa kKak
OZLIVH OKpYT)

1361paTen ronocyroT He 3a KaHAWAATOB, a 33 MapTuK

[1apTusa NOAyYaeT YMCa0 MeCT, MPOMOPLMOHANBHOE YNCTY
MONYyYEeHHbIX FO/I0COB

MoXeT ObITb YCTaHOBNEH bapbep, OTCeKALLMIN Majible
napTUK

CucTemMa MOXeT NMoApasymMeBaThb MO0 3aKpbiTole, MO0
OTKPbITbIE MaPTUHbIE CMNCKK (MOoCneaHne AaroT
BO3MOXHOCTb MOAAEPXMBATb KOHKPETHbLIX KaHAM/aTOB
BHYTPW NapTn)



«Mnocbi» N «KMNHYCbI»
NPONOPLMNOHANILHON CUCTEMDbI
NapTUMHBIX CNNCKOB

NMpenmywecrBa

HepocTaTKu

«MoHanpacHy» pacxoayeTca CpaBHUTEIbHO
HeboNbLIoe YNCNO roN0CoB

CBA3b MeXKay NpeACcTaBUTENAMU U OKPYramu
ocnabneHa

CpaBHUTENIbHO 60/blLAA PENPE3EHTATUBHOCTb
nap/iameHTa (6onblie WaHCOB ANA MabIX
MapTUii — HO, KaK NpaBuio, ectb bapbep)

B cniyyae 3aKpbITbIX CMUCKOB MOTYT N3buMpaTbea
NepPCcoHaNbHO HENONYAAPHbIE NONUTUKK

NMoHATHOCTb ANA n3bupartenem n NPocToTa B
MCNOJIb30BaAHUMN

ObuwecTBEHHbIE PACKO/1bl BOCMPOM3BOAATCA B
nap/slaMeHTe U NAPTUMHOMN CUCTEME

MoryT 6bITb CNOXHOCTU NPU GOPMUPOBAHNN
60NbLIMHCTBA B Nap/iameHTe Bl HeaoCTaToOK
N5 YPaBAsSeMOoCTH

Ha dopmmnpoBaHue npaBmuTeNbCTBA OKA3biBAOT
BAMAHME KyNyapHble OroBOPEHHOCTU B yacTo
a) HeNPONOpPUMOHa/bHbIM BEC MaslbIX MAPTUHA,
6) CHMXKeHne BAnAHNA n3bupaTtenen Ha cocTaB
nap/slaMeHTCKoro 60bLlINHCTBA




3aKOoHbl flloBep)xe

MaxopuTapHasa cuctemMa B OAMH Typ — ABe KPYrHble
napTUn

— Ha camom pene: oueHb MHOTOe 3aBUCUT OT CTerneHy
PA3MbITOCTU MOAAEPXKM MAPTVU MO TEPPUTOPUMA: @) AN1S
KPYMHbIX, MOMNYAAPHbLIX MAPTWM PA3MbITOCTb — MPEUMYLLLECTBO,
0) ANS ManblX MAPTUA PA3MbITOCTb - HEJOCTaTOK

MaxopuTapHas cuctema B ABa Typa — HEeCKONbKO
NapTui, OO bLEANHALMXCA B ABE KOAMLINN

[TponopLUmoHanbHaa cncTema — MHOToNapTUHBIN
napaamMeHT



5. KOHCTUTYLMOHHbIE AN3aMHbI
ANA pasgesieHHbIX o6LLecTB



TABLE 1 The characteristics of majoritarian democracy,

TNkl 4eMOKPaTUI N X
NHCTUTYLIMOHAIbHOE YCTPOMCTBO

(Andeweg R., Consociational democracy)

consensus democracy, and

consociational democracy (adapted from Liphart 1984a, 1989a:40, 1999)

Majoritarian Consensus Consociational
democracy democracy democracy
1. Minimal winning cabinets 1. Oversized cabinets 1. Segmented society
2. Cabinet dominance over 2. Separation of powers 2. Grand coalition
legislature
3. Two-party system 3. Multi-party system 3. Proportionality
4. Plurality system of elections 4. Proportional representation 4. Segmental autonomy
5. Pluralist interest group system 5. Corporatist interest group 5. Mutual (minority) veto
system
6. Unicameralism 6. Bicameralism
7. Unitary, centralized government 7. (Non-)territorial federalism
and decentralization
8. Flexible constitution 8. Entrenched constitution
9. Parliamentary sovereignty 9. Judicial review
10. Dependent central bank 10. Independent central bank




KOHCOUMATVBHAA AeMOKPaTUNA

(Lijphart A., Typologies of Democratic Systems)

Subcylture A Subculture B

Leaders &

Followers € —— 4 —~ <> Followers




KoHcoumaTnBHas
aemokpaTusa (A. JlemnxapT)

bO/IbLLUAaSA KOaNMLNA

53aIMHOE BeTO
[poONopUMOHANBLHOCTL

4. ABTOHOMWSA CErMEHTOB 1 Gelepanmsm

w N =



N36upaTtenbHble cUCTEeMbl ANA
pasaesieHHbIX 06LUeCcTB

« [Moaxopn A. JlennxapTa

> [1pMHUMM KOHCOWMALLMMU 1 B3aMMOOIPaHUYeHsA — JT0rKa
power-sharing

> AKLEHT Ha MOCTBLIOOPHbLIX KOANLIUAX
> POJb 3/IUTHBIX COrNaLleHuni
- [loaxon A. FTopoBuLa
> [1pyHUMN CO34aHVA CTUMYIOB AN «yMEPEHHOM» MOSIUTUKN —
noryka border-crossing
> Vote pooling 1 akueHT Ha npeRBLIo0PHbBIX KOANNLNAX



Tunbl UHCTUTYTOB,

orpaHnNnumMBarOlLLNX BNacCTb

Kopnoparucrcknii
NPHHIAI

HexopnopaTtucTckHii
(/1nOepaILHBII)
NPHHIHAT

OTHOmIeHHA MEXTY
IrI'BﬁH[)EITGJIHT\IH H

[Ipomop11110HaIBHOCTE C
mapTHAMI,
MIpeICTaBIAIONIIMI

CTHMYTIEI Ha
IpIBJIeUeHIe
m30mparerneii 3a

npeacraBuTe/ IAMH CeIrMeHTEI 06[[[8(3"[]33 npelaeiIamMin “cBoero”
CEIMEHTA
?DE]I{IJEHJIEHIIE BII4CTHBIX Jloruka
OTHomeHHA MeEXIY ITO3MIIIIT 32 IIpOIIOPIHOHAIEHOIO

IITHTAMH

NpeacTaBHTEIIAMI
OTIOC/IBHBIX CCITMCHTOB.
KBOTHpPOBaHIIEC 1 T.II.

Pa3acICHIA BIaCTHEIX
IIOTHOMOYHIL, HO THOKAas

OTHOmIeHHA MEXTY
cerMeHTAMH 00IIIeCcTBA

Bzanmvnas nzomnsims
cerMeHToB (dbenepamm
IPH X TOUHOI
TepPUTOPHATIEHOI
TIPOEKITHH )

['pasx/1aHcKie mpaBa u
cBOOOE! Oe3
yCTaHOBJIEHHA
HHCTHTYIIHOHATEHBIX
“IIeperopoloK’ MeXIy
cerMeHTaMH




Tunbl UHCTUTYTOB,
orpaHNyvYMBalOLLLUX BNacThb

Kopnoparucrckmii HexopmopaTucrckuii
NpPHHIHN (udepaabHBII)
OPHHIHO

OTHOIIeHHA MeKIY
H30HpaTe MU H

IIpomopnnoHaIEHOCTS €
apTHAMH,
IIPeICTABIAOIIMI

CTrMyms! Ha
IpHBISYeHHe
n30nparerneii 3a

npeacTaBUTEIAMH CerMeHTEI 00ImecTRa ImpeneaamMil “cpoero”
CerMeHTa
'BQKIJEHI[QHIIE BITACTHEIX Jloruxka
OTHoOIeHnsa MEXKIY TIO3MITHIT 3a I[IPOIIOPIIIOHATIBEHOI0

JIHTAMH

mpeJaCTaBHTeIIAMH
OTIOENIBHEIX CCTMEHTOB,
KBOTHpPpOBaHHE H T.M.

pa3fieIeHHA BIaCTHBIX
MIOJTHOMOUIIIT, HO THOKAas

OTHOmeRNnsA MEXKTY
cerMeHTaMH o0IlecTBA

BzanmvBasg N304
CEerMeHTOR (demepamiam
TIPH HX TOYHOIT
TepPPHUTOPHATIBHOIT
TIPOEKIIHI)

I'pazxnaHckie npaga 1
cBobomsr Oe3
yCTaHOBIeHHA
HHCTHTYLIHOHAIBHBIX
“Ieperopomok” MexIy
ceTMeHTaMH

Avnemma:

nosiinTudeckKue rapaHTn Anda CerMeHToB VS 3aKpenjieHme cermeHTauuum OGI.I.I,ECTBa




IMNINpUYeEecKme pesysibtatbl. BBDKNBa€MOCTb

AeMoKpaTnmn

(Graham B., Miller M., Strom K. Safeguarding Democracy: Powersharing and Democratic Survival)

FIGURE 4. Effects of Powersharing in Challenging Environments
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The figure shows estimated coefficients (with 95% confidence intervals) for three types of powersharing in 10 sub-samples, each
representing a difficult environment for democracy. Note the consistently positive effect of constraining powersharing.




HekoTopbie o6Lie BbIBOAbI

1.

JleMokpaTHsi COBMECTUMA C PACKOJIOTHIMHU OOIIIECTBAMHU, HO HE
“II0 YMOJTYAHUIO: BAKHBI MOAXOISAIINE HHCTUTYTHI U
OJIarOnpUSTHBIC YCIOBUS

BaxkHbI peanbHbIE MOJUTUYECKUE IPAKTUKH, & HE TOJIBKO
(bopMaibHbIC UHCTUTYTHI

EcTh OCHOBaHUS MOJIaraTh, YTO JIUTHI YPPEKTUBHEE
KOHTPOJUPYIOTCS IUTAMH, YEM HacEJIeHUEM — Ba)KHOCTD
TOPU30HTAILHOTO OTPAaHMYCHUS BIIACTU

JIBycMbICI€HHBIE 3 (PEKThl KOPIOPATUCTCKOTO MOAXO0A:

d. OH MOJXKET OBITh JKE€JIATEJICH IIPU HU3KOM YPOBHE B3aUMHOI0
IO0BEpHs, KOTJa 3aJa4i MUHUMAJIbHBI — JOCTUYb MHUpPA B
KPaTKOCPOYHOH/CPEIHECPOUYHOM NEPCIEKTHURE

b. oH cmabo cnocoOCTBYIOT GOPMHUPOBAHHIO 0A30BOTO
OOIIIECTBEHHOI0 KOHCEHCVCA U 3aKpeIlisieT U VCUINBaeT



CNACUBO 3A BHNMMAHWE!



