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Abstract. This scholarly article explores the evolution of Ukraine’s governance
Sfrom its 1991 independence to the present. It begins with an analysis of the various
governance models adopted, including presidential, presidential-parliamentary,
and parliamentary-presidential systems, highlighting their unique characteristics
and challenges. Next, the intricate, contentious process of constitutional
development in Ukraine is examined, reflecting the nation’s struggle for balance
and compromise. The future of Ukraine’s governance, clouded by persistent
geopolitical and domestic challenges, is discussed lastly. This study aims to provide
a comprehensive overview of Ukraine’s political journey and its implications.
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Problem Statement. The form of government is a key issue for the
proper functioning of government in a modern state. It determines
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the state’s characteristics as democratic and legal, and ensures the
effective implementation of the principle of separation of powers and
the establishment of an effective mechanism of checks and balances.

The regulation of the formation and interaction of the supreme
bodies of state power is enshrined in the fundamental law of the state
and society. This regulation is based on a close connection with the
sovereign will, and thus constitutionalizes and stabilizes the political
and legal system of the country. It also protects the activities of the
supreme bodies of state power from decisions and risks that do not
rely on the authority of constitutional norms.

The organization of state power is an integral part of European
constitutionalism and constitutional regulation of a democratic state.
This is evident in the experience of countries that do not have a written
constitution, such as the United Kingdom, Sweden, and Israel. These
countries still give priority attention to the formation and relationship
of supreme public authorities in their political and legal space. For
example, in Sweden, which does not have a classical constitution
as a single document, one of the four constitutional laws is dedicated
to the form of government.

Therefore, the content and features of the form of government are
determined on the basis of a systematic interpretation of constitutional
norms on the organization and exercise of state power. In countries
that do not have a written constitution, state government may have
other normative sources, such as separate legislative (constitutional)
acts, political traditions, and agreements. However, this does not
diminish the importance of the established form of state governance
for establishing sustainable and effective management.

The form of government is a complex and multifaceted concept.
It can be characterized as more or less legally formalized, with
a corresponding tendency to the prevalence of normative or political
factors. The constitutional entrenchment of a particular form
of government is significantly influenced by the specific historical
conditions of development and adoption of the constitution
of a country, the role of social and political forces in the constitutional
process, and the specifics of its stage.

Analysis of Recent Research Publications. The form of government
has not become a popular subject of in-depth theoretical analysis in the
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recent national legal literature. However, some landmark works have
been published on the topic. For example, S. H. Serohina’s doctoral
dissertation considers the form of government as a leading characteristic
of the organization and exercise of state power. Separately, the issues
of the peculiarities of state government in a parliamentary-presidential
republic are studied in the PhD thesis of V. Protasova.

The objective of the article is to explore the evolution of the form
of government in Ukraine and to identify the key challenges that the
country faces in its pursuit of a more democratic and stable future.
The article argues that the movement towards European norms
of constitutional democracy can help to address these challenges and
create a more democratic and stable Ukraine.

Specifically, the article aims to: 1) discuss the different forms
of government that have been adopted in Ukraine, including
presidential, presidential-parliamentary, and parliamentary-
presidential republics; 2) analyze the constitutional process in Ukraine,
which has been complex and often contentious; 3) examine the future
of the form of government in Ukraine, which is uncertain due to the
country’s ongoing challenges; 4) identify the key problems that
Ukraine faces in its pursuit of a more democratic and stable future;
5) argue that the movement towards European norms of constitutional
democracy can help to address these challenges.

Research and Discussion. Starting with the works of ancient
political philosophers, the study of forms of government convincingly
demonstrates that there have never been in history and still do not exist
at least two countries with identical state government. Each state has
its own organization of power, determined by social and cultural
conditions and specific features. Therefore, in the scientific sense,
we can only talk about generalizations, i.e. certain conceptual models
of government, which aim to identify certain features that reflect the
characteristics of the functioning of higher authorities in terms
of theoretically grounded criteria. The most important of these criteria
are the degree of participation of the people in the formation of the
supreme bodies of state power and the specifics of their relationship
with each other, primarily in the context of the separation of powers
and the functioning of mutual checks and balances.
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The form of government is a complex concept that includes
various elements. The central issue for the organization of government
in any country is the question of the government as a body that
exercises direct administrative influence on society. This includes who
and how it is formed, to whom it is accountable and responsible, and
its relationship with other higher bodies of state power.

In order to properly justify the constitutional form of government
in Ukraine and the ways to improve it, it is necessary to take into
account various factors. These include: 1) various conceptual models
of forms of government developed in the context of European
constitutionalism, their essential features, advantages and
disadvantages: 2) the experience of formation and development
of forms of government in European and other democratic countries:
3) the origins and development of the constitutional process
in Ukraine, especially the transformation of forms of government
in the context of the search for constitutional identity.

The presidential form of government is one of the most common
forms of government in the world. It is characterized by the election
of the president and the legislature by separate general elections. This
leads to a «dual democratic legitimacy» for the legislative and executive
branches, as well as a significant level of independence between the
branches of government.

Under presidential rule, voters can predict not only the main
directions of the head of state’s policy, but also the possible composition
of his government. The nationwide mandate of the president leads to the
fact that the person holding this post receives, along with the powers
of the head of the executive branch, a number of functions that
characterize him or her as the head and representative of the entire state.

The main feature of the presidential model is strong presidential
power. However, the president cannot act effectively without the
support of the legislature. In the event of significant differences
between the positions of the president and the legislature, this can
create significant problems in the governance system.

Therefore, the integrity and continuity of governance
in a presidential republic is ensured by a high level of interdependence
of public authorities [1]. This requires the functioning of checks
and balances to ensure both the independence of each branch
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of government within its competence and the interaction of the
legislative and executive branches.

The presidential model of government relies on effective
mechanisms of decentralization of power, a strong system of local
self-government, and a developed civil society structure [2]. This
allows individual subjects of the federation, local communities,
and various civic institutions to perform important functions
in organizing the life of society without threatening state
or governmental stability.

However, in authoritarian and semi-authoritarian regimes, these
features can turn into significant drawbacks. A high degree
of personalization of power can cause excessive sharpness of the
political struggle for the presidency, which results in the winner gaining
the most significant levers of power and control. This can provoke
political instability and the risk of coups [3].

In contrast to the presidential model, the parliamentary model
of government is characterized by a «soft» or functional division
of power into branches [4]. This model is typically found in political
systems of modern European democracies, which are based on two
or three most influential parties that succeed each other at the helm
of state power and governance. In countries with a two-party or multi-
party system with a dominant party, the government consisting
of representatives of the parties with a majority in parliament, through
party factions or their coalition, effectively controls the activities
of parliament.

The parliamentary model of government, also known as the
cabinet system or ministerialism, is justified by the concept
of «independent mandate.» This means that voters vote for a certain
direction of government policy, not for a specific candidate. As a result,
the government is formed by the party or coalition of parties that won
the majority of seats in parliament. The government is responsible
to parliament and can be dissolved if it loses the confidence of the
legislature [5].

The effective functioning of the state power mechanism
in a parliamentary democracy is primarily made possible by a stable
party system, traditions of an independent judiciary, and a high level
of political culture and responsibility. However, if there is no dominant
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party or stable coalition of parties, the government can become weak
and unstable [6]. This was the case in Italy in the second half of the
20th century, when the country experienced numerous and permanent
political crises.

In order to overcome the disadvantages of parliamentary and
presidential republics and combine their positive features, some
countries have adopted a mixed form of government. This model
combines elements of both presidential and parliamentary systems,
such as the direct election of the president and the responsibility of the
government to parliament [7]. The mixed form of government is often
found in countries with a history of both presidential and parliamentary
rule, such as France and Germany.

The mixed form of government has both advantages and
disadvantages. On the one hand, it can provide greater stability and
efficiency than either a presidential or parliamentary system. On the
other hand, it can also be more complex and difficult to operate [§].
Ultimately, the choice of a particular form of government is a political
decision that must be made by each country based on its own unique
circumstances.

The French Fifth Republic is a mixed form of government, with
elements of both presidentialism and parliamentarism. The president
is directly elected by the people and has significant powers, including
the ability to dissolve the parliament. However, the government
is responsible to the parliament and can be dismissed if it loses the
confidence of the legislature.

The bicephalic nature of the executive power in France means
that there are two centers of power: the president and the prime
minister [9]. The president is the head of state and has the power
to appoint the prime minister and dissolve the parliament. The prime
minister is the head of government and is responsible for the day-to-
day running of the country.

The relationship between the president and the prime minister
can vary depending on the political situation. If the president and the
prime minister are from the same party, they will usually work together
to govern the country [10]. However, if the president and the prime
minister are from different parties, they may find it difficult
to cooperate.
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The French model of mixed government has both advantages and
disadvantages. On the one hand, it can provide greater stability and
efficiency than either a presidential or parliamentary system. On the
other hand, it can also be more complex and difficult to operate.
Ultimately, the choice of a particular form of government is a political
decision that must be made by each country based on its own unique
circumstances.

Mixed republics have become more common in recent years,
as countries have sought to find a balance between the strengths
of presidentialism and parliamentarism. The French model of mixed
government is one of the most common, and it has been adopted
by countries as diverse as France, Finland, Poland, and Ukraine [11].

The main characteristic of a mixed republic is the bicephalic
nature of the executive power. This means that there are two centers
of power: the president and the prime minister. The president is the
head of state and has significant powers, such as the ability to dissolve
the parliament. The prime minister is the head of government and
is responsible for the day-to-day running of the country.

The relationship between the president and the prime minister
can vary depending on the political situation. If the president and the
prime minister are from the same party, they will usually work together
to govern the country. However, if the president and the prime minister
are from different parties, they may find it difficult to cooperate.

Mixed republics have both advantages and disadvantages. On the
one hand, they can provide greater stability and efficiency than either
a presidential or parliamentary system. On the other hand, they can
also be more complex and difficult to operate. Ultimately, the choice
of a particular form of government is a political decision that must
be made by each country based on its own unique circumstances.

In the case of Ukraine, the Constitution of 1991 established
a presidential republic. However, the Constitution was amended
in 2004 to create a more mixed system of government. The amendments
gave the parliament more power and made it more difficult for the
president to dissolve the parliament.

The choice of a particular form of government is a complex issue
that there is no easy answer to. The best form of government for
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a particular country will depend on a variety of factors, including the
country’s history, culture, and political system.

The form of government in Ukraine has evolved over time, from
a presidential republic to a presidential-parliamentary republic
to a parliamentary-presidential republic. The current Constitution
of Ukraine, which was adopted in 1996, defines Ukraine as a unitary,
democratic, social, and legal state. The President is the head of state,
but the Prime Minister is the head of government. The parliament,
the Verkhovna Rada, is the supreme legislative body.

The constitutional process in Ukraine has been complex and often
contentious. There have been several attempts to amend the
Constitution, and the form of government has changed several times.
The current trend is towards a more parliamentary-presidential
system, with the parliament having more power and the President
having less power.

The future of the form of government in Ukraine is uncertain. The
country is facing a number of challenges, including the ongoing
conflict in eastern Ukraine and the COVID-19 pandemic. It isunclear
how these challenges will affect the political landscape and the form
of government in Ukraine.

However, it is clear that Ukraine is committed to European
integration. As a candidate for membership in the European Union,
Ukraine is required to meet certain standards, including the rule of law
and human rights. These standards will likely have an impact on the
form of government in Ukraine, as the country moves towards a more
democratic and transparent system.

In order to adhere to European norms of constitutional democracy;,
Ukraine must institute a series of legislative changes designed
to enhance the operational efficacy and equilibrium of the government.
This will necessitate amendments that serve to strengthen the
parliament, bolster judicial independence, and foster a more
accountable executive branch.

1. Strengthening the Parliament. To enhance the power of the
parliament, legislative reforms should be implemented to improve the
efficiency and transparency of its operations. For example, measures
should be put in place to ensure open, public debates on all proposed
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legislation, and voting records of members should be made easily
accessible to the public. Additionally, parliamentary committees
should be strengthened to conduct effective oversight of government
activities.

2. Bolstering Judicial Independence. The independence of the
judiciary, a cornerstone of any democratic system, must also
be ensured. Reforms could include a more transparent and merit-
based process for the appointment of judges, with explicit criteria and
clear procedures. Judicial decisions should be protected from undue
political or other external influences, and the courts must be adequately
funded and staffed to ensure their ability to perform their roles
effectively.

3. Creating a More Accountable Executive Branch. The executive
branch, for its part, should be held to account for its actions. To achieve
this, a comprehensive system of checks and balances should be installed
to prevent the abuse of executive power. This could include, for
example, stricter procedures for the exercise of executive orders, and
more robust oversight of the executive by the parliament.

4. Continuing the Process of Decentralization. The process
of decentralization should also be continued, empowering local
governments with greater autonomy and resources, thus ensuring
a more balanced power distribution between central and local
authorities.

5. Safeguarding the Rights of National Minorities. Lastly,
to safeguard the rights of national minorities, changes to the legislation
could be enacted that guarantee representation of minority groups
in decision-making processes, and that protect minority languages
and cultures.

Achieving true democracy and stability in Ukraine will take time
and a commitment to these and other reforms., but the potential
benefits for the country and its people are considerable.
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O. B. IleTpummn
®opma npaJiiHHg B YKpaiHi B KOHTEKCTi €BpONeEChKOi iHTerpaiii: ypoku
icTopii Ta cyyacHi HoBauii

Anomayia. Ysaea danoi cmammi 30cepedicena Ha 30iliCHeHHI HAYK0B020
aHanizy egontouii ghopm depicasnoeo ycmporo Ykpainu, i0 nouamky ii Hesa-
aexciocmi 6 1991 poui. Ilepexodsuu 6i0 npezudenmcvkoi pecny6aiku 0o npe-
3U0eHMCbKO-NAPAAMeHmMCcbKoi ma, epewmi peuwtm, 00 napAAMeHMCcbKo-npe-
3udenmcoKoi modeneil, YKpaiHCcbka noAimu4Ha cucmema npoxoounra Kpisb
nepiodu icmomuux mpancghopmayiii. Take pempocnexmuene 00cAi0NceHHS
Hadae modcaugicmy Oinbul ACHO 3pO3YMIMU KA0H08i (hakmopu ma 06cmaeuHi,
AKI 3yMOSUAU Yell 00820CMPOKOBULL NPOYEC PO3GUMK).

B kpumuunomy 0eas0i pizHoMaHimHux noaimuuHux modeaeil Yxkpainu axk-
YEHMYEMbCsL 83AEMO0isi MIIC NPe3UOeHMOM MAa NAPAAMEHMOM, Cmpameiuna
poab ¢y0080i 61a0u y hopmMysaHHi noAimuuHo20 neuzaxicy, 0aAanc cun Mixc
YEeHmMPanbHOI0 Ma Micyegoio 61a0010, a MAKO0IC BU3HAHANLHI MOMEHMU 8 ic-
mopii éionocun mixe Yxpainoro ma €sponeiicoxum Cow3zom. Li pakmopu, xoua
il € PI3BHONAAHOBUMU, BI0iePAOMb KAOUOBY POAb Y KOHMEKCMi NOCMILIHOI e60-
AUl hopmu deparcasroeo ynpasainms.

Okpema ysaea aemopa npucesuera 00CAioNceHHo NPUpooUu KOHCMUmMYuii-
Hux npouecie Ykpainu, wo npomseom pokie 0yau no3Ha4eHi CKAaOHIiCmH0,
oypxausicmro i, He pioKo, sceasumu debamamu. Baxciuee 3navenus 6idgooumo-
cs1 02120y npaeHeHv Ykpainu 0o 8i0nosioHocmi €8ponelicbkum cmanoapmam
KoHcmumyuyiinoi demokpamii. B ybomy konmexcmi Hazoaouryemocs Ha 8ajic-
AU8oCcmi QUHAMIUHO020 OANAHCY Midic OONOBHIOYUMU, ane 00HOYACHO KOHKYDY-
HouUMU 2INKAMU 8AA0U, W40 BKAIOHUAIOMb CUAbHULL NAPAAMEHM, HE3ANEICHY CY-
do8y 61ady ma 6i0no8ioaibHy 6UKOHABHY 64a0Y.

Bukauku, neped akumu onuHusacs Ykpaina Ha wasaxy espoinmeezpauyii,
nioKpecatoms HeU3HAUeHICMb MAliGYMHb020 hopMU 0epICABHOR0 YNPABAIHHS
kpainu. Hezeaxcarouu na ue, 36epmaiouucy 00 maxKux numans, K 3MiyHEeHHS
napaamenmy, CKOpoO4eHHs NO8HOBAJICEHb NPe3UdeHmMa, Popmy8anHsa KOHCMU-
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myuii, ujo 8i003epKantoe 6010 Hapody, 3axXucm NPas HAYiOHAAbHUX MEHUIUH
ma 3naxodxcenns 6anrancy mixc inmepecamu Ykpainu ma €8poneiicokoeo
Coro3y, MOXCAUBUM € NOULYK WASXY 00 Oinbiu deMoKkpamuuHoi ma cmaobinbHol
MatiOymuvoi Mooeni ynpasninms.

Y eucnoskax pobomu, akyenmyemocs yeaea Ha mesi npo me, ujo pyx
Ykpainu do esponeiicokux Hopm KoHcmumyuitinoi demokpamii € yyndamen-
MANbHUM NPAHEHHAM, Ke 00nomodice 3abe3neuumu OUHAMIYHUL OANAHC MidC
PIBHUMU 2iAKaAMU 8Aa0U, CRPUSIOHU MUM CaMUuMm Oinbuloi demokpamii ma noai-
muyHoi cmabinbHocmi 6 maiioymuvomy. Lleit npoyec sumaeae ocmucieHocmi,
8uBadiceHUX piuieHs i, 6e3yMo6HO, aidepcmea, sike giddare idearam demokpamii
ma npoepecy.

Esontouis gopm depacasroeo ycmporo Yxpainu 6yra ckaaduum i 6esne-
pepsHum npoyecom. Kpaina cmukanacs 3 HU3K0I0 8UKAUKIG, 30KpeMa 3 KOH-
nikmom na cxodi Yxpainu, nandemicio COVID- 19, ma, epewmi pewim, nosHo-
mMacumaOHuM 6MopeHeHHAM KpAaiHu-aepecopa, oKynayiero mepumopii
ma 0062ompusanoeo 6oeHHoeo cmary. Qonax Ykpaina makosc npasne 0o in-
meepauii 3 €eponeiicvkum Corozom. Pyx 0o egponeiicokux HOpmM KOHCIMUMYUiti-
Hoi demokpamii eumazamume CULbHO20 NAPAAMEHMY, HE3ANEHCHOI CYO080T
61adu ma 8ionogidanvHoi 6uKoHag4oi aadu.

Biomax, y 3akaiouniti yacmuri 0ocaiodcets Hageoeni 0CHOBHI peKoMeH -
dauii w000 npooosicenHs NoAIMUYHUX pegopm Yy cepi opeanizayii ghopmu
Npaenints 6 Yxpainu, nocuneHus 63aeMo00n08HII0UOI poi 2inok eaadu, 3a6e3-
NeUeHHs He3aAeNCHOCMI ma nid36imHocmi cy0oeoi cucmemit, pO3ULUPEHHSL NPO-
uecy OeyeHmpanizayii ma iHWUX aKmyalbHUx HAnpamie.

Karouosi caosa: popma npasrinns, esonrouis npasaints, cucmema cmpu-
myeans i npomusae, doceio €sponeiicobkoeo Coro3y.
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