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GENERAL THEORETICAL BASES OF THE POLITICAL
DECISION-MAKING PROCESS

In the framework of reformation changes in the state and society, the issues of the political
decision-making theory developing on the basis of neoclassical realism are of particular relevance
and determine the directions for research of specialists of different industries.
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Domestic and foreign researchers in the field of political science, who study the process of
political decision-making, analyze it at three principal levels: global, state and sub-state. The global
level reflects the international character of states’ activities; includes the global dependence of political
decision-making, in which international organizations, institutions and norms reduce the anarchy of
political decision-making in the country; is formed under the influence of the building and distribution
of states and international system images. The state-level reflects the degree of unity that is achieved
with the joint participation of both the state and the entire national community of people in political
decision-making and in responding to the challenge posed by the international environment. Not
only the state level, which considers the attributes of the state as a system of different institutions
with their peculiarities of political decision-making, should be distinguished, but also the sub-state
level, in which the interaction of social, including individual, and state actors in the process of
political decision-making takes place.

The issues of population mobilization in the course of implementing a political decision in the
Ukrainian context are determined as the presence of various domestic «obstacles» to the
implementation of those initiatives that come from the state or public structures. The authors
distinguish the most important of them: the bureaucratic nature and corruption of the implementation
process of public initiatives in political, social or economic spheres; low political diversity, lack of
political party representation in parliament and low functional «maturity» of the legislative branch;
an underdeveloped political culture of participation creates burdens when making a political decision
since the political system lacks information at its «entrance»; socio-economic problems of the majority
of the population that prevent it from responding to political initiatives.

Key words: political decisions, communications, determinants, state mobilization ability,
population mobilization, political leaders, business communication, state PR, civil society.
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