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Abstract

The crisis of legitimacy is an urgent problem in modern political science.
After all, a necessary condition for the functioning of any democratic state is the
legitimacy of power, recognition and support of the majority of the population.

The main methods used for this article are: political science —analysis of specialized
scientific sources allowed to identify specific features of political science interpretation of
key concepts and trace their development within political science, comparative—allowed
to compare modernist and postmodernist approach to understanding the legitimacy of
power and identify their main features, systematic approach, allowed to consider complex
and multifaceted process with the corresponding internal and external features of func-
tioning, historical —research of transformation of understanding of concept of legitimacy.

This article reveals the characteristic features of legitimacy in the pre-
modern and modern times, however, the main focus is on the features of the
legitimation of power in the postmodern era. Among them: the presence in the
public consciousness and information space of a negative image of government
and politics; total individualism; departure from modernist rationalism in the
direction of creative search; legitimation through work with meanings, texts and
images; rejection of the concept of «patience for the sake of the future» and the
transition to the dominance of consumer society; the requirement to meet the
needs of the «here and now». Through the active involvement of economic, cul-
tural, religious and other spheres in politics, today we can speak of the disappear-
ance of legitimacy in its pure form and the establishment of its connection with
other socio-political and economic phenomena. Thus, to study this phenomenon
today it is necessary to use the tools of other sciences, especially economics.

Key words: legitimacy, power, postmodernism, state, trust, transfor-
mation, crisis.

119



ISSN 2415-881X  Politology Bulletin, Issue 84 (2020)

YJK: 321.01 DOI: 10.17721/2415-881x.2020.84.119-127

Onimenko Anacracia BosrogumupiBHa

Kuiscvruil HauionaavHuil yHigepcumem imeni Tapaca Illesuenxa (m. Kuis, Yxkpaina)
https://orcid. org/0000—0002-3192—2652
e-mail: 030509stasya@gmail. com

OCOBJIMBOCTI JIETITUMALII BJIAJAU B 10BY
INOCTMOAEPHI3MY

Pesrome

AXTyasIbHOIO TTPOOJIEMOIO B Cy4YacHIM MOJIITOJIOTIYHIM HayIll BUCTYIIAE
KpH3a JIETITUMHOCTI. AJKe, HeOOXiTHOI0 YMOBOIO (PYHKIIIOHYBAaHHS OYAb-AKOI
JIEMOKPATUYHOI JIEP>KaBU € JIETITUMHICTD BJIaJ{W, TOOTO BU3HAHHS 1 MiATPHUMKA
OLTBIIIOI0 YACTUHOIO HACEJIEHHS.

MeTor0 JOCTiPKeHHS € BU3HAYEHHSI OCHOBHUX 0COOJIMBOCTEH JIeTiTHMAa-
1ii B B TOCTMO/IepHi3Mi. Cepesi 0CHOBHUX METO/IIB, IKi OYJ1I0 BUKOPHCTAHO:
MTOJTITOJIOTIYHUI — aHAJII3 CIIeIliali30BaHUX HAyKOBHUX JIKEpeJI JI03BOJIUB BHU-
OKPEMHUTH crienudivHi PUCH IMOJITOJIOTIYHOTO TPAKTYBAHHS KJIIOUOBUX ITOHATH
Ta MPOCTIKYBaTH iX PO3BUTOK B paMKax ITOJIITOJIOTIYHOI HAYKH; KOMITapaTUB-
HUI — JIO3BOJIUB IIOPIiBHATH MOJIEPHICTCHKUM Ta ITOCTMOJEPHICTCHKUH ITi/IXiJ
JIO PO3YyMiHHS JIETITHUMHOCTI BJIaJIN Ta BU3HAYUTH 1X OCHOBHI 0COOJIMBOCTI; CHC-
TEeMHHH IiJIXi/T — I03BOJIUB PO3IJIAHYTH JIETITUMAIII0 AK CKJIATHUN, KOMILIEK-
CHUH Ta 6araTorpaHHUU MPOIIEC 3 BIATIOBIAHUMY BHYTPIIIHIMU Ta 30BHIIIHIMH
0COOJTMBOCTSIMH QYHKITIOHYBAHHS; ICTODUYHUN — JOCITI/PKEHHSA TpaHCchOpMaIrii
PO3YMIiHHSA IMOHATTS JIETITUMHOCTI BJIaJTH.

Bys0 po3kpuTo xapaKTepHi O3HAKH JIETITHMAIIl BJIaIi B JOMOJIEPHY
Ta MOJIepHY JIOOY, IIPOTe, OCHOBHY YBary CKOHIIEHTPOBAHO came Ha 0CcO0JIUBOC-
TAX JIETITUMAIIil BJIain B 00y mocTMoiepHy. HaibOipln xapaKTEpHUMH 13 HUX
€: MPUCYTHICTH B CYCIIJIbHIHN CBijoMOCTi Ta iHDOpMaIitHOMY ITPOCTOPi HEraTHUB-
HOTO 00pa3y BjIaJii Ta MOJITUKH; TOTAJIbHUU 1HAUBIAyaIi3M; BiAXiz Big Moaep-
HICTCHKOT'O paIfioHaJi3My B OiK TBOPYOTO MOIIYKY; JIETITUMAIIisA uepe3 poboTy
3 CeHCaMH, TEKCTaMU Ta 00pa3aMu; BiIMOBa KOHIIEIIIil «TepITiHHSA 3apa i Mau-
OyTHBOTO» 1 TIEpeXif] 0 IOMiHYBaHHSA CyCITLIBCTBA CIIO’KUBAHHS; BUMOTA 3310~
BOJIEHHS TTOTPeb «TyT i 3apa3». BpaxoByooun aKkTUBHE BKJIIOUEHHS €KOHOMIY-
HOI, KyJIbTYPHOI, PEJIriiiHOI Ta iHIUX cdep B MOJITUKY, CbOTOAHI MU MOXKEMO
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TFOBOPUTH NIPO 3HUKHEHHS JIETITUMHOCTI B 1i yucTiii opmi Ta ycrasieHHA il
3B’A3KY 3 IHIIIUMHU COITIO-TIOJIITUYHUMU T4 €KOHOMIYHUMHU sIBUIAMU. Takum
YHHOM, I IOCTIKEHHS JTaHOTO (DeHOMEHY ChOTO/THI HEOOXiTHO BUKOPUCTO-
BYBAaTHU iHCTPYMEHTAapill iHIINUX HAYK, B IIEPIILY Yepry — eKOHOMIUYHUH.

KirouoBi ciioBa: jieriTUMHICTb, BJ1aJia, TOCTMO/IEPH, Jiep;kKaBa, J0Bipa,
Tpa"cdopMalisa, Kpusa.

Introduction

Society is a complex and plastic phenomenon, all elements of which must
be in a state of mutual harmony in order to ensure the effective functioning of
the whole system. The element that preserves this harmony and prevents the
destruction and disintegration of society is legitimation, because they help to
form a vision of the necessary social order in times of transformational change.
After all, any reform is a change that, by modifying a particular part, affects the
functioning of the whole system.

The problem of legitimacy is one of the key in political and legal theory,
it was studied by a number of prominent authors, including: Yu. Habermas, E.
Bistrytsky, V. Tsvykh, S. Proleyev, S. Makeev, P. Manzhola, Yu. Rosenfeld and
others. In turn, the postmodernist paradigm was studied in their works by: Z.
Bauman, J.-F. Lyotar, M. Fukuyama, T. Alekseeva and others.

Today, the crisis of legitimacy is especially widespread, caused by a
decline in trust and real support for the government against the background of
the formation in the public consciousness and information space of a politicians
negative image and everything related to power and authority. In general,
the negativization of «power» is characteristic of postmodernism, which
denies a rational approach to understanding this phenomenon. Such trends
are particularly pronounced for countries undergoing active transformation
processes and have an unstable political system.

Maintaining the level of power's legitimacy is a necessary condition
for the functioning of a democratic state, because it is always based on the
voluntary transfer of power and its further recognition. To solve the problem
of the legitimacy crisis it is necessary to study the changes that are taking place
with this phenomenon in connection with the transition to the postmodernist
paradigm.

Research methods

In order to fully solve the tasks and achieve the goal defined in the article,

a number of general scientific methods were used. Among them: political sci-
ence —analysis of specialized scientific sources allowed to identify specific fea-
tures of political science interpretation of key concepts and trace their develop-
ment within political science, comparative — allowed to compare modernist and
postmodernist approach to understanding the legitimacy of power and identi-
fy their main features, systematic approach, allowed to consider complex and
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multifaceted process with the corresponding internal and external features of
functioning, historical — research of transformation of understanding of concept
of legitimacy.

Results

With the departure from the modern worldview and the growing influence
of the postmodern paradigm, there is a transformation of such key concepts as
«power», «state», «<law», and so on. This accumulates the need for theoretical
search and approval in practice of new identification types. It is necessary to
determine the current content in the theoretical discourse of the «legitimation»
and «power» concepts, and to trace their transformation in postmodern
conditions.

Today, the term «legitimation» mean a certain process of «approval» and
recognition of power by society. In his works, E. Bystrytsky, for example, defines
it as «the process of collective identity realization by the political system on the
basis of common values» [1, p. 321, 329]. In general, within the framework of the
philosophical and legal approach, legitimation is a necessity, which is explained
by the nature of power.

In the «Encyclopedia of Postmodernism» «Power» is defined as the
ability and it is about the ability to exist [2, p. 72]. A person cannot have power
over another person unless such power is recognized as legitimate. Accordingly,
the very existence of power depends on its legitimacy [3, p. 318]. Receiving the
right to power, we legitimately gain the ability to manage political institutions
through the implementation and consolidation of appropriate rules [4, p. 334].

There are pre-modern, modern and postmodern approaches to the
interpretation of such a phenomenon as «power» and, accordingly, the
understanding of its legitimacy. In the pre-modern sense, power is inextricably
linked to religion. The religious worldview of that time perceived power as
something divine, and accordingly, indisputable. It is the divine origin of power
as a «gift of the gods», which was given to the elect and legitimized the further
usage of power and the person who was endowed with them. This provide a
positive understanding of the authorities.

In the modern approach, we can talk about such a key point as the «theory
of the social contract» and the «reasonable» origin of the state. Unification and
recognition of power over one another is a rational necessity that people are forced
to address for a number of rational reasons (social interaction, war of all against
all, organization of production, etc). Accordingly, the very idea that prompted
the people to unite in the future is the factor that legitimizes the government.
This legitimacy, unlike the pre-modern one, is not indisputable and is built on
meeting the needs of those subordinate to those in power. Legitimacy is based on
modernity on the inviolability of a number norms, doubts in which and the risk
of their loss due to certain factors inevitably lead to crisis and delegitimization.
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As for the postmodern approach, Habermas defines them as the absence
of any absolute foundations of the right to power, the «crisis of legitimacy»
as a consequence [4, p. 335]. We are faced with a situation where the right to
power cannot be based on certain rational norms due to the absence of the latter.
Accordingly, the attitude to power in its modern sense is a priori negative, and
the possibility of legitimizing it is in serious doubt [4, p. 335]-

Postmodernity—a term that now arbitrarily includes (or to some extent
associated with them) a number of movements, sometimes incompatible, that
emerged in the affluent regions of Europe and countries of European origin in art,
architecture, literature, music, in social sciences and humanities, which raises radical
doubts about the reliability of the foundations on which the claims to scientific
statements are based [5, p. 327]. Postmodernism is used to define a certain period,
which is characterized by a mixture of high and low elements [5, p. 327].

«Postmodern» is a concept that means a period of history that
chronologically begins with the crisis of industrial society and develops towards
the future [6]. This term was introduced into scientific usage by A. Toynbee in
the 50s of the 20th century. It became widely used in the 1970s and marked
the period of humanity’s transition to post-industrialism. It is the changes
that society has undergone during this transition and led to the isolation of
postmodernism as a certain ideological trend [6]. In philosophical science,
«postmodern» is associated with the name of J.-F. Lyotard and his work «The
state of postmodernism» in which postmodernism was a consequence of the
crisis of Western civilization and its basic principles [7]. In political science, the
term appears in connection with the democratic student movements that spread
in France in 1968.

Today, legitimacy is becoming more complex due to the growing number
of factors that can influence it, the growing blurring of the criteria by which it
can be assessed, and the growing criticism of recognized rational principles of
power by postmodernists. Thus, the concept of Max Weber, which for a long time
was the basis of the whole theory of legitimacy, is now considered obsolete and
not suitable for use in practice. More and more states and regimes build their
power on multi-element legitimacy, which does not allow us to talk about any of
its «pure» types [8]. At the same time, no power today can be called completely
legitimate, it can vary from full recognition to complete denial, and this process
always remains dynamic [8]. At the same time, there is a strong interdependence
between the increase in the level of corruption and the decline in the level of
legitimacy and, accordingly, between the decline in the level of legitimacy and
the increased use of coercion. This is due to the dependence of the legitimacy of
power on its economic efficiency, which is a key factor in postmodern society,
which is recognized by the consumer society. Such stable interrelationships
indicate the disappearance of legitimacy in its pure form and the establishment
of its connection with other socio-political and economic phenomena.
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Significant changes in the interpretation of the legitimacy of power were
caused, inter alia, by the influence of postmodern trends in the socio-political
sciences.

«Thus, the general tendency of postmodernism is not to eliminate the
right to power, as this would mean the elimination of power itself. Rather, it
recognizes that the right to power is constituted through the displacement and
contextual application of power, and it is not obvious that their legitimacy derives
from natural law or from rational agreement. » [4, p. 335]

Thus, this position of the postmodern interpretation of the phenomenon
of legitimacy is nothing but a departure from modern total rationalization and
scientific explanation. The creation of a general «metanarrative», which is
designed to explain reality and establish certain patterns is uncharacteristic of
postmodernism, which denies the very possibility of the existence of a «universal
explanation», on this thesis in his works relied J.-F. Lyotard [7].

The focus of attention today is shifting from scientific explanations
towards creative search and analysis of specific cases as opposed to attempts
to generalize everything and reduce it to one typology. Postmodernism best
manifests itself as a cultural phenomenon, demonstrating a departure from
the canons of modernism. Just as Andy Warhol’s works cannot be understood
without taking into account their media context, so the legitimacy of modern
power is in fact impossible without reference to its presentation in media space.

One can draw a parallel between the image that Warhol built and the
image of modern politicians: «If you want to know everything about Andy
Warhol, look at what is on the surface of my paintings and films, on the surface
of myself. There is nothing under this. » [9, p. 74] The reluctance to focus on the
study of the political sphere, the decline in the level of political culture and the
growing role of mass culture leads to a serious change in policy priorities and the
emergence of new means to increase the level of legitimacy. Today, more and
more attention is paid to work with meanings, texts and images, with picture
and style, and less and less work is done on filling and building strategy. This
trend has turned politicians into a «reality show» where the main weapons are
information and insults.

The study of politics in the postmodern framework discourse involves the
search for new meanings of concepts already known to us, active involvement
in the political game and game theorizing. Postmodernism abandons what is
already known and offers to look for answers «from scratch», taking into account
the emotional component and not being tied to the rational [10]

Z.Bauman speaks of the impossibility of the authorities using the thesis «to
endure today so that the future is happy», this thesis is questioned and criticized,
because postmodern society, as a consumer society, requires satisfaction of their
needs «here and now». «Consumption is primarily an instrumental activity
aimed at meeting the natural needs of man. In society, postmodern consumption
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is primarily the consumption of symbols, not instrumental activity» [10].
Accordingly, this is what the construction of the entire government campaign
should be based on now, so that it can receive a sufficient level of support.

It is worth remembering that the key feature of postmodernism is its
opposition to power in all its manifestations. M. Fukuyama also speaks of such
«numerous points of confrontation» in describing the «microphysics of power»
where the imposition on society of certain decisions by power and discourse
leads to the destruction of «individual-state» relations.

At the same time, there is no specific norm or truth that leads to the
dominance of points of influence and results in a war of all against all. Which
further fuels a person’s total distrust of politics and deepens the crisis of
legitimacy.

Conclusions

Summarizing all the above, we can conclude that the postmodern era is
characterized by a large number of changes that have significantly affected the
political system of society. First of all, it is worth talking about the prevailing
total distrust of the government and government institutions, which was a logical
consequence of a number of crises, transformations, conflicts and catastrophes
of the past decades, which exposed the weakness of those entitled to power.

Postmodernism is characterized by: the presence in the public conscious-
ness and information space of a negative image of government and politics; total
individualism; departure from modernist rationalism in the direction of creative
search; legitimation through work with meanings, texts and images; rejection
of the concept of «patience for the sake of the future» and the transition to the
dominance of consumer society; the requirement to meet the needs of the «here
and now».

Such features lead to a deepening «crisis of legitimacy», which negatively
affects the stability of the political system. Today, there can be no fully legitimate
government, and this factor always remains dynamic. The level of legitimacy is
closely linked to economic factors, which is a key factor in a postmodern society
that is recognized by a consumer society. Accordingly, we are talking about
the disappearance of legitimacy in its pure form and the establishment of its
connection with other socio-political and economic phenomena.

References:

1. Bystrytsky E. (1996) State formation: ways of legitimation in Editor
Derhachov O. (Ed. ), Ukrainian statehood in the twentieth century:
historical and political analysis, Political thought, Kyiv, p. 320—348.

2. Kenning P. (2003) Power in Editor Taylor V., Winquist C.E. (Ed. ),
Encyclopedia of Postmodernism, « Fundamentals», 503 p.

3. Maksimov C. (2008) Features of legitimation of political and legal
relations in the process of modernization of the political system in

125



ISSN 2415-881X  Politology Bulletin, Issue 84 (2020)

126

10.

Editor Gerasina L., Danilyana O. (Ed. ), Problems of modernization
of political problems of today, «Pravo», Kharkiv, 318 p.

Heyden P. (2003) Authority in Editor Taylor V., Winquist C.E. (Ed. ),
Encyclopedia of Postmodernism, «Fundamentals», 503 p.

Barskiy R. (2003) Postmodernity in Editor Taylor V., Winquist C.E.
(Ed. ), Encyclopedia of Postmodernism, « Fundamentals», 503 p.
Irkhin U. (2005) Society and politics in the postmodern Mirror: views,
approaches, analysis, Journal Politiya, vol. 4, available at: https://
cyberleninka. ru/article/n/sotsium-i-politika-v-postmodernistskom-
zazerkalie-vzglyady-podhody-analiz (accessed 20 December 2019)
Lyotard J.-F. (1979) The postmodern condition: Report on the savoir,
Aleteyya, Kyiv, 160 p.

Dogan M. (1994) The legitimacy of regimes and the crisis of confi-
dence // Sociological Research, vol. 6, available at: http://ecsoc-
man. hse. ru/data/321/468/1217/018_dogman. pdf (accessed 20
December 2019)

Wilson B. (2003) Warhol, Andy and Editor Taylor V., Winquist C.E.
(Ed. ), Encyclopedia of Postmodernism, «Fundamentals», 503 p.
Zasiyaeva A. (2013) Legitimacy as a necessary element of democracy
vol. 2, available at: https: //mgimo. ru/upload/iblock/2ce/2ce7dacce
coee15b77ceaszq3aaof8127.pdf (accessed 20 December 2019)

Cnucox nocuaaHw:

1.

Bucrpunpkuii €. Jlep:kaBOTBOPEHHSA: IIJISAXH JIETITUMAITI ¥ 32 pe/lak-
mieto Jleprauosa O. (Pex. ), YkpaiHcbhKka Jiep:kaBHicTb y XX CTOJIITTI:
ICTOpHYHHUH Ta MOJITHUYHUHN aHati3, [TomituyHa aymka, Kuis, 1996.
C. 320—348.

Kenninr I1. Bnaga 3a pepakiiero Teiopa B., Binksicra K. E. (Pe. ),
Exnukstonesis moctMmoiepHiamy, « OCHOBU», 2003. 503 C.
MakcumoB K. Ocob6yimBocTi  JieriTUManii MOJIITHKO-TIPAaBOBUX  Bifl-
HOCHH Y MpPOIleCi MOJIEpPHi3allil MOJITUYHOI CHCTEMHU 3a PeaKIlieio
I'epacina JI., lanunsHa O. (pen. ), [Tpo6ieMu MojiepHizaliii mostiTiy-
HHX IIpobJsieM cydyacHocTi, «I[IpaBo», Xapkis, 2008. 318 c.

Xetinen I1. ITpaBo Ha Biaay 3a peaakimiero Teropa B., Binksicra K.
E. (Pen. ), Eanukiionesisa mocrMojiepHizMmy, « OCHOBH», 2003. 503 C.
Bapcekuii P. IToctmoepHicTs 3a penakiiero Tefiopa B., Binksicra
K. E. (Pen. ), Eanukiionenisa moctMozepHismy, «OcHOBU», 2003.
503 C.

Ipxin Y. CycniyibCTBO i MOJTITHKA B TIOCTMOJIEPHOMY JA3€PKAJIi: ITOTJIs-
oy, migxond, ananis, XKypaan «Ilomitisgs», 2005. Buil. 4, qocTymHui
3a mocuaanasaM: https://cyberleninka. ru/article/n/sotsium-i-politi-



Ionimonoziunui icrux, 84 (2020)

ka-v-postmodernistskom-zazerkalie-vzglyady-podhody-analiz (gata
ZIOCTYIIy 20 TPyZHA 2019)

7. Jliotap X.-®. [Toctmonepuuii crad: JlonoBiaw, Aneres, Kuis, 1979.
160 c.

8. Jloran M.JleriTuMHicTh pexxuMiB Ta kKpusa z1oBipu // Couiosoriusi
JTOCJTIJIDKEeHHsI, 1994. Bum. 6, goctymn 3a nmocunanHaM: http://ecsoc-
man. hse. ru/data/321/468/1217/018_dogman. pdf (mara moctymy
20 rpyJHA 2019)

9. Yincon b. Yopxon, Exai 3a penakiieto Teitmopa B., Binksicra K. E.
(Pen. ), Enmukstonestist moctMoAepHiaMy, « OCHOBU», 2003. 503 C.

10. 3acisieBa A. JIeTiITUMHICTD IK HEOOXIJTHUU €JIEMEHT JIEMOKpaTii. 2013.
Bumn. 2, mocrym 3a azmpecoro: https: //mgimo. ru/upload/iblock/2ce
/2ce7daccecgee1sb77cea343aaof8127.pdf (mara moctymy 20 rpymHsS
2019)

Cmammas nadiiturra do pedakuii 12.04.2020 p.

© Omniwenxo A. B., 2020

127





