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, . 
 01.01.2008 .

 
    

 

1 82 200,2 29
2  (   ) 63 779,1 29
3  61 270,3 29
4 59 578,4 29
5 45 257,7 27
6 37 996,2 27
7 21 423,4 14
8 16 402,0 13
9 11 216,7 12
10 10 660,8 12
11 10 633,0 12
12 10 345,9 12
13 10 046,3 12
14   9 181,7 10
15   8 327,2 10
16   7 605,1 10
17   5 479,7 10
18   5 398,8 10
19   5 296,8 10
20   4 414,8 7
21   3 365,4 7
22   2 269,1 4
23   2 022,6 4
24   1 338,6 4
25      796,3 4
26      482,2 4
27      410,5 3
             497 198,8 345
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Gazizov M. Legitimization of the Lobbying Institution in the Leading Democratic
Countries

An extended abstract of a paper on the subject of: “Legitimization of the lobbying institution in
the leading democratic countries”.

Problem setting. Following the democratic traditions of European culture, the Government and
the Parliament are interested in the existence of the interest groups. They encourage their
representation, as it allows the politicians not to spend time on information gathering and carrying
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out expert investigation on the one hand, and ensure the public support in the process of
realization of specific bases of state politics on the other.

Recent research and publications analysis. Lobbying phenomenon has been studied by
such experts in the European lobbying as D. Koen, Dz. Richardson, K. Makhoni, Dz. Greenwoog,
K. Karr, B. Kokhler-Kohh and R. Eizing, E. Brochaid, Dz. Berkhoud, D. Louri, P. Boyen, Dz. Baers,
B. Kerremans, D. Ernshow etc., who pointed out that it lies in the ensuring of “democratic
legitimacy” of the government model, which makes the participation of the pressure groups in the
legislative process and regulation of the relations within the unique European political and
economical area possible.

Lobbying theory as been elaborated by such domestic scientists as Ju. Zushchika, P. Kyslyi,
Ch. Vaiza, M. Lopata, V. Nesterovych, V. Sumska, Je. Tykhomyrova, A. Odintsova, O. Grospheld,
R. Matskevych, O. Liubimov, O. Avtonomov, S. Teleshun, P. Tolstykh, O. Shestakova and many
others.

The aim of the article. The aim of the article is analysis and generalization of the experience
of leading democratic countries such as Great Britain, France, Germany, Poland on the issues of
the legitimization of the lobbying institution and the terms of its imlementation in Ukraine.

Main body. National representation and the influence on the decision making, as the
researches of European integration processes depict, depends on such factors as population of the
EU state members and the allocation of their quotas during the vote in the EU European Council as
for the final decisions.

As the analysis has shown, under the new conditions the outstanding influence on the decision
making is that of such developed European countries as Germany, France, Great Britain, Italy and
Spain, where the legitimization of lobbying exists in the form “soft” law (France, Great Britain) or
legislative prescription on the level of statutory registration of pressure groups (Germany).

The second group of national actors is represented by the countries of Northern and East-
Central Europe, Netherlands, Belgium, Switzerland, Finland, Ireland, Austria, Poland, Czech
Republic, Hungary, where the national lobbying activity is performed basing on the legal
documents on pressure groups registration.

The third group is formed by the Baltic Countries and countries of Eastern-Southern Europe,
Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Greece, Malta, Cyprus, Bulgaria and Romania in particular, where the
legitimization of lobbying activity is in the stage of law drafts on lobbying.

However, as the practice of decision making shows, position of national governments may play
the crucial role in the adoption of this or that law within the EU frameworks, despite the status
representation according the quotas mentioned above. So we may say that in the countries of
mature democracy and developed civil society these are the traditions of political culture that
ensure the application of soft forms of legislation to the regulation of lobbying activity.

However, in the transitive countries, where strict regulation of any types of activity in the area
of governing decision-making is applied, the system of legislative regulation of lobbying is
introduced.

Thus the legitimization of lobbying in the developed and transitive countries shows the level of
political culture in the interaction of national political institutions, risk groups and groups of
common interests.

Given in the article are the key points of the lobbying legitimization in such countries as Great
Britain, France, Germany, Poland.

Conclusions of the article and prospective for further studies. Thus, the comparative
analysis of national practice of lobbying legitimization in the countries of mature democracy and
developed civil society (Great Britain, Germany, France, Poland) shows different level of civil
society development, in particular transparence of interest representation of social, corporate and
non-formal associations in the governmental institutions, and the lobbying institutionalization is
still up-to-date for EU countries as well as for transitive countries.

In the EU leading states the traditions of political culture ensure application of soft forms of
laws to the regulation of lobbying activity, however, in the transitive countries, where strict
regulation of any types of activity in the area of governing decision-making is applied, the system
of legislative regulation of lobbying is introduced, which makes the influence of pressure groups
on political institutions legal. The majority of European countries use so-called continental model
on national level, which is in the self-regulation of lobbying activity through professional ethic
codes.

Thus the issue of the legitimization of the lobbying institution in the leading democratic
countries is of great value both for the countries of Eastern Europe and Ukraine.

Key words: lobby-groups, democratic legitimacy, lobbying institution, democratic countries.


