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The paper deals with some current trends in the institutional theory, 
particularly with the heuristic potential of different neoinstitutionalist approaches. 
Special attention is paid to the contribution in the institutional studies of those 
political scientists who are known by their research in the field of global 
democratization process, transitions to democracy and democratic reforms in 
relatively stable democratic systems. Besides, the author designates some critical 
points in the development of Ukraine’s political system, which, as she sees, need 
thorough examination with the usage of neoinstitutionalist methods. 
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