| TaBpiliceknit HaykoBHi BicHHK Ne 2

58|

UDC 323.2
DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/tnv-pub.2024.2.8

SCIENTIFIC AND METHODOLOGICAL APPROACH
TO THE FORMATION OF CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING
ALTERNATIVE POLITICAL DECISIONS IN UNCERTAIN CONDITIONS

Skibina T. I. — Candidate of Economic Sciences, Associate Professor,

Associate Professor at the Department of Public Administration, Law and Humanities,
Kherson State Agrarian and Economic University

ORCID: 0000-0001-8298-1460

The scientific article reviews and analyses various scientific approaches to the evaluation
of alternative policy decisions in order to determine their effectiveness and efficiency. The main
approaches are quantitative, qualitative and combined. It is found that the quantitative approach
is based on mathematical methods and statistical analyses, which allows for an objective
assessment of alternatives using numerical data. The qualitative approach, on the other hand,
focuses on the qualitative aspects and characteristics of decisions, taking into account social
aspects and ethics. The combined approach, in turn, combines the advantages of quantitative and
qualitative analysis to provide the most objective and complete solution to problems.

Specific methods and approaches, such as innovative, strategic, scenario, heuristic, and
social analysis, are explored to complement and clarify the main approaches. The importance of
criteria in political decision-making is emphasized, taking into account uncertainty, conflicting
interests, the influence of emotions and stereotypes. Taking these aspects into account in the
process of forming criteria for alternative political decisions contributes to the effectiveness,
efficiency and stability of governance. The use of adaptive criteria and risk management, taking
into account social justice, sustainable development and innovation, contribute to a more
objective and balanced political decision-making in uncertain conditions.

The stages of evaluating alternative political solutions in conditions of instability are
highlighted. The main stages include: situation analysis, setting goals, identification of
alternatives, identification of criteria, evaluation of alternatives, selection of the optimal
alternative, review and adjustment.

Criteria for evaluating alternative solutions in conditions of instability have been formed.

Key words: policy effectiveness, policy decisions, efficiency, alternative policy decision, risk,
uncertainty of the political environment.

Ckigina T. 1. Haykoeo-memoouunuit nioxio 00 opmyeanna Kpumepiie oyinKu
ANbMEPHAMUBHUX NOJIIMUYHUX PIUEHb Y HEGU3HAYEHUX YMOBAX

YV naykosiu cmammi posensinymo ma npoananizosaro pizui HAyKosi nioxoou 00 OYiHKU dlb-
MEPHAMUBHUX NOTTMUYHUX DILUEHb 8 YMOBAX HEBUSHAYEHOCHIT 3 MEmol0 Nidguwyenns ix egex-
muenocmi ma pesynomamuerHocmi. /o 0CHOBHUX Ni0X00i8 8IOHeCeHO KIiNbKICHUU, AKICHUL ma
KOMOTHOBAHUIL.

Ipoananizoseano nepesazu ma HeOONIKU KOHCHO2O i3 OCHOBHUX NIOX00i8 opmysaHHs Kpu-
mepiig OYiHKU AbIMEePHAMUSHUX NOLIMUYHUX pillelb 8 YMO8ax HegusHauenocmi. Busgneno, ujo
KIMbKICHUUL NiOXIO IPYHMYEMbCA HA MAMEMAMUYHUX Memooax ma CMAamucmuyHux aanizax,
1o 00380715€ 00'€KMUBHO OYIHIOBAMU ANLIMEPHAMUBU 34 OONIOMO2OI0 YUCTOBUX OAHUX. 3 iHUO020
00Ky, AKICHUL NIOXi0 cghoKYCOBAHUIL HA AKICHUX ACNEKMAX Md XapaKmepucmuKkax piulens, 8paxo-
8Y10€ coyianvHi acnekmu ma emuxy. Kombinosanutl nioxio, y ¢80 uepey, NOEOHYE Memoou 080X
nioxoodie. Bukopucmanns komOiH08aH020 niOXody CMEOPIOE OCHOBY 0.1 8PAXYBAHHS Nepesaz
KLIbKICHO20 Ma SKICHO20 AHANi3y Osi HAOLIbW 00 '€EKMUBHO20 Ma NOBHO20 BUPIUEHHS NPOOIeM
npu opmysanns Kpumepii 015 OYIHKU ATbMEPHAMUGHUX NOTTMUYHUX PIlleHb Y HeGUIHAUEHUX
YMOBAX.

Jlocnioicerno cneyughiuni memoou ma nioxoou, maxi sk IHHOSAYILHUL, cmpame2iunuil, cye-
HapHuil, eepUCMUYHULL Ma COYIanbHUll AHANI3, AKI OONOBHIOMb MA YIMOUYHIOIMb OCHOBHI Nio-
X00u 00 hopmysanms Kpumepiie OYiHKU arbmMepHAMUSHUX NOTIMUYHUX PIUEHb 8 YMOBAX HeaU-
sHauenocmi. ITiOKkpecnieno saxciugicms Kpumepiie y nputiHammi piuteHs y RONimudHux cgepax,
3 8PAXYBAHHAM HEGU3HAYEHOCMI, CYNepeunu8ocmi inmepecis, GNiugy eMoyil ma cmepeomunia.
Ypaxysanna yux acnexmis y npoyeci popmysanns xpumepiie 01s anbmepHamueHux NOATMUYHUX
plieHb Cnpusie pe3yibmamueHocmi, epekmusnocmi ma cmabiibHocmi ynpasninms. Bushnaueno,
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WO BUKOPUCIAHHA AO0ANMUGHUX KPUMEPTi6 ma YNpasginHs pusukamil, 3 6paxy8aHHiIM COYianbHOT
CIPaseonusocmi, CMmaio2o po3eUmKY ma iIHHO8AYill, CRpusiioms OLIbUL 00 '€KMUBHOMY ma 30a1aH-
COBAHOMY NPULHAMINIO NONIMUYHUX PIUUEHb Y HEGUSHAYEHUX YMOBAX.

Buokpemneno emanu oyinoeanna anbmepHamuenux NOAIMUYHUX PileHb 6 YMOBAX HeCmd-
oinbHOCMI.

Cehopmosaro kpumepii OYiHIOBAHHS AILMEPHAMUSHUX PIUUEHb 8 YMOBAX HECMAOLIbHOCII.

Knrwwuosi cnosa: epexmusnicms noaimuxu, noumuyHi pilieHHs, pe3yibmamusHicms, alb-
mepHamueHe NoNImudHe piluents, PU3UK, HeGU3HAYEHICTb NOTIMUUHO20 CePedosUlyd.

Conditions of instability pose a challenge for any decision-making, and this is
especially true in relation to political decisions. It is the effectiveness of a political
decision that determines the improvement or deterioration of an unstable, negative
situation in the country, the elimination of conflicts in society, and the maintenance of
stability, legitimacy, and efficiency of governance. In such conditions, it is important to
have clear criteria for analyzing alternative political decisions that will allow making an
objective choice, ensuring stability and efficiency in the country's governance.

The relevance of the topic of forming criteria for analyzing alternatives to political
decisions in conditions of instability is extremely important in the current political
context. The growth of political crises, social conflicts and economic turbulence
poses an urgent task for political leaders to resolve difficult situations and establish
effective management strategies. The conditions of instability are often accompanied
by increased uncertainty, ambiguity and a large number of alternative options. In this
regard, the development of objective criteria for analyzing and evaluating alternative
policy decisions becomes critical.

Problem statement. In an environment of instability, it is important to develop
objective and effective criteria for evaluating alternatives when making political deci-
sions. Instability can arise for various reasons, such as economic crisis, political insta-
bility, natural disasters or geopolitical conflicts. Instability can greatly complicate the
decision-making process and require quick and effective action from political leaders
and authorities. Therefore, the formation of criteria for choosing alternatives for politi-
cal decisions is an important and relevant problem for scientific research. Formation of
criteria for political decision alternatives in conditions of instability is related to impor-
tant state goals of Ukraine and can solve urgent problems in these areas.

Thus, one of the main state goals of Ukraine is to ensure stability and security in
the country. Developing adequate criteria for choosing alternative political solutions
helps to avoid the negative consequences of instability and maintain peace and order in
society.

Another important goal of the country is to ensure economic and social development
of the country. The formulation of effective criteria helps to choose alternatives that will
contribute to economic growth, improve the living standards of citizens and develop
infrastructure.

Ukraine is committed to strengthening democracy and protecting human rights. The
formulation of criteria for choosing alternatives helps to ensure transparency and open-
ness of the decision-making process, as well as respect for fundamental rights and free-
doms of citizens.

Ukraine actively cooperates with international partners and members of international
organizations. Formulating criteria for policy alternatives helps to ensure that national
strategies and goals are in line with international standards and obligations.

Thus, the development of criteria for assessing policy alternatives in an unstable
environment is an important component of achieving Ukraine's important state goals,
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contributing to stability, development and protection of citizens' rights. Solving such
important and urgent problems for Ukraine became the basis for formulating the pur-
pose and defining specific tasks of the research.

Formulation of the purpose and main objectives of the article. The main purpose
of the study is to investigate the evaluation criteria for choosing alternatives for making
a political decision in an unstable environment. To achieve this goal, the following tasks
have been formulated: to review the literature and research on the formation of criteria
for evaluating alternative solutions in unstable conditions; to formulate methods and cri-
teria for evaluating alternative political decisions which would be adaptive and effective
in unstable conditions; to analyse various methods used in political decision-making
in unstable conditions, to determine the stages of evaluating alternatives in political
decision-making, to formulate scientific and theoretical foundations for the criteria for
evaluating alternative political solutions in conditions of instability.

The solution of the above tasks will help to deepen understanding and find ways to
solve the problems of forming criteria for evaluating alternative political decisions in an
unstable environment.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The study of the criteria for making
political decision alternatives in conditions of instability is a relevant and interesting
area in modern political science. A significant number of scientific works are devoted
to this topic.

Significant studies of the criteria for forming alternatives to political decisions in
conditions of instability include the works of Robert Kagan [1, 2]. The American polit-
ical scientist, author of the book «Present dangers: crisis and opportunity in Ameri-
can foreign and defence policy» [3] studied crises in American politics and their impact
on political decision-making, drew attention to the important criterion of adaptability of
political decision-making and analysis of possible risks.

The research of V. Tertychka [4], a Ukrainian political scientist, is devoted to a
detailed analysis of politics and political instability and crisis situations in the country.

The main areas of the author's research include: analysis of the causes of political
instability in Ukraine, study of political conflicts, factors of socio-economic influence
on the political situation, and analysis of political crises [5]. An important contribution
of the author to the analysis of political reforms and government strategies to prevent
crises is the identification of the key role of state institutions in the strategic manage-
ment of the country. The author also takes into account specific aspects of political
instability, such as corruption, electoral processes, public opinion, and relations with the
media [6]. The author's research creates a basis for understanding the difficulties faced
by modern society in the context of political instability and the importance of timely and
effective political decisions to prevent crises.

Scientists Peters G. B., Pierre J. [7] investigate the relationship between political
instability and political decision-making in different countries. Among the main factors
that cause political instability, the author identifies social conflicts, economic crises, and
political corruption schemes. Their research is aimed at analysing the impact of political
instability on governance processes and political activities, with special attention paid to
the impact of international factors and global processes on political stability.

A number of scholars focus on analysing the effectiveness of various political
strategies and their impact on society and the economy [8, 9, 10]. At the same time,
considerable attention is paid to the specifics of analysing decisions in various fields,
such as economics, foreign policy, ecology, etc. At the same time, determining crite-
ria for assessing the effectiveness of political decisions remains a difficult task. Many
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researchers question whether the criteria used correspond to the real needs and goals of
society [11, 12]. Insufficient attention is paid to the aspects of sustainable development
and environmental sustainability in the context of political decision-making. There is a
lack of research that would fully consider the relationship between political decisions
and public opinion, as well as mechanisms for involving citizens in the decision-making
process. Identification of these unresolved issues can contribute to the further develop-
ment of research in this area and create a more complete and objective understanding of
the political decision-making process.

Discussions in the scientific community also arise on the issue of forming alterna-
tives in political decision-making in conditions of instability, which are considered from
different perspectives and include the following aspects. For example, some studies
focus on taking into account the risks and negative consequences of decision-making
in an uncertain environment [13, 14]. They highlight the importance of risk assessment
and identification of strategies to minimize the negative impact.

A number of scientific papers [11, 14, 15, 16] have debatable views on the concept
of adaptive management, which involves constant review and adjustment of strategies
in response to changes in the environment. They emphasize the importance of flexibility
and the ability to respond quickly to new circumstances, identifying the difficulty in
achieving this criterion [14,16].

These different approaches, research papers, and the discussion questions they raise
help to understand the complexity and diversity of problems related to the formation of
alternatives in political decision-making in an uncertain environment.

Presentation of the main material. The evaluation of alternative policy solutions
can be based on different scientific approaches that help determine the effectiveness
and suitability of each. The main scientific approaches include: quantitative approach,
qualitative approach, and combined approach (Fig. 1).

Let's take a closer look at each of these scientific approaches.

The quantitative approach is based on mathematical methods and statistical analyses
[4]. It uses numerical data to compare and evaluate alternative strategies. Quantitative
analysis methods may include mathematical modelling, regression analysis, optimiza-
tion methods, and others. Quantitative methods, such as mathematical modelling and
statistical analysis, provide an opportunity to objectively evaluate alternatives through
numerical data. They allow for a detailed analysis and forecasting of the consequences
of various decision options. However, these methods do not measure important aspects
such as social impacts or emotional impacts. They may also fail to take into account
unpredictable changes in an unstable political situation.

The qualitative approach focuses on the qualitative characteristics and aspects of
alternative solutions, such as social impact, cultural aspects, ethics, etc. Methods of
qualitative analysis include case studies, expert assessments, focus groups, interviews,
etc. [10]. Qualitative methods contribute to a deeper understanding of the context and
can reveal important factors that are not taken into account in quantitative methods.
However, qualitative methods can be more subjective and less objective, as they rely
on expert judgment and interpretation. They may also be less effective in identifying
outliers or general trends.

The combined approach combines qualitative and quantitative methods for a more
complete and objective analysis of alternative solutions. It allows to take into account
both numerical data and qualitative aspects to gain a more complete understanding of the
problem and find optimal solutions [15]. The combined approach combines the advan-
tages of qualitative and quantitative analysis, which creates the basis for a more complete
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Scientific approaches to assessing Aspects of criteria formation:
alternative solutions

| Main scientific approaches:
i quantitative approach
i qualitative approach

{ combined approach : . .
L PP i contradictory interests

uncertainty

ambiguity

| Specific scientific approaches:
| innovative approach

| strategic approach

i scenario analysis

heuristic analysis

i social analysis

influence of emotions and stereotypes

instability in information

polarization of society

\ /

Criteria for evaluating an alternative solution under conditions of uncertainty:

adaptability
risk management
ensuring sustainable development

public involvement
development of decision-making methods

resource efficiency

political legitimacy

realization of social justice
stabilization of the political environment
stimulation of innovation and development

v

Stages of evaluating alternatives based on criteria:

1. Stage — Situation analysis

2. Stage — Setting goals

3. Stage — Identification of alternatives

4. Stage — Identification of criteria

5. Stage — Evaluation of alternatives

6. Stage — Selection of the optimal alternative

7. Stage — Review and adjustment

Figure 1. Scientific and theoretical foundations for the formation of criteria for

evaluating policy decision alternatives in conditions of instability
(created by the author)
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understanding of the problem. The combination of the two methods allows to compen-
sate for the limitations of each individual approach and provides an opportunity to ensure
objectivity and a deep understanding of the problem. However, the use of combined meth-
ods can be complex and require significant resources for data collection and processing.

A combination of different approaches can be most effective for evaluating alterna-
tive strategies. Each of these approaches has its own characteristics and requirements
when formulating the criteria for selecting an alternative.

In addition to the main scientific approaches to the assessment of alternative solu-
tions, there are specific methods and approaches, which include: innovative approach,
strategic approach, scenario analysis, heuristic analysis and social analysis [5,11,16].
Specific methods and approaches complement the main scientific approaches and pro-
vide a more complete and objective assessment of alternative solutions. The choice of a
particular approach depends on the nature of the problem, the purpose of the study, and
the available resources.

For example, the innovative approach focuses on the development of innovative and
creative solutions that can lead to significant advantages in a competitive environment.
The use of innovative methods and technologies allows to identify new opportunities
and predict future trends and create a basis for further development of the country [4].

The strategic approach focuses on strategic planning and analysis. It takes into
account the long-term goals and strategies of an organization or system to determine
which alternative strategy best meets the strategic goals [6].

Scenario analysis involves considering various possible scenarios and their impact
on strategies. By analysing different scenarios, it is possible to identify potential risks
and opportunities and prevent the negative consequences of different scenarios [9].

Heuristic analysis is based on the expert experience and intuition of decision-makers.
It is used where there is insufficient data or where it is difficult to determine quantitative
indicators. Heuristic analysis relies on rational thinking, experience, and professional
intuition to identify optimal solutions [11].

Social analysis takes into account social aspects and the impact of strategies on soci-
ety, the public, and other stakeholders. Social analysis allows to take into account the
interests of different groups and ensures the sustainability of strategies in accordance
with significant social values.

There are several aspects to consider when formulating criteria for policy alterna-
tives in an environment of instability:

1. Uncertainty and ambiguity: Conditions of instability are often accompanied by
uncertainty about the causes and consequences of the situation. This makes it difficult
to formulate criteria, as multifactorial and possible risks need to be taken into account.

2. Conflicting interests: In complex political situations, different interest groups may
clash and have different views on which criteria are most important. Formulating objec-
tive criteria can be challenging in this regard.

3. The influence of emotions and stereotypes: Conditions of instability can increase
emotional tensions and create a breeding ground for stereotypes and cognitive biases.
This can make it difficult to formulate criteria objectively and lead to emotional deci-
sion-making.

4. Instability of information: Conditions of instability can lead to insufficient or
incomplete information about a situation. This can make it difficult to analyse and eval-
uate different alternative solutions.

5. Polarization of society: Instability can increase the level of political polarization,
which can lead to conflicting criteria and decision-making.
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Taking these aspects into account in the process of forming criteria for policy deci-
sion alternatives will help ensure more objective, efficient and stable management in the
process of governance in an uncertain environment.

The process of forming criteria for selecting policy decision alternatives under condi-
tions of uncertainty is carried out through the implementation of successive stages. The
first step is to analyse the current political situation, identify the factors that lead to instabil-
ity and define the main problems to be solved. The next step is to set goals and objectives
to be achieved as a result of the decision. These goals should be clearly stated and take
into account the interests of different stakeholders. The next step is to identify alternatives.
It is necessary to develop various possible alternative courses of action that can be used to
resolve the situation. This may include considering different strategies, policies or options.
The next important step is to identify criteria, defining the main criteria that will be used
to evaluate and compare the alternatives. These criteria should be specific, measurable
and reflect important aspects of the situation. The alternatives assessment stage involves
applying defined criteria to evaluate each alternative. This may involve collecting data,
analysing and comparing different options. The next step is to select the best alternative
that best meets the defined objectives and criteria. The choice must be justified and sup-
ported by evidence. An important step is to evaluate the chosen alternative and its impact
on the situation. If necessary, adjustments to the strategy or criteria should be made based
on the results. The final step is communication and decision-making. Ensure effective
communication between decision-makers and make the final selection of an alternative.
These steps can be adapted to the specific situation and needs of the researcher or political
leaders. It is important to take into account the time factor when implementing the stage,
because some public problems require urgent response, and in this case, the best alterna-
tive solution is one that can be implemented in the shortest possible time.

In order to meet the requirements of the decision-making process, it is important to
develop adaptive criteria that take into account the variability in situations.The main
requirements for criteria include the following:

— development of adaptive criteria. It is necessary to develop criteria that take into
account the variability and instability in the choice of alternative policy solutions. These
criteria should be adaptive and flexible to respond to changes in the situation;

— risk management. The formation of criteria should take into account the potential
risks and dangers associated with each decision alternative. This will help reduce
possible negative consequences in the event of unfavourable developments;

— ensuring sustainable development. The criteria should facilitate decision-making
that promotes sustainable development and ensures a balanced satisfaction of society's
needs in the long term;

— public involvement. When formulating the criteria, it is important to take into
account the opinion and interests of the public to ensure the legitimacy and support of
the decisions made;

— development of decision-making methods. Study of decision-making processes
in unstable conditions and development of new methods and approaches for their
effective use in political and scientific spheres;

— resource efficiency. The criteria should take into account limited resources, such
as financial, human and material, and ensure that these resources are used effectively to
achieve the goals set;

— political legitimacy. The criteria should take into account the need to preserve
and maintain the legitimacy of political decisions. This is important to ensure public
trust in the authorities and to avoid possible conflicts.
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— realization of social justice. Criteria should take into account social aspects and
the impact of decisions on different social groups. This helps to ensure justice and
equality in society;

— stabilization of the political environment. The criteria should help to stabilize
the political environment and prevent further instability. This is important to ensure the
peaceful and stable functioning of society;

— stimulating innovation and development. Criteria can help to stimulate innovation
and develop new directions in the political sphere, which will help to adapt to changes
in society and the global arena.

These aspects are important for further study and development of methods of forming
criteria for choosing alternatives in political decision-making in conditions of instability.

Conclusions. The study found that different scientific approaches, such as quanti-
tative, qualitative and combined, have their advantages and limitations in determining
the effectiveness of strategies. The combined approach, which combines qualitative and
quantitative analysis, may be the most objective and complete in studying the problems.
It is highlighted that specific methods, such as innovative, strategic, scenario, heuristic
and social analysis, are important to complement the main approaches and clarify the
choice of strategies.

These aspects are important for the further development of methods of forming crite-
ria in the selection of alternatives to goals in the political sphere. Understanding and tak-
ing into account the differences between different approaches allows for better imple-
mentation of strategies and improved quality of governance in unpredictable conditions.

BIBLIOGRAPHY:

1. Bardach, E., Kagan, R.A. Going by the Book. The Problem of Regulatory
Unreasonableness, 2017, pp. 1-375.

2. Kagan R.A. Power and weakness. Policy review, 2002, pp. 1-23

3. KaganR., Kristol W. Present dangers: crisis and opportunity in American foreign
and defense policy. Encounter Books. 2000, pp. 1-327

4. Tepruuka B. AHami3 nep)kaBHOI MONITHKY 1 TIOiTONOTIA. [lonimuunuil menedic-
menm. 2004. Ne6. C. 3-22.

5. Tepruuka B. [lepkaBHa nomiTuka: aHami3 Ta 3aiiicHeHss, K.: OcHosy, 2002, 750 c.

6. Jepesko B.H. BoeHHO-noNITUYHE PiLIEHHA:IOJITOIOTTYHUH aHaI3 : IUC. KaH-
Jjara o Hayk., Kuis, 2012. — 180 c.

7. Peters G. B., Pierre J. Governance, accountability and democratic legitimacy.
Governance and Democracy. London : Routledge, 2006. pp. 29-43.

8. Benz A. Comparing national, European and international experiences. London:
Routledge, 2006. pp. 18-29.

9. Sxomnes M. B., I'ytrix H. B. Ineosnoriuni Ta KyaIsTypHI 0COOIMBOCTI KOHIIETITY
«ypsAyBaHHS»: JMOCBiJ YKPaiHCBKOI, HIMEUBKOi i (hpaHIly3bKOi MOB. Buewi sanucku
THY imeni B. 1. Bepnaocvkoeo. Cep. Ilyoniune npaeninua i aominicmpysanns. 2021,
T.32 (71), Ne 4. C. 31.

10. ITerpyns FO.€. ExoHOMiYHa MOMITHKA AEP>KaBH: «CYCIUIBHUHA BUOIP» B yMOBax
robanizauii. Misxcnapoonuti Hobenisckovkuti ekonomiunuii ghopym. 2010, Ne 1(3) — T.1
C.263-270

11. Tonosaruit M.®. Couionorisa nomituku. K.:MAVTI. 2003. 504 c.

12. ApicroBa 1.B., [JlepxaBHa iH(opmamniiiHa MOMITHKA:OpraHi3aIiifHO-IPaBOBUI
acrekT: XapkiB, YHIBepcUTeT BHyTpimHiX cripas, 2000. 368 c.

13. Ilpimenko A. HeBH3HaUEHHICTh Ta PU3UK: B3aEMO3BS30K, B3a€MO3AJICIKHICTH
Ta nucOallaHCH TPW MIIPUUHATTI piteHb. Haykosuii éicnuk Iloniccs. 2023. Ne2(27).
C. 161-179.




| TaBpiliceknit HaykoBHi BicHHK Ne 2

66|

14. Illerna A.B. IIpuitHATTS ynpaBIiHCBKUX pillIeHh B yMOBaX HEBU3HAYEHOCTI Ta
pusuky. Teopemuuni ma npuxnaoui numanna exonomixu. 2011, Bun 26. C. 5-13.

15. Kabauenko /1.B. [IpuifHATTS yrpaBaiHCHKHX PillicHh B YMOBaX HEBU3HAYCHOCTI
Ta pu3uKy. Exonomiynuii eicnux. 2017. Ne 2. C. 107-115

16. HaBumyxka O., Kapakyn A., lleapin 0. [ToBoeHHE BiTHOBICHHS E€KOHOMIKH
Vkpainu. K.: LHentp npuknagaux gocmimxens. 2022. 39 c.

REFERENCES:

1. Bardach, E., Kagan, R.A. (2017) Going by the Book. The Problem of Regulatory
Unreasonableness.

2. Kagan R.A. (2002) Power and weakness. Policy review.

3. Kagan R., Kristol W. (2000) Present dangers: crisis and opportunity
in American foreign and defense policy. Encounter Books

4. Tertichka V. (2004) Analiz derzhavnoi politiki i politologiya. [State policy anal-
ysis and political science]. Politichnij menedzhment. No. 6. P. 3-22.

5. Tertichka V. (2002) Derzhavna politka: analiz ta zdijsnennya [State policy: anal-
ysis and implementation]. Kiev: Osnovy, 750 s.

6. Derevko V.N. (2012) Voenno-politichne rishennya:politologichnij analiz [Mili-
tary and political decision: political analysis] dissertation. Kiiv.180 s.

7. Peters G. B., Pierre J. (2000) Governance, accountability and democratic
legitimacy. Governance and Democracy. London : Routledge.

8. Benz A. (2006) Comparing national, European and international experiences.
London: Routledge.

9. Yakovlev M.V., Gutnik N.V. (2021) Ideologichni ta kul'turni osoblivosti kon-
ceptu «uryaduvannyay. dosvid ukrains'koi, nimec'koi i francuz'koi mov [Ideological
and cultural features of the concept of "governance": the experience of the Ukrainian,
German and French languages]. Vcheni zapiski TNU imeni V. I. Vernads'kogo. Ser.
Publichne pravlinnya i administruvannya. 2021. T. 32 (71), Ne 4. S. 31.

10. Petrunya Y.E. (2010) Ekonomichna politika derzhavi: «suspil'nij vibiry v umo-
vah globalizacii. [Economic policy of the state: "social choice" in the conditions of
globalization]. Mizhnarodnij Nobelivsk'kij ekonomichnij forum. 2010. Ne 1(3) — T.1.
S. 263-270.

11. Golovatyy M.F. (2003) Sociologiva politiki [Sociology of politics]. Kiev:
MAUP. 504 s.

12. Aristova 1.V. (2000) Derzhavna informacijna politika:organizacijno-pravovij
aspect [State information policy: organizational and legal aspect]. Harkiv, Universitet
vnutrishnih sprav. 368 s.

13. Prishchenko A. (2023) Neviznachennist' ta rizik: vzacmozvyazok, vzaemozale-
zhnist' ta disbalansi pri iprijnyatti rishen' [Uncertainty and risk: relationship, interde-
pendence and imbalances in decision-making]. Naukovij visnik Polissya. No. 2(27).
P. 161-179.

14. Shegda A.V. (2011) Prijnyattya upravlins'kih rishen'v umovah neviznachenosti
ta riziku. [Making managerial decisions in conditions of uncertainty and risk]. Teore-
tichni ta prikladni pitannya ekonomiki. V. 26. P. 5—

15. Kabachenko D.V. (2017) Prijnyattya upraviins'kih rishen' v umovah neviz-
nachenosti ta riziku. [Making managerial decisions in conditions of uncertainty and
risk]. Ekonomichnij visnik. No. 2. P. 107-115.

16. Davymuka O., Karakuts A., Shchedrin Yu. (2022) Povoenne vidnovlennya
ekonomiki Ukraini. [Postwar recovery of the economy of Ukraine]. K.: Centr prikladnih
doslidzhen'. 39 s.




