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Annotation: The article deals with the concept of a political institution in its historical origin and
development. A political institution is a kind of composite value in the state, forming its main authorities.
In the historical context, most political scientists and sociologists have not directly singled out a political
institution as something separate from the state. Only by the beginning of the 20th century did a clearer
definition of a political institution appear and develop. And already modern researchers are considering a
political institution, which is a set of political and economic organizations, of which not all are state-owned.
The author argues that the development of political institutions within the state affects the strengthening of
the system of "checks and balances", which makes the functioning of the state more successful. In addition,
the author believes that the concept of a political institution is becoming "blurred” in modern research circles
and requires a larger study to determine the essence of a political institution.
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Historically, political institutions are determined in science deductively, and in modern science the following
institutions are distinguished: parliamentarism, executive power, civil service, the institution of the head of
state, and judiciary. At the same time, these institutions are divided into internal features. The term
"institution" from the Latin language "institiiti" is revealed as a custom, principle, decree, intention and
institution, that is, it can be assumed that this is the "creation of a government institution

in compilation with the power term.

At the same time, the origins of the development of political institutions can be attributed

by the time of the Greek philosophers Plato and Aristotle. By that time, Aristotle had already singled out
democracy, tyranny and oligarchy.

For example, the basic institutions of democracy stem from "parliamentarism™ and "presidency." In modern
political theory, "democracy" is defined as an institutional arrangement for political decision-making, in which
the people are given the right to make decisions through voting to determine the most suitable candidate for
political office at various levels.

At the same time, N.A. Bogdanova in her article highlights the period of "Zhanguo" or the fighting kingdoms
in ancient China, where the understanding of political institutions was noticeably different. "Confucians™ and
"legalists"” were distinguished,

in modern political theory, they can be classified as "idealists"

and realists. That is, the very concept of a political institution since ancient times has not had an identical
meaning with similar terms,

but its correlation with the political structure of the state is undeniable.

The next important stage in the development of the political institution should be attributed to the Middle
Ages. It was then that the Florentine writer and diplomat N. Machiavelli carried out his activities in the study
of politics

and states directly referring to the philosophers of ancient Greece and Rome as the founders of the theory of
legal institutions. N. Machiavelli puts forward the theory of "the art of political administration™, guided by the
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knowledge of his predecessors, he creates a treatise on the recommendations of state administration. From the
works of N. Machiavelli, several political institutions can be distinguished: the institution of the head of state
and the executive branch. Although N. Machiavelli himself did not single them out, these institutions are
clearly present in his writings.

At the same time, N. Machiavelli did not study the political institution in detail, as the main object of his study,
most of his activities were devoted to issues of state administration. It should be noted that at that time the
understanding of the political institution was at the stages of formation. As noted by B. Tolen N. Machiavelli
was focused on creating a work that includes the ideas of Aristotle

and Plato on government. Creating your work, "Sovereign",

N. Machiavelli laid the foundation for the formation of more effective political institutions in the future.

The next person to be singled out is the English philosopher T. Hobbes, who carried out his activities after
Machiavelli. T. Hobbes already singled out political institutions separately. In political institutions, he saw
only institutions that are subject to the powers of state power, that is, legal organizations and structures
permitted by the state, and in fact became one of the founders of the normative-legal approach.

Starting with the classical works of E. Durkheim and M. Weber in political science and sociology, as opposed
to the state-legal or administrative-legal understanding of political institutions, a sociological approach to
institutions has been outlined, which brought the problem of the relationship between content and form in
political contacts to a new theoretical level.

Here there is an obvious expansion of the understanding of the political institution, from the point of view of
the fact that this is not an exclusively political component within the framework of one state, but the
complexity of socio-economic aspects including.

There is an obvious similarity between the ideas of N. Machiavelli and the German political scientist M.
Weber, who continued the development of the theory of the political institution in a more direct sense. M.
Weber believed that a "political union™ is achieved through war or the physical destruction of the enemy. And
here

M. Weber singles out a "power institution” that has the exclusive right to use legitimate political violence. The
latter presupposes the existence of relations in society according to the type of power vertical from top to
bottom.

By the early 1980s, political scientists J. March and P. Olsen developed a new form of institutionalism. March
and Olsen made an important theoretical distinction between the logic of conservatism and the logic of
relevance in their research. Rational choice and new institutionalism have dominated political science for
decades

and developed largely in parallel, which is also true of rational choice institutionalism, although its name
signals otherwise. From this followed historical institutionalism is the most structural version of the new
institutionalism, with dependence

from the path as a fundamental concept that emphasizes the legacy of the past as a powerful force behind
present and future actions.

In this case, J. March and P. Olsen combined: normative, political, sociological, historical and discursive
institutionalism into a single whole. That is, they believed that all these institutions are inherent in the modern
state to a greater and lesser extent.

At the same time, theorists did, focus on the economy and politics of the state

equally, explaining this by the fact that politics without economics is impossible.

You should also pay attention to how some researchers reveal the concept of a political institution. HA.
Hajiyev reveals the political institution as a rather complex phenomenon, which is an indispensable element
of the main social spheres. A. V. Abramov considers the political institution to be historically established,
normatively fixed, organizationally formalized and regularly reproduced model associated with the conquest
of political power, the implementation of public administration, as well as the participation of citizens in these
processes.

B. Tolen considers the political institution to be a set of state authorities, while assigning a role to the economic
one. S. Gilad identifies a political institution in a scientific form as a set of formal rules (codes of laws,
codifications, etc.) and informal norms of common understanding that limit and prescribe the interaction of
political actors with each other.
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Thus, the disclosure and understanding of the term is heterogeneous, each author understands it differently,
but there are similarities that should be highlighted, for example, a political institution is inextricably linked
with the state, it has a relationship with other institutions, and a political institution includes a set of social and
economic component.

The development of a political institution in modern conditions

In the modern sense, political institutions are already organizations in the government that create, enforce
and apply laws. They are often mediators in conflicts, determine (state) policy regarding the economy

and social systems and otherwise ensure the representation of the population. In this regard, the political
institution already acts as an organ of state power and a mediator, in terms of activities between the population
and the state.

Consider democratic political regimes, which are the most common, divided into two types: presidential (led
by with the president) and parliamentary (led by parliament). Legislatures built to support regimes are either
unicameral (only one chamber) or bicameral (two chambers—for example, the Senate). and the House of
Representatives or the House of Commons and the House of Lords). The branching of the system of power in
countries is due to an attempt to create a system of checks and counterweights. For example, the EU has
various institutions to control and the interaction of various processes within the union, the member states
gave part of their power to the “supranational body” (institution), which allowed countries to develop more
efficiently.

In addition, modern political institutions include political party organizations, trade unions and (legal) courts.
The term "political institutions” may also refer to the recognized framework of rules and principles within
which the aforementioned organizations operate, including such concepts as voting rights, responsible
government, and accountability.

Depending on the country where the level of political literacy of the population is higher or lower, these
political institutions have a significant impact on the interaction between the state and the population. At the
same time, legal courts are emphasized and here we mean the European Court of Human Rights, where citizens
of the participating countries can sue the country in case of infringement of their rights.

Political institutions and systems have a direct impact on the business environment and activities of a country.
Corporations stand out here, which are also one of the significant participants

in the political process of both national and global scale, and the degree of their influence is increasing more
and more. The perception of corporations as political institutions is relevant in those countries where

their significance is great in the sense that if a corporation ceases to operate in a particular country, the city of
the place of operation or even the country may suffer from an economic point of view. That is, large
corporations cause the country to depend on it and its departure means more losses for the country, and in
such conditions corporations receive various legal benefits for their activities and act as a separate institution
in the country.

Thus, the concept of a political institution through an empirical study of scientific articles by various authors
and their conclusions, we can say that the classification they created, which was developed on the basis of
well-known, logical and conceptual differences, is the main scientific concept of the term.

One of the problems with a conceptual rather than an empirical approach is that one can never be sure that
these artificial classifications of institutions - or other conceptually defined phenomena - correspond to real-
life conditions. A serious consequence of this approach is that institutions that have not been conceptually
defined cannot be discovered. If the natural sciences followed the exploratory principles of political science,
it would be impossible to make any discoveries that go beyond a priori conceptualization.

It follows from this that the political institution in research circles, studied through the empirical method and
the deductive one, is still

does not represent a doctrinal nature in the legal documents that determine the foreign or domestic policy of
the country. At the same time, various organizations in developed countries use branched political institutions,
including not only classical government bodies, but also socio-economic organizations. Thus, in the theory of
political science, a political institution is a system of views of various authors who are trying to somehow
characterize this or that political system of the state through a systematic approach to the vertical of power.
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