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About the Project

The Jean Monnet Module “Political Institutions and Systems in Europe: Comparison
and Experience for Ukraine” aims to research and compare knowledge about the central
(national, supranational, and subnational) political institutions and systems in European
countries and the EU. It also aims to raise awareness among students, educators, experts,
politicians, civil servants, media representatives, and the public in Ukraine. This is especially
relevant after Ukraine obtained a candidate status for EU accession, as it can contribute
to Ukraine’s progress towards European integration and democratization through the
experience of Western and Central-Eastern European countries. This is crucial practically
because political institutions and systems matter; therefore, their choice leads to different
outcomes that are visible in comparison.

Lviv University recognizes the importance and diversity of European political
institutions, systems, and practices. Therefore, it is committed to acquiring new knowledge
in this area and disseminating it among students and other stakeholders, including for
practical implementation in Ukraine. The study and comparison of European political
institutions and systems by target groups primarily occur through developing, modifying,
and implementing two educational courses (for Western and Central-Eastern Europe,
respectively). Attention is also given to a multi-purpose platform for research, debates,
and interactions among scholars, students, government representatives, and civil society,
including through conferences, workshops, meetings, competitions, and publications
(particularly within the framework of courses). Thus, the University aims to become a
center for studying European political institutions and systems in Ukraine. All relevant
information about the project is posted on appropriate internet resources and promoted
among target groups. This contributes to the development of Political Science in Ukraine
and helps bring the country closer to the political and institutional framework of the EU.

Therefore, the Jean Monnet Module encompasses the overview, study, research,
and comparison of the central political institutions and systems in the European Union
and its member states. Specifically, it aims to consider their experience in European
integration progress and political modernization in Ukraine and increase awareness of
the EU among students, researchers, media, politicians, and civil society in Ukraine.

Project official website: https://projects.Inu.edu.ua/pise-cefu/en/

Project team:
Vitaliy Lytvyn — Doctor of Political Science, Professor, Project Coordinator
Anatoliy Romaniuk — Doctor of Political Science, Professor
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A Multi-Purpose Platform of the Project

The projectisimplemented by a team based on a multi-purpose platform, which
includes the Department of Political Science at Ivan Franko National University of Lviv,
the NGO “Center for Political Studies. Lviv”, the student scientific society “Polis: Center
for Politics and Analytics”, as well as experts, scholars, politicians, and public figures
both from Ukraine and abroad. The multi-purpose platform constantly expands within
the Jean Monnet Module and its project tasks.

The multi-purpose platform serves as an arena for education, practice, research,
debates, and interaction among the academic community, students, government, and
active civil society. Research and analytics are conducted based on the multi-purpose
platform; periodic formal and informal meetings are organized, including the annual
Alumni Talks “Political Institutions and Systems Matter”, student debates and other team
competitions. Moreover, the multi-purpose platform provides a forum for discussing and
potentially implementing the best practices of European political institutions, systems,
and practices, aiming to adopt their experience primarily for further democratization
and European integration of Ukraine. Finally, the platform serves as a venue for students
to undergo internships and acquire new skills, knowledge, and abilities. One of the main
tasks of the multi-purpose platform is to develop ideas and implement measures to increase
awareness of European political institutions and systems, the progress of European
integration of Ukraine, and the development of Ukraine’s relations with the EU.

The Department of Political Science at Ivan Franko National University of Lviv:
e  The official website
e  Facebook

e |nstagram

The NGO “Center for Political Studies. Lviv”:
e The official website
e Facebook

e  Facebook (group)

The student scientific society “Polis: Center for Politics and Analytics”:
e Facebook


https://filos.lnu.edu.ua/department/politilogy
https://www.facebook.com/politolohia/
https://www.instagram.com/katedra_politolohiyi_lnu/?igsh=MWhxbW1qdDFvdWtpOQ%3D%3D
https://post-ua.info/
https://www.facebook.com/cpdlviv
https://www.facebook.com/groups/175404338929785
https://www.facebook.com/lviv.polis

The Curriculum for the Academic Course “Comparative Political Science: Political
Institutions and Systems in Western Europe” for Fourth-Year Bachelor Students
(2024-2025 Academic Year: First Semester)

Number of Hours

Full-Time Education

Titles of Content Modules and Topics

Including
Total
4 [TUTP/s. [ ab. | ind. [ 1w.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Topic 1. Theoretical and methodological principles of 3 ) ) ) ) 4

comparative analysis of political institutions and systems

Topic 2. Formation of the model of a modern state,
development of the political process, political systems, 8 2 2 - - 4
and institutions in the region of Western Europe

Topic 3. Socio-political cleavages and multiculturalism
in countries of Western Europe

Topic 4. Comparative analysis of the positions and roles
of the heads of state in countries of Western Europe

Topic 5. Comparative characteristics and
structuring of parliaments and parliamentary 8 2 2 - - 4
procedures in Western European countries

Topic 6. Comparative analysis of the positions of
the heads of cabinets and the institutions of 8 2 2 - - 4
cabinets in Western European countries

Topic 7. The institution of elections and electoral

. ) 8 2 2 - - 4
systems in Western European countries
Topic 8. The institution and role of political parties 8 ) ) ) ) 4
in political systems of Western European countries
Topic 9. The institution of citizen participation in
o . 8 2 2 - - 4
the political life of Western European countries
Topic 10. Comparative analysis of territorial 8 ) ) ) ) 4
systems of Western European countries
Topic 11. Multi-level governance in countries of
9 2 2 - - 5
Western Europe
Topic 12. European supra-national institutional and 3 ) ) 4
political system
Topic 13. National and supra-national institutions
of the judiciary and arbitration and their political 8 2 2 4
consequences in countries of Western Europe
TOTAL 105 26 26 - - 53

The actual number of participants in the academic course was 42 students.

Course official webpage: https://filos.Inu.edu.ua/course/comparative_politics pis_we
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The Curriculum for the Academic Course “Comparative Analysis of Political
Institutions and Systems in Central-Eastern Europe” for First-Year Master Students
(2024-2025 Academic Year: First Semester)

Number of Hours
Full-Time Education

Titles of Content Modules and Topics

Total Including
L. | P/S. | Lab. | Ind. | IW.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Content Module 1. Political Transformation, Socio-Political Cleavages, Political Systems, and
Central Political Institutions in Central and Eastern European Countries
Topic 1. The factors and consequences of the political
transformation of Central-Eastern European countries
Topic 2. Specific cases of political systems in Central
and Eastern European countries
Topic 3. Peculiarities of the formation of socio-
political cleavages and their influence on political 15 4 2 - - 9
systems of Central-Eastern European countries
Topic 4. The institution of presidency in countries of
Central-Eastern Europe
Topic 5. The specifics of the functioning of
parliaments in countries of Central-Eastern Europe
Total: Content Module 1 55 14 8 - - 33
Content Module 2: Specifics of Governance, Party-Electoral Life, Citizen Participation, and Euro-
Atlantic Integration in Central and Eastern European Countries
Topic 6. Peculiarities of formation and functioning

8 2 1 - - 5

15 4 2 - - 9

1 4 | 2 - -

of cabinets in countries of Central-Eastern Europe > ?
Topic 7. Specifics of elections and electoral systems
) . 15 4 2 - - 9
in countries of Central-Eastern Europe
Topic 8. Peculiarities of functioning political parties
and party systems in Central-Eastern European 15 4 2 - - 9
countries
Topic 9. Forms of citizen participation in the

o ) 15 4 2 - - 9
political life of Central-Eastern European countries
Topic 10. The Process and Results of Integration of
Central and Eastern European Countries into the 5 2 - - - 3
European Union and NATO
Total: Content Module 2 65 18 8 - - 39
TOTAL 120 32 16 - - 72

The actual number of participants in the academic course was 14 students.

Course official webpage: https://filos.Inu.edu.ua/course/polit_institutions and systems cee



https://filos.lnu.edu.ua/course/polit_institutions_and_systems_cee

Second Student Team Game “Let’s Create Liberal Democracy Together”
as Part of the Academic Courses

On November 28, 2024, the Department of Political Science held a second team
student game, “Let’s create liberal democracy together”, as part of the Jean Monnet
Module “Political Institutions and Systems in Europe: Comparison and Experience for
Ukraine” under the “Erasmus+ program”. This activity aimed to improve and consolidate
the learning skills acquired during the academic courses. Students had the opportunity
to reanalyze and deepen their knowledge of systems of government, inter-institutional
relations, and the regimes of political power functioning. Additionally, all participants had
the chance to practice public speaking and delivering their messages to the audience.

Three teams participated in the game, consisting of representatives from the fourth
year of the BA program and the first year of the MA program at the Department of Political
Science. All game participants had previously completed academic courses in comparative
politics (including the courses on Western and Central-Eastern European countries) authored
by the professors of the team as part of the Jean Monnet Module. Based on the knowledge
gained during these courses, players were required to present the organization of the
institutional design, the political processes, and the structures of their respective countries,
depending on the conditions assigned to them through a draw.

Student teams A, B, and C were assigned as follows: presidential unitary decentralized
state, semi-presidential unitary centralized state, parliamentary federal state. According
to the legend, all these states were previously non-democratic or belonged to other
autocratic state formations. Now, they were presented with the opportunity and task
of constitutional/institutional engineering and democratization. The teams were required
to design solutions based on the initial conditions and ultimate goals. The ultimate goals
were defined as achieving democratic development, thus determining whether the doors
to prestigious international or supranational organizations, akin to the EU, would open
for the state or remain closed.

Initially, the students had to specify to the expert jury, public attendees, and all
visitors of the game the parameters of their state — such as territory, population, ethnic
composition, neighboring states, etc. — which became the defining background for the
further work of the state builders and “founding fathers”. After this, each team presented
the parameters of their state, considering and developing criteria such as inter-institutional
relations in the triangle of “the head of state — government — parliament”, the powers of
political institutions and their relations, party-electoral issues regarding the functioning
of parties and the development of an appropriate electoral system, the role of civil society,
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local politics, and citizens in the democratization of socio-political life. Questions from
the audience, the professional jury, and interested parties followed this.

As a result of the game, some mistakes made by each team were analyzed, and
triumphant moments of adapting institutional and political conditions to the parameters
of the development of various states formed as an outcome of the draw were highlighted.
Overall, it was exciting, and a competitive atmosphere prevailed. All participants concluded
that it is crucial to pay attention to the balance of power within the framework of inter-
institutional relations in the triangle of “the head of state —government — parliament”.
However, the expert judges also recommended that the players pay more attention to the
phenomenon of liberal democracy, which is the basic goal of the European Union’s development.
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Second Annual Alumni Talks “Political Institutions and Systems Matter”
Based on the Results of the Academic Courses

On May 27, 2025, the Department of Political Science, the NGO “Center for Political
Studies. Lviv”, and the student society “Polis: Center for Politics and Analytics” organized the
second annual strategic Alumni Talks on the topic “Political institutions and systems matter”.
During the talks, the peculiarities, results, and prospects for further development, as well
as possible shortcomings of the educational process regarding the political institutions and
systems of the EU and European countries, were discussed. This included topics covered
in academic courses within the Jean Monnet Module “Political Institutions and Systems
in Europe: Comparison and Experience for Ukraine” under the “Erasmus+ program”.

The agenda of the meeting was divided into two thematic blocks:

The focus of the first block was on discussing the academic courses “Comparative
Political Science: Political Institutions and Systems in Western Europe” (for BA students
majoring in Political Science) and “Comparative Analysis of Political Institutions and
Systems in Central-Eastern Europe” (for MA students majoring in Political Science). These
courses are implemented within the framework of the Jean Monnet Module “Political
Institutions and Systems in Europe: Comparison and Experience for Ukraine” and allow
students to study, research, and compare each political institution in European countries
and the European Union separately, consider successful practices and shortcomings
of different political systems, institutions, and processes, as well as various models of
interaction in the triangle of “the head of state — government — parliament”, and so
on. Such discussions aimed to ensure effective communication between students and
teachers, which will help improve academic disciplines in the future, taking into account
students’ feedback and recommendations.

The crucial aspect of the second thematic block was the discussion process among
all participants, which focused on exploring various options and prospects for further
developing Ukraine’s political system, institutions, and processes. Notably, this discussion
considered the positive or critical experiences of various Western and Central-Eastern
European countries, already members of the European Union. Such collaborative work
is significant both in the educational process and worldview-relatedly, as it occurs against
the backdrop of Ukraine’s progress towards European integration and the recognition
of the need for further democratization and reform of the country’s political institutions.
During the discussion block, a lively and engaging debate ensued as participants’ opinions
diverged significantly regarding their vision for Ukraine’s future political (as a semi-
presidential) system and political development.
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Following the annual Alumni Talks, recommendations will be developed further
to improve the academic courses within the Jean Monnet Module “Political Institutions
and Systems in Europe: Comparison and Experience for Ukraine”. To achieve this, all the
participants shared their thoughts. They completed relevant printed or electronic evaluation
forms on the quality of teaching of the respective academic courses (their form and content
are provided below). Taking into account all student responses, suggestions and comments,
appropriate modifications will be made to the academic courses during the third and
final stage of the project, thus ensuring further development and possible adaptation of
the educational process.



Example of a Printed Evaluation Form for Assessing the Quality of a Course

i,
/ KAGELPA
LI\L ))) l}mepﬂu_rli

AIReTA OLINIH SIROCT BHRJIATAIN HABYAILIONO Ky Py

Funded by
the European Union

1. Un 3anoBoseHi Bu piBHeM BHIIATAHHA HABYAILHOTO Kypey?
Tak, NORHICTHY
Ckopime, Tak
Baskko OUIHHTH
He 30BciM 3a10R0THHH
e zamoroMeHHE

2. Un TeMH JeRIGHHOTO KYPCY TAa CeMiHAPCHKHX 3aHsAThH Gy m Bam wikagi?
Tax, nopHICTHO
Ileperaxno (nonax 30 %)
YacTropo (MeHIme 50 %)
He mikasi
Baxko BiAMORICTH

3. 1Mo naiidimumie cnojodanocs Ni yac BHBYENIS HABUALTLIION 0 Kypey?

4. Lo Hajfidinbuie He ¢110100210CH I Ya ¢ BUBYEHHS KYpey?

5. Sk 3 onpanpoBaHyx Tem, Ha Bamy jymMKy, norpefyiors 10 TKOBOIO BHCBI L.

6. ki muTaHus He 6yH BHCRITIeH], a s Bac BoHu € wikasmm ?

7. CkiTbkH yacy Ha TIKAeHE BH BHKODHCTOBYBAII LTS MiATOTORKH 10 3AHATH (B O )
1-2; 3-4; 3-6; nomaz 7

8. JIxi maTepiam Bu nepepazkHo BHKOPHCTOBYBAIH THT MAC I OTOBKH 10 3AHATH (MOMAKE
Oy TH He oA BiNIOBiAL):
Bikimeist
Jlekmisn
Mouorpacii
Iliapyunuku
Tlepmomkepena
IHwme (BraxiTs)

D Bami pexcomenyianii oo kypey i opramnizanii naBuaisoro npouecy:

Opram

1 More 1115

91 CEpoLeiichiora Coios

v pastans "Tlporpeom Cpasye

1 Hanpsivon " SO

QUITHIIL [TICTHTYTH Ta CHETEMA B € BpOIIL: O
https:/iprojects Inu edu ua/pis

ocpiT’ ©101126702)

05T | AOCHLT Kparm
ofi/
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Example of an Online Evaluation Form for Assessing the Quality of a Course

AHKeTa OLiHKM SIKOCTi BUKNTaflaHHAl HaBYaJIbHOIO
Kypcy "lMopiBHANbHUIA aHanNi3 NONITUYHUX
IHCTUTYTIB i cucTeM KpaiH LleHTpanbHo-CxigHol
€sponu”

B I U & ¥

Onuc dopmm

Ha3Ba 306paxKeHHn

noarozon!

Funded by
the European Union

Jean Monnet Module

Political Institutions and Systems in Europe:
Comparison and Experience for Ukraine

within the EU program “Erasmus+”

1. Yn sapoBoneHi Bu pisHeM BUKNaflaHHA HaBYaNbHOro Kypey? *

Tak, NOBHICTO

11

11 2 3 A= R €= )



5. Alki 3 onpauboBaHUX TeM, Ha Bally lyMKy, NnoTpebyloTb 101aTKOBOro BUCBITNEHHA? *

B ®

TeKcT 3anuTaHHA 3 OBrMMU BiaNoBigaMu

o)

6. AKi nUTaHHA He 6ynK BUCBITNEHI, a Ana Bac BoHM € LikaBuMu? *

1IR3

TekcT 3anuTaHHA 3 AOBMMMM BiANOBIAAMM

7. CKinbKku 4acy Ha TxAeHb By BUKOpUcTOBYBanu Ans NiAroToBKM Jo 3aHsATb (B rog.)? *
12
34
56
noxHag 7

8. Aki maTepianu Bu nepeBaKHO BUKOPUCTOBYBANHM Mif Yac NiAroTOBKM [0 3aHATL (MoXe *

6yTH He ofHa BiAnosiAb)?
Bikineais
Nekuis
MoHorpadii
Nigpy4HUKK
Mepwomxepena

IHwe...

Questionnaire for the course “Comparative Political Science: Political Institutions and Systems
in Western Europe”

Questionnaire for the course “Comparative Analysis of Political Institutions and Systems in
Central-Eastern Europe”
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https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLScOJ8Rcp95Pa7YHJehDvV-Wa9ALO5mEuf_ZFikOIyUu132kyQ/viewform?usp=sf_link
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLScOJ8Rcp95Pa7YHJehDvV-Wa9ALO5mEuf_ZFikOIyUu132kyQ/viewform?usp=sf_link
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdN1vDbuha4xAdOoXInyem5WMhHeRGwro0qI1xX9tMFfqv6DA/viewform?usp=sf_link
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdN1vDbuha4xAdOoXInyem5WMhHeRGwro0qI1xX9tMFfqv6DA/viewform?usp=sf_link

Assessment and Survey Results

1. Yu 3ag0BONeHi Bu piBHeM BUKNagaHHA HaBYanbHOro Kypcy?
17 Bignosinen

@ Tak, nosHicTio

@ Cropiwe, Tak

@ Baxko oUiHUTH

@ He z08ciM 3agoBONEHMi
@ He 3apoBoneHuit

2. Y4 TeMM NeKUiMHOro Kypcy Ta ceMiHapcbKWX 3aHATL 6ynu Bam Uikagi?
17 signosinein

@ Tak, nosHicTio

@ NeperaxHo (noHag 50 %)
@ YacTkoso (MeHwe 50 %)
@ He yikasi

@ Baxxo sianosicTn

3. What was your favorite part of the academic course? Answers:

A detailed analysis of the peculiarities of the political system of each country covered by the
course, discussion of the transformation of their institutions, as well as the current political situation;
In-depth understanding of the political systems of countries, especially the comparison of different
models of governance and their impact on the stability and development of society;
Meaningful practical/seminar classes with vivid examples;

New knowledge;

Understanding of how institutions of foreign countries work;

Accessibility of explanations;

Professional presentation of the materials, interesting cases;

Novelty of information and detailed analysis of states;

Clarity of lecture material, variety of course content ...
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Assessment and Survey Results
5. Which of the topics covered do you think require additional coverage? Answers:

More time to review the Benelux countries;

Governmental stability in Western Europe;

Socio-cultural component of EU policy;

Constitutional engineering in the EU countries;

Northern Europe: Scandinavia, Baltic States;

Local government in the EU countries;

European integration of CEE countries;

Populism in Europe, the impact of the European Union on the transformation of political systems;
The issue of democratic retreat ...

7. CKinbkm Yacy Ha TwxaeHb B BUKopWCTOBYBaNW ANs NiAroToBKKM A0 3aHATHL (B rof.)?
17 signosigei

®12
® 34
® 56
@ nowan 7

8. AKi MaTepianu Bu nepeBaxHO BUKOPUCTOBYBANM NiJ Yac NigroToBKM 40 3aHATb (MOxe 6YTH He
ofHa Bignosiab)?
17 sipnogigein

Bikineais 7 (41,2%)
12 (70,6%)
11 (64,7%)

10 (58,8%)

Nexuis
MoHorpadii|

MiapyqHAKK

Mepwogxepena 8 (47,1%)
Basu paHwx (pesynerati Bubop. .. 1(5,9%)
CrartTi B iHTEpHETI 1(5,9%)
Bigeo YouTube, BHaniTh4Hi cTa... 1(5,9%)
JHocnianvueki cTari, Bingo Ha... 1(5,9%)
0,0 25 5.0 7.5 10,0 12,5
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Recommendations for Further Development of Academic Courses

The survey results demonstrated that students particularly appreciated the
following aspects of the courses: interesting, relevant, and substantive lectures and
seminars; accessibility and professionalism in delivering the material; novelty and relevance
of information and quality educational material; detailed analysis and comparison of
the case studies of political institutions and systems of European countries. Overall, it
provided an understanding of how foreign countries’ political institutions operate. However,
specific issues raised concerns among students, including partial inconsistency and
disjointedness of lecture and seminar topics (which occurred occasionally), incomplete
structuring of materials on specific issues, and sometimes tricky access to sources for
preparation for some seminars or the complexity and research nature of the sources
themselves. Some students suggested that increasing the number of seminar sessions
would be beneficial for academic courses.

Students noted that specific topics require more detailed coverage, including
government stability and institutional/constitutional engineering, the social-cultural
component of politics, the relationship between political culture and political institutions,
local government, and real-life case studies of elections and electoral campaigns at
various levels of politics and governance in Western and Central-Eastern European countries.
Additionally, students suggested that within the problematic issues discussed during
the courses, it would be beneficial to include and devote special attention to the political
systems of Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Norway, Sweden, and the Baltic countries.

Moreover, students emphasized the importance of continuing to address issues
such as political transformations and the formation of modern state models in “old” and
“new” Europe, socio-political cleavages and multiculturalism, the roles and positions
of the head of state institutions in monarchies and republics, the structuring of parliaments
and parliamentary procedures, the roles and positions of the head of government and
cabinets, the institution of elections and electoral systems, the role of political parties
in political systems, citizen participation in political life, the nature and types of territorial
systems and multi-level governance, the EU supranational institutions and the political
system, national and supranational judicial institutions and arbitration in the EU and
European countries, and the process and results of integration into the EU and NATO.

In the future, the academic courses “Comparative Political Science: Political
Institutions and Systems in Western Europe” (for BA students) and “Comparative Analysis
of Political Institutions and Systems in Central-Eastern Europe” (for MA students) will be
partly modified to meet the student’s needs better.
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