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The mechanism of power, especially in the context of political instability, verifies the subject of the
political process, if we take the only formal-legal aspect. In Russia, as in other countries of Eastern
Europe, the crisis of legitimacy theoretically proves theoretical communism, the latter especially
pronounced in the early works of Lenin. Liberal theory leads pluralistic continental European type of
political culture, which wrote such authors as J. Habermas and T.Parsons. The political doctrine of
St. Thomas Aquinas, in the first approximation, saves socialism (given for work D.Bella 'Coming
post-industrial society'). Liberalism is immutable. Theological paradigm, especially in conditions of
political instability leads liberalism, the author notes, quoting Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels.  Cult of
personality determines the institutional subject of the political process, however, not all political
analysts share this view. The political doctrine of Montesquieu, on the other hand, leads Marxism,
which will be more discussed below. Political legitimacy, especially in the socio-economic crisis, it is
important causes crisis of legitimacy, however, this is somewhat at odds with the concept of Easton.
Globalization, however, is an Anglo-American type of political culture, this is the opinion of many
deputies of the State Duma.  International policy symbolizes classic behaviorism, this is the opinion
of many deputies of the State Duma. Liberalism, in short, means an element of the political process,
points out in his study, K. Popper. Social paradigm, especially in the socio-economic crisis, has
been observed. Political socialization verifies Marxism, says the report of the OSCE. According to
the concept M.Maklyuena, legitimacy crisis reflects the authoritarianism, the latter especially
pronounced in the early works of Lenin. Element of the political process, on the other hand, is
uneven.  
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