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Larysa Kurnosenko

IMPERATIVES OF RESILIENCE OF THE PUBLIC
ADMINISTRATION SYSTEM IN CRISIS SITUATIONS

The article provides a theoretical interpretation of the imperatives
of resilience of the public administration system in crisis situations as
fundamental conceptual guidelines that determine the logic of functioning
of the governance system under conditions of uncertainty, risk, and multi-
level socio-economic challenges. The relevance of the topic is determined
by the increasing systemic nature of modern crises that simultaneously
affect military, economic, social, energy, and epidemiological spheres
and strengthen the requirements for the institutional capacity of the
state, the effectiveness of managerial decisions, and the ability of public
authorities to act in a coordinated, adaptive, and proactive manner. The
purpose of the study is to provide a theoretical substantiation of the
imperatives of resilience of the public administration system in crisis
situations, to reveal their essence and functional role, and to determine
the target guidelines for their formation. The research employs a set
of general scientific methods, including analysis and generalization of
scientific literature, the systemic approach, the classification method,
and the method of conceptual modeling. Based on the philosophical
and managerial interpretation of the concept of “imperative,” the
expediency of considering resilience imperatives as a set of fundamental
principles and mandatory guidelines that determine the direction of
managerial decision-making, ensure the coordination of institutional
actions, and create the foundation for preserving the integrity,
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adaptability, and controllability of the public administration system
in crisis conditions is substantiated. The key functions of resilience
imperatives are systematized, including the system-forming, adaptive-
transformational, practical-managerial, strategic, human-centered,
and intersectoral functions. The target guidelines for the formation of
resilience imperatives are defined, including ensuring the integrity of the
public administration system, developing its adaptability, strengthening
institutional capacity, ensuring effective resource mobilization, and
introducing innovative management approaches. It is substantiated that
the interrelation between the functions of imperatives and the target
guidelines for their implementation forms the conceptual basis for the
further systematization of imperatives in functional, territorial, resource,
temporal, and regulatory-legal dimensions. A conceptual model of the
imperatives of resilience of public administration in crisis situations is
proposed, which reflects the logic of transition from crisis challenges
through the system of imperatives, their functions and target guidelines
to the expected results of the functioning of the governance system. The
practical significance of the obtained results lies in the possibility of
applying the proposed provisions to improve approaches to the formation
of a resilient, adaptive, and transformation-capable system of public
administration.

Keywords: public administration, resilience, resilience imperatives,
crisis situations, institutional capacity, adaptability, resource mobi-
lization, strategic leadership.

General statement of the problem. Contemporary crisis process-
es increasingly acquire a systemic character and simultaneously affect
several spheres of social life, creating a complex environment for the
functioning of public administration. Military conflicts, economic insta-
bility, global epidemics, as well as energy and social shocks significantly
increase the level of uncertainty and intensify pressure on the institu-
tional capacity of the state. Under such conditions, traditional manage-
ment mechanisms, primarily oriented toward the stable functioning of
the system, often prove insufficiently effective in responding to rapid
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and unpredictable environmental changes. This necessitates a reconsid-
eration of approaches to the organization of public administration, at the
center of which should be the ability of the system not only to overcome
current crises but also to ensure its long-term resilience, adaptability, and
capacity for transformation.

Governance in crisis situations requires the presence of clear guide-
lines that determine the strategic directions of actions of public authori-
ties and ensure the coordination of managerial decisions at different lev-
els of the state system. Without such guidelines, managerial activity risks
becoming fragmented, which complicates coordination between institu-
tions, reduces the effectiveness of resource mobilization, and weakens
public trust in state institutions. Therefore, the formation of a system of
principles and requirements that guide the development of the gover-
nance system and ensure its ability to maintain stability, adapt to new
conditions, and create prerequisites for further development even during
periods of deep shocks becomes particularly important. In the scientific
context, such principles can be appropriately considered as imperatives
of resilience that determine the logic of functioning of the public admin-
istration system in crisis situations.

Formulation of the purpose of the article (task statement). The
purpose of the study is to provide a theoretical substantiation of the im-
peratives of resilience of the public administration system in crisis situ-
ations, to reveal their essence and functional role, and to determine the
target guidelines for their formation in order to ensure the ability of the
governance system to maintain integrity, adapt to dynamic challenges,
and ensure long-term effectiveness of governance. The implementation
of this goal involves clarifying the conceptual foundations of resilience
imperatives, systematizing their main functions in the process of crisis
management, and identifying key guidelines that direct the activities
of public authorities toward maintaining stability, mobilizing resourc-
es, strengthening institutional capacity, and introducing innovative ap-
proaches in response to contemporary challenges.

The study employs a set of general scientific methods, including
analysis and generalization of scientific literature to examine theoretical
approaches to understanding imperatives and the resilience of socio-
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economic systems; the systemic approach, which made it possible to
consider public administration as a complex dynamic system functioning
under the influence of crisis factors; the classification method to
systematize the functions of imperatives and determine their target
guidelines; as well as the method of conceptual modeling, applied to
form a comprehensive understanding of the imperatives of resilience of
the public administration system and to determine their role in ensuring
effective governance under crisis conditions.

Analysis of recent research and publications. The issue of imper-
atives in academic discourse was initially formed primarily within phil-
osophical and socio-humanitarian research, where this concept was con-
sidered as a form of normative regulation of human and societal behavior
and activity. The classical foundations for understanding the imperative
were established in the works of I. Kant, who interpreted it as a univer-
sal moral law and distinguished between hypothetical and categorical
imperatives. Subsequently, this category began to be applied to explain
the principles of organization of social systems, where imperatives per-
form the role of fundamental requirements that guide the development of
social institutions and regulate interactions among social actors. In this
context, M.Ilina and Yu. Shpylova emphasize that the formation and im-
plementation of imperatives ensure the regulation of social relations and
contribute to the progressive development of social systems. According
to the researchers, imperatives acquire practical significance only when
they are systematically substantiated, when priority tasks, criteria, and
indicators for their achievement are defined, and when proper institution-
al support for their implementation is ensured.

The further development of scientific understanding of imperatives
is associated with studies of the resilience of socio-economic systems.
In particular, V. Osetskyi considers the category of resilience within the
framework of the systemic approach, emphasizing that imperatives act
as fundamental principles that determine the trajectory of system func-
tioning and ensure the maintenance of a defined mode of development
even under the influence of external disturbances. In the research of O.
Matveieva, resilience is interpreted as an integrative characteristic of
socio-economic systems that combines development and security and
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presupposes a balance between innovative changes and the preservation
of the functional integrity of the system. Such an approach makes it pos-
sible to consider resilience imperatives as a tool for integrating processes
of adaptation, stabilization, and transformation within a single gover-
nance cycle. In the field of public administration, the applied dimension
of imperatives is revealed in the studies of M. Yarmystyi, who proposed
a classification of imperatives that includes institutional, administrative,
generative, and interactive components. Each of them is aimed at increas-
ing the managerial capacity of public authorities through strengthening
institutional interaction, developing human resources, supporting inno-
vative decisions, and ensuring effective communication with the public.

A significant contribution to the study of imperatives in the devel-
opment of governance systems was also made by H. Ostrovska, R. Sher-
stiuk, L. Maliuta, and V. Palianytsia, who associate the effectiveness of
modern organizations with the development of knowledge management
systems and the formation of dynamic capabilities that ensure the ability
of organizations to adapt to changes in the external environment. Their
research emphasizes that the combination of knowledge potential, in-
novative activity, and strategic leadership forms the basis for ensuring
the long-term resilience of governance systems. Issues of intersectoral
interaction in the context of ensuring the resilience of socio-economic
systems are examined by S. Burlutska and S. Burlutskyi, who emphasize
the need to form an institutional environment capable of integrating the
resources of the public, private, and civil sectors in order to achieve com-
mon strategic goals. The generalization of the results of these studies in-
dicates that imperatives are increasingly considered as a conceptual basis
for ensuring the resilience of governance systems, as they form a system
of fundamental guidelines that determine the directions of institutional
development, the logic of managerial decision-making, and the ability of
the system to respond to crisis challenges.

At the same time, despite the considerable scientific interest in the
issues of resilience of socio-economic systems and public administra-
tion, the imperative dimension of this category remains insufficiently
explored in contemporary research. Most scientific works focus on the
analysis of specific mechanisms of anti-crisis response, institutional ca-
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pacity, or resource provision of governance, while the systemic substan-
tiation of the imperatives of resilience of public administration remains
insufficiently developed. This necessitates further theoretical reflection
on this category, the clarification of its essence and functional role, and
the determination of its significance for the formation of an effective
public administration system under conditions of crisis challenges.
Presentation of the main research material of the study. The term
«imperative» originates from the Latin word imperativus, which means
«commanding» or «authoritative». In the most general sense, an imper-
ative is understood as a mandatory requirement, prescription, or com-
mand that determines the appropriate course of action. In philosophical
discourse, this concept is traditionally associated with moral and ethical
guidelines that possess a normative character. In particular, I. Kant con-
sidered the imperative as a universal moral law and distinguished two
of its types: the hypothetical imperative, whose application depends on
certain circumstances, and the categorical imperative, which has an un-
conditional and absolute character [1]. In philosophical dictionaries, the
imperative is interpreted as a principle that expresses an uncondition-
al obligation and is based on deep moral convictions. For this reason,
norms formed on the basis of an imperative acquire a particularly strong
regulatory force in society [2]. This feature significantly distinguishes
imperatives from ordinary formal or informal social rules, since the latter
do not always possess such a powerful moral and ethical foundation and,
accordingly, are not always capable of ensuring the stable reproduction
of appropriate patterns of behavior. Revealing the philosophical essence
of the concept of «imperative», M. Ilina and Yu.Shpylova emphasize that
«through the formation and operation of imperatives, the regulation of
relations in society and their progressive development takes place. Under
certain circumstances and within a specific period, imperatives require
substantiation, the determination of priority tasks, criteria, indicators,
and timeframes for their achievement, and the process of their formation
should have a systemic and mutually coordinated character. At the same
time, persistent administration of the implementation of imperatives, dis-
semination of new precedent-based models, legitimization of the rele-
vant rules, and ensuring their support within society are necessary». [3].
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This statement is particularly important for understanding imperatives
not only as ethical prescriptions but also as system-forming principles of
the organization of social life and governance activity.

In the sphere of public administration, the imperative acquires the
meaning not merely of a normative requirement but of a fundamental
guideline that determines the logic of actions of governance actors in
situations of uncertainty, risk, and institutional tension. Therefore,
the imperatives of resilience of the public administration system can
be appropriately considered as a set of fundamental principles and
mandatory guidelines that determine the direction of managerial
decisions, ensure the coordination of institutional actions, and create the
basis for preserving the integrity, adaptability, and controllability of the
system under crisis conditions.

The analysis of scientific approaches to the issue of resilience of
socio-economic and governance systems makes it possible to identify
a number of key functions through which imperatives reveal their role
in ensuring the stability and adaptability of systems in an environment
of dynamic challenges. In the scientific literature, these functions are
considered fundamental guidelines that determine the logic of the
functioning of the governance system and direct the process of managerial
decision-making under crisis conditions (Table 1).

First, imperatives serve as the basis of a systemic approach
to ensuring resilience. V. Osetskyi notes that the category of
«resilience» is most often used in those fields of knowledge where
the methodological framework is formed on the principles of
the systemic approach. According to the researcher, imperatives
perform the role of key guidelines for the functioning of the system,
as they define the fundamental principles that should ensure its
«movement along a defined trajectory (maintaining a specified
mode of functioning) despite the influence of disturbances» [4].
In situations where internal contradictions or external challenges
may disrupt the functional integrity of the system, imperatives
form the foundations of its stability, adaptability, and long-term
effectiveness. In the system of public administration, they perform

ISSN 2616-6216. Publ. upr. reg. rozvit. 2026, /231:129-151 135



«Public Administration and Regional Development»
https://pard.mk.ua/index.php/journal

the role of strategic guidelines that direct the activities of managers
toward decision-making aimed not only at overcoming crisis
phenomena but also at preventing their negative consequences and
transforming the governance system. In this context, imperatives
perform an integrative function, combining different elements of
the governance system into a coherent structure and ensuring the
coordination of actions of all subjects of public administration.

Table 1

Functions of resilience imperatives of public administration and

their target orientation

Target Guideline

governability under conditions of
crisis disturbances

Function O.f the Content of the Function n the.PUbl!C
Imperative Administration
System
System-forming Ensures the integrity of the Ensuring the
public administration system, integrity of the
coordination of actions of public | public administration
authorities, and maintenance of system

Adaptive-
transformational

Combines the preservation of
stability with the ability of the
system to adapt to changes and

transform in accordance with the
nature of crisis challenges

Adaptability of the
governance system

term planning, risk forecasting,
and scenario modeling of crisis
processes

Practical- Facilitates the standardization Resource
managerial of management processes, mobilization,
the determination of response management
priorities, and the mobilization of innovation
resources in crisis situations
Strategic Orients the system toward long- | Institutional capacity
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continued from Table 1

Human-centered Emphasizes the importance Institutional
of human potential, strategic capacity, adaptability
leadership, knowledge
management, and the development
of dynamic capabilities

Intersectoral Ensures coordination of actions Comprehensive
among the public, private, and achievement of all
civil sectors for joint response to target guidelines
crisis challenges

Source: compiled by the author

Second, an important function of imperatives is the orientation of the
system toward adaptation, stability, and transformation. O. Matveieva,
examining the category of «sustainability» in the context of socio-eco-
nomic systems, emphasizes that it reflects the integration of economic,
social, and environmental components of development, as well as the in-
separable relationship between development and security, within which
security is achieved through development and development is ensured
through the creation of conditions for security [5]. Such an approach
makes it possible to consider resilience as a dynamic characteristic of the
system that combines the ability to maintain stability with the necessity
of continuous adaptation to change. Crisis situations particularly clearly
demonstrate the need to integrate these two components — development,
which involves the introduction of innovations and adaptation to new
conditions, and security, which ensures the preservation of the functional
integrity of the system. In this context, resilience imperatives act as a
mechanism for balancing these characteristics, creating the basis for ef-
fective responses to current challenges and for forming the prerequisites
for the long-term development of the governance system.

Third, imperatives have a pronounced practical dimension in the
process of crisis management. M. Yarmystyi considers imperatives as
an instrument for increasing the managerial capacity of executive au-
thorities, which becomes especially relevant under conditions of crisis
challenges. The researcher proposed a classification of imperatives that
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includes institutional, administrative, generative, and interactive com-
ponents. Each of them is aimed at solving specific managerial tasks in
different «locations» of the public administration system. The institu-
tional imperative ensures structural resilience and interaction between
public authorities, the administrative imperative focuses on human re-
source capacity and organizational culture of governance, the generative
imperative promotes the introduction of innovations and the formation
of effective managerial decisions, while the interactive imperative is ori-
ented toward the development of communication and cooperation with
the public [6]. In this context, imperatives act as an important instrument
for shaping practical approaches to governance, as they facilitate the
standardization of management processes, the determination of activity
priorities, and the effective mobilization of resources in response to crisis
challenges.

Fourth, resilience imperatives perform the function of strategic ori-
entation and long-term development. Studies devoted to the issue of re-
silience of socio-economic systems make it possible to consider impera-
tives as fundamental guidelines for increasing the effectiveness of public
administration. They ensure not only the ability of the public administra-
tion system to respond to current crises but also create the basis for stra-
tegic preparation for potential threats in the future. The implementation
of imperatives involves the integration of risk analysis tools, forecasting,
and scenario modeling into governance processes, which makes it possi-
ble to identify vulnerable elements of the system in advance, assess pos-
sible scenarios of events, and adapt governance strategies in accordance
with the conditions of a dynamic environment. Thus, resilience impera-
tives contribute to the formation of a coherent and predictable model of
development of the public administration system [7; 8; 9].

Fifth, an important function of imperatives is the integration of the
human factor as a key resource for ensuring strategic leadership. The
resilience of the public administration system largely depends on hu-
man potential, which acts as the main driver of adaptation and innovative
change. In this context, particular importance is attached to the formation
of a managerial culture based on the principles of ethics, mutual respect,
and orientation toward the public good, ensuring the continuous profes-
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sional development of managers, as well as creating effective mecha-
nisms for staff motivation. The implementation of imperatives in this
dimension contributes to the formation of management teams capable
of responding promptly to changes in the external environment, mak-
ing decisions under conditions of uncertainty, and ensuring the effective
functioning of institutions even in complex crisis situations.

The United Nations World Public Sector Report Unlocking the Hu-
man Potential for Public Sector Performance states that «leaders in the
public sector are increasingly assessed by their ability to motivate and
bring out the best in employees, by how well they communicate the vi-
sion and mission of the organization, and by their effectiveness in creat-
ing partnerships and collaboration with other organizations» [10].

Leadership in crisis situations lies in the ability of managers to for-
mulate a vision for overcoming the crisis, unite teams around this vision,
and ensure effective communication across all levels of governance. Key
aspects of the human factor in strategic leadership include the adaptabili-
ty of leaders to rapid changes and unpredictable circumstances, emotion-
al intelligence that allows leaders to understand the needs of employees
and society while maintaining trust and support, and the development
of crisis management competencies such as risk management, deci-
sion-making under conditions of uncertainty, and effective allocation of
resources.

Examining the imperatives of leadership of the governance system
in the context of the knowledge economy, H. Ostrovska, R. Sherstiuk, L.
Maliuta, and V. Palianytsia emphasize two key dominants that should be
fundamental for the effective functioning of the system. The first domi-
nant is the knowledge management system, which involves the creation,
accumulation, processing, and effective use of knowledge as a strategic
resource for managerial decision-making. The second dominant is the
system for the development of dynamic capabilities, which ensures the
ability of an organization to rapidly adapt to changes in the external en-
vironment, implement innovations, and develop competencies necessary
to achieve strategic leadership [11].

It can be agreed that leadership in crisis conditions presupposes the
active implementation of knowledge platforms and learning mechanisms
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that contribute to strengthening the institutional capacity of the gover-
nance system. On this basis, the organization’s readiness to manage cri-
sis situations is formed, which is based on the development of dynamic
capabilities that ensure the effectiveness and resilience of the governance
system. The development of an organization’s dynamic capabilities in-
cludes strategic vision and forecasting that allow for determining pri-
orities under conditions of uncertainty, flexibility in decision-making
that ensures prompt responses to challenges, innovativeness as the basis
of competitiveness, effective change management aimed at optimizing
structures and processes, the development of partnerships to create syn-
ergy with other actors, internal coordination that prevents the disorgani-
zation of resources and processes, and the ability to learn, which forms
the intellectual capital of the organization.

The successful integration of the human factor into the crisis man-
agement system also depends on the readiness of managers themselves
to lead effectively under crisis conditions. Readiness for management
in such circumstances presupposes not only the presence of profession-
al competencies but also the development of personal qualities such as
stress resilience, the ability to make decisions under conditions of uncer-
tainty, emotional stability, and communication skills. This readiness is
formed through a training system that includes specialized education in
crisis management, simulation exercises, and training programs aimed at
developing strategic thinking and leadership qualities.

In addition, readiness for governance in crisis situations requires the
creation of conditions for interaction and the exchange of experience
among managers at different levels. This can be implemented through
the establishment of crisis management centers that ensure coordination
of actions among governance actors; the development of action plans
for crisis situations that include response algorithms, the distribution
of responsibilities, and the mobilization of resources; the introduction
of mechanisms for monitoring and risk assessment that allow potential
crises to be identified in advance and preventive measures to be tak-
en; and the implementation of a «lessons from crises» learning system
that involves analyzing previous crisis situations in order to identify the
strengths and weaknesses of managerial decisions [12].
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Successful integration of the human factor into the crisis manage-
ment system also requires an interdisciplinary approach. This includes
the involvement of the public in managerial decision-making, which in-
creases trust in public authorities; the creation of systems to support the
psychological well-being of personnel, thereby minimizing the risk of
emotional burnout; and the development of mechanisms for assessing
the effectiveness of human resources based on objective performance
indicators.

Sixth, an important function of resilience imperatives is ensuring
intersectoral interaction. Under conditions of contemporary crisis chal-
lenges, the effectiveness of public administration largely depends on the
ability of different sectors of society to coordinate their actions and com-
bine resources. Crisis situations are typically complex in nature and go
beyond the capabilities of individual institutions; therefore, overcoming
them requires coordinated efforts of public authorities, business, and civ-
il society. It is precisely resilience imperatives that form the normative
and organizational guidelines for such interaction, ensuring coordination
of actions among different governance actors.

S. Burlutska and S. Burlutskyi emphasize that resilience imperatives
should be aimed at forming an institutional environment capable of inte-
grating the potential of public authorities, business, and civil society in
order to achieve common strategic goals. Such an environment creates
the prerequisites for effective coordination among sectors, facilitates the
exchange of resources, knowledge, and technologies, and consequently
enhances the ability of the public administration system to respond to
complex socio-economic challenges. [13]. In this context, the adaptive
potential of the business environment becomes particularly important,
as it functions as a subsystem of the socio-economic system capable of
developing flexible development strategies. The implementation of such
strategies through regional and local initiatives contributes to the inte-
gration of innovative governance approaches and strengthens the overall
resilience of socio-economic development.

Within the framework of public administration, resilience
imperatives may be considered as the basis for forming the principles
of openness, partnership, and cooperation among different sectors of
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society. Orientation toward intersectoral interaction ensures effective
resource mobilization, facilitates the exchange of experience, and
creates opportunities for the implementation of innovative managerial
solutions. In crisis conditions, such a model of interaction makes it
possible to achieve a synergistic effect, whereby the joint actions of the
state, business, and civil society significantly enhance the ability of the
public administration system to adapt to change and ensure sustainable
development.

Thus, resilience imperatives act as a key element in ensuring the
effective and long-term functioning of the public administration system
under conditions of crisis challenges. They form a system of guidelines
that integrates adaptability, stability, the development of human potential,
intersectoral interaction, and strategic planning within a unified logic of
governance activity. As a result, imperatives make it possible not only to
respond to current crisis phenomena but also to create the prerequisites
for the transformational development of public institutions. Of particular
importance is the fact that imperatives contribute to the formation of
a resilient governance culture oriented toward innovation, cooperation,
and the rational use of resources. In this sense, resilience imperatives
appear not only as a theoretical category but also as a practical instrument
for forming an effective, flexible, and transparent system of public
administration capable of responding to contemporary challenges and
ensuring the stability of societal development.

The development of resilience imperatives for the public
administration system under crisis conditions requires the definition
of clear target guidelines that direct the activities of governance
structures toward ensuring adaptability, effectiveness, and stability
of system functioning. Such guidelines should take into account the
key characteristics of crisis management, including timely response
to challenges, the ability to mobilize resources, the maintenance of
public trust, the development of the leadership potential of managers,
the stimulation of innovative activity, and the ensuring of effective
coordination among different levels of public authority. The presence of
coordinated strategic guidelines enables the public administration system
to act in an integrated and proactive manner, ensuring the coherence of
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managerial decisions and minimizing the negative consequences of crisis
processes for society (Fig. 1).

The formation of such guidelines is based on a comprehensive anal-
ysis of the nature and characteristics of crisis challenges, which makes
it possible to identify the most vulnerable elements of the governance
system and determine priority directions for managerial response. An
important role in this process is played by national strategic development
priorities, which ensure the alignment of operational managerial actions
with the long-term goals of the state’s socio-economic development. At
the same time, the formation of resilience imperatives presupposes con-
sideration of best international practices and standards of crisis manage-
ment, which contributes to the integration of modern approaches into
governance activities [14]. An important factor is also the consideration
of social expectations and the level of public trust in state institutions,
since in times of crisis the principles of transparency, fairness, and so-
cial responsibility of public authorities become particularly significant.
In addition, the determination of guidelines depends on the assessment
of the resource base and the institutional capacity of public authorities,
which defines their ability to effectively mobilize available resources
to achieve the set goals. Equally important is adherence to ethical and
value-based principles of governance, which ensure the preservation of
human rights and principles of justice even in situations of limited re-
sources and heightened social tension.

In view of this, it is appropriate to identify a number of target
guidelines for the formation of resilience imperatives of the public
administration system under crisis conditions. The first of these is
ensuring the integrity of the public administration system, which
involves effective coordination of managerial actions at different levels
of authority and the creation of mechanisms for rapid response to crisis
situations. The second guideline is the adaptability of the governance
system, which consists in the ability to promptly adjust governance
strategies and approaches depending on the nature of crisis phenomena
and changes in the external environment. An important guideline is also
institutional capacity, which involves the development of institutions
capable of ensuring the resilience of governance processes, preventing
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risks, and minimizing the consequences of crisis situations. The next
guideline is resource mobilization, which involves the effective attraction,
distribution, and use of available and potential resources to maintain the
functioning of the governance system and preserve the potential for its
further development. The final guideline is governance innovation, which
involves the introduction of new governance technologies, instruments,
and approaches capable of ensuring the transformation of the governance
system into a more flexible, adaptive, and competitive structure.

Operating environment:
global instability
increasing uncertainty

Crisis threats: systemic risks

Functions of the imperatives:

military IMPERATIVES OF system-forming
TR or e | ooy
-~ PUBLIC P strategic ‘
Energy ADMINISTRATION human_cfmered
epidemic SYSTEM intersectoral
Implementation Target orientations: Expected outcomes:
mechanisms:

. : resilience
system integrity governability

i i adaptabilit . 1
: S-t rat_eglc Ieaderghlp_ | acap Y alignment of decisions
institutional coordination institutional capacity long-term effectiveness
resource management resource mobilization
knowledge management innovation in
governance

Figure. 1. Conceptual model of resilience imperatives of public
administration under crisis conditions
Source: compiled by the author

The functions performed by the resilience imperatives of public
administration directly correlate with the identified target guidelines,
forming a logical basis for their implementation. Imperatives that ensure
a systemic approach to resilience are aimed at maintaining the integrity
of the public administration system and coordinating the actions of
different levels of government. The orientation of imperatives toward
adaptation, stability, and transformation corresponds with the guideline of
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governance system adaptability, as it enables the combination of stability
preservation with the need to introduce change. The practical dimension
of imperatives in crisis management is related to the mobilization of
resources and the implementation of innovative governance decisions.
The strategic orientation of imperatives contributes to strengthening
institutional capacity, as it involves taking risks into account, forecasting
development scenarios, and forming long-term development strategies.
The integration of the human factor is also directly connected with the
development of institutional capacity of the governance system, since
human potential ensures the implementation of managerial decisions
in complex conditions. At the same time, cross-sectoral interaction
encompasses all the above-mentioned guidelines, as coordination between
the public, private, and civil sectors facilitates resource mobilization,
strengthens institutional capacity, and promotes the implementation of
innovations.

The interconnection between the functions of resilience imperatives
and the target guidelines of their implementation creates a foundation for
the further systematization of imperatives within different dimensions of
the functioning of the public administration system. Such an approach
allows resilience imperatives to be considered not merely as general
principles of governance but as a comprehensive system of guidelines
that determines the directions of development of governance processes
in crisis conditions. Within the proposed approach, imperatives can
be analysed through functional, territorial, resource, temporal, and
regulatory dimensions, which allows their content, orientation, and
mechanisms of implementation to be revealed more deeply.

The appropriateness of such an approach to studying resilience
imperatives in public administration is determined by several key
circumstances. First, imperatives act as fundamental principles that
determine the directions and priorities of governance activity, covering all
levels of the system’s functioning, from strategic planning to operational
responseto crisis situations. Second, the resilience of publicadministration
is a multidimensional category that combines adaptation, stability, and
transformation, while imperatives integrate these components within a
unified governance cycle. Third, in crisis conditions imperatives function
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as strategic guidelines that direct the governance system toward the
formation of effective models of response, risk management, and long-
term development. Fourth, imperatives have an integrative character,
since they combine theoretical approaches of different governance
paradigms with practical governance instruments, thereby facilitating the
adaptation of the governance system to contemporary challenges. Finally,
imperatives are reflected in the strategic and regulatory documents of the
state that define the basic principles of ensuring national resilience and
security, in particular in the National Security Strategy of Ukraine and
the Concept for the Development of the National Resilience System.

Thus, the resilience imperatives of public administration serve as
fundamental principles that ensure the ability of the system to function
effectively, adapt to challenges, and transform under crisis conditions.
Their multidimensional nature and integrative role make it possible to
form a comprehensive governance mechanism oriented toward long-term
resilience. Given the significance of these principles in crisis conditions,
the study of resilience imperatives becomes a basis for improving
approaches to public administration.

Conclusion. The conceptualization of resilience imperatives of
the public administration system in crisis situations makes it possible
to interpret them as fundamental conceptual guidelines that determine
the logic of functioning of the governance system under conditions of
high uncertainty and complex socio-economic challenges. The study
demonstrates that such imperatives perform a system-forming role
in ensuring the capacity of public administration to maintain stability,
adapt to change, and implement transformational development in crisis
conditions. Their essence lies in the formation of a set of principles
and requirements that guide the activities of public authorities toward
coordinated managerial decision-making, effective resource mobilization,
the development of institutional capacity, and the maintenance of public
trust. The conducted analysis made it possible to systematize the key
functions of resilience imperatives, including system-forming, adaptive-
transformational, practical-managerial, strategic, human-centred, and
cross-sectoral functions. Their interaction forms the basis for ensuring
the integrity of the governance system, increasing its adaptability, and
strengthening its ability to respond effectively to crisis challenges.
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Thegeneralization ofthe obtained resultsallowed for the identification
of target guidelines for the formation of resilience imperatives of public
administration. These include ensuring the integrity of the governance
system, developing its adaptability, strengthening institutional capacity,
ensuring effective resource mobilization, and introducing innovative
governance approaches. It has been substantiated that the relationship
between the functions of imperatives and these guidelines forms the
conceptual basis for the systematization of imperatives across different
dimensions of the functioning of public administration, particularly
functional, territorial, resource, temporal, and regulatory dimensions.
The conceptual model of resilience imperatives proposed in the study
enables their consideration as an integrative instrument for increasing
the effectiveness of governance activities under crisis conditions. The
implementation of such imperatives contributes to the formation of a
flexible and transformation-capable system of public administration that
ensures the stability of socio-economic development and strengthens the
capacity of state institutions to respond to contemporary challenges.

IMIIEPATABH CTIHKOCTI CUCTEMH IYBJIITYHOI'O
YHPABJIHHSA B KPU30BUX CUTYALIAX

Y cmammi 30ilicheno meopemuune OCMUCTEHHS IMNEpAMusie
cmitikocmi  cucmemu nyORiYHO20 YNPAGIIHHA 68 KPU30GUX CUMYAYInX
AK  0Aa308UX KOHYENmyaibHUX OpPIEHMUPI6, WO BUHAYAIOMb JNO2IKY
dyuKyionyeants YnpasnincLKoi cucmemu 8 YMo8ax HeGU3HAUEHOCMI,
pusuxy ma  6acamopieHesux  COYIANbHO-EKOHOMIYHUX — GUKIUKIG.
Axmyanvuicme ~ memu  3YMOGNEHA  3POCMAHHAM  CUCMEMHO20
xapaxmepy CY4ACHUX Kpu3, AKI OXONI0I0Mb B0E€HHY, EKOHOMIUHY),
coyianvHy, eHepeemuuny ma enioemMiyHy cgepu U NOCUTIONOMb
suUMO2U 00 THCMUMYYIUHOI CHPOMOICHOCTT 0epicasu, epeKxmueHoCi
VNPAGNIHCOKUX ~ piutenb ma 30amHocmi nyoniunoi eraou  Oismu
V32000iC€HO, a0anmueHo i npoakmueHo. Memoio docniddcenus € meo-
pemuyHe 00IPYHMY8AHHS IMNEPAMUEie CMIUKOCmi cucmemu nyoOIiuHO20
VNPAGNIHHA 8 KPUZ0GUX CUMYAYISX, PO3KPUMMS iX CymHOCMI, QyHKYi-
OHANLHOT POl MA BU3HAYEHHS YLNbOBUX OpieHmupis ix gopmyeanns. ¥
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00CNI0AHCEHHT BUKOPUCNAHO KOMNAEKC 3A2ANbHOHAYKOBUX MemOo0is, 30-
Kpema aHauniz i y3a2aibHeHHs. HAYKO8OI imepamypu, CUCTeMHUL Nio-
Xi0, Memoo Kiacupixayii ma memoo KOHYEenmyaibH020 MOOETHOBAHHSL.
Ha ocnosi ghinocopcorkoeo ma ynpagnincoko2o 0CMUcieHusi NOHAMmsI
«imnepamue» 0OIPYHMOBAHO OOYLIbHICMb PO32150Y IMNEpAmusie cmiti-
KOCMi SIK CYKYNHOCMI 06a308uxX NPUHYUnie i 0008’ I3K08UX OPIEHMUPIE,
Wo 3a0aioms CHPAMOBAHICIMb YNPAGIIHCOKUX DilieHb, 3a0e3nedyoms
y3e00oiceHicmy Ol IHcmumyyii ma gopmyroms niotpyHms ons 36epe-
JHCeHHA YiniCHOCMI, A0anMUEHOCMI 1l KepOBAHOCMI cucmemu nyoaiuHo20
ynpasninua 8 ymosax kpusu. Cucmemamuso8ano Kiro4wosi QyHKyii im-
nepamueie Cmiukocmi, ceped SIKUX GUOKPEMIEHO CUCHEMOYMBOPIOIOUY,
aoanmayitiHo-mpancopmayitiny, NPaAKmMuUYHO-YAPABIIHCLKY, Ccmpa-
me2iyny, TH0OUHOYEHMPUYHY MA MINCCEKMOpanvHy. Busnaueno yinvbosi
opienmupu (popmMyeanHs iMnepamusie Cmitukocmi, 00 AKUX IOHeceHO
3abe3neyenHs Yinichocmi cucmemu nyOniNHO20 YNPAGIIHHA, PO3GUNOK
il adanmuenocmi, 3MIYHEHHS THCMUMYYIHOI CRpOMOdCHOCHI, eghek-
MUBHY MOOINI3aAYil0 pecypcie ma RPOBA0NCEHH THHOBAYIIHUX YNpAs-
JIHCBKUX nioxodis. /losedeno, wo 63aeM036’ 130K MidC (DyHKYisMU
iMnepamusie i YitbosuMU oOpicHmMupamu ix peanizayii gopmye
KOHYENMmyanibHy OCHOBY OJisi NOOAIbWOL cucmemamusayii imnepamusis
V QyHKYiOHATbHOMY, MEPUMOPIANbHOMY, DeCypCHOMY, YaACO8OMY Mda
HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBOMY  SUMIPAX. 3aNPONOHOBAHO KOHYENMYAalbHy
MOOenb iMnepamusie Cmiukocmi NyOniuHO20 YNPAGIIHHSA 6 KPU306UX
cumyayisx, sKka 6i0obpadicae 102iKy nepexody 6i0 KpUuzosux SUKIUKIE
yepe3 cucmemy imnepamugis, ix QyHkyii ma yineoei opicHmupu 00
OYIKYBAHUX Pe3YIbmamié (OYHKYIOHY8AHH YNPAGIIHCHKOI Ccucmemu.
Ipaxmuune 3HaYeHHs 00EPAHCAHUX PE3VTbIMAMIE NONALAE Y MONCIUBOCTIT
BUKOPUCMAHHS 3ANPONOHOBAHUX NOTONCEHD 0I5 600CKOHANEHHS NiOX00I8
00 popmysanus cmilkoi, adanmuenoi ma 30amuoi 00 mpauchopmayii
cucmemu nyOYHO20 YNPAGIIHHSL.

Knrouosi cnoea:. nyoniyne ynpagniwms, cmitKicmov, iMnepamusu
cmitkocmi, Kpu306i cumyayii, iHCmumyyiiHa CRpoModicHicmb, adan-
MugHicms, MOOLI3ayis pecypcie, cmpameziune 1idepcmeo.
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